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and annexure T, which you refer to there. You describe
a document as "Transcript of June 20, 2002 meeting in
statement form as requested by Anne Barwick". It is

paragraph 69 and annexure T?

A. Yes.
Q. And annexure T appears to be a police statement that
you prepared regarding the [\{{ allegation?
A. Yes. : : g
Q. Can you turn up annexure T? 1 will show you

a document. S
A. Yes, you're right.

Q. - You see it refers to an electronically recorded disk

being provided with the hard-copy statement? Do you see
that on the front page of the statement in about
paragraph 4 or 5?7 Paragraph 3, I am sorry.

A. Yes. That electronic disk - I did prepare -

I realised that the conversation I had with Michael Malone
at the time was important and I was thinking I may need
that at court later on. - I typed up an electronic version
of the conversation. That's when I had some conversations
with Ann Joy. But I never printed them out. And when

I spoke with Anne Barwick I mentioned that I had prepared
a contemporaneous note electronically of what was had with
Michael Malone, and she then said, "Well, can I get you to
type it up in a statement format", and so I basically
block-copied that into that format.

Q. So that disk that you are talking about, did it
comprise a typed document except stored in electronic form?

A. Yes.

Q. It is not a recording of your interview with
Bishop Malone? ‘
A. No, it would have been the direct copy of the original

electronic transcript of what was said between Bishop
Malone and myself. '

Q. And the transcript was: something typed by you?
A. Yes.

Q. And it was typed by you at about the time the
Ombudsman's Office was interested in these things, or

.earlier?

A. No, I typed that much earlier. I can't recall the
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date and I don't know if the ombudsman - if they would
st111 have it, if it would have the date imprinted on it.
But the reason I attached it as a disk is I wanted them to

e
oe aware ._ha‘. I wasn't JUOt ok cpar"lng the Statcmcut tcta-’-}y

off my own head nine months later; that 1 actua11y had made
nates -of it e1ectron1ca11y the year before.

Q. So annexure B.- I am just trying to work out how that

.all fits together. Annexure B that you ‘have given evidence

was something that you prepared in 2003 for the Ombudsman's

. Office appears to be the conversation part of the document

I have just shown you which is in the form of a police
statement. So 1if you look at paragraph-3 and onwards, to:
the end, it appears to be.a direct copy of annexure B to
your statement, which you have a1ready told me was prepared
in 20037

A. And I am sorry for that. I did prepare that much :
earlier. That was certainly in 2002. The statement format
I did not do until requested by the ombudsman, but I had

-prepared the transcr1pt "I said", "He said", if you 1ike,

much earlier in 2002, but' I don't recall the date. But it
wasn't - I don't mean to say that I did it the very day
that 1 spoke to Michael Malone; 1t was some time later,

'maybe a month or two

Q. A month-or two And why did you'prepare it a month or

- two later rather than on the day or w1th1n a day of

interviewing him?
A. I believed that Michael Ma1one would have stood

~Jim Fletcher down from his duties -and removed him from

contact with children. It was after - I didn't do the
transcript before that, before I learnt that he wasn't
intending to remove him and he expanded his parish.

I remember thinking at the time, "Okay, that's not going to
happen”, you know? I certa1n1y formed some views. My view

. was Michael Malone was saying, "Well, don't you tell me

what to do with my parish", and I thought,l"We11, okay
then, if I'm going to take this further later on, which
I 1ntend to show the judge when this goes to court, I am

- going to type this up, and if I get the opportunity to get

that into the evidence, I will". 1It.was only when, you
know, the process took a lot longer than I thought, with
A 7] 1 being able to come forward. :

Q. Where do you record your further conversations with

_Bishop Malone, where he makes it clear to you that he won't

stand. Father Fletcher down?
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A. I never had that conversation. I learnt of that
through basically the med1a and also just the general

- community. Who told me? I don't recall. But I did learn,
vou know, and I think it was quite widely published in the
Jocal Catholic media, that his parish had been expanded.

Q.- Yes. I understand that. But what is the basis.of
your information that Bishop Ma]one said, “Don't tell me
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how to run my parish"?

A.

No, sorry, that was my perception.

and a month or so later he had expanded his parish,
I just - that's my vernacular, I suppose, for -saying,

"Well
Q.

A. It is.
Q. You had abso1ute1y no notes to work from to construct
this document?

- A. No. That's as accurate -.it is a month or two later.

, he just said, 'Well'" - you-know?

" That was only my
own 1nterpretat1on of what - I had asked him to remove him,

and

" You would agree that the file note is a very ‘detailed

recollection to have a month or two after the conversation?

I suppose it is 1ike any contemporanéous: note, if someone
is asked, "Well, listen, can you type something down?",

a month or two later, after it happened there may be the
odd word, or something, but it is pretty well damn c1ose to

“what was actually said.

Q.

not a contemporaneous note?

~A.  Not under the Evidence Act, no.
Q Not even in --

A Four days or whatever it 1s yes

'Q.;. -~ common parlance; “would you agree?"
A." No, it is some time after, but - you know, I'm pretty
confident that it's very accurate IT it is out, it is
only out by a few words
Q. And are you confident that the origin of preparing

 You would agree with me that a month or two later 1s

this note wasn't tied to any particular event that happened

or contact with a person or someth1ng of that nature?

AL

No. "I uhdérstand ‘what you-are say1ngi

N6, the .only -

th1ng I can tie it to is I remember I typed it up 1in

reaction to learning that Fletcher wasn 't going to be stood
down and his parish was going to be expanded.
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Q. Yes ™ S6 you” chairged Rim in May ‘20037
_AL " Yes. .

Q. And in reaction to something you read in the media?

A. It}mav have been something I was told by

| 2N b
wJ i or - but I honestly don't recall.. But I do

\ =194
recall 1 did it directly {in response to learning that
information, but how I learnt it now, I - it may have been
from a number of sources.

Q. I understand. And how was it going to be admissible
at the /%f‘f trial, -this document that you prepared?

A. I don't know.

Q. So you were just doing it just in case?

A. It was something I -was obviously annoyed at and

I thought was irresponsible by the bishop, and I thought if
I can make the complaints - had I realised, of course, .that.
the ombudsman oversighted those things, but I remember

I contacted Department of Community Services and a lot of
other avenues, but no-one seemed to have responsibility for .
it. When I prepared my statement, of course, I kicked

'-.myself that I didn't know, but it is probably outside the -
- police realm of where we -go to, responsibility. I don' t

know of any other police officer. that was aware the
ombudsman covered that area .

Q. Have a look at paragraph 82 and annexure W - just look
at paragraph 82 to start with. This is about a telephone
call -.you received from Ray Han]ey --

A. Yes

Q. ' -- in December 2003. So, first of all, could I ask
you, at this stage, you had already charged Father Fletcher

- some months before; is that right?

A. Paragraph 82. Monday, 29 December 20037 )

Yes.
No, I had not.

You hadn't charged him yet7

No, I didn't charge Fletcher until March/Apr11 -
sorry, hang on. My apologies, yes, you are right. -Sorry,
I was thinking 2002. This is 2003.

>p »p

Q. Sorry, I wasn't asking that question to trick you. So-
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