JUDICIAL & POLICE INJUSTICE BIAS INCOMPETENCE & CONSPIRACY

POLICE

"...on aprima facie basis, widespread corruption,
(entrenched andsystemic) criminal conduct ... and
perjury exsted within the NSW paliceforce...”

The Hon Justice James Wood
The Wood Royal Commission into the NSW Police Force 199497

The injustice, bias, incompetence and conspiracy of the New South
Wales Police Force, that many of the public, most of them men and boys,
are subjeded to is the most serious of al groups within the State, because of
the Police Force s shee size and power:

Manpower numbering approximately 14,000, the eguivalent of an Army
Division;

Thousands of lethal wegpors including pistols, rifles, machine-guns,
shotguns and chillingly, the lawful right to use them to kill;

Transport, comprising hundreds if not thousands of motor vehicles
including cars, motorcycles, 4WDs, buses, boats and aircraft;

Communications equipment comprising personal, mobile and command
centreradios;

Training and drill that enable them to function as a mhesive, dealy,
force

Command centres, fixed and mobil e;

Surveill ance and investigation cgpabiliti es.

Most important of all the Police have the lawful right, resources and
knowledge that enable them to arrest and interrogate, which then enables
them to presaire, threaen, assault, torture, proseaute and subsequently have
jailed, men and boys, innocent or guilty, at their discretion, which in many
cases means ac@rding to their bias and prejudice, whim and fancy.

Thisisnot to suggest, let alone state, that the polic€ s overwhelming and
unequalled size and power is abused al the time. It isn't. It is applied
primarily as it was intended. To proted people, property and keep the peace
by enforcing the “rule of law.” When applied justly, without bias and
competently, poli ce power ensures that the people axd property of NSW are
proteded to a high level and isa mgjor contributor to the smoaoth running of
the State. If the police were removed, the state of NSW would rapidly
descend into anarchy, as did Victoria during the padlice strike and Irag in
2003immediately after the end of the second Iraq war.

It isto state and it is an irrefutable fad, that there ae many instances,
some known, many unknown to the general public, when the pdlice
deliberately and intentionally abuse their sizeand power, from minor to the
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most serious degree killing an innocent man and that the public canot rely
on the pdice for just, unbiased, competent, corruption free law
enforcement.

Police @&use is caried out at al levels of rank, to al degrees of
seriousness, from constables, such as Constable Fiona Shakespeae, to
senior NCOs, such as Sergeant Peter Dunn, to officers, such as
Superintendent Robert White, as Swan’'s case and countless others prove.
So successul are most of the palice that abuse their position in covering it
up, and so dfficult is it to prove poice duse, that the exad number of
innocent men and boys that have been victims of the police will never
known, but what is known, beyond any doubt, isthat there have been many.

The NSW pdlice ae not unique in the serious abuse of their size and
power. There is evidence that the Western Australian, Northern Territory
and Queensland pdice have killed unarmed men and if the public had full
knowledge of al the adivities of the padlice forces of the other States and
Territories, in al probability they would find evidence that those pdlice
have taken the law into their own hands, grossly abused their paosition and
killed unarmed men, in addition to assaulting, verballing and framing.
Indeed lying, including perjury, is an integra part of pdicing as was
demonstrated quite dealy by Shakespearein Swan’s case.

POLICE INJUSTICE

The injustice of the pdice in abusing their overwhelming and
unequalled power was demonstrated when they broke into Mr David
Gundy’s house and killed him, a cmpletely innocent man. While an
inquiry was held, because of the injustice, bias and incompetence of some
of the New South Wales judiciary, the pdlice officer responsible, then
Sergeant, now Superintendent, Terry “ Shdgurn’ Dawson, was not held
acountable for Mr Gundy’ s deah.

The padlice should have the moral and legal right to kill under some
circumstances, as it is their duty and responsibility to proted people and
property while enforcing the “ rule of law.” However they do not have the
moral or legal right to kill innocent men or unarmed non-violent criminals
at their whim and fancy, intentionally or unintentionally.

NSW pdliceinjustice while ausing their overwhelming and unequalled
power was again demonstrated when they smashed down the doa and
broke into the home of Mr Marcd Piat, another completely innocent man, in
the dead of night, terrifying and ddng irreparable psychologicd and
emotional damage to him and his family, resulting in the destruction of his
marriage and severe disruption to his life. Just as the officer that killed Mr
Gundy was not held acountable, it appeas the pdlice responsible for
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bre&ing into Mr Piat’s home were dso not held acaountable for this gross
abuse of their position and power.

NSW padlice injustice was again demonstrated when they covertly
entered a cmpletely innocent man’s home, went through hs private and
personal, papers and property, then installed hidden cameras to spy on him.
All without a shred of evidence of unlawful, immoral or improper conduct,
but based solely on the irrational suspicions, ignorance, bias and prejudice
of one member of the public and the locd palice The proof that this gross
violation of privacy, indeed this intell ectual, psychologicd and emotional
rape, was completely unjustified, was the fad that after 3 months of close
surveill ance the padlice did not find one shred of evidence of wrong doing.
The victim recaeved no apology or explanation for this deeply offensive,
grossintrusion on hislife.

POLICE BIAS

The bias of the NSW pdliceis evident in two basic aess.

First, there is a strong anti-male, pro-female bias, demonstrated by the
fad that the pdice ae far more realy to arrest, charge axd proseaite men
and boys, than women and girls, which is obvious in the overwhelming
number of men and boys in police and prison statistics. Australia’s prison
population is 93% male, 7% female.

Seoond, the pdlice ae far more realy to arrest, charge and proseaute the
poa and powerless rather than the rich and powerful. This is clealy
demonstrated by comparing the Justice David Yeldham and Mr Patrick
Horan cases.

During the Wood Royal Commission into the NSW pdlice, two transit
padlice officers acaused His Honour Justice Yeldham of improper if not
unlawful conduct involving another man in a railway toilet in December
1988 No adion was taken because it was aleged that he was “ on side”
with the palice and that, “ it isnot a good caree move” considering Justice
Y eldham’ s position and power.

On the other hand the pdic€es handling of the complaint against Mr
Horan, who had no pasition or power, was quite the oppasite.

Despite the fad Mr Horan had committed no crime - unless throwing a
jar of honey on the floor of his mother’s house is a aime - it appeaed that
some of the Bathurst police in particular Constable Paul Quinn and
Sergeant - now Inspedor - lan Borland, over-readed, grosdy abusing their
pasition by hunting im down like awild animal with no rights whatsoever,
cornering and thregening Hm.

Either in fea of his life and o strongly objeding to being threaened
and intimidated while having done no wrong, it appeas he dtempted to
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defend himself, as every man has a right to do, whether from the public or
podice Shots were exchanged resulting in Constable Paul Quinn being
kill ed, Sergeant lan Borland being wounded, and Mr Horan being wounded
seven times.

His adions were subsequently misrepresented by the police who aleged
that he was the agressor, enabling them to succeal in having hm
sentenced to life in prison. This grossly unjust sentence was significantly
reduced on apped to 18 yeas when sanity and partial justice finaly
prevailed. Beaing in mind the faa that the Bathurst padlice shot Mr Horan
seven times, it appeas that they did their best to kill him.

Thisisaman who had committed no crime.

The jailing of Mr Horan, caused primarily by the Bathurst padlice in
particular Inspedor lan Borland, is a perfed example of the extent to which
the pdice ae ale to abuse their paosition, manipulate the law and literally
destroy an innocent man’slife.

Inspedor Borland's disregard, indeed, contempt for the law is further
evident in a statement he made during hs attempt to prevent Mr Horan
being released from jail after he had served his sntence and dane so in an
exemplary manner, when he said:

“All copkill ers shoud be jail ed for life regardlessof the
circumstances.”

His words, “regardless of the drcumstances’ should be particularly
noted. Like many, if not most palice, the evidence and the fads are of little
or no interest, unlessit suits them.

It appeas that Inspedor Borland isalso aliar in that he stated:

“1 think | do (fed threaened) yeah,” (by Mr Horan’srelease)

It is highly unlikely that Borland felt the least bit thredened, beaing in
mind the overwhelming manpower and firepower that he and his coll eagues
possess while Mr Horan is alone, unarmed and that it was the padlice who
hunted Mr Horan down, cornering and threaening him, while he was
simply going about his lawful business.

If anyone should fed threaened, in addition to being harassed and
victimised, it isMr Horan.

The pdices power to arrest, charge and proseaute a member of the
public, innocent or guilty, at their discretion, or whim and fancy, and in
most cases succeal in having them jailed, is more devastating than their
power to kill . If an innocent man is shot dead by the palice he canot dwell
on the injustice. But if an innocent man is falsely imprisoned he must live
with the mental anguish, indeed, torture, of that monstrousinjustice eery
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day of imprisonment and the rest of his life. It does grea damage to, in
some caes destroys his life. Best of al, from the polices perspedive, is
that while they are primarily responsible for him being jail ed, they will not
be seen to be responsible because it was a member of the judiciary that
adualy jailed the innocent man.

POLICE INCOMPETENCE

The incompetence of the NSW police ould fill volumes, but the
purpose of this bodk is primarily to dacument the injustice bias,
incompetence and conspiracy of the palices handling of Swan's case. The
other few matters briefly mentioned, which are the very tip of the iceberg,
are included to demonstrate that this goes on far more often than the public
redi ses.

In addition to being thoroughly familiar with Swan’s case the writer is
also thoroughly familiar with the manslaughter’s of Mr Andrew Bantine and
5 yea old Bethany Holder and was dunned and disturbed to find that the
police had not investigated and subsequently proseauted either of these
deahs thoroughly or competently.

Both were killed by women motorists. Another example of judicial and
police pro-female bias.

In Mr Bantine's case only approximately athird, in Bethany’s case only
approximately half, of the aiticd detals available and necessary for a
member of the judiciary to fully understand the incidents, thereby enabling
him to make ajust dedsion, was colleded, cdculated and presented to
firstly the Coroner and secmondly the Magistrate, by Police Accident
Investigation. A lengthy discussion the writer had with an ex-pdlice officer
that spedalisesin Acddent Investigation confirmed that this was a common
occurrence

The writer bought the failure of Police Acddent Investigation to
investigate Bethany’ s manslaughter thoroughly to the dtention of the pdlice
Commissioner K Moroney and the Minister for police, The Hon J Watkins
MP. The pdlice referred the mmplaint to the Ombudsman and he and they
dedined to investigate the matter further. The Minister agreed with this
dedsion.

If the public were fully aware of the extent and degree of pdlice
incompetence and the indifference if not refusal of the Ombudsman to
adknowledge and address it, they would be more than justified in being
deeply concerned.

One of the worst examples of padlice incompetence, not to mention
criminal irresponsibility, was that of Probationary Constable Sheree Ann
Schneider who shot, in the head and fatally wounded, Probationary
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Constable Sharon Louise Wilson, at the Ledon Police Station on 30
November 1988 Schneider was on duty with Wilson and one other police
officer when she daims to have dedded to clean her pistol. Sheis alleged to
have walked from the Inquiry Office into the Sergeant’s office, unloaded
her pistol counting five bullets into her hand, placel them on a cair in the
sergeant’s office, walked badk into the Inquiry Office pointed the pistol at
the head of Wilson and repeaedly pulled the trigger. On pulling the trigger
a seand time the pistol discharged, striking Wilson in the head. She died
four hours later. Schneider was charged with manslaughter but Magistrate
Barry Wooldridge dismissed the charge. This remarkable judicial dedasion
will be dedt with in the following section headed JUDICIARY .

It should be noted that when women were first all owed to join the Police
Force they were not allowed to cary fireams becaise it was believed they
lacked the physicd, mental and emotional qualities necessary to handle
them safely.

It should also be noted that women enter the NSW Police Force on a
lower entry level than do men, which makes them literaly, second-rate
police officers. That alone is cause for concern but it gets worse. The
general public is unaware that because the police ae desperate to get
women into the pdlice force they lower the standards even further by
allowing some women to enter despite failing to mee the drealy lowered
entry level, making them literally, third-rate padlice officers. The reader can
dedde whether Schneider was a second or third-rate police officer.

There ae anumber of disturbing aspeds to thisincident.

Schneider claimed to have @untered the bullets into her hand on
unloading the pistol. Thisis interesting becaise there were only five bullets.
Are we to accept that Schneider cannot count to five? Even a second or
third-rate female padlice officer should be &le to dothat. The most logical
explanation is that she lied in claiming to have wunted the bullets. It
appeas that she broke open the cylinder; tipped the pistol up and let the
bullets fall out into her hand; did not use the extrador; did not count the
bullets; indeed did not even look at them. Because it is difficult to accept
that if she did, she would not have noticed that there were only four. She
then put them down on a chair, apparently still without looking at them, and
walked badk into the Inquiry office

This in itself is gross irresponsibility and criminal negligence because
she failed to unload her pistol acording to the @rred procedure and was
therefore not certain that the pistol was in fad unloaded. She should have
used the extrador; examined the cylinder to ensure that all chambers were
empty; then finally counted the bullets, carefully. Infailing to unload her
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pistol corredly sheis guilty of a most serious offence that alone justifies a
serious pendalty if not dismissal from the pdliceforce But it gets far worse.

On her own admission, after walking badk into the Inquiry Office with a
pistol that she had not unloaded corredly and was therefore not certain that
it was in fad unloaded, she deliberately and intentionally pointed the
wegpon at the head of Wilson and pull ed the trigger, repededly.

This ad in itself is one of the most criminally irresponsible, negligent
and dangerous ads anyone can perform with a fiream. One of the first, if
not the very first lesson taught in wegpors instruction is that you never,
ever, point a wegon at another person, whether loaded or unloaded, unless
you intend to shoot them. Thisis even before pulling the trigger.

Up to this point Schneider had committed two of the most serious
incompetent, irresponsible, criminally negligent ads that can be committed
with a fiream. Failing to unload the wegpon corredly and pdnting it at
someone. She then committed the third and fatal, grosdy irresponsible and
criminaly negligent ad, pulling the trigger while pointing the pistol at
Wilson, killing her. It was not an acddent. It was not a mistake. All threeof
her adions were indefensible and unforgivable. She had been professionally
trained to handle, maintain and use her pistol, safely. Based on the evidence
avail able she should have been found quilty of gross criminal negligence
occasioning deah and receved the maximum jail sentence, ten yeas
imprisonment. Magistrate Wooldridge's dedsion to dsmiss the
manslaughter charge and impose no penalty was another example of the
failure of the NSW judiciary to enforce the “ rule of law” and ensure justice
was done.

Deahs due to the mishandling of fireams by the pdice ae not
restricted to female podlice officers. Mae officers have killed their
colleagues due to the mishandling of their pistols, althoudh it is difficult to
imagine that anyone culd have behaved with the same degree of gross
incompetence, irresponsibili ty and criminal negligence & Schneider.

Further examples of padice duse ae provided in the following three
newspaper articles.

1 ONEINTENSTATE POLICE ABUSE POWER

Almost one in 10 NSW pdlice officers had been disciplined in the
past yea — with 100 fadng crimina charges — for abuse of power and
unethicd behaviour, the State ombudsman reported yesterday. The
Ombudsman, Ms Irene Moss, branded the report’s findings “shocking”,
saying 1000 d the State’'s 13,100 pdice officers had been disciplined or
charged following an 12.8 per cent increase in complaints. Of those not
fadngcriminal charges, 250were formally disciplined and 700 were
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counseled for a variety of offences, including radst behaviour, drinking
on the job and unreasonable arest. Ms Moss sid despite the palice
royal commission into corruption — which cost taxpayers $100milli on —
palicestill abused their powers and lacked professonalism. ... One third
of the cmplaints against palice, which increassed from 4659to 5336,
were by police The cmplaints included: unreasonable arest and
detention; overt use of force abusing the general public; engaging in
radaly offensive adions; disclosing confidential information; failing to
ad; as well as drinking on duty and even streaking. ... Ms Moss sid the
NSW complaints were “outstandingly higher” than other States, making

it the worst padliceforcein the muntry.
THE AUSTRALIAN 29/10/96

Whil e this was written in response to the Ombudsman’s 1996report it is
nevertheless timeless evidence of palice misconduct.

3 REVEALED: HOW POLICE ARE STILL L YING IN COURT

NSW palice ae ontinuing to lie and dstort evidence in criminal
cases, despite the pradice being exposed by the Wood Royal
Commission. The Herald has reviewed magistrates statements in five
cases in the past yea where palice have been acaised of colluding on
evidence, telling lies under oath, making up statements, or not being
objedive & witnesses. In the past four weeks, magistrates have atacked
the aedibility of pdlice evzidencein threeof those caes. The magistrate
in one ca&e aiticised not only the officers involved, but aso the
investigation by pdlice Internal Affairs. In four of the five caes,
magistrates took the unusua step of awarding costs against the Police
Service The dtad on the aedibility of pdice evidence mmes after
exposure by the Wood Royal Commission of: Scrumdowns, where
palice onferred to refresh their memories of evidence which was often
“not truthful” or existed only in their imagination's. Verbals, where
poice submitted as evidence unsigned records of interview and
notebodk confessons. But magistrates have uncovered new methods of
falsifying evidence include “visuals’ — where an arresting officer writes
a statement, sends it by computer to coll esgues who print out and sign
their own copies, thus falsely corrobarating the evidence, including non-
existent police notebodk entries. The result is a plethora of paolice who
“saw” the defendant committing the aime. The magistrates have dso
exposed “sculpturing” — where padlice rejed any evidence that might
challenge the proseattion and falsely corroborate with “visuals’
evidence that will condemn the defendant. This is not new but more
prevaent sinceit has become difficult to use verbals. These pradices
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were mndemned recantly by magistrates in five adions against police
brought by the aiminal lawyer Mr Chris Murphy.

Case 1. The magistrate, Mr John Heagney, on June 19 dsmissed a
charge of assaulting a pdlice officer, saying the 32-yea-old defendant
had been “loaded up” by pdlicewho had made a“remarkable departure”
from proper procedures. He noted a “remarkable &sence of
contemporaneous notes’ by police The darge was laid after the
defendant, who had been hitten by a pdlice dog and had his wrist
broken, lodged a mmplaint against palice Mr Heagney said the charge
was ohviously a payback or an attempt to divert an investigation by the
Ombudsman. He said the Internal Affairs report on the defendant’s
complaint contained “fadual errors as can only be @nsistent with an
attempt to deliberately mislead the Ombudsman”. Damages awarded
against police were $8,562.

Case 2. The magistrate, Mr lan McDougall, on June 26 said there had
been a “scrum down” by three officers against a 22 yea old man
charged with assaulting poice ad possssion of an offensive
implement. Dismissing the dharges, he said “all three onstables clealy
lied to the aourt”. Commenting on “visuals’, Mr McDougall said “they
leave a paper trail” with their computer supplied statements. Costs
againgt policewere $3,650.

Case 3. Dismissing a charge of assulting a pdlice officer, the
magistrate, Ms Julie Huber, said on July 15 that the dleged victim, a
sergeant, gave the impression “that he was evasive ... | regard him as a
totally unreliable witness’. The sergeant had made astatement only after
a omplaint was lodged by the 29-year-old defendant and an Internal
Affairs investigation was begun. Ms Huber said: “One has to wonder at
the selediveness of investigating (officers) inquiries.” Costs awarded
againgt the pdlice were $6,265.

Case 4. Charges of redisting arrest and dffensive language were
dismissd against a 25 yea old man by the magistrate, Mr Andrew
George, an February 18 after he became aware that the aresting officer
had made two dfferent statements outlining the dleged offences. Costs
were not sought.

Case 5. The magistrate, Mr Michad Morahan, on November 26
dismissed two charges of assault occasioning actual bodly harm against
a 24 yea old man, saying “the drcumstances (are) exceptional and
justify making an order for costs’. The csts awarded against police
were $6,000.
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Mr Murphy said: “ urtil recently, it was rare for a lawyer to win
costs againgt police When ore lawyer wins four, you haveto ask, how
many timesis this happening?” Concerned that in two of the caesthe
Ombudsman had been misled by Internal Affairsreports, Mr Murphy
sought an interview with the Police Commissioner, Mr Peter Ryan.
Despite an exchange of letters, no meding has yet been arranged. In the
199697 financia yea, when the Wood Royal Commission was daily
exposing policerorts, magistrates on 130 acasions rejeded pdice
evidence and criticised proseautions, awarding costs totaling $297,504.

Sydney Morning Herald. Date unknown.

POLICE ‘FAILING’ THE INTERNAL AFFAIRSTEST

Internal paliceinvestigations are biased and pursued with lessrigour
than criminal investigations, acwording to the padlice watchdog. In its
first review of the reform process prompted by the Wood Royal
Commission, the Police Integrity Commission (PIC) said more than a
quarter of internal inquiries into complaints against police were
“unsatisfadory”. According to the report, Projed Dresden: An Audit of
the Quality of NSW Police Service Interna Investigations, only 7 per
cent of internal investigations included chedks on an officer’s history of
complaints. Junior officers investigated senior officers, and the report
found paential conflicts of interest where investigators looked into
complaints about colleggues working in the same aea The report
blamed failures on limited resources within the internal affairs unit and a
reluctance to use undercover techniques or surveillance to oltain
evidence The failure of palice investigations into complaints about
police misconduct was at the cre of the Wood Royal Commisson, and
the State Government subsequently appdnted the Police mmmissoner,
Mr Peter Ryan, spedfically to reform the Police Service The PIC's
spedal report to State Parliament said the palice had not matched the
requirements st down in the Wood Royal Commissgon in its May 1997
report. “The outcome of the audit reveded that these shortcomings and
deficiencies are, to a substantial degree still adversely affeding Police
service internal investigations,” the report says. “Other shortcomings
were dso identified during the murse of the audit. This is a
disappanting result, and indicaes that in this areathe Police Service has
some distance to travel before it can be mnsidered to have met the
standards st by the Royal Commission.” The PIC investigated the
handling of 620 serious complaints against palice between January 1997
and June 1998 including steding, corruption, drinking and drug use. It
found that policefailed to try to “roll over” officers to crack wider
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corruption nets, that in 8.8 per cent of cases penalties given to pdice
were not commensurate with the offence, and the highest number of
complaints was made ajainst officers in northern NSW. It criticised
dedsions not to investigate 435 per cent of complaints as
“unreasonable”, and was unimpressed that 22 per cent of complaints
against pdlice that were investigated dd not go far enough. “The
commisgon is of the opinion that a wmmon underlying problem with
those investigations examined during the audit was a lad of rigour by
the investigation officers and their managers,” it said. “As there is no
valid reason for investigators to apply such different standards of rigour,
the commisson is concerned that this may refled a lack of will on the
part of investigators within the Police Service to thoroughly pursue
complaints of serious misconduct against their own officers.” The report
reoommended employing more officers in the internal affairs unit,
publicising internal investigation results and encouraging palice to roll
over.
Sydney Morning Herald 2/5/2000

The public has grea difficulty in deding with padlice duse becaise the
four avenues avail able to them, Police, Ombudsman, ICAC and PIC require
considerable time, effort and in some cases money to prepare and lodge a
complaint. That in itself is a big deterrent which means there ae many
instances of palice duse that are not reported and therefore do not appea in
complaint and abuse statistics.

In addition to the difficulty of lodging a complaint, more importantly is
the fact that, as the SMH article &ove mnfirms, some mmplaints to the
poice ae not taken seriousy and investigated thoroughly and
conscientioudy. As Swan's complaint against Shakespeare demonstrates.

But whil e the other threebod es may not possessthe inherent anti-public
bias of the padlice, regrettably and of deep concern, they cannot be relied on
to effedively addresscomplaints against the pdlice ather.

The Ombudsman is not nealy as unbiased, thorough and conscientious
as he should be, as is described above in the sedion headed
OMBUDSMAN. The Ombudsman's failure to address the serious
complaints lodged against Superintendent Robert White, set out above in
chapter 19, isjust one example.

The ICAC and the PIC are unable to investigate dl the complaints they
recdve because of limited resources, al of which adds up to the fad that the
regulatory bodes st up to address padice duse have limited eff ectiveness
and cannot be relied on to address palice misconduct. The police ae fully
aware of this, which is a major reason why the euse mntinues.
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It is a doubly cruel blow to be avictim of padlice @use, conspiracy and
corruption and then find that in redity there is littl e or nothing you can do
about it and makes a mockery of the daim that we ae ‘ governed by the rule
of law' and thereforelivein afair andjust society.

Despite the undeniable extent and degree of pdlice bias, abuse ad
corruption, in November 2003 incomprehensibly, the NSW Carr Labour
Government passed legidlation titled, “ Police Legislation Amendment (Civil
Liahility) Act 2003 No 74" that denies the public the lega right to sue
policefor false arest, thereby all owing, indeed encouraging, policeto abuse
their tremendous power to deprive an innocent man of his liberty, even
more than at present.

JUDICIARY

Thejudiciary does not have amonopdy on justice

They have amonopdy on the interpretation and administration of the
law, which as every member of the judiciary, police ad legal profession
knows, is neither the same &, nor a guaranteeof justice

There aebasicdly 3 reasons why the law and justice ae not the same.

First, becaise some laws are inherently unjust.

Semnd, because the asence of some lawsis equally unjust.

Third, and most important, becaise some judicial administration of the
law, whether just, unjust or lading, is unjust, biased, incompetent and in at
least in one case, conspiratorial.

The Heaing of Swan’'s case by Magistrate Carl Milovanovich and his
subsequent attempted Appeds to District Court Judges Angela Karpin and
Jennifer English isjust one example.

But isit fair to argue that some laws or lad of laws in New South Wales
and their judicial administration is cause for concern becaise examples of
injustice, ranging through unfortunate, regrettable, serious to gross, can be
given?

Are the number of injustices © small that it can be agued that basicdly
the law and its administration is unbiased, competent, equitable, consistent,
humane, compassionate and above dl else, just. Or is this a blinkered,
conventional view based on ignorancethat is mislealing, incorred and if so
what would be reveded if the blinkers were taken off?

Before those questions can be answered, there needs to be some
definition of injustice

Injustice extends beyond the most obvious, the jaili ng or execution of an
innocent man. It includes, but is not limited to:
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