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Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry 
Presiding Member : The Hon. Sir George Lush 
Members : The Hon. Sir Richard Blackbum, OBE 

The Hon. Andrew Wells, QC 

September 1986 

Senator the Hon. Douglas McClelland 
President of the Senate 
Parliament House 
CANBERRA ACT 2600 

Dear Mr President 

G.P.0. Box 5218 
Sydney,N.S.W. 2001 
Telephone: 232-4922 

I have the honour to present herewith the Report of the Corrmiss:i.on 
appointed pursuant to the Parliam:ntary Camti.ssion of Inquiry Act 1986. 

Your attention is respectfully directed to paragraph 4.1, which refE:!rs 
to the vexed question of the disposal of the Connission's documents. 

Yours sincerely 

Sir George Lush 
Presiding Member 

Encl 



Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry 
Presiding Member ; The Hon. Sir George Lush 
Members : The Hon. Sir Richard Blackburn, OBE 

The Hon. Andrew Wells, QC 

September 1986 

The rbn, Joan Child MP 
Speaker of the House of Representatives 
Parliament rbuse 
CANBERRA ACT 2600 

Dear Madam Speaker 

G.P.0 . Box :5218 
Sydney, N.S .. W. 2001 
Telephone: 232-4922 

I have the honour to present herewith the Report of the Comnissi on 
appointed pursuant to the Parl iamentary Camri.ssion of Inquiry Act 1986. 

Your attention is respectfull y di rected to paragraph 4 . 1, which refers 
to the vexed questi on of the disposal of the Comnission's documents. 

Yours sincerely 

Sir George Lush 
Presiding Member 

Encl 



Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry 
Presiding Member : The Hon. Sir George Lush G.P.O. Box 5218 

Sydney, N.S.W. 2001 
Telephone: 232-4922 

Members : The Hon. Sir Richard Blackbum, OBE 
The Hon. Andrew Wells, QC 

Report pmruant to Sectia, 8 

1. Intrcrluction 

1.1 The Parliamentary camti.ssion of Inquiry was constituted by the 

Parliamentary Coornission of Inquiry Act 1986 ( "the Act"), which 

received Royal Assent on 13 May 1986. 

1. 2 Pursuant to section 4 of the Act, camti.ssioners and a Presiding 

2. 

2.1 

Member were appointed by the necessary resolutions. The 

appointments were cc:mpleted on 27 May 1986. 

Action taken~ the Carmission 

J_. 

The members · · of the Corrnission first net on 28 May 1986 in 

Melbourne, for the purpose of initiating steps for the 

administration of the camti.ssion. 
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2.12 In fact the Repeal Bill was not passed in that week of sitting; 

but since the issue in Parliament was not the repeal of the A.et 

but the disp::>sal of the Ccnmi.ssion's documents, and since nothing 

which was both fair and useful could be done in time for the 

Report which section 8 of the Act requires to be delivered before 

30 September 1986, the Ccnmi.ssion has not revoked its last 

adjournment order. 

2.13 It will be appreciated fran the above that the O::mnission has, up 

to the present date, heard no evidence whatsoever concerning the 

conduct of the Judge. 

2.14 This account explains why the statutory report must take the form 

which now follc,..,,s. 

3. 

3.1 

3.2 

3.3 

Report Pursuant to Section 8 of the Act 

The Cannission accordihgly reports: 

(a) that it has rrade no findings of fact; 

(b) that it has therefore fonned no conclusions or opinions 

v.tiether any conduct of the Judge has been such as to arrount 

to proved misbehaviour within the meaning of section 72 of 

the Constitution. 

Having regard to the nature of this report, the camrl.ssion 

sutmi ts no re~rd pursuant to sub-section 8 ( 3) of the Act. 

For the same reasons, the camussion sul:mits no separate report 

pursuant to sub-section 8(5) of the Act. 
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Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry 
Presiding Member : The Hon. Sir George Lush G.P.O. Box 5218 

Sydney, N.S.W.'2001 
Telephone: 232-4922 

Members : The Hon. Sir Richard Blackbum, OBE 
The Hon. Andrew Wells, QC 

9 September 1986 

Mr John Spender, QC, MP 
Federal Shadow Attorney-General 
Suite 601, 6th Floor 
83 Mount Street 
NORTH SYDNEY NSW 2060 

Dear Mr Spender, 

In the course of our telephone conversation yesterday you raised 
with me three question~ arising out of a newspaper article 
published in The National Times on Sunday, 7 September 1986. 
You sought information relating to that part of the newspaper 
article which asserted that 'part of the information given to 
the investigation about Saffron included a sensitive reference 
to a highly placed member of the Federal Government.' 

I have taken up the matter of your questions with the Presiding 
Member of the Commission and I am directed to inform you as 
follows • . 

The legislation which set up the Commission provides for its 
inquiry to be conducted in private, unless the Commission thinks 
the circumstances require otherwise. That legislation continues 
to be in force. There is debate in the Parliament a t present 
concerning the disposal of documents of the Commission including 
documents containing information received by the Commission. 

, 1Taking these matters into account with other rele_y_ant matters, 
' the Commission does not consider that the circumstances require 
it to depart from the requirement of privacy imposed by its 
statute, except to the extent allowed by section 34 of that 
statute. 

In light of the above I am unable to provide you with answers to 
the questions that you raised. 

Yours sincerely, 

J. F. Thomson 
Secretary 

~ 9~'='41 to 
{~~v1 (11~ ·~) 
tj~~S cc_;1AAP';;.) 
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Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry 
Presiding Member : The Hon. Sir George Lush 
Members : The Hon. Sir Richard Blackbum, OBE 

The Hon. Andrew Wells, QC 

9 September 19 86 

The Hon. Michael J. Young, MP 
Special Minister of State 
Parliament House 
CANBERRA ACT 2600 

Dear Minister, 

G.P.0. Box 5218 
Sydney, N.:S.W. 2001 
Telephone: 232-4922 

The Presiding Member of the Commission, the Honourable 
Sir George Lush, has requested that I inform you that questions 
have been received by the Commission from Mr John Spender, C?C, 
MP, relating to information received by the Commission in the 
course of its inquiry. I am enclosing for your information a 
copy of my letter of today's date to Mr Spender. 

The Presiding Member requests that, should you dissent from the 
approach taken by the Commission and reflected in the enclos:ed 
letter, you might please arrange to let me know in the first 
instance so that I can communicate your views to him. 

Yours sincerely, 

J.F. Thomson 
Secretary 
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Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry 
Presiding Member : The Hon. Sir George Lush G.P.O. Box 5218 

Sydney, N.S.W. 2001 
Telephone: 232-4922 

Members : The Hon. Sir Richard Blackburn OBE 
The Hon. Andrew Wells, QC ' 

10 September 1986 

Mr John Spender, QC, MP 
Suite 601, 6th Floor 
83 Mount Street 
NORTH SYDNEY NSW 2060 

Dear Mr Spender, 

I have received your communication dated 8 September and 
transmitted to me by facsimile. I have had the opportunity ,of 
discussing the matter with the Presiding Member of the 
Commission, the Honourable Sir George Lush and, consistently 
with that discussion, I make the following observations in 
relation to your communication. 

With respect to the matters set out under the heading 'As to 
section 34' the position is as follows. 

Material in the possession of the Commission was not 'analys1~d' 
for the purpose of possible communication to other persons and 
agencies specified in section 34 of the Commission's statute .• 

The Commission is not called upon by its statute to do such 
analysis. However, the question generally was addressed by 
Counsel Assisting the Commission and the Instructing Solicitor 
though naturally not in the same depth as would have been th1~ 
case had the Commission gone to finality. On an overview of the 
material available, much of which came from the National Crime 
Authority, the Director of Public Prosecutions or the Australian 
Federal Police, analysis was not warranted, in the opinion of 
Senior Counsel. A good deal of the material is inchoate and~ in 
that form, unsuitable for reference pursuant to section 34. 
Generally, to be suitable for that purpose such material would 
need to be enhanced by further investigation and/or 
cross-examination of witnesses. However, when it became 
apparent that the Commission was to be wound up by the 
·pa-rliament; it consulted th·e -National Crime Authority ·· over 
materials in its possession that the Authority might require. 
Those requested by the Authority were provided to it. 
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I confirm what you have set out in your communication under the 
heading 'Receipt and Disbursement of Information' except that 
the material proposed to be sent to the Parliament under the 
repeal Bill (as presently formulated) will not include : 

files received from departments and authorities; 

material provided to the Commission in confidence on the 
basis that it would be returned; 

Senate Committee material ; 

Counsel's personal working notes which, I understand, have 
been destroyed; and 

administrative files. 

However, relevant information from the material described 
immediately above is contained in the Commission's records, 
which, it is proposed, will be sent to the Parliament. 

Yours sincerely, 

J.F. Thomson 
Secretary 



.FILE NOTE: 

DISCUSSION .. WITH __ JOHN ___ S P END.E R ___ MP 

Mr Spender telephoned today (3 
Thomsonis call to him on 29 
questior:is raised by Mr Spender . 
of those answers . 

S1:1ptember) in response to Mr 
August providing answers to 

He was sE:H~king clarification 

I told Mr spender that I could not be much clearer than Mr' 
Thomson had been and that the answers given wer1:1 what the 
Commission had decided upon after consultations with and advice 
from the Attorm~y i.rnd his Dt1partrnent. He was initially miffed 
bE:~cause we had sought advice from the Attorney who 11 ts only 
another MP tn this matt«,H'. 11 He accepted my exp1anat.ion that 
the Commission felt jt proper to consult but that: th (~ ans1AJers 
lAJere its own. 

Mr Spender then c1sl<ed wh~~ther we could be more spE:1cific about. 
information provided under s . 34. I tnforrn~~d him that. wt:,i 1A1ere 
not able to be specific to tA.lhich ~w rE:~sponded that our Act: 1 s 
secrecy provis:ion probi.ibly prevented that. He then t.,1,Ji thdrelAl 
that until I pointed out s.14(10) which is clear on publication 
of information to which s.34 might apply. 

His second query related to analysis of information . I 
informed him that little analysis of the kind he was referring 
to had been done because the primary function of the Commission 
a s set out. in the Act related to the Judge. In any event time 
prevented such analysis although this may have been undertaken 
had the Inqui r y proceeded. He seemed happy with that answer. 

His fina1 question related to relevant informatton and 
counsel's personal notes. I merely reiterated our previous 
answer that relevant information and copies from these sources. 
as well as others, are in the records of the Corr~ission. 

Daryl P Srn~)aton 



Approdmat.i)' 10 .15 am 28~t. l.~ 

o. l)JraQk: oalled John &pemer Q,C. - Shadow .M.tomay-<JaDaral (oal.l ~ ' 
in resp::,Ne tD J Spendara call to CUTlrti.Niooer and s. ~lee O,C. 27 
~ 1986). 

SOtei - CAll to J Spar.der made aftM CXX\SUlt.ation with Mr Pat Bruil 
aM Mt 1bbert. ~ .. of At~' a ard tha S&areta.ry of 
the CXlf'll\1N1'm, 

J Splrder requaeted infomiatioo ai w1nd1ng-\l) of Cl:mni.asioo (he ~ to 
:be gl~an t:he aame briefing aa tl\& Q:nduion gave the~ - thi• 
was not r~ to). 

D Durac}t· adviaed J Spend&r of ths following: 

As to winding-up Parliameot ll{PMr& to be ad i4an Oil question 
of winli.ng-tJp am NpA&l of Parliamant.ary O:mld..aaioo of Inquiey 
ACt 1986; 

Cmad.uion will remin until Parliament aaya ot:harwiae; 

Oounael have l.eft. aava for ocosul.tatico in wu:dir:q-up prooeu; 

~ at.a.ff will ram.in till Parliament detclni.ne alt.ematiYe 
~J 

Q:ami.aa1on filu vil.l go U'l aafe to Presi.din9 Officers after 
·ueent: 

'All mat.erla.l ( eave dn1nietxati0n filee) will 9) to Presiding 
Offioen, 

~ dooumnt.8 t.o i., lllforamiant. Aganci.ee md othar 
people, ~ l.eft £or poate.rit:y are t:hoaa 9eoarat:Ad am 
copiee in .ne caaee of dot:\m1ants p:oridm to ua. 

J Spender requestAld in.fi:mat.icm u tD '4ibidl aganciaa h2ld p:cwided 
i.n.fbtmat.ion and lllbich ~ had given infomatiao. t.o t1w 
o:zmiasion,. 

D ~ a!vi..Hd that be could not give 1:hla. 1nfomat::.ld0. aa i't _. 
o:,n,fidallt.ial to the Q:ll'maaioa. J Spemer ther1 requaet.ecl info=ation on 
3 apeaifio ma..tt.ars t 

1. ltihictt agencies bava 1ookad at or were givan oppc>rtul:lity of 
look.tog at. ci:X..'UDant.a? 

2. Sa.a an cw.ysis beecl done of all Cbnlli.Aion material 
witll a view to pr:oviding :infonat.ion to law ~ 
agencies re the {Xl8a1bi. cmmissian of offeDou? (eeotioo 34 of 

.: -·· .tl',e PC of_X,.Aiot.) • .. ..... ._.. .. ....... --- . ...... ...,.. .. ... -- -· _ .... ., ... .. .. . .. 

3, Ie the NCGl.'d going. to Parliammt. a full reoont of 
~ ba£ore the~. 
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I> D.a'ack advised J Spender he oould not ~ thase queetiona without 
fix'•t ooasul. ting with the Seoret.axy of tht o:mrd..eeion 
ooaaultat.i.oo Mr~ \ICUld again be ccnt.ac:tAd, 



l. 

2. 

3. 

Q. Which agencies have looked at or were given the 
opportunity of looking at documents? 

A. The NCA, upon their request ( see Senate Hansard 
P 271) - other agencies e.g. DPP, AFP or NSWPF 
(see answer to question 1). 

Q. Has analysis been done of all Ccrrmi.ssion 
material cf s. 34 - with view to providing info 
to them? 

A. The ComTiission is not called upon by its statute 
to do such an analysis. This question generally 
has been addressed by Counsel Assisting and 
Solicitor Instructing, though not in the same 
depth as if the Ccmuission had gone to 
finality. On the material available, much of 
which came from t.'CA or DPP, analysis was not 
warranted, in the opinion of Senior Counsel. 
However, a decision was made to communicate some 
specific inf onnation to the NCA (can't say what 
that is}. 

Q. 

A. 

Is the record going to Pa:rJ.iament a full record? 

Full record of everzthing generated with the 
Commission. t 
However does not ~e ude -

all fil,es returned to departments and 
author;irties 
all ~terial provided on a confidential 
bas~ 
cql1nsel's personal notes 
Senate materia l 
J 

Alternative suggested by Pat Brazil. 

A. Full record of everything generated within the 
Caranission although the following have been 
returned 

files received from departments and 
authorities 
all material provided to the Corrrnission 
in confidence on the basis that it -would 
be returned. 
counsel's personal notes 
Senate Corrrnittee material 



FI LE _NOTE:. 

John Spend<~r' s office rang to speak to D Durack (Instruct:in~~ 
SoJ.id.tor) -- not avaiJ.able .... rang back and requested to speak 
to Senior Counsel (number given). 

S CharJ.1::1s rang and advised John SpendN' had contacted him and 
wanted to know what was happening re winding-up of the 
Commission - with documents e tc - law enforcement agencies etc . 
..... S charles advised ~)pender he would get instructions and get 
back to him (or someone would contact him on Na's 

S Charles also advised D Durack that he had spoken to 
Pat Brazil who had ind:i.cated that he saw no problem in giv:i.ng 
sonrn information t:o Spender l:rni: would ch~~ck w:ith i: he 
AttorrH:1y .. -·General first (referred S Char1es to whc"lt had been 
said :in Hansard and document sent to Fergus Thomson by R Mueke 
re what Corr~ission was doing with documents, etc.) 

D Durack rang Pat Brazil. 

D Durack spoke t.utth Pat Brazil who tndicat<:~d that Cornrrdssion 
could speak to Spender after briefing by R Mueke 
(Attorney---Genera1 had 0. K. 'd this). -- was rea11y a rnatter of 
confirming that what u.1as in Hansard u.1as what Commission was 
doing. 

Pat Brazi1 advised D Durack that R Mueke would ring and 
would also provide Commission with relevant Hansard extracts/ 

Pat Brazil suggested D Durack advise Sir George Lush of 
these matters and clear communication with Spender with him. 

D Durack rang S:ir George and advised as above and he 
agreed uiith Spender being contacbHi as outl:inecl above. 
(Sir George does not want fact that Commission is winding-up 
hidden in any way). 

NOTE: S:i.r george advised hE~ had not n~ce:i.vf1d 1ettN' sent. by 
F Thomson on 26 August 1986. 

R Mueke contacted D Durack and advised Hansard documents 
would be vocadexed on morn i ng of 28 August 1986. 

Cindy Wi1lis rang Spender's office and advised that 
be in contact with him on 28 Augusts 1986. 

27 August 1986. 
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FACSIMILf, !RA ~~~ 

,VI;~ r. TM-..,,,,., h 

S€CR. E'7~'f 

f'l"t'P-L! ,"'hi,1 /:t,l'rtt·f<,'f 

F3X r, '.), : 

~ 
~ · John Spender Q.C , M P. , 
~~ 1~raJ Shadow Attorney-Jeneral, 
~ u~ . e 60l, 6th floor, -
BJ Moun t Street, 
hORTM SYDNEY N.S.W. 2060 

~ANSM !J'HtJN CONT.Ii IN~ ;. PAGES ( including t.11 , cu 1: e1 ,. • 

RA~ ~HISSION IS FAULT!, PLEASE TELEPHONE 
. Our machi~e is open to receive 24 hou r s 
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ATT~NTION : Mr F. Tho~pso~ 
Secreta ry 
Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry 

As to section 3 4 

A fulJ analysis and ordering of all ma t erial for the 
Qurposes of section 34 did not take place for the following 
reasons : 

Ei rst, the primary fu~ction of the Commission ~as to 
axawj ne roatters relevant to and for the purposes of the 
section 72 question~ 

;ev)nd, the Commission I s functions under section 34 were 
secondary or subordinate functions ( albeit important 
ones)i 

t~i rd, because of the relatively short time the 
Comm ission ~as in existence and the absence of an 
o~portunity to c ross-examine witnesses. 

r, HKtens ion of time for cross-examination of witnesses and 
f,v ful l examination of material woul d have been required 

the p~rposes of complete discharge of all functions the 
1 ·~'9Slon had un der section 34 . 

~or,<:? r.-1aterial was provided to the National Crima Authority. 
1,0 M,3te rial lo'as provided to other l a-w enforcement agencies. 
''-H · or. co:.rnse 1 assisting the c ommission advised that, e)(Ct?pt DD. 
,)r the materia l prov i dee~ to the N. C .A. for the purpt~ses of ~ ~ 
,g t~on 34r tne remainir-,q material was in an inchoate and "~ 
~I f j,;,.-p fi c t;,to a nd not Spj !- ah}e for reference pur·suant t O ..,,y-/ 

;f"" t:un 34 1 since it ~as not in f i nal forn, . While there 1,.,..,(., 

~re l~aos, ind icat ions and intimatJons that might hav~ lead ~ 
(:I t°>;!f(?r f ~CeS \,l l'l(jfrr section 34 I SUCh material neeoeo tO 00 ft.,~ 
n1,:a e j e11- ~ enhan~ • . .-.. by flffther investigations and by \,I~ 
r $~- exani~of 1,,i1 1 tnessesJ PJ < 

~\f I 

· .mi $ 8 ion received a considerable bulk of i nf orrnatron 
rlrio0 s agencies , particu l arly the N.C.A . and the 

togeth~r wi tt, f i les from various depart[T.lent1, c3nd 
;::, or s t "lt:l?.l!'ents from individuals or organisations. 
, ested to do so, material has been returned to 

r, t, 1e ea-8e or docwnent:s returned to the N.C.A. and 
d'ld r-t twr agencies and Government De par trcents, 

.,iird•_e ,,.;}i.ii.:h) h as been copie d an<! will be 
~a i.&·~nt unde~ the Fepeal Rill . Material to 

Poc1 ia•r 11t ~.,~ 1 1 E9 inc lude _: 

~ 
~~ 
~ ~t~ft 
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C. Sh o 
Attorney-General 

f,g'.l. l1;;-1,1f ·, 1(l , :1.;S1::'1..tssi <.1 11$ vdt ·:-1 the $ec'Cetar-v t ... , the Par-1.iame11ta1:v 
· ~H't-t~J.~-s;~;ir..; r" uf I r,cui t"Y i;,ttJ ~rfl Justice Mucphy, ! cummu1jlcateC 

·,t-i':.h th<E~ S-ec:i:·etat-v fvr.: the riUl:l")<..1ses v f <"letti11a a1 t aorP.e~ cec0rd 
'~" ~;vJ<. v ital i~s i.H:.S, r.-icst, $et'ti011 34 i11vesticati(J!,.s (which 
.:+s,;.L'!.1 .. ;r., ,~ea.ls 1,-Ji t 1·,. t h0 ·~umJ;11.1t1icati.u1, vf rt1aterial relevtHit tv 
i>.,i:..t;! t;1<".i t~r:·i.m~1 113l '~:ff,s,1,ces}, Secv1,d, tl1e -cecei.r:>t. arid 
Jt1~1(> 1.,.;i:· t.1 ,t!:l1:r1r Jt. t;f vnat~r.ial ?°'>V the Cummissiut,. 

I B.tt &c:h ;i -::~c:rY uf. n,v C<;rnr:1u nicat i ur1 uf 8 Septemb,e,r. ! ai.s0 
,~ ·1· ~ci~ titc Sacret..,,r'1's cenlv uf 10 Sept embec, iii which he sets 
.. • .. :': tl':,e C0mm irisi0,, ·~ :'lusi. tl.ui; uli t~0se issues. ! e1,tir.elv accteiPt 
~.vh0) t h ,t;! ~.1 ?.iiYh t h his ·.~n~Y~ 

>·,;,, fr..d , l c,,f.,' 'i.1;(1 r,<Ji1,t,;, vf i moc.H· tar,CP, emerqe f!.'.'um the Secretarv'l!l 
1~t t .e~ ... ,'ii 

~t:'!i~s, ~-~1@ (.:t,l'M\l$~lt_;r; 1 S vie•,;/ (Jf its CUL.:! '-lHde r SeCtiC . .ltJ 34 WciS 

"'"~ it: ;,1as ;;vt E:ecn.lii:-i?d tu c0r.1d1,1ct a11 at;alysis uf mat.P.rial iH .'!:.r,i ·t.; P·.1S~-i.~B1iiir..1r, f(,r the r;ui:ri0ses vf c0rrtmun i r:ativti . t(J the T'.HH'.'9otts 

CY~ ·-~: ,·~ ~\~".:11c:i-ei sr:i~ci fteii i :i ~ecti(JI. 34 <:'f the CumntiMiiCJti 1
~ sta~ut~ 

r,,::~ : >lL:,~: v_, . otn:·so·,, s ~1: c-7 aqe: ,Ctes r-esc011s1hl0 f.0r: ~11furctff!iet.t at,d 
-,.// ~' ;>:. -,1~1L1c\.: r. 1 ~A! i:.,;\: r:r1m'l i1a ~ uf f e.11Cl'H~ u11de r- C()mmur.wea l th, St.a.te a11d 
~Q..~1"<$ 't r.i tor.v laws) ~ 

3,t::. .. ,:. i ; v,i·';\},= t"<e cuest i ur. vf thP. r.0:nmis~i.<;t, 1 s i-:0le 1.mder secti.crn 
:. :i. w1:1 <:H.H ,i'.l,1'.'c: :L l v ~rid resse<i, it was 1,vt. dur,e i :i the same depth as 
\:,:.; J,~ ;1 .:'<',;-e b~~:n, the cas.:> "had the C(.mimissivt, qur1e t(; f.ir,alitv'1., 
;;; th ,~ :-;i~t<iH:'.l..al i1. t ~1e ha 1. r.s c..J the Cv!'llroii:isic;r,, a c100d de.al "i s 

i ."_'.',) \-,,;itt::' f.)l;~ J• L~i tr:.at ~u.rr'.\, l.lHSU itable fc;r rer1!lr01ice rnn:S\i ,IH,t t.(J 

:,,";.t ::.t...i! 34, Geii tH:allv, t(,; be s1..d. table f.0r.- that pur-oose sueh. 
,,,lr.•;.'?J;;ill. .~ ;~(.a\Jlc! Wi:!'80 tu b-e- €!t,rl{1.11Ce<i hy t!u1cthei; lt,VeSti CJ.atif;tl 

·>,.'..r:} 1 1. i:. ~J,~1~m::il c le,s..:· t,l·p;it'.: :-,ec~use CJr. the \:'.i~n·ms vf t.he 
C: . .;rrrmt ~~siur, '~ ~tat'...lte (attrl the rErn€ial Bill) it wi1l be imnossible 
•· ... \q;r..1\at.' ir, e,;nv ,j-eta i l€' (1 ser,se •.p1hat hanper,ed su 1:,n: 8S the 
'J~t: c.,r ,.:!i l <:'.:tirnit ;\ut h <.J ".'i:y ii:; cvn<;en,ecl - a hudv which, in anv 
,•,.:'.':'~ it}; 1. ,1 >'.'.'.u 't,l5t1:·8i1,er~ r:v the terrnl:l v F tts crii!ti:.·te-l." aB tv t~e id .. M~ 
"r ,., ·i4" ,,, >\ ,. , ,,. ·1 'J ·r" f' ,;H .- "'"'" 1_: t. 1"' . . "" ·y' ·" "". ·"' "'. 1' •, • e • , ~ ''>'1 ·· 1 1'.1 /, .,,,,l. ., 'C,.11. -. '< - S.::,., ; 1. .. i,c:'. ,:'\ • i fl {,J, W.f"!.. U,'.. .:01 t, 

•r,,,ii-1,, t r.~ rt,.!!itri:U.s;:1 '.l t.4!", lc~, will tre se1,t t.<.J ?arliamet1t will ri<.1t 

.. ~"~ .. ;)(~~ ad. 1 c,f t.h(, '"a t~:.>r- i.~ l that earn.a i.1,tu the hartda uf. thei 
-r" { i,f.$'i(H,~ '.Ir; ra'Ct icular; Mtllt ei;i~l nr0vided t<.i th~ CummissiuH 

,·t:· ,; f'[ ,~.g; ,t:l!r!l t -asf. s - f:i::e.;rm ~ho,~, r..,r f.n.,m what vtg~id.satiutt W<F.f 

•; 

I. 
I l 

I 
I : ; 

i 
! 
; 



to,,\• 
/ c...., 

'<H• · ,.:.i-t ~: tt., -,.ri;~,:'.: t,~ kr ,uw - a;:;01.n·e1itly lias b~en r-etur11~<i tCJ Sv'Ut'Ce. 
r,. 1 ,1 i r.T!1(.;,~sible t,J say w'~aL c~ferei.ce tu this l<it1<i uf material 

·,.i' 1 !')~ <:(.,r,tai.nii:-id ii, the rE!c<Jcds uf. the Commissivn which arr$ to 
·r.)• s~r.t t'<.: ?ar-li&:rn~ ·1 ,t. 

::: ,, ''·: }: 1, :Jff,:;cttvelv th,e h('.1 t~Y uf .'l't&tet" iEl l ciatherei1 i1d:.(; th.o huids 
... '' +-h,;;; ~: (1TMlJ. ';l i!ii0t, fc-0111 vart<JU:S $'-,ii.lt"CSS will be _disaip~tedo Svme 

;' r n<!? 1r1a ti:1id.al - CVi.HJSel 's Pe t·$011a l w0l:"ki1,r~ r,0tes - has beet, 
·· trn ::. t:r:t'v,~d. rt wil l r.: 6'aae tc., ~~xist as .a c011cet.tc"ated h<.,;dy 0f 
"-'!i :&cJg. \_ :.L the hai,d s r..,f. f.!r ,e s i1tqla b,vestiqati ve bc..idv~ 

"~~ .;,·~.r;; i !' i{] ;!i~:id ~ ~t-e r !J1"' els!f:twhere , i.s iritStidted as a cr.iticsm uf the 
:,,~./'. .. :1-r:f- i ~rittJL;, ut· t hv~e assistinq· i t . O.t1i te t;he C'(.;titrat·v: thev 
''*'3'·· ,.,P•'::r -1:,t~ ~d.thtn t h.;i ct...>r1str&irits uf the C<.:mr~issi<.lf,'S statute 
·"· i ('1:~:; t ,;; b~ CS:.fm.ml!:n,<l~d fu c· u1.del!'ta'ki1·1a th~ t.li.fficult tasi< 
r- t, ·"' i. ~e;m;,r1 i. t <T ~v~ to t h. e-m. 

13 .. , t h M ,:.~ ... :i!'~,$,;lO' cu11EH:·quenc~ uf the G<.,1Ven1merit 's i11t:@1itit1tcs, att-d 
u.: t:l',•± ::'.' it,r1,B,)l S i lL i s thr.!it ~ dt:?tedlerl arid exhau:sti.ve 
~i,'/~H l~.i ~tb. t i. :-,m ~.if th~ wi1ule uf the material tha t c&rne tv the 

~;\ ~r"t~·i :t ssl. t; r* r0c tl'i~~ nut. .. P<'JSe r:Jf <,et,ermitiitto \tlhether f.urtrier 
'11f:·d'' 1'i>t1:::i<m 1:,1 xi st.m. which may be evi1ei:ce · of. ti·,e r.:c,rmniss.i.un uf. 
r""~,·~ 1 \i -~d . v~f.:;i11e11s, 0r wrd.eh m.av leart t<J the unc0'ii'(::>rir10 uf / 
,,,J~,A.., r rC-t! •·1?liit::li1q tc.; UH~ cummts~ic,ri uf cr-1.mi.nal c.iff'E1J1cea, will / 
i~t:tr11~··~ f.Jitk e r.1l~<1e~ ./ 

/ . 

"i'~t; (,'{'1 7\f ;~_i .\<,, ffJ •.'• ·. 1 i!: v1.,H,i i~ ·1· '1·is~ ~ L1 .. l1 1'1 ;~ · t'{;if. 8 f"/,. •'""-i"/u·.1.1 ""AC t'·~t( ,: ,, ,. 1., , , .. , .. ,, _,. . ,," v,,,,., ., .-:, .. , 1.,1.. ;,,U_.:. ~. ~11 .. r~ . ~~l. ; .. ,:,-.._~ i..ea:.i Ii<:<~-

~:· c;i· :qi; · ,~ ~.e"H1~t! r: ~1t. i.(str t!iU~t C;ake li1ace ~ 

{;"'""""' ·' "t./' ~.,,,,~~-·>· -· ·-· ,,.,.. C.;'li:,! ....... ~• 1 f!':i ..,_, .,.. \ol.Ji ! • 

,i 
I 
! 

I 
ll 
l 
! 



The Hon A Wells, (;c 

Dear Judge 

I spoke with Sir George Lush this morning. He asked that I send to 
you the enclosed copy draft report which has been prepared by him to 
cover two contingencies: first, that the Comlission's Act is not 
repealed and, second, that no extension of time to report is given 
by the Parliament. The draft has been brought forward early 
because, you will recall, of Sir George's projected visit to the 
West. 

One matter in particular has been raised by Sir George for 
oonsideration by you. It is the question whether the report should 
m:\ke reference to the allegations other than those 14 allegations 
advertcd to in the reasons for judgment OP the rreani.ng of 
misbehaviour. Those other allegations include 21 not drawn ( and not 
to be drawn) as specific allegations in precise tenr.s, ono further 
allegation so drawn but. not delivered, t\,.ro in respect of which no 
decision had been made, and three which h"1d reen subsumed into 
another allegation (tot.al; 41). 

If you would care to give sate oonsideration to that question, I 
shall contact you by telephone tan.arrow night (Tuesday 2 September) 
or, if unable to contact you then, on Wednesday 3 September, to 
discuss the matter with you. i\ould you consider also please the 
possibility of a meeting in ~elbourne on 'lhursday 4 September at the 
CUstans House, principally for the purpose of considering the draft 
report and, also, if necessary, the question of adverting to the 
other allegations in any report. The meeting will only take place 
if you consider it desirable to do so. 

Meantime, I can be contacted if necessary on telephone - in 
Canberra on 'l\J.esday night and thereafter. Mr Smeaton, ~ gn 
this letter in my absence, can be oontacted in Sydney all this week 
on 

Yours sincerely 

f (J F 'lhanson) 
Secretary 
1 Septanber 1986 



Sir Richard Blackburn 

Dear Sir Richard 

I spoke with Sir George Lush this morning. He asked that I send to 
YoU the enclosed copy draft report which has been prepared by him to 
cover two contingencies: first, that the Ccmnission's Act is not 
repealed and, second, that no extension of time to report is given 
by the Parliament. The draft has been brought forward early 
because, you will recall, of Sir George's projected visit to the 
West. 

One matter in particular has been raised by Sir George for 
consideration by you. It is the question whether the report should 
make reference to the allegations other than those 14 allegations 
adverted to in the reasons for judgment on the meaning of 
misbehaviour:. '1.T'ose otl'er allegations include 21 not drawn (and not 
to be drawn) as specific allegations in precise tenns, one further 
allegation so drawn but not delivered, two in respect of which no 
decision had been made, and three which had been subsumed into 
another allegation (total: 41). 

If you would care to give sane consideration to that question, I 
shall contact you by telephone taOC>rrow night (Tuesday 2 September) 
or, if u,nable to contact you then, on Wednesday 3 September, to 
discuss the matter with you. Would you consider also please the 
possibility of a meeting in Melbourne on 'ltlursday 4 Septanber at the 
CUstans House, principally for the purpose of oonsidering the draft 
report and, also, if necessary, the question of adverting to the 
other allegations in any report. The ireeting will only take place 
if you consider it desirable to do so. 

M:!antime, I can be contacted if necessary on telephone 111111111111111 in 
Canberra on TUesclay night and thereafter. Mr Sneaton, wTiowi!Tsign 
this letter in my absence, can be oontacted in Sydney all this week 
on 

Yours sincerely 

(J F 'lhanson) 
Secretary 
1 September 1986 



1 . 

1 . 

the 

_PARLl AME~TAR!_SO~~"~} S::, 1.0N OF .l .NQJ.I J_RY 

Report to the Pres1dent of_the_Senal~ 

Jnlroduct.ion 

lhP Par liame ntary Commi ssion of lnqu1r y 

Par1 ir:lrnent e1.ry Commission of Inqu i r y Act 

r ecejved Royal Assent on 13 May 1980 . 

19H6, wh:ich 

12 Pu r suant to section 4 of the Act, Cornrni~:sio rw r·s a nd ,1 
PrE=>siding Membe r w0 re appointed by t hE· ne ce ~ sar y ri:·H,Ju l ions . 

Th e a ppoin l mP nls wpre comp le ted on 27 May 

2 . Acbo n_ taken b_y_ the Commission 

2.1 The me mbers of the Commission fir~.t mE·l on 28 May 1 n 

ME:' 1bo u rnE", for thE· purpose of :i.n:ili at ::i ng for· t. h(· 

adminis trat i on of the Commission . 

2.2 The first formal sitting of the conm,::iss ion took pla ce i n 

Sydney on 3 Ju ne. The Commission took a nd e- xpresse d the vieu.i 

that th e performance of the duties irnpo~ed c, n :i t by S.; 

required th P examination of the mater:i;:;. 1~- rr,i:·,JE- ava:ilab1e to :i l 

by the Act, a rid such other material a s :it m::ght r £"cf'ive, fo r 

the pu rpose of deciding whether those mbteri al s to n ta i ne~ 

re· f er' ences t o the Honourable Lionel ( l h E' Judge, ) 
. 

whic h wc,re capab le of being formulated a ~- ' ' sf:it0 c.:ifi c a.11(,gation~ 

mctd c jri prEcjse terms ." It also took and c >. prf:'r,sed thE" v ieu.· 

that i t should carry out further invest ig8t i.Cln i. i f it appeared 

possible that such invesitagations wo uld gjuc pr~cision or 

support to the suggestions or accu satic, ns macic:- in those 

references . 



      

     

	

      

        

   

          

        

       	

     

        

       

  

            

         

       

       

       

         

      

        

       

          

   	     

        

           

  



         	  

      

          

          

          

          

         

       

     

           

        

        

   

         

          

 

          

       

       

          

         

        

           

  

          

        

           

          

      

 



1 c, r 

0 n t h f' $clfil C' d n· , a $('CC> r, d S p €' C :i a} 

decis:i (, r, (111 '.:,·1> nitached, tAJas 

Report, wj th the rt ,. , 

s (' n ! t (l i I 1 (' p r (' ~. J {i J t ~s 

?.J? Jn fa c t the Rq>f a] B:i)] IAtfl.S no t passed in that WE' E'k o f 

i,:ilt ing ; bul SH1c r Hw issue in ParJiam~H·nt was not the-· repc-•al 

of the Act but the d :i sposa) of the Comm-:i ssion' s docun1eni.s, and 

s i n C' e not hi n g w hi c h wa s bot h fair and us e f u 1 co u 1 d be du n e i n 

t:imE· for the Rc·por l u.1hjch S.8 requires to be de] iuE->r<:·d before 

30 September, Commission has not revoked i ts 

ad journmen t order . 

? . 13 Jt w:-;j J he apprf•cia t ed from t hf· above that t he Co n,r; j si;ion 

h i'i s , u p t o t h e p r e s e n l d a t f> , h r,, 2 r· d n o P u i d P ri c (• w h o i ~-o e u e r 

concerning thP conduct of the Judge. 

2 .1 4 This accour, t expla in s why the statutory r e.por t must tak€:· 
( 

t hjs form whjch now follows. 

3 . B.f.e£rt Pursuant to S.8 

3 . 1 The Commission accordingly reports:-

(a) that it has made no findings of fact; 

(b) that jt has therefore fornrE·d no conclusions or 

op i n j o r1 s w he the r any c on d u c t of t h E' Ju d 9 e ha s be e n s u c h as to 

an,ount to prov ed m:isbE' havjour w:it.h:in thE· meaning of S.72 of the 

Const.i tut ion. 



l ~ , " )-/ ' 

~- AdmJnJ s l r at j ue_ Matters , 

r, , J lhe 

dOC UJlc:>nts 

Cornndssjon cons:ider!·. th~t i hE· gen ('ri:i. J d :is po~.,,) of 

generate.d by the co1mn:i ~.~. jc,n is, )n the c:,b~.priu Clf a ny 

st atutory d :ireclion, a ma ttf.,r f c,r tlw Pte ~. ) djng Off:ic(· r i to 

d etermine. T h8 Commission's r:,c1 t,:r· r~. dc1 not c>nab}E' Jt. to g i v e 

d:irect:ion s :.tse]f, except fo r th e ):,nrJtE'd p ur posfs of S . 34. 

4 . 2 T h e. me rn b e. r s o f t h E:> Co 1r11n ~i s ~<H, r, 1,.1 .i ~ h t o r' e c o r d t h a l t h (:' y 

ha ve be en sjngularly wf.'}1 adu:isn1 arid H·r v(' d both by counst' ] 

and the pro f essiona l officer s au, j s i.i ng the Cornrniss j o n and the 

SP cretary and other rnembPr s of l hr C.omrn~s~. :ion' f staff . 

Doc 0002A 

...... , . -.. ~-,. .... 



PARLIAMENTARY COMMISSION OF IN.Q.YlRY 

Reeort to the President_ of the Senate 

1. Introduction _ ........ --..,----·---......... -.... -~ 

I 
.. r: 

( · 

/. 

r I 

1. l l ' hp Par]jamentary Commission of Inqujry was constituted by 

th e Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry Act 1986, which 

recejved Royal Ass ent on 13 May 1986 . 

1. 2 Pursuant to section 4 of the Ac t, Commissioners and a 

Presid ing Member were appo :-i nted by thEi necessary reso1utions. 

The appointments were completed on 27 May . 

2. AcU.on_ taken CLY . the __ Comrnission 

2 . 1 The rnc-.>rnbers of the Commission first met on 28 May in 

Melbourne, for the purpose of inittaUng steps for the 

administration of the Commission. 

2.2 The firs t formal sitting of thc-.~ commission took p1ace in 

Sydney on 3 June. The Commission took and expressed the view 

that the performance of the duties imposed on it by S.S 

requ i rE:~d 

by th e 

the examination of the mat:ertals made available t:o it 

Ac l, 

the purpose 

and 

of 

such other 

deciding 

material as it mi ght receivEi , for 

whether those materials contained 

re:ferences to the Honourable Lionel Murphy (the JudgE•) 

which were capable of being formulated as 11 specific allc~gations 

made in precise terms. 11 It also took and expressed the vi ew 

that it should carry out further investigations if it appeared 

possible that such invesitagations would give precision o r 

support to t he suggestions or accusations made in those 

references . 
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·'Jo c)r(") 

f )-'- CJ.~~1 U,~ 

J/62 
FlLE. lCl',E 

en 14 August 1986 discussions were held with Mr P Brazil, 
Secretary, Attorney-General's Depart:nent, cxmceming a drafit 
Bill to repeal the Parliamentary Camdssion of Inquiry Act and 
associated matters. 

2. In particular, suggestions were made for re-f ramin9 
clauses 5 (anit "to a member or a legal practitioner) 
and 7 (to limit the breadth of its operatioJll). 

3. Consideration was given to the question of what papers 
should be passed to Parliament under the prq,osed 
legislation. It was noted that the camri.sion proposed 
the destruction of working docunents the substance of 
which is absorbed into, or the purpose of which if~ 
served by, other later docmients. This would ellln:i.nate 
superfluous docwientation. Mr Brazil said he saw no 
problem with "this approach. 

4. It was also noted that it was proposed to delete f ran 

5. 

any pages or flcppy discs the names of any persons who 
had provided infonnation to the carmission on a basis of 
confidentiality of identity. 

en the matter of the Ccmnission 's II judgment II on what is 
meant by "misbehaviour", it was conveyed to Mr Brazil 
that the Qmnissioners were strongly of the q>inion ·that 

· it should be made public and that they should not be: 
taken to have ronsented to any other course. Mr Brazil 
agreed to raise this also with the Attorney. 

15 August 1986 



 

          
    

    

       
          

  

     
          

    

     
        

     

      
      
          

    

      
      
         

    

      
    

           
        

             

           
        

        

          
        

       
      

           
         
     



  

 

         
      

         
   

        

        
          

         
       

        
        

        
         

            
          

          
            
          

          
           

          

          
           

           
           

        



TO: Mr Charles 
Mr Weinberg 
Mr rfobertson 
Mr Pl·wlan 
Mrs Sharp 
Mr Thomson 

FROM : Mr Durack 

DAT E: 5 August 1986 

MEMO RAND.UM 

RE: MATTERS ___ TO ___ B.E _, ... DEALT ._ .. _WITH ____ y rUOl( ..... .TO. __ _PA R LI AMENT __ SITTING ...... _ON. 

)_9 AUGUST __ ) 9 8 6 .· _, ____ .{di s .. c us s ed __ a t confer.enc e __ ·-_____ )0 .... 4-5 __ a . __ m ._ 

5 AW~ us t .... ) 9.8 6 .· .. 

From the discussions referred to above 5 categories of work 
emerg{~d that could be dealt 1Adth prior to the 19 August 1986. 

They are as follows 

1 . _Conti nued __ ..I nv e s tiga tions 

(1) interviewing of police officers re verification of 
Age Tape material (approx. 50 police involved). 

(ii) Steven Bazley interview . 

(iii) Chief Inspector Dixon and A Watson re SALA. 

(iv) Briese Diaries - inter view with Briese 1 s solicitor . 

(v) D Rofe QC interview. 

(vi) Immigration rackets. 



          

          

     

       

         

    

    

      

     

  

 

 

 

          

        

 

  

 

  

 

    

 



NOTE : 

4. 

3 

19 Paris Theatre 

21 lusher and the Board of three 

22. Pinball machines 

28 Outburst after trial 

29 Stewart's letter 

30 Quartermaine -Moll tax evasion 

31 Junie Morosi 

32 Connor view of the Briese matter 

34 Wood shares 

36 Staples J ·-· "Darns " case? 

35 Trevor Williams 

37 Pornography direction 

38 Dissenting judgments 

41 Chamberlain comment 

Draft of D Durack being added to by A Robertson and P Sharp 

Preparation of a stateme nt as to what has been done by the 
Commission including the 111. allegations drawn and served 

_on t.h.e .. Judge .. _ .... ·-- ... 

A Phelan has commenced this task and he will circulate his 
draft for perusal and contribution. 



r ::>. 

4. 

Mlrn10.ra.n.dum .. o n __ l 4 ... A 11 e_g_a t i o.ns 

This memorandum 1Ad.l1 be dra1Am fo1101Ad.ng a perusc:tl 

Cornmiss'ioners' reasons (fo11ow:i.ng the ruling today) 

of the 

on the 

meantng of the words "proved rnisbehav:i.our 11 in sect:i.on 72 of thE:~ 

Constitution . The task contemplated is to see if the allegations 

(assuming t hey are p1"oved) come within UJE~ meaning of "proved 

m:isbehav '.i our" i:~doptecl by the Commissioners . 

NOTE_: T he a11egat.:i.ons have been broken up for this purposE-) as 

follows: (sorn,~ require nothing to be done as :indicated ). 

Allegat:i.on l . Thornc,s -· nothing required 

crime ·.is a1leged. 

2 L. e tAd n g to n -- nothing required 

crime is alleged 

11 Sani<E~Y - contempt of Court 

14 unsworn statement) 

20 Rofe ) - M Weinberg 

39 Greek conspiracy ) 

23 

24. 

Milton Morris ) .... A Roberts on 

Smelling like a Rose) (Parliamentary 

privilege) 

a,-, ) a 

as a 

aJ.leged 
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,. 

2. 

/-!,0t.cc e. t. rJ..pc,-, i, 

STATUTORY DECLARATION 

STEVE GREGORY MASSELOS 
!, .............................................................................................................................................................................................................. . 

of .... ...................................................... in the State of New South Wales, 

do solemnly and sincerely declare as follows: 

I am the Solicitor for Mr Justice Lionel Keith Murphy in 
the matter of the Parliamentary Commission of Inquiry. 

I am informed and verily believe that the medical 
certificate of Dr. Rob Griffiths dated August 1 1986 a 
true copy of which is annexed hereto and marked with the 
letter 11A11 is true and correct. 

And I make this solemn declaration conscientiously believing the same to be true and by virtue of the 

provisions of the Oaths Act , 1900 (as amended). 

Subscribed and declared at SYDNEY 

this 5th day of August 

one thousand nine hundred and eighty S i X 

before 

Solicitor/Sydney 



. ~. 

Dated August 5, 19 86 

~btfufor~ ~ttlaratiou 
of 

.... ~.ID1{ ... G.8!;.G.QRXl'1A.S.S.E.~.O.S. ........................ . 

S & M Law Stationery. 
!40 Phillip St, Sydney. 



Mr Justice Murphy is a 63 year old man whose symptoms, 
enlarged liver and chronic anaemia, suggested carcinoma of 
the colon. This was confirmed by X-ray examination of the 
bowel and by colonoscopy •• The cancer has spread throughout 
the liver, as evidenced by clinical and ultrasound 
examination. 

Carcinoma of the colon with diffus e live r involvement is a 
terminal disease. While it is difficult to prognosticate in 
any individual, the life expectancy for a patient suffering 
from this stage of colon cancer, without further treatment, 
is in the order of 3-9 months. Should chernotherap)tY be 
used, there is a limited (about 20 %) prospect of prolonging 
his survival for a further period o f months. 

~r Jpstice Murphy .has been seen by the following specialists: 

l. Professor William Doe, 
Specialist Physician in Gastroenterology, 
Department of Medicine and Clinical Science, 
Woden Valley Hospital, Canberra 

2. Mr Ray Hollings, 
Specialist Colorectal Surgeon, 
Royal North Shore Hospital, 
Sydney 

who concur with the above statement. 

1 August' 19 86 

THIS IS THE ANNEXURE MARKED WITH THE LETTER 
"A" REFERRED TO IN THE STATUTORY DECLARATI ON 
OF STEVEGREGORY MASSELOS 

SUBSCRIBED & DECLARED ON THE 5th DAY OF AUGUST, 1986. 

Solicitor/Sydney 
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Parliamentary Comlnle-&ion of Ing-ulry (Mpul) Bill 1986. 

Sacond 11.eadlng 8,P!!ah by the Bon. Lionel Bowen, 

Deputy Pci~e Hinieter and AttorneY•General 

MadQ). ·},~ ~~er, thte Bill le to repeal the Patlleaent..tf Comai.••lon of 

tnqult:~ Aet 1986 and ther•bY to t•r11l.nate the inquiry wbiob the COGDieeion 

••• establieh~ to catry out. 

The Commteeion 'lfaa aat. up to inquil'e and a4v1•• tba PatliUlllnt. wbetbar any 

oonduot or M.r Juetlce tlo"el .Murphy had been •ucb aa to amount, in i~a 

opinion, to proved misbehaviour within the m11a.ning of aeott.on 12 of the 

Conatitution. 'rbe Act requires the report to be made on ot before 

30 Septefflber 1986 unless tbat. d«~ 1• eit~nde4 by rtaolutlon of each Bouae 

of the Parl1amant. 

Honourable Alelrlbeta will be awa.r:• of tba cU.atreaaing new• of Mr Juatice 

Murphy'• i1lneae. In a etA~ID8nt 11Jfll" on 1 Au.9uat l.~86, he. ealcl that! 

bi.a medical a<tv1ce i• that he hae an advanced atet,e of aancer in U.• 

seoonc!ary stage•, and that there 1• no cu1:• and no tceataent.. ~• a4v1oa 

is that ln the absence of a ~•1••1~ he will not U.v« ••~, lon;, !'Illa 

dqice ••• conf1tll8d in a Special :aepozt. of tba Parliaaent.atf Coaal•sion 
of ln~ry to t:.ha e~eaidlng Office~• dated 5 Augu•t 1986, wbl~b waa 



  

               

             

         

            

           

            

             

          

          

 

           

           

            

           

           

             

             

 

          

     

         

             

          

           

    

           

          

          

          



  

             

             

          

         

 

           

           

           

            

         

        

           

            

           

           

             

            

            

           

            

         

            

           

            

           

   

            

        

          

           

           



  

        
           

         

          

         

        

    

            

       

           

           

           

          

          

           

            

           

           

          

            

             

           

             

            

           

          
         

         

  

      



On 14 August 1986 discussions were held with .Mr P Brazil , 
Secretary, Attorney-General ' s Pepartment, concerning a draft 
Bill to repeal the Parliamentary Ccmnission of Inquiry Act and 
associated matters. 

2. In particular, suggestions were made for re-framing 
clauses 5 (an.it "to a member or a legal practitioner) 
and 7 (to limit the breadth of its operation) . 

3. Consideration was given to the question of what papers 
should be passed to Parliament under the proposed 
legislation. It was noted that the Ccmnision proposed 
the destruction of working documents the substance of 
which is absorbed into, or the purpose of which is 
served by, other later documents. This would eliminate 
superfluous documentation. Mr Brazil said he saw no 
problem with this approach . 

4. It was also noted that it was proposed to delete £ran 

5. 

any pages or floppy discs the names of any persons who 
had provided infonna.tion to the Ccmnission on a basis of 
confidentiality of identity. 

On the matter of the Ccmnission ' s "judgment" on what is 
meant by "misbehaviour", it was conveyed to ¥.ir Brazil 
that the Ccrmnissioners were strongly of the opinion that 
it should be made public and that they should not be 
taken to have consented to any other course. Mr Brazil 
agreed to ra.ise this also with the Attorney. 

J F Thomson 
Secretary 

15 August 1986 




