we=0orrest.

22 you 0 Bot wish to g G T TErther=—Corr ooty
makes the sspartion that, °This is

velecon reises the point or
s very sexious sllegetion ind Telooon 43 therefore

eutitled to reguest further partioula
s preliminery question, 1s this allegation velevant to

your clainm for coapensation ageinst '!o}oou? IE it
not, the wmost expedient Wy of desling with it sdght be

."' -'--"‘1‘ht. ‘-“ ‘t 'o.

A E———— [ ——

vs.* If I can ask

to -
et it go?---Right, let it go.
Telecom, Bre you content with that

. ] fe/—s’fﬂ? 1 1 understend it corzactly.,

it°s not relevent to the alaim.
THE ARBITRATOR: WY htmut_-udn of what Mz Gmith is saying

- Mr galth will corzect ue if t'm wrong ~ 18 that be
does not sesk to uuhuclnutu-wmoum
pbu_-umm

resolution of this issue?
what you'zre ssying is

allegation that bis calewfully tepped.
37’51577&;" okey. I understood ¢gxom what you said nefore that
{t's not relevant. .

~¥)
ous ASSITRATOR: -Yes. What it meand

.’P ¥sr Gmith underatands ‘what it means
sny teference in your claim Goouments

unlauful phone tapping will pe trested by
od and thevefore oot

termining whethet you'ce
¥o, 1 will go oo
1 will lesve

- and sgaim 1 saka sure ¢
. is thet eftectively

to aete regerding
me 3nd the

relovant for the purpose of d¢
entitlied to omatmr--—ul right.
to that thes. { will go on to thst ~ B0,
it in the clsim bacaues ~ - - '

You understend if you leave it ia the cl
entitled to ssk what is the besis

sim, Tele00E is
gor this alleget: - f
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mum.tooo-ndwmhunmt-m

———— S ——
Gy e i — — .

1€ T can stop you there. Tha
todsy?—-N0, fair enough. sike I onid = = =
that 8ll the paterials veilable in

1'a trying to ens »
support of your €1f 1w put before Telacon and befors

aRight.
._ & 7ELSTRR . wr Asbitzetor?
T8 ARDITRATOR: TYes.
s TELSTRA, 1'® GOTEY.
THE ARRITRATOR: tuuqomeontm umuﬂmtuth:
questions ia relation to that ltes.
W 7ESTRE  Just im respect of item 4 of the schefule 1 et
p.2, Mz Omith hes pot provided suy guzther dstaile in
respact of that pacticelas question. 6o 1 teke it then

tutummthtntumu—--
. YEE ARBITRATOR: The particulst question being?
. )& TELSTRA: Im vespest of patective Superintendent PRIOSS.
W 72LS77 Thete has been 8A sllegation thet petective
guperintendent Penross SeYS that the ﬂuﬂ_u' telephone.

was allegedly unlswfully teppelt?=—-1 pelieve Teleoom is

playing on words - the word "111egsldy tapped” - it's

o -~ I'mnot 8 ~-=° ,

YNE ARBITRATOR: BoOITY, i€ I can {ntarzupt. both of you. the
igsue here is that in your answers - your snwwer to
question 24, YoOu 4ndicate that You were told something

-g D-t-ctliiﬂ Buzrint% m:aﬂ-—-}g.
40 A. BSMITH
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fa thegze sny documentation to guppozt thet statement or W

there any othef light thet =1 e TEEEPOR TR T T
gtatement you have sade in relation to Detective pentose?
—_mell, it's 1ike the Gefeace counsel talking to the
gullty. lnv-hmmw-tm. there 48 8 — = ~
Agein T will 1aterrypt. If the enewet 1; simply that
petective Penrose told you this snd you can‘'t 8%y
snything more = = -7--=That's right.
- - = and that's your enswer, thst's all you have got to
sey?~---That s zight.
Sioply, we'te trylog to clsrity the status of the lttt.-;ltv
—e-Yes, right. I _have mm ﬁngt-ﬂttn Pencose, on
occasions and he nas stated that nad

—2intoned 000

Approximately when 4id you spesk to peteotive pensose?
-2 weoks 3go and 4 monihs ago st my premises.

MR 72-'257}@7 g€ 1 can just make the point thet Mc Smith 39
seying his phonas nave been listensd to which is ageisn

eront gcxom what was stated nn?---au

1igten in On WY private phons oalls,

THE ARBITRATOR: 1 think that is 8¢ much juformation that's
going to De sveiladble in relation to that jcom. We now
move on to claim documents gubmitted bY the clasimant ob
18 August 1994. Csn omeons just olerify - wbere is
this Gocumentation? wailst we're Looking for the
saterial to which this reguast rotofl. z note thst
Telecom is reforzing to & table mltltlnl of Live

columns thet was gubmitted bY Mr Smith on 18 August 1994
and essentially TelaooR ATG gesking & olsrificstion of
the weasning of that teble. I think al) of us would -1iks

8¢ 8nd .
C th 11710/94 ¢ A IHITHLGQZBA



‘1

;;1g-elu'tn.
Csn you provide gurthes substantiating evidence?---1_C8R

that sent B8 8
jetter, stating the gact that my phones were listensd
to. i . 2 o ri »
to ting ne. That bell used to ting for 3 months on
end. 1 have cCOmS UD with other evidence that Teleoon
still hesn't been able to anawer and {t's oslled &
maligious trace oall, 30 wIC, that was OB ®Y lina
3 months or 2 wonths aftet spperently Telecom told the
Fadersl Police thet that other device, which was called
an MIC, wes taken off my lins. go I Gon°’t know whather
the second one is slso ' ebat would you say - 8 bugpisg
device or whatever. g cen't verify um-..' put I koow &
salicious cell traoe = = -

1¢ 1 may interrupt, you ssid in relation to that second point.
that you could coms up with evidence to that effect?
—m=bigll, I COB COMO ¥WPp = = 7

What sort of M—“M thet

ghoere is svidence, gt's written by TeleooR sud it
states that - where it is, I'm aot guite sure aow. I&

cleatly states thet, iz Gmith's phones gor 3 mt.hs
from Juns to August 1993, a little bell uud to” - it
Sossu't sey it 1like that, but that's how 1 ses j¢c. But
tl';m-luohithm udthotoehllctuuld
togo.udulm-aanunnmmwuomu
“hatever snd thea go shout his work. Mo I nave spokes
to this Telecom technicisn. I have gent him a letter.

T hasve spoken to my jocal police for every tioe 1 have

oontacted him beceuss 1 kanew thet Telecon would say I'm

.8C Smith 11710794 28 A. @aTs
1 69281



