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The SAGA continues...

The Age must apologise for ethnic S.18C claim
and Waleed Aly's offensive thoughts

From: Trevor Poulton poulton@labyrinth.net.au
Sent: Sunday, 4 May 2014 1:34 PM
To: Sunderland.Alan@abc.net.au
Caff.News@abc.net.au;Faine.Jon@abc.net.au;
Waleed.Aly@monash.edu
Cc:boss@crikey.com.au,
anne.fussell@news.com.au;
senator.brandis@aph.gov.au;
Newsdesk@theage.com.au;rleigh@ipa.org.au;
editor@independentaustralia.net
Subject: ABC - FW: The Age must apologise for ethnic
S.18C claim + Waleed Aly's offensive thoughts

ABC NEWS
Dear Mr Sunderland,
I refer to my email below sent to The Age in relation
to its identification of specific ethnic ‘populations’ that
allegedly support maintaining S18(C). Please refer
the misleading statement by The Age to MEDIA
WATCH to look into. It appears consistent with it
editorial opposition to amending S18(C).
I also note that The Drum on ABC has been flippant
with several commentators suggesting the public is
more interested in hearing commentators discuss the
economy rather than having a free speech debate.
There is in fact a serious debate in the public domain

on the issue of free speech, and the ABC has an
obligation to open that debate up in a constructive
and ongoing manner under its charter, with all sides
being heard, even dare I say it, historical revisionists.
Please see my attached submission to the AG re
deleterious impacts of S18(C) which ought to be
explored by public media, instead of being ignored.
You will also note my submission refers to your ABC
host Waleed Aly’s recent infamous hypocritical
statements:
In defending Section 18(C) he states:
‘If I may speak freely – plenty of white people (even
ordinary reasonable ones) are good at telling coloured
people what they should and shouldn't find racist.’
‘White people are not non-Asians or non-blacks. They
aren't “ethnic” as the term is popularly used.’
Per my submission, Waleed Aly is clearly in breach of
S18(C) as it currently stands. Ironically, he could get
away with such offensive, insulting racist comments
under
the
Federal
government’s
proposed
amendments, which he opposes, and people would
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probably be more forgiving of him then. His hypocrisy
is shocking.
I look forward to your response.
Trevor Poulton
Team Business & Property Law
Mobile 0402 987 181
____________________
From: Trevor Poulton poulton@labyrinth.net.au
Sent: Saturday, 3 May 2014 7:34 PM
To: opinion@theage.com.au
jane.lee@fairfaxmedia.com.au
Cc: Newsdesk@theage.com.au
ftomazin@theage.com.au;
Waleed.Aly@monash.edu
Subject: The Age must apologise for ethnic S.18C
claim

Armenian, Lebanese and Muslim populations have
similarly opposed the exposure draft on the basis it
would weaken protections against racial vilification,”
in the attached article.
To use the expression
‘populations’ in relation to such a sensitive issue is
absolutely misleading. We know much of this debate
is being run by vested ethnic interest groups and that
there has not been any real ‘public debate’ through
the media of this issues.
Also see my attached submission to the Attorney
General that focuses on deleterious impacts of S.18C
that much of media has not bothered to consider.

Trevor Poulton
Dear Editor,
https://www.facebook.com/trevor.poulton.1
It is requested that you clarify the claim that
“Australia’s indigenous, Jewish, Arab, Chinese, Greek,
*******

________________________________________

Adam Goodes' friendship with Eddie McGuire is over

Andrew Wu, Sports
Dual Brownlow medallist and Australian of the Year
Adam Goodes has broken his public silence on Eddie
McGuire, saying the Collingwood president's racial slur
last year was a friendship breaker.

Writer, May 5, 2014 - 2:31PM
Goodes spoke of his hurt at McGuire's gaffe at a
business function in Sydney on Monday morning.
The Swans champion remains deeply hurt by McGuire,
who said on air that the producers of King
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Goodes also said he did not regret singling out the
young girl who had vilified him.
“It was just a natural part of what I would do on a
footy field,’’ Goodes said. “It was part of me acting
instinctively. Would I do the same thing? Yeah I
definitely would. Casual racism now is starting to be
an issue and people are starting to bring it up in their
own circle, their own family and friends.”
http://www.theage.com.au/afl/afl-news/adamgoodes-friendship-with-eddie-mcguire-is-over20140505-zr4tm.html#ixzz30pCh7vgF

******

Adam Goodes. Photo: Brendan Esposito

McGuire's comment came just days after Goodes was
called an ape by a young girl in a game against
Collingwood during the AFL's indigenous themed
round.
McGuire had initially been lauded for his apology to
Goodes on behalf of the Magpies but was widely
condemned after his radio meltdown.
Goodes, the Australian of the Year, said he was still
prepared to shake McGuire's hand “but from a friend
point of view unfortunately I’ve lost one there”.

Eddie McGuire. Photo: Getty Images

"I would have liked to have called Eddie a friend
before that incident,’’ Goodes said at a Corporate Club
Australia breakfast. “To have a friend and someone
there that night who shook my hand in the dressing
room afterwards, to have him say what he did was
disappointing and uncomfortable but that’s how
friendships end. Friends don’t make jokes about their
friends like that.”

From: Trevor Poulton poulton@labyrinth.net.au]
Sent: Monday, 5 May 2014 7:06 PM
To: awu@smh.com.au; info@aflplayers.com.au
Cc: Newsdesk@theage.com.au;
senator.brandis@aph.gov.au;
senator.abetz@aph.gov.au;
senator.bernardi@aph.gov.au; Faine.Jon@abc.net.au;
crabb.annabel@abc.net.au
Subject: Hi, it is probably time for The Age to stop
referring to the incident as one of vilification. It is
embarrassing.

Andrew Wu
Sports Writer for Sydney Morning Herald/The Age

Hi Andrew Wu, it is probably time for Fairfax Media to
stop referring to the incident involving the child as
one of vilification. It is embarrassing.
Your
organisation might consider what effect all this has on
the child in the long term, particularly since the media
has previously reported her as saying she did not
realise she was being racist. It is not the role of the
media to be Judge and Jury.
See my attached S.18(C) Submission to the Attorney
General that includes an examination of the incident.
Please consult your Editors to discuss devising an
appropriate policy in relation to reporting of the
incident in all Fairfax Media publications.
I look forward to your response.
Trevor Poulton
http://www.theage.com.au/afl/aflnews/adamgoodes
friendshipwitheddiemcguireisover20140505zr4tm.htm
l

________________________________________________

Here is some real defamation matter, which shames those who attempt to defame individuals through an
application of Section 18C as revealed so clearly by Trevor Poulton in his submission published in No 765.
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The latest from Australia’s Legal Watchdog
Kangaroo Court of Australia

SANDY DAWSON BARRISTER-AT-LAW. HE’S NOT EVEN A
PRIVATE OF THE COURT LET ALONE AN OFFICER OF
THE COURT
One of the reasons Kerry Stokes and his lawyer Justine Munsie
are suing me for defamation is that they object to me calling
them perjurers which they claim they are not. So what do they
do? They sue me for defamation and send in the junior
barrister Sandy Dawson to lie and deceive the court from the
bar table in clear breach of the solicitors rules and barrister
rules.
How do we know Sandy Dawson lied and deceived the court
and what is the evidence to support that? The evidence is that
I was there and I heard him and also Justice Harrison in his
judgement indirectly said so.
Barristers and lawyers lie and deceive in courts around the
country on a daily basis and Kerry Stokes’ junior barrister
Sandy Dawson is no different. Mr Dawson claims one of his
specialities is defamation when the reality is that Mr Dawson
can only be described as an incompetent fool at best.
I will be telling the truth about Mr Dawson and truth is a
standard defence in any defamation proceeding so there
is nothing Sandy Dawson can do as long as I am
truthful.
The problem that Sandy Dawson has is he is more than happy
to defame and lie about people in court. A lot of barristers and
lawyers think they have immunity when they are in court and
can do anything they want as they generally get away with it.
They fail to realise that there is now a new body to keep them
accountable and that is social media and blogs etc. This is a
point that Kerry Stokes is well aware of based on paragraphs
11,12 and 13 of Justine Munsie’s affidavit where they say they
have written to Google to have my blog taken out of the
search results for their names. (Click her to read the affidavit)
Somehow Mr Dawson has managed to represent some of the
major media companies in the country including The
Australian, Fairfax Media, Seven West Media and also 2GB
host Ray Hadley.
Background
On the 14th of April Kerry Stokes an his lawyer Justine Munsie
instituted defamation proceedings against me and had a
suppression order put on it so no details could be published.
On the 16th of April I published a post titled “Kerry Stokes has
suppression order put on defamation proceedings against
KCA publisher”. The following day we were in court to argue
the notice of motion for the suppression order.
The following week on Thursday (24/4/14) Justice
Harrison handed down his judgement which was in my favour.
There never was any justification for the suppression order.
The defamation proceedings and application for contempt by
Kerry Stokes continue.

Sandy Dawson knew what he was doing was wrong and a
breach of his ethical duty. But he is one of the arrogant ones
who thinks he is above the law and unaccountable to anyone
and thinks he runs the courts. (For further background
information click on the link - Kerry Stokes defamation trial)
The suppression order protecting Junior Barrister Sandy
Dawson and the Lawyers
Mr Dawson tried to stop me writing and publishing about his
dodgy conduct by having a suppression order put on the
matter protecting himself and the other lawyers.
The exact section was e. any matter of and concerning the
plaintiffs, or their legal representatives (being the firm
Addisons, Martin O’Connor, Richard Keegan and Sandy
Dawson) which is calculated to expose any of them to hatred,
ridicule and contempt. (This shows up at paragraph 1, section
4 (e) of Justice Harrison’s judgement)
Mr Dawson was worried I would write material that would
expose him to “hatred, ridicule and contempt”. Well I suppose
I am, by telling the truth about Mr Dawson and his corrupt
conduct. Interestingly Mr Dawson was happy to ridicule me
and this site when we were in court.
Sandy Dawson and his history representing media companies
It is worth having a look at some of the cases Mr Dawson has
appeared in because it leaves no room for someone to believe
that lack of knowledge was the reason Mr Dawson has erred in
my matters. Once we can rule at lack of knowledge as a
justification then all Mr Dawson has left is knowingly and
deliberate corrupt conduct as a reason for his conduct.
Craig Thomson matter – Sandy Dawson was front and centre
representing Fairfax Media when Craig Thomson sued them for
defamation. (Click here to read more)
In the Gina Rinehart family dispute Sandy Dawson represented
the media which included at least Fairfax and News Ltd.
”The proper reporting of these proceedings has been stymied
for three months now,” the barrister representing the media in
the case, Sandy Dawson, said of the application for a further
stay on publication.
”A stay [of today's decision] could seriously undermine public
confidence, not only in the act, but in open justice more
generally,” he said. (Click her to read more)
The Rinehart matter was a family issue so it is understandable
that there would be an interim suppression order put on it
when requested, but that was eventually taken off. It is totally
different to my matter which Mr Dawson knew and Mr Stokes
was not entitled to any suppression order.
Mr Dawson was quoted in The Australian as saying:
Appearing for media interests, including The Australian, Sandy
Dawson characterised Mrs Rinehart’s latest attempt to have
the case suppressed as “an abuse of process”, pointing out
that she had just attempted to buy a larger stake in Fairfax to
“increase her public profile in Australia”. (Click here to read
more)
So Mr Dawson says what Mrs Rinehart did was “an abuse of
process” but it is OK for Kerry Stokes.
Some other cases Sandy Dawson has acted in include for Ray
Hadley in the bullying case and Channel 7 when they halted
the Simon Gittany murder trial by harassing the accused
before court.
Sandy Dawson breaching the Barrister Rules and Solicitors
Rules. Sandy Dawson was lying while in court like there was
no tomorrow, he thought he was smart. The reality is he is a
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fool as all he was doing was giving me content for this site as I
write about corrupt conduct like his. What he was doing is
almost as good as him signing a confession for his criminal
conduct. The fact that he went for a suppression order says he
knew I was going to publish what he did. Yet it did not stop
him. So why not? He must think he is above the law and can
do whatever he likes when he is in the Supreme Court of NSW.
I think Chief Justice Tom Bathurst needs to clean up his court.
Mr Dawson used a precedent called Y and Z v W [2007]
NSWCA 329; (Click here to read the judgement) to try to
justify why there should be a suppression order on my case.
The problem was that my case was nothing like the precedent.
I went into it in further detail in the previous post (Click here
to read)
Justice Harrison said at section 47 ……On the evidence before
me, I reject entirely any suggestion or submission that Mr
Stokes has been, or that a reasonable person in his position
would be, intimidated by Mr Dowling.
The key part is “I reject entirely any suggestion or
submission”. In other words Sandy Dawson was lying which he
was. And Mr Dawson lied many other times which you can see
in several parts of the judgement.
Section 63 of the Barrister Rules says:
63. A barrister must not allege any matter of fact in: (a) any
court document settled by the barrister; (b) any submission
during any hearing; (c) the course of an opening address;
or(d) the course of a closing address or submission on the
evidence;
unless the barrister believes on reasonable grounds that the
factual material already available provides a proper basis to do
so.
As the judge clearly pointed out there was never any “factual
material already available” which means Sandy Dawson never
had a “proper basis” to “allege any matter of fact”. In other
words Sandy Dawson never had any evidence to support
his statement of facts and is clearly guilty of breaching section
63 and should be struck off as a barrister.
Sandy Dawson is also in breach of section 19.1 A of the
Solicitor Rules. “A solicitor must not deceive or knowingly or
recklessly mislead the court.” If you go through the solicitors
rules Mr Dawson is in breach of the rules all over the
place. Each state is different and Mr Dawson might argue he is
no longer a lawyer but a barrister. Well Barristers Rule
26 says: 26. A barrister must not deceive or knowingly or
recklessly mislead the Court.
I detailed further breaches of the Barristers Rules by Mr
Dawson on pages 16,17 and 18 in an affidavit that I filed.
Sandy Dawson and others need to understand that the days of
thinking they can act in the illegal manner in which they do
and no one will know is over. When barristers and lawyers lie
in court they are denying someone justice or at least trying to.
The
legal
website Justinian which
is
run
by Richard
Ackland ran a story on Friday on the above matter. What it
says I do not know as it is behind a paywall but it is good to
see someone has picked it up. The title of the story is: Kerry –
Not Stoked
The proceedings could drag out a while so I have set a specific
page (Kerry Stokes defamation trial) which is in the second
line of the menu bar at the top of the page. I will update that
page when minor issues arise and only do another post on the
matter when something important happens in the cases.
Please use the Twitter, Facebook and email etc. buttons
below and promote this post.

This site is independent and reliant on donations to keep
publishing. If you would like to support the continuance and
growth of this site it would be greatly appreciated if you make
a donation. Click on the below button to donate via PayPal or
go to the donations page for other donation options (Click
here to go to the Donations page)
If you would like to buy a t-shirt or coffee mug visit my online
shop (Click here to visit the shop)
And make sure you follow this site by email which is at the top
right of this page and about once a week you be notified when
there is a new post on this site.
Thank you for your support.
http://kangaroocourtofaustralia.com/2014/05/04/san
dy-dawson-barrister-at-law-hes-not-even-a-private-ofthe-court-let-alone-an-officer-of-the-court/
__________________________
...and now an archived story from Kangaroo Court of
Australia’s website:
PROTECTING PAEDOPHILES THE JUDICIAL WAY.
JUSTICE KEN TAYLOR AND THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
GREG SMITH.
Two weeks ago acting NSW District Court judge Ken Taylor
issued a suppression order to stop the naming of a convicted
paedophile. Justice Taylor’s actions need investigating. The
problem is that the NSW attorney general Greg Smith who has
ultimate oversight for NSW judicial officers is himself
embroiled is what looks like himself covering up for known
paedophile Father Finian Egan.
Father Finian Egan has not been convicted of being a
paedophile but the church says he is, so that is good enough
for me, add that to Greg Smith’s extremely perverted and
suspect behaviour and Father Egan has to be guilty. (Click
here to read more on Father Egan)
But we will start off with Justice Ken Taylor and his paedophile
protecting judgement. A decision he has since overturned
after some media attention for some unknown reason.
Justice Ken Taylor
Two weeks ago Justice Taylor issued a suppression order so
the name of a convicted paedophile could not be named. It
was reported in a story in the SMH titled “Victim’s horror at
abuser anonymity” which says “THE victim of a convicted
paedophile says she is ”disgusted and horrified” that her
abuser’s name has been suppressed by a court.”
”It’s disgusting that his identity can be protected but the
intimate details of what happened to me are not protected and
free for anyone to read about, and there’s no consideration of
how that affects me,” she said.
It goes on to say “A spokesman for the Attorney-General,
Greg Smith, said his office had requested a transcript of the
sentencing hearing.” (Click here to read the full story)
What a joke, as if Greg Smith was going to do anything. He is
busy covering up for Father Egan.
“The case gained national headlines after Peter Versi was
named by Melbourne radio host Darryn Hinch.”
Then a couple of days ago Justice Ken Taylor overturned his
own decision for no known reason. This is very strange. The
only way I thought his judgement could be overturned is by an
appeal court. He has decided to call the matter back into court
and overturn his own judgement. To my knowledge this is
unprecedented. (Click here to read more)
This leads one to surmise only two things 1. he has been
influenced by the media or 2. someone has tapped him on the
shoulder and told him he should overturn his own judgement.
Either way there is a very serious question to be answered. I
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have looked for his judgement on the internet and have not
been able to find it.
But even if he has overturned the judgement that does not
answer the first question and that is how he could hand down
such a scandalous and disgraceful judgment in the first place.
And as you will see Father Egan has not been convicted of any
court yet the media can still name him so why could we not
name Peter Versi who had been convicted?
It is beyond belief that Justice Taylor is that incompetent and
if he is he should not be a judge. His whole actions need to be
investigated in full. E.g. Who he knows or doesn’t know etc.
Now to the man who is meant to have oversight for Justice
Taylor’s actions.
NSW Attorney General Greg Smith
Mr Smith has been involved is dodgy conduct that has been
mentioned on this site last year so his attempt to cover-up for
a paedophile priest is of no surprise.
In the post last year titled “What is the price of freedom?
About $900,000 if you are bribing Commissioner Phillip
Bradley at the NSW Crime Commission.” Greg Smith is
mentioned for his role (when worked at the Director of Public
Prosecutions office 2004) in dropping charges against James
Kinch so the NSW Crime Commission could get its hands on a
$900,000 bribe to let Kinch go. Kinch is now in a jail in
Thailand awaiting extradition to Australia to face number of
charges including the ones that Greg Smith dropped. (Click
here to read the post)
Now Mr Smith knows Father Egan on a personal basis and
charges against Father Egan have been held up at the DPP,
the same place that Greg Smith used to work, for some seven
months.
The ABC 7.30 Report did a story on this on the 4th of April.
The full transcript is below. (As per “Fair Use Policy” usually I
would only use a small part and put the link back to the site
but because it is in the public interest I have copied the lot)
Transcript
CHRIS UHLMANN, PRESENTER: Here is a story about an
Attorney-General and a priest. One of the most senior
lawmakers in the country is tonight being accused of making
derogatory comments about a woman who alleges that she
was abused as a child by a priest. Until last year NSW
Attorney-General Greg Smith had a long association with his
one-time Catholic priest Finian Egan, even praising him in
Parliament. That appears to have ended some time after police
began investigating allegations from five people that Finian
Egan had abused them as children. Now 7.30 has been shown
evidence suggesting the Attorney-General made insulting
comments about one of Finian Egan’s accusers, allegedly
branding the child sex victim just after money from the
church. Tim Palmer reports. ???: There was nowhere that was
safe for me. I wasn’t safe anywhere. The abuse started when I
was in the later years of primary school.
TIM PALMER, REPORTER: Father Finian Egan’s more than 50
years as a priest took him to at least half a dozen churches in
and around Sydney. But the priest’s service in the Catholic
Church came to an end when a number of women came
forward to accuse him of abusing them when they were
children.
KELLIE-ANNE ROCHE (2010): I just tried to stop him from
touching my breasts to show him that’s not where I want his
hands … without saying anything, because he was – priests
are one step down from God.

TIM PALMER: Within weeks of 7.30 airing a series of stories
in 2010 on Finian Egan, at least five people had gone to police
and a widespread investigation was underway.
But nearly two years later, the priest hasn’t been arrested or
charged.
NIKKI WELLS: The wait’s been absolutely horrendous. It’s
been really traumatic. The statements with the police were
finalised in 2010. We’ve been told that the case is currently on
the DPP’s desk, but it’s been on the DPP’s desk for about
seven months now. They keep telling us they’re just waiting
for a signature. So, to me, it’s beyond me how it could be so
long. You know, the case has been investigated. It’s very clear
the evidence is there from all of the witnesses. I don’t
understand why he hasn’t been charged.
TIM PALMER: Finian Egan has always maintained his
innocence.
As the case dragged on, questions were raised about the
alleged sex offender’s long-time association with the man
who’s now Attorney-General, Greg Smith. Mr Smith and Finian
Egan go back some years, and when Greg Smith was elected
to Parliament five years ago, he cited Finian Egan’s influence
in his maiden speech to Parliament.
GREG SMITH, NSW LIBERAL MP (2007): … Father Finian
Egan charmed us with his Irish wit and his pastorally devotion
to his flock.
TIM PALMER: There are other connections to Greg Smith’s
office. Damien Tudehope is now the Attorney-General’s chief
of staff. He too knows Finian Egan well. He attended the
priest’s church and as a solicitor defended him against sexual
abuse allegations. The ABC does not suggest that either Greg
Smith or Damien Tudehope have interfered with the potential
prosecution of Finian Egan. But 7.30 can reveal documents
that describe discussions the Attorney-General had about the
Egan matter.
Last year, one of the alleged victims, Nikki Wells, spoke to
another Catholic priest about her frustration at the delay. That
priest, who the ABC has agreed not to name, says he then met
Attorney-General Greg Smith last July. After that meeting the
priest detailed his version of what was said in an email back to
Nikki Wells, an email the ABC has obtained. The priest wrote,
“I was with Greg Smith the other day and I raised your case
with him. He commented that, ‘… you were just trying to get
$1 million from the church.’”
NIKKI WELLS: I was horrified. I was completely horrified that
the chief lawmaker in the state could make a comment on an
open criminal matter for a start, but secondly that he could
pass judgment on someone he doesn’t even know, and, you
know, just disbelief about the whole matter that our AttorneyGeneral could speak so publicly about me and my case and a
criminal matter. Horrified.
DAVID SHOEBRIDGE, GREENS MP: There is, for me, no
political excuse for the Attorney-General of the day making
derogatory comments about a victim when that matter is
before the DPP for potential sexual abuse charges.
TIM PALMER: The ABC asked the Attorney-General if the
priest’s email description of the meeting and what was said
was correct. In response Greg Smith issued a statement
saying, “The Attorney General recalls no such conversation
and notes that 7.30 has failed to provide any details which
would help his recall. He says he would never suggest any
victim of sexual abuse was simply motivated by a desire to
claim a financial payout.”
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Against that the priest said today he did meet Greg Smith,
they discussed Nikki Wells and the email remains his account
of what was said.
At the time Nikki Wells received the priest’s email detailing the
alleged comment by Greg Smith, she wrote back angrily.
NIKKI WELLS (female voiceover): “Does he really think
we’re all lying? What kind of man says things like that about
victims of abuse? He really should not be commenting on any
case in these circumstances, let alone the character of a
witness.”
Clearly he thinks I’m a liar and clearly he thinks other
witnesses and other victims are lying as well about it, because
I’m not the only victim in this matter; there’s several of us,
and there’s probably a lot more that haven’t even come
forward yet. But a clear lack of empathy and devastating
unprofessionalism.
TIM PALMER: Beyond the alleged comment that Nikki Wells
was just after money, the email raises other questions. In fact
Nikki Wells had discussed a $1 million figure with the Church,
not for herself, but as the loan for a charity she was running to
care for survivors of childhood abuse. She was shocked that
the Attorney-General would know anything about that $1
million figure, something she’d raised only with senior
churchmen, and she said so in her email back to the priest.
The priest replied:
PRIEST (male voiceover): “… this is what he had heard and
that concerns me where this had come from. He is wellconnected within the church – he seems to know all the
hierarchy – much more in the know than I am.”
DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: Well in my dealings with him on this
issue, it’s an attorney that’s more likely to defend the Church
than get out and defend the victims.
TIM PALMER: The email raises several serious questions for
the Attorney-General. Why was he discussing an ongoing
criminal investigation with an outside party? Why did he
choose to discuss it with a priest from the same church as the
alleged sex offender? And why did he apparently denigrate the
alleged victim of a childhood sexual offence?
David Shoebridge put a series of questions to Greg Smith on
notice in Parliament. Among them he asked the attorney
whether he’d had any communication with anyone beyond the
DPP regarding the Finian Egan case. But in his answers Greg
Smith did not address that issue at all, only stating that his
office hadn’t been in contact with the DPP about it.
DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: It’s a remarkable lack of candour. It
was a very specific question capable of a very precise answer
and we simply didn’t get that. … If the half of the answer you
don’t give is the core of the information, you’ve got to ask
whether or not that is misleading the person asking the
question.
NIKKI WELLS: Pathetic. His response was pathetic. And, you
know, the Government shouldn’t allow him to be able to
respond to those questions. They were specific questions. He

hasn’t responded. He’s answered five questions in one line.
He’s completely evasive. Why is he being so evasive? Why
isn’t he answering the questions?
The transcript says plenty about Greg Smith and how he
operates. A real grub who refuses to answer legitimate
questions in parliament. He obviously has plenty to hide. His
old department, the DPP, has taken 7 months to do nothing
and are still waiting on a “signature” to charge Father Egan.
Are we really to believe that Greg Smith has had nothing to do
with the go slow routine. If you would like the watch the video
of the above 7.30 report click here.
Attorney General Greg Smith will end up being the Craig
Thomson of the NSW Barry O’Farrell government. A ticking
time bomb waiting to explode.
This comes at a time when the Ted Baillieu Victorian
Government is under pressure to hold a royal commission into
pedophilia in the catholic church. A recent story in the SMH
starts off :
“AT LEAST five people killed themselves after allegedly being
sexually abused by paedophile priest Ronald Pickering between
1960 and 1980, new research says.”
“The deaths in Melbourne, uncovered by lawyer Judy Courtin,
add to the 40 suicides by victims of clergy paedophiles
documented in a police report.” (Click here to read the full
article)
Obviously it is time for a royal commission into the church in
NSW and pedophilia in general with the first witness Greg
Smith and then Justice Ken Taylor.
I thought I should put a link to this story of a lawyer in
Victoria, Vivian Waller, who is representing 45 people suing
the church in case someone reading this might want to contact
her. (Click her to read the story)
Update: 1st May 2012 – Father Finian Egan has been arrested
and charged with with rape and indecent assaults. “He has
been charged with 17 offences including:
Two counts of indecent assault and one of rape relating to an
alleged incident involving a 17-year-old girl at The Entrance in
1972.
*One charge of indecent assault relating to a 14-year-old boy
from an alleged incident at the Entrance in 1973
*Three charges of Indecent Assault relating to an alleged
incident involving a 16-year-old girl at Carlingford in 1987
*And 10 charges of indecent assault relating to an alleged
incident involving a 11-year-old girl at Carlingford in 1979″
(Click here to read the full story)
Update: 2nd May 2012 – NSW Attorney-General Greg Smith
has declined to apologise to the alleged abuse victim of a
retired Catholic priest after accusing her of “trying to get $1
million from the church”. (Click here to read the full story)
http://kangaroocourtofaustralia.com/2012/04/15/prot
ecting-paedophiles-the-judicial-way-justice-ken-taylorand-the-attorney-general-greg-smith/

__________________________________________
How It Was Done:
9/11 and the Science of Building Demolition
Written by AE911Truth Staff,
Introduction
To believe the official conspiracy theory regarding the
destruction of the three World Trade Center high-rise
buildings requires an Olympian leap of faith. It asks

Sunday, 13 April 2014 23:35
us to accept impossible coincidences, to assume the
laws of physics don't always apply, and to ignore
common sense. Being one of 9/11's least likely
hypotheses, it requires that we emotionally moor
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ourselves to its tenets, because an intellectual
examination or inquiry would quickly reveal dots that
don't connect. Fortunately, a much more cogent
theory exists. It suggests that controlled demolition,
not fire, was the cause of the collapse of WTC
Buildings 1,2, and 7.

WTC Tower construction showing core column
But this theory, although supported by overwhelming
scientific forensic evidence, eyewitness testimony,
and visual documentation, is nevertheless rejected by
official conspiracy theorists. On the grounds that it
presumes impossibly high logistical hurdles for the
perpetrators, the official conspiracy theorists argue
that a plan of such magnitude would have been
impossible to carry out. How was security breached?
How were necessary cables and other equipment
moved into the buildings unseen, and how did a
demolition team gain access to structural members?
To investigators and degreed professionals who have
studied the evidence, these questions are elementary.
What follows is a simple, yet compelling, visual and
scientific narrative, which explains how the controlled
destruction of World Trade Center Towers 1,2, and 7
was accomplished.
Daily Paul - How it Was Done: 9/11 and the
Science of Building Demolition
As public awareness grows about the truth about
9/11, it serves to point out that many features of the
towers' destruction fit perfectly with standard patterns
of demolition. Evidence which at first seems puzzling
is in fact consistent with known demolition
techniques.
WTC 7 differed from Towers One and Two in that
WTC7 was a traditional "bottom-up" implosion. The
Twin Towers, on the other hand, exhibited the more
unfamiliar pattern of a "banana peel" demolition,
which starts at the middle or the top of a building and
progresses downward. The below demolition in China
shows the pattern of streamers of arcing debris that
we see coming from the Twin Towers, as the cutting
of supports begins high above ground level and works
its way down.
..........................
Conclusion
Once 24/7 access to the towers' interiors and the rest
of the WTC complex has been established, the

planned destruction of the Twin Towers and Building 7
becomes a task for which all technology is welldeveloped and available. Access is established
through Marvin Bush, the youngest Bush brother, who
was on the board of Securacom, the company which
held the security contract for the World Trade Center
complex.
According to Barry McDaniel, CEO of
Securacom, the company held the contract for
security “up to the day the buildings fell down.”
The nexus which seems to connect many of key
players in the 9/11 plot is the neoconservative thinktank Project for a New American Century (PNAC.)
PNAC, whose members included Dick Cheney, Donald
Rumsfeld, Jeb Bush, Elliot Abrams, Paul Wolfowitz,
Richard Perle, Douglas Feith, Zalmay Khalilzad,
Scooter Libby, and Richard Armitage, had been openly
advocating for an invasion of Iraq since the Clinton
administration.
Dov Zakheim, another member of PNAC, had been
awarded the contract for the first WTC bombing
investigation in 1993. The investigation was done by
a fully-owned subsidiary of Zakheim's company SPC,
Tridata. The contract assured that not only access to
the towers was secured, but also floor plans,
blueprints, and all other intimate technical knowledge
of the buildings.
Zakeim, who was appointed Comptroller of the
Pentagon by Bush upon taking office, was also in
charge of the Pentagon's finances at the time $2.3
trillion was announced missing from the Pentagon, on
September 10 the day before 9/11. Needless to say,
after 9/11 "the day the world changed," the story was
dropped from the media.
In another coincidence involving Zakheim, his
company SPC (of which he was CEO and main
shareholder) also invented remote 'anti-hijack"
technology, by which an airliner's controls could be
seized from the ground to foil hijackers. This
technology has obvious ramifications for misuse in the
wrong hands.
In a city like New York, the world's most dynamic
metropolis, the "city that never sleeps," extra work
crews, maintenance crews, technicians, and delivery
trucks working round-the-clock would not be noticed.
Nevertheless, some people did notice certain unusual
events, such as a series of "power downs" and a
generally unusual amount of activity in the months
before 9/11. In the below video a worker describes a
"power down" condition days before 9/11, which
would have disabled security cameras and alarms.
Worker Describes "Power Down" Days Before 9/11
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=I2FO8bLR2Y&fea
ture=player_embedded#t=0

One favorite contention of defenders of the official
story is that the aircraft impacts would have set-off or
destroyed explosive charges. But the loss of a
number of charges would be of no consequence in a
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redundantly "wired" impact zone, since only specific
encoded signals could actually arm and trigger the
entire detonation sequence.
As Col. Bob Bowman once said: "If they have nothing
to hide, why are they hiding everything?" The
immediate, illegal destruction of 99.5% of the steel
evidence, shipped to and melted in China, ensures
that the vast majority of the steel can never be
examined and tested to either confirm or disprove the
presence of the above demolition techniques. This
alone, said Bowman, is evidence of guilt.
Some kinds of thermite can be applied in a "sol-gel"
solution, which can be rolled on like paint, or
fireproofing. Think how inconvenient, then, to have
steel beams examined and found to have layers of
residual thermite paint. It is no wonder that putting
the steel onto ships bound for China, immediately,
was of the utmost importance, even if it represented
felony destruction of evidence.
In the end the testimony of firefighters and other
responders, like Firefighter John Schroeder below,
stands as the most powerful indicator of what
happened that day. Schroeder, who says he does not
believe the official story, and who was on the 24th
floor of the North Tower, reports explosions rocking
the building from the inside, as it seemed to
"disintegrate" from the core and the stairwells. This is
precisely the part of the structure which would be
most critical to weaken before a final demolition
sequence.
Firefighter John Schroeder

There is no shortage of testimony corroborating
Schroeder's description of explosions throughout the
morning, which might correspond to the preliminary
weakening of the buildings' strong points. Not one of
these reports of explosions was included in the official
9/11 Commission report.
One such explosion is captured on video below.
Explosion
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=y2vxj2yxfAM&fea
ture=player_embedded#t=0

The audio evidence includes footage of what is clearly
an accelerating demolition sequence, below.
Explosive Sequence, South Tower
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=uxB7Rz6E1I&feat
ure=player_embedded#t=0

Other anomalies and coincidences in the evidence of
9/11 continue to arise, and together with the above
demolition hypothesis continue to provide clues as to
just how it was done.
This essay is dedicated to Colonel Dr. Robert
Bowman, (1934-2013,) without whom the movement
for 9/11 truth would not be where it is today.
See also Freefall and Building 7 on 9/11.
For more, read the article in its entirety here.
http://www.ae911truth.org/en/news-section/41articles/867-how-it-was-done-911-and-the-scienceof-building-demolition.htm

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DBb00PQR1zo&fe
ature=player_embedded#t=0

__________________________________________________
Now Tasmania’s 9/11? – but what about Port Arthur?
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The great Tasmanian fox hunt
Sunday 4 May 2014 8:05AM

Image: Seen any foxes? As published in the Hobart Mercury - Kudelka with permission. www.kudelka.com.au

Listen - Download
A discredited story about fox cubs being released in Tasmania triggered a decade-long hunt for the
predators but despite millions of public funds spent on an eradication program, an independent
review says there’s been no evidence of foxes living in Tasmania. Ian Townsend investigates.
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An independent scientific review says it’s found no credible
evidence for foxes living and breeding in Tasmania, even
though there’s been a decade-long multi-million dollar
program to eradicate them.
The international team of seven scientists is led by the man
who helped start the eradication program, Dr Clive Marks.
I mean, there are no foxes in the state. There's a lot of
hunters in the state and they don't see them. So the
people you must be talking about must be the Fox Task
Force. They’re the ones who see foxes, nobody else.
TASMANIAN HUNTER
‘Here is an example where you can propose that something
exists when it doesn't,’ Dr Marks said, ‘and if you follow that
narrative with a suitable amount of media and spin doctoring
you can get a good proportion of people believing it.’
The team is disputing much of the evidence—including
thousands of sightings, several dead foxes and DNA tests—
that was used to justify the fox eradication program.
It’s now published its report online, and is also publishing
papers in several international science journals.
The existence of foxes in Tasmania has been the basis of
heated public debate and media speculation since 2001, when
it was alleged three hunters brought up to 19 fox cubs into the
island state, raised them and set them free so they could be
hunted.
Documents obtained under Freedom of Information show that
a police task force never found any evidence at all for the
claims, and closed the case in mid-2001.
‘On investigation it became abundantly clear that the original
informant had only passed on part of that information, most of
which was hearsay and gossip,’ the 2001 report said.
‘The remaining information seems to have come from P&WS
[Parks and Wildlife Service] personnel who have relied on
rumour and probably “guesswork”. None of the information
was confirmed and some was found to be highly suspect.’
This article represents part of a larger Background
Briefing investigation. Listen to Ian Townsend's full
report on Sunday at 8.05 am or use the podcast links
above after broadcast.
Despite that, Tasmanians have been told over the years that
that event did happen. It was the basis for a massive baiting
program that covered more than a million hectares of the
state.
‘We took action in 2002 when three litters of fox cubs were
brought back to the state by people who were identified, but
were not able to be charged,’ former Police Minister David
Llewellyn told the Tasmanian Parliament in 2006.

‘Certainly the police followed these issues up. I am convinced
that those litters were distributed; one in the Longford area,
one down the east coast and one south of Oatlands.’
‘It was on that basis we established the effort to try to rid the
state of foxes.’
Mr Llewellyn, now an Opposition MP, said despite the original
police report, he is still convinced it happened.
‘There were senior people within the Department of Parks and
Wildlife who gave me that advice and they were absolutely
certain of the fact,’ he said.
‘I initiated a police investigation, which I’m not sure how
thoroughly it was done, but there wasn’t enough evidence to
follow up from a legal point of view.’
However, one of the hunters named in police documents and
cleared by the investigation said he was shocked that anyone
still believes the story.
‘I didn't even understand it back then. It was like, “you've got
to be joking, that’s absolute bulldust”,’ he said.
‘I mean, there are no foxes in the state. There's a lot of
hunters in the state and they don't see them. So the people
you must be talking about must be the Fox Task Force.
They’re the ones who see foxes, nobody else.’
In fact, the Fox Task Force, now the Fox Eradication Program,
hasn’t seen, shot, trapped or shown that it’s poisoned a live
Tasmanian fox either.
What the fox program has produced as physical evidence for
foxes are four already-dead foxes and a skull provided by the
public, a DNA sample found in a chicken coop, two sets of paw
prints and 56 apparent fox scats.
These items, though, are all being questioned by the new
review of the fox program.
‘The difficulty this program had, was it used a great deal of
propaganda and public relations to get across its message, but
it failed to actually pass the first test which was the onus of
proof test,’ said Tasmanian veterinary pathologist Dr David
Obendorf.
‘So what we’ve got is a situation where the threat has always
been a real threat for Tasmania, but the presence of evidence
is completely zero.’
Full transcript of Program at:
http://www.abc.net.au/radionational/programs/backg
roundbriefing/20140504/5418860#transcript
Background Briefing is investigative journalism at its finest,
exploring the issues of the day and examining society in a
lively on-the-road documentary style.

___________________________________________
Britain baffled by Muslims being Muslims
Francis Carr Begbie on May 4, 2014 — Leave a Comment
One of Britain’s most senior woman police officers has been
on televisionexplaining why she wants to help young British
lads from going off the rails. “This is not about criminalising
people.” said Deputy Assistant Commissioner Helen Ball. “It is
about preventing tragedies.”
And what is the nature of the delinquency that these young
men are in danger of falling into? Drugs? Downloading internet
porn?
None of that. These young “British” men are Muslims running
off to Syria to take part in the savage civil war there.
About 400 young British Muslims have joined the Jihad to
Syria and police say the number of “Syria-related arrests” has

increased substantially this year, to 40 between January and
March, compared with 25 in the whole of 2013. Some 20 have
turned up dead, some get arrested at British airports and
some turn up voicing the terrorist videos that are so much
part of Islamic warfare.
None of this should have caused any surprise. These young
Muslims are doing no more than following the precepts of a
religion which encourages adherents to go on Jihad for the
glory of the Prophet. But the discovery that Muslims act like
Muslims has however, taken the British authorities entirely by
surprise. So they have hurriedly formulated a strategy for
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dealing
with
this
entirely
unexpected
and
baffling
phenomenon.
As you would expect, the new approach has been tailored to
ensure that no Muslim sensibilities are offended by any “racist”
stereotyping. So Helen Ball, who is Britain’s senior coordinator for Counter Terrorism Policing, is taking the “softly
softly” approach – she is appealing to Muslim womenfolk to
inform the police if they detect a son mysteriously developing
symptoms of radicalisation. She is the figurehead for the new
campaign: “Prevent Tragedies — starting the conversation on
Syria” —
surely
the most
mild-mannered anti-terrorism
campaign in history.
One of the most mysterious things about this contagion is that
nobody seems to have a clue as to the cause. Is it an airborne
agent or something in the water perhaps? Nobody, least of all
Helen Ball, seems to want to talk about this side of things.
Muslim family after family seem equally baffled — they have
assured the media they have no idea why sons would suddenly
take off like this.
Needless to say, this new initiative — formally unveiled last
Thursday — will be accompanied by lavish amounts of
taxpayer money to Muslim groups which have not been slow
to sign up to and, in an impressive display of willpower, have
been able to keep a straight face while parroting the
government message.
One Muslim woman’s contribution, for the benefit of the
media, was typical
“Women are agents of change,
particularly mums in the home. They are the ones who can
nurture and safeguard their children.”
Muslim radicalisation and how to deal with it is actually
becoming quite a gravy train in the academic and political
worlds.
There
are
think
tanks, trainingcompanies,
seminars, conferences, and university departments queuing up
for a slice of the government action available for this totally
unforeseeable problem.
It looks like the work isn’t going to dry up anytime soon. Two
weeks ago it emerged that an 18-year-old Brighton
Muslim died during fighting while a 41-year-old man
from Crawley in Sussex had been killed in a suicide bombing
mission in Aleppo.
Muslims acting like Muslims is also the central thread of a
growing story about an Islamic plot to take over schools
across England, replace many teachers and install a hard-line

Islamic ethos, in a conspiracy which has been dubbed“Trojan
Horse.”
The government has launched an inquiry centering on
Birmingham where an alleged Islamic takeover plot has now
spread to 25 schools. Roving morality squads have been
patrolling the playing fields and corridors telling girls off for
not wearing veils and ensuring gender segregation in class.
Again, this totally unforeseen and unexpected example of
Muslims acting like Muslims has taken everyone in authority
completely by surprise. The Education department has
effectively suspended the running of six schools and will likely
throw out the schools’ entire governing bodies.
Muslims are also acting like Muslims in Bradford where, after
hundreds of complaints from White parents, the education
authorities have admitted that a covert schools network is also
being established. Dozens of White teachers have been pushed
out of their jobs and have been prevented from speaking out
by gagging clauses in their severance packages.
An
inspection
report
by
the
Department
for
Education, leaked to the Daily Telegraph, found that girls at
one school were made to sit at the back of the class, exam
syllabuses were “restricted to comply with a conservative
Islamic teaching” and an extremist preacher was invited to
speak to children.
Last week it emerged that the alleged ringleader, the chairman
of governors at this school, wrote a detailed blueprint for the
“Islamisation” of state schools in 2007. The Head Teachers
Association has also weighed in and said attempts had been
made to “alter their character in line with the Islamic faith”,
including sidelining parts of the curriculum and attempting to
influence the appointment of Muslim staff.
You might think that all this chaos, disruption and disharmony
might be the last thing needed in schools in austerity Britain
but that would be to take the short-sighted view. Surely the
unstated elite strategy around multiculturalism is paying off
superbly well. After all a divided population is a quiescent
population and will be far too distracted to look at the bigger
picture.
http://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2014/05/britai
nbaffledbymuslimsbeingmuslims/?utm_source=feedbur
ner&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+th
eoccidentalobserver%2Ffeed+%28The+Occidental+Obs
erver%29

__________________________________________________
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Debate on race-hate laws divides The Hills councillors
By Isabell Petrinic, May 5, 2014, noon
The Hills Labor councillors failed in their attempts to convince
their Liberal colleagues of the merits of opposing changes to
our race-hate laws on Tuesday night.
By the close of what was a lively, and sometimes heated, 40minute debate councillors unanimously supported the
following, put forward by Councillor Alan Haselden.
That council:
1. acknowledges, embraces and supports the diversity of the
Australian community;
2. acknowledges that discrimination and vilification in any
form is unacceptable; and
3. reaffirms its commitment to continue to provide services,
events and activities uniformly across the community inclusive
of all Hills shire residents.
‘‘The amended motion is a sensible compromise that removes
the political motivation of the ALP whilst recognising that
discrimination and vilification in any form is unacceptable,’’
deputy mayor Andrew Jefferies posted on our Facebook page.
Labor councillor Ryan Tracey had called via a notice of motion
for the council to renounce any move by the federal
government to change section 18C of the Racial Discrimination
Act 1975, among other things.
The section provides protection to individuals from offensive
behaviour because of their race, colour, national or ethnic
origin.
Some councillors claimed in the meeting it was not a matter
for local government to discuss, including councillors Haselden
and Jeff Lowe who said ‘‘this is not the forum’’.
Councillor Ray Harty said it was important to take a stand as a
matter of principle and the community deserved to know
where they stood on this issue.
Councillor Jefferies said this was an orchestrated political
campaign by the Australian Labor Party, to which came Cr
Harty’s reply: “There is plenty on your side of politics in the
public domain expressing a view.’’
He cited Premier Mike Baird.
Cr Tracey said if the repeal goes through, the AFL and NFL
would have stronger racial laws than the Australian
government.
He was said the law should not be touched until empirical data
was published and tested.
Cr Jefferies said he would have been prepared to take on Cr
Tracey’s view “if” he had brought it back to a local level.
“Cr Tracey, like I did, grew up in the suburb of Carlingford . . .
[where] 49 per cent of residents do not speak English at
home,’’ he said.
He asked why Cr Tracey did not have those figures in his
speech.
Present in the meeting was Clair McEntee of Kellyville who
praised Cr Tracey for bringing the motion forward.
‘‘He spoke with conviction and passion and definitely
represented my interests,’’ she said.
‘‘I’m a Hills shire resident and I oppose any changes to 18C of
the 1975 Racial Discrimination Act.’’
The Hills was one of 30 NSW councils the grassroots campaign
group Action 18C had approached to oppose repealing sections
18B-E of the Racial Discrimination Act.
Parramatta and Holroyd Council have supported this.
There are 152 councils statewide.
Afterwards, former The Hills Liberal councillor, now Burwood
councillor, Justin Taunton, said he’d bring Cr Tracey’s notice of
motion to his council.

Cr Ryan Tracey’s original notice of motion read:
The Hills Shire Council supports and joins in the Racism “It
Stops with Me” National initiative by:
1. acknowledging that we understand the importance of
Section 18C of the Racial Discrimination Act 1975 in that this
Act provides protection to individuals from offensive behaviour
because of their race, colour, national or ethnic origin;
2. Notes that all levels of government should combat bigotry;
3. Calling on all local Members of Parliament (state and
federal) and elected councillors to represent our diverse shire
by renouncing any move by the federal government to
adversely change section 18 C of the Racial Discrimination Act
1975; and
4. Reaffirm the Australian citizenship pledge: ‘‘I pledge my
loyalty to Australia and its people, whose democratic beliefs I
share, whose rights and liberties I respect and whose laws I
will uphold and obey’’.

■ WHAT DO YOU THINK?

FToben • 4 hours ago
Privacy has Gone - at least Secure Free Speech.
Think about it!
Repeal S. 18C which makes it a crime in Australia
to offend another because of what you say.
***
Clr Raymond Harty OAM. • 5 hours ago
Again the residents in the public gallery and the wider
community witnessed not the first time the Liberal councillors
voting has a partisan block to oppose any motion that is
brought to Council by Labor councillors. The argument put
forward that the Racial Discrimination Act and any changes to
it are not a matter for local government expose the matter
was not dealt with on merit or principle but on ideological
political
considerations
by
the
Liberal
councillors.
The proposed changes have engaged every level of
government including the NSW Premier who has come out
against any change to 18C of the Act. Right across the
community concern has been expressed about the changes
being proposed and we has civic leaders should express a
view; it is call leadership.
For Clr Jefferies to try and discredit the motion as being part
of an Labor campaign conveniently ignores the fact Labor is a
small part a grass root campaign involving hundreds of
community groups and the community at large who have
expressed their opposition to the changes being proposed.
The challenge for Clr Jefferies is to make public the record of
Council meetings and the consistent number of times the
Liberal councillors have voted as a block. When Clr Jefferies
publicly states the Labor councillors are ill relevant he insults
every resident in the Shire who exercised their democratic
right and voted for Labor councillors to represent them. In
casting Labor councillors as ill relevant he is by extension
saying the residents who voted for Labor are also ill relevant.
http://www.hillsnews.com.au/story/2259325/debateon-race-hate-laws-divides-the-hills-councillors/?cs=12
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