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The Hon. Virginia Chadwick MLC The Hon John Murray MP

President Speaker

Legidative Council Legidative Assembly
Parliament House Parliament House
SYDNEY NSW 2000 SYDNEY NSW 2000

Dear Madam President and Mr Speaker

On 20 October 1998, and in accordance with section 96(2) of the Police Integrity Commission
Act 1996 (“the Act”), the Commission furnished a report to you regarding Operation Jade,
being a report in relation to a matter as to which the Commission had conducted a public
hearing.

In accordance with section 96(2) of the Act, the Commission hereby furnishes to you a
supplementary report regarding Operation Jade.

| draw your attention to section 103(2) of the Act, pursuant to which | recommend that this
report be made public forthwith.

Yoursfaithfully

Judge P D Urquhart QC
Commissioner

April 1999



PoLice INTEGRITY COMMISSION - SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT TO PARLIAMENT

On 20 October 1998, the Pdlice Integrity Commisson (“the Commisson”) furnished areport to Parliament
regarding the Commisson'sinvedigation into the former Task Force Bax of the NSW Palice Sarvice (“the
Report”). Thisinvestigation was codenamed Operation Jede:

Among persons who were the subject of thisinvedigation was Congable Murray Bartlett (as he then was).
Chepter 3 of the Report contained the following obsarvations and findings regarding evidence rdlaing to Mr
Batlet:

349 Evidence presanted before the Commission suggests thet Bartlett hed provided information to 22
reaing to alicenang matter that affected 22's busnessinterests An audio tape of a saries of
remarksmedeby 2 - goparently on the tdgphone- indicatesthat anindividud cdled“Murray” hed
waned 12 to be careful of a particular licensing officer a the Newtown patrd where Bartlet
worked! It wassuggested that thereferenceto“Murray” wasareferenceto Bartlett:?

Q Canyouasig by perhgosuggesingwho thisMurray could be?
A | havenoidea

Q There is some other Murray that goparently has some knowledge of
licendng [dc] mettersto dowith [12]?

A | don'tknow.

Q Andthelicendng [d¢] matersto do with [2] were being dedlt with by
someone a Newtown, namdy Mr O’ Hearne: right?

A Yes

Q  Andyou hed conversstionswith Mr OHearne from time to time about
thoselicenang matters?

A Yes

Q Do you know any other Murray thet gooke to Mr O'Hearne about those
licenang metters?

A: No.
Q Soprimafadeit would point toyou, wouldnt it?
A Wdl, itwasitme, gr.

350 In addition, Counsd Asddting the Commission led evidence that indicated thet 2 wes awarethat a
warrant had beenissued for hisarrest by thelicensng sergeant a Newtown. 2 madethefallowing

Y M.s. Bartlett, PIC Transcript, 30/1/98, p. 710.
2 M.s. Bartlett, PIC Transcript, 30/1/98, p. 712.
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comments during the course of a conversation recorded by ligening device on 4 August 1997
(Exhibit 4): “Wehaveamgor problemwith O’ Hearme, he! sgat awarrant out for my arrest.”

Chapter 9 summarisad the Commisson's assessment of the evidence and information presanted in the
Report. Itinduded thefallowing gatement (paragraph 9.2):

The Commission heard evidencethat:

... In addition to Irwin, 12 developed a parsond association with Congtable Murray Bartlett, apalice officer
not connected with Task Force Bax.  Invedtigations reveded tha Bartlett provided information to 22 in
raiontoalicensng metter.

Subseouently, the Commisson recaived a submisson on bendf of Mr Bartlett that the Report contained
findings adverse to him which, asametter of law, could not have been drawvn. The particular findings with
which the submisson took issuewere asfollows

thet Mr Bartlett provided informetion to 12 rdaing to alicenang metter; and

thet thereferenceto “Murray” wasareferenceto Mr Bartlett.

Theresfter, the Commisson undertook areview of the evidence, as aresult of which it was established that
there was no direct evidence to support the finding contained in paragrgph 349 (and repeated in paragrgph
9.1) of the Report that Mr Bartlett “had provided information to J2 regarding alicenang matter that affected
J2 shuanessinteress’. Nor wasthere any direct evidence to support an inference thet might be dravn from
paragraphs 3.49 and 350 that Mr Bartlett was the person who informed 22 thet awarrant had been issued for
hisares by alicenang sargeant & Newtown.  The evidence established that Mr Bartlett and J2 had more
then a casud assodaion and that they had engaged in discussons in rdaion to I2's licenang interests
Insofar, however, as the Report Sated that Mr Bartlett had provided information to 2, as didinct from
merdy holding discussonsregarding licenang matters, it wasincorrect.

In relaion to the suggestion that the reference to “Murray” was areference to Mr Batlett, the review of the
evidence established that:

on 30 January 1998, Mr Batlett denied that he was the “Murray” refared to in the interogpted
conversation (see paragrgph 3.49, above);

later on the same day, when asked if hewasthe“Murray” referred to in the intercepted conversation, Mr
Bartlett replied, “Not thet | know of”*:

J2 wasnat cdled to give evidence on this (or any other) matter; and

° M. Bartlett, PIC Transcript, 30/1/98, p. 731.
‘M. Bartlett, PIC Transcript, 30/1/98, p. 732.
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on 3 February 1998, the Commisson became aware of the exigence of another assodae of 2 dso
known as“Murray”. A datement of that person was tendered as a corffidentia exhibit. That Satement
uggeststhat this person may wel have beenthe“Murray” referred to in theinterogpted conversation.

The reference to a suggestion that a person destribed as “Murray” wias a reference to Mr Bartlett was not
intended as afinding of fact. Rather, it wasintended as areference to questions asked of Mr Bartlett during
hearings of the Commisson. Having sad that, it is acknowledged thet the fect that the questions were
reported in this manner without reference to both the denids by Mr Bartlett and without reference to the
Satement by anather person thet the other person may wel have been the person named “Murray”, iscapable
of bang mideading.

Having regard to the nead to ensure that the public record accuratdly reflects the Commisson’ sfindings and
infarnessto Mr Batlett, the Commisson now recordsthat:

paragrgph 3.49 should not have been induded in the Report;
paragrgph 3.50 should not have been induded in that part of the Report thet referred to Mr Bartlett; and

paragrgph 9.1 should nat have induded the datement: “Investigations reveded thet Bartlett provided informetion
to Rinreaiontoalicensng matter.”

The Commisson gpologisesto Mr Batlett for theindusion of these mattersin the Report.
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