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e (threat) — OPl Review _ Serving barrister assisting Police; consideration of ,
unsafe verdicts and possible appeals; Prosecutions current (Mokbel) and future?

There are no minutes attached to this file to indicate who was present at this Steering Group
meeting or to confirm if in fact the file was circulated, considered or discussed at all.

Within the electronic SDU records for 3838 there are other notable comments expressing
concern should 3838 become a Crown witness. In an SDU Informer Contact Report (048 of i
5/12/08) the following comments are provided: ,

o Risk to organisation if long term source role is exposed — perception of source
passing on privileged information and police using same, and :

e Jeopardise future prosecutions if HS (human source) role is divulged (mostly '
Mokbel and spin offs) r

o Leave previous convictions open to claims of being unsafe because of HS |
involvement / privilege.

In reviewing the full electronic Interpose file for 3838 there are numerous examples of 3838
providing information to police handlers about 3838’s criminal clients. Such entries, taken at
face value, suggest that 3838 has disregarded legal professional privilege (LPP). !
Furthermore, in some instances, such conduct may have potentially compromised rights to a ‘
fair trial for those concerned. 3838 may suggest that these people were not clients at the
time of this activity.

As there is no recorded active discouragement on file from the police handlers for 3838 to
desist with furnishing information on such matters, the handlers remain vulnerable to
perceptions that they may have actually been inducing or encouraging such conduct. These
concerns are heightened in instances where handlers have passed on such information to
other police case managers, presumably so that they may make use of it.

Some examples include:

o 3838 advising handlers about who will provide evidence in a forthcoming bail
application that 3838 is to conduct and what the nature of this evidence will be.

o 3838 discovers a technical defence open to a client for charges faced in a
criminal brief then advises handlers of this issue.

e 3B38 engages in discussions with handlers about the conduct of an adjournment
process with an objective of securing bail seemingly to enable other offences to
continue, thereby providing for the arrests of others.

o 3838 appears as counsel in a bail application for a criminal that had, to some
extent, been the subject of 3838’s informing.

e 3838 details to handlers shortcomings in criminal briefs relating to clients of 3838.

o 3838 provides advice to police when queried about the best approach for police
to adopt when they interview one of 3838'’s clients.







