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Investigators Note

Telephone Conversation between-Detective Inspector
‘Graeme Parker and Joanne McCarthy.

Date: 14 April 2011
Time : 2pm

On Friday 8 April 2011, I was contacted by Ms Joanne McCarthy, jonrnalist
from the Newcastle Herald. She told me she was the person responsible for
initiating the investigation info allegations against the Catholic Church to which
she believed I was currently in charge. She stated she wished to discuss this
matter with me. T told her I had only just taken carriage of the matter and that
it was my intention to familiarise myself with the Investigation Plan over the
weéekend, I agreed to call her on Mondzy, however, this did not eventnate,

On Thursday 14 April 2011, I received ancther phone call from Ms McCarthy.
She again stated her position as an invelved person in an attempt to justify her
need to be ineluded in information disseminatioe 2bout this matter,

T would state at this point that my assessment of her position is miore one similar
to that of an ‘Early Complaint’ witness, and therefare not subject to the
reguirements of the ‘Charter of Viciim Rights®. I also believe that even if she
genuinely felt she was a ‘victim® in the matter, she has a clear ‘conflict’ between
her personal position and the requirements of her job. I believe she would not
hesitate to place her job interests before those of this investigation or any of the
other victims inveolved.

At the beginning of the conversation, Ms McCarthy stated her intention te
publish a story in the NH regarding police ineffectiveness in the investigation of
this matter. She made it quite clear that her issue was not with me, but rather
with the previous management of the matter. ‘I told her that, as I had only just
taken over the matter, I was not in position to commment on this area. I made it
clear that I was not across the foll scope of the investigation, but that I was.able
to speak with Lier in general terms about the direction the investigation was
taking. She.asked me the investigations current position and I told herthat
investigators had re-established relations with the victims and that-some
victim/witnesses would need have further statements taken fromthem.

About this point, she started to supply her analysis of the previous 12 months of
the investigation. She was extremely critical of the both the progress and
management of the investigation. She cited, in her opinion, 2 general lack of
progress-and the fact that several officers associated with investigation weremow
off onlong term sick report. She stated that it was quite clear to'her, throngh
-several discussions with officer associated with this investigation, that none of
them had the interest or desire to pursue this matier with the vigour required.
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o Shetodme fhatshe- had metwith DCI Taylor; DSS Quin DS Stgeleaad. =7 1

Barrister she had engaged to discuss this fmvestigation, On completion of the
meeting both the barrister and her had separately conelnded two of the officer
wonld be of ‘ro use whatsoever” in the fuxther snvestigation of this matter (she

did not sdentify to which officers she referred).

¢ had been ‘sonnded ouf’ ox
he would open to sivaply
hard or simply unwinable.

She also related the fact that she believed that sh
several peeasions, by investigators, to ses where &
dropping that matter on the grounds it was elthex too
Y told her that I was nnaware of any such issue.

She spoke at length abont Section 316, which foo to mean Section 316, Crimes
Act of 1900; Conceal Serions Offence. She made it tlear that she had taken
zdvice from legal advice in this area and was aware of the difficulties of pursuing
this indictment, given the fact that the original ptatements obtained by the
chureh, from the two girls, did not disclose @ ‘serious offence’s

R eNALTED
:She believed that rigorous fnvestigation by a skilled' genioxr
investigator would disclose far preater impropricties allowing the standards for
316 to be met. Sha‘fe!twiihtheirbackgrmdin,thmtypesofmﬂnn either
DCI Fox or DSC McLeod would have been 2 suitable candidates.

matter had come 0 police

At this pofnt she asked if X was aware ofhog; s
Hsclosure to her and how

notics, X told her I was not. She told me of? -

" she firstSaoe to speak with DSCSeott McLeod spout the matter incinding his

passion t6 pursue the mether, She told me thst DI Waddell was stoongly opposed
to McLeod (or Lake Mic LAC)following up on the complafnt, and that Waddell
had “chucked a wobble™ over the matier to get it transferred to Newcastie, 1
again indicafed tiiat I was notaware of any of the issaez-che was ralsiog. .

She told ms that she nderstood that znd while she was not critical of me, at this
point, it was her lntention to drap 2 bucket on the Police over the mattex. She
mmdﬂ:u&wumngﬁntthzunhrlnvmﬁgawrmﬂwmmmtﬂhwd

to xem the fnvestigation. N Q’E‘D PSCFFD

(EOACTED
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She then fold e that it may be fn the ingerest of the investigation for me to
speak with sn ex-police officer who was recently elected os the member for
Dubbe. When I enquired who and why, she told me Troy Grant, beceuse he had
alrendy mvestigated Vince Ryan. during his service a5 & police officer. She
belicved he had important informstion that wonld benefit the investigation.
When I enguired a5 to what that may be the simply indlcated that I should
contact Mr Grant. ‘She stated that she had already spoken with him snd thathe

was only too willing to assist, if requested.

At some point n the conversation, we discussed the poskion of the vietim f\‘ (,_
whom she openly siated was a ‘friend’. She toid me that over s of
conversations/meeting she had gained ) ﬂ’(, vust and as sach was the catelyst
%o Al isclosure. Shewas critical of D/Sgt Seel’s involvement with

A< She cleimed most of the issues arising hetween Stecland . (][ were
due fo Steel’s poor people skills and 2 genuine lack of interest and empatiy for

the investigation and the vietiou

She thien questioned on what groands D/Sgt Little would need to speak with
- AL {0l hier that investigator’s had thelr veasons for wishing f5

had no desire fo kiow these reasons, ‘but.acknowledged | At conld be difficuit
to desl-with and even uncooperative. She did, however, feel filat an experience
fnvestigator shonld be easily able to overspnte these road blocks, which to date,
she felt had not ocewrred, She feltthat- 1 would be more accommotsating
towardstestifying if she were past of 5 muliiple facefed prosecution, similax 1o 2
clags actiomn,

-Whﬂe'_these notes are accurate, they are not intended to be sn exact record of
every aspect of what was a very long telephoné convérsation. That sid, the :
recorded areas are accurate and are areas I'felt should be docnmented for futexe

reference.

Although my knowledge of this matfer,at this time, is vexy limited, it was quite

: t from-this conversation, that someone/s within this organisation is
tleaking' discrete/classified information and investigative strategics 0 Ms
MeCarthy. Givenher positionasa journalist kntent on crusading this issue with
Jittle or o regard for either the investigation or those tnvolved in it, it is haxd-to
envisagehow this can be snything other than defrimental to a s :
cufcome. She seemsintent on having Detective Chicf nspector:Fox given
carriage of the meiter fora purpose that is not clear to the author.at this point.
‘Withont priorimowledge of DCL Fox relstionship with Ms McCarthy, L can only
.speculnteastowhy this would be the case. ' )

1.will sy, however, that duringthe conversation I T ormed the opinion-that DCL

* Fox.and or DSC:McLeod are-the most likely sonrce/s of Ms McCarthy’s
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information, Further, from her own admissions, DCI Fox has spoken with hex
regarding this matter despite being under direction not to do so.

It iz difficult to say why DCI Fox would wish to be in charge of this vestigation
given that most experienced investigators would quickly identify it as one which
would fall into.the catepory of ‘undesirable’. The likeliheod of obtaining an
outcome satisfactory to all, or for that matter any, of the parties involved is
highly unlikely. By nature the investigation will, indeed already has, gencrate a
large amount of media attention. Given the problematic nature of historic sexual
" assanlt investigations involving the Catholic Church, there is a better than
average chance the investigation will attract adverse comments from the medis.
Given this fact, any investigator who deliberately sets about systematically
derailing another’s investigation, for whatever reason, should be subject to

censure.

ey

Graeme Parker
Detective Inspector
‘Strike Force Lantle
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