
CASE HISTORIES

(September 1980)

1. REGINA v. Darrel Joseph BURKE.

On 9th of August 1977, I was arrested at Abbotsford at approximately 
9 o'clock in the morning. I left my mother's house at 9 o'clock that 
morning and I drove down the street and vent around a couple of corners, 
which would have been a couple of hundred yards away from my place, and X 
was confronted at a road block by police officers at which time, a gun was 
placed at my head and I was assaulted and dragged away from the car.

I had a little four-year-old boy with me at the time and the area was 
virtually littered with police officers wielding and pointing guns in my 
direction, having little regard for the safety of my boy.

A lot of armed police officers emerged from hiding in nearby home units 
and other surrounding houses in the immediate vicinity, the boy was com
pletely hysterical and I'm sure you would understand, that the impact of 
the impression that this little boy would have experienced upon being con
fronted in a manner that’ can only be described as being SICK, will forever 
psychologically affect the future and well being of this child.

After I had been dragged from the car, I asked the police if they 
would take the boy up to my mother's place, because the kid did not have 
any idea of where he was, and he had never previously visited my place 
before.

I also wanted to ask my mother to contact my solicitor. I naturally 
wanted a solicitor present, because I had had dealings with the police some 
years ago, relating to some charges for which I had been on parole at the 
time. I knew at the time of my arrest (which I have indicated was not "the- 
every-day-sort-of-arrest" that the average person might encounter, but 
rather a 'Starsky and Hutch' styled arrest) that it obviously pointed to 
matters of serious consequences, and that the need of my solicitor being 
present during interrogations by the police was an important factor that 
required urgent attention.

The police refused to comply with my efforts to have the boy taken 
to my mother's place, and so, I endeavoured to reason further with the



police iz} allowing che child to be taken along with me to the police 
station, where it became obvious that X would be taken to. t had assumed 
at the time that my request was a reasonable one and that in fact, the 
mother of the boy would go to the police station and pick him up, and also 
that I might be able to relay a message to her, to contact my mother in 
order that my solicitor could be present during police interrogations. I 
believed at the time that I was exercising my rights as a free citizen.

The police further refused to act in accordance with my demands, and 
subsequently left the boy standing on the roadside, an area which he was 
not familiar with.

I was then dragged off to the Five Dock police station where I was 
placed in a room. The police refused to acknowledge the fact that I re
quired the presence of legal assistance, and went about their business 
of asking questions.

They asked me \riiat I knew about an armed robbery that had been com
mitted on the 4th of July, 1977. I told them that I knew nothing about 
any armed robbery. I then asked if I could ring my mother, as I was con
cerned about the safety of the boy. I also wanted to notify my mother 
of my arrest.

The police upon hearing my requests, then said that if I did not co
operate with their inquiries, they in turn would not cooperate with ray 
demands. I refused to say anything further, and was later taken to a lock
up cell where I was kept for over an hour, after which time, I was then 
transferred from the Five Dock police station to the C.I.B.

1 was escorted to the C.I.B. by the arresting officers from the Armed 
Hold-up Squad, a detective from the Homicide Squad and others.

On arrival at the C.I.B., I was taken to a room where I was left in 
the custody of two members of the Armed Hold-up Squad.

I was in the room for some time and nothing was said to me during 
that period. After a while one detective left the room, *and that was the 
last time that I heard from the Armed Hold-up Squad. I was then taken to 
the Homicide Squad room where I was questioned over a number of things. I 
was interrogated by the Homicide Squad for what seemed like months. In 
fact 1 was detained at the C.I.B. for a period of not less than 10 hours.



After which time I was taken to Central.

When I arrived at Central 1 was then told that X had been charged 
for the armed hold-up that had taken place on the 4th of July, 1977. I 
later realised that I had been charged on the robbery of 4th of July, which 
another man, Augusta Canu, had also been charged on. That was the first 

. time that X had ever known of the robbery, apart from the period when 
' detectives had questioned me in relation to the robbery. At no time what
soever was X spoken to or questioned at the C.X.B. in relation to any 

. armed robbery, and at no time during the interrogations did X ever make any 
admissions to the police.

At no time t&at-so-ever did I take part in any Record of Interview. X 
“had nothing what-so-ever to do with that armed hold-up.

I had seen set-up by certain people outside, who had given the police 
some information that had led them to believe that X had taken part in the 
robbery, tty past record had also given rise to the strength of information 
that had been passed on to the police. The fact that X had previously been 
arrested in 1970 for an armed hold-up and shooting, which the police believed 
X was guilty of, and the fact that X had a parole term hanging over ay head, 
was enough information by'which the police could exercise their devious 
methods in order that a conviction be made. This was in fact made and 
resulted in my being later sentenced to a term of imprisonment.

After having spent a period of one month on remand (Sept. 1977) I was 
told that my parole had been revoked due to the fact that the Parole Board 
had received reports from the Police of incriminating activities that X was 
supposed to have been involved in during the time that I had been on parole.

X was later transferred from the remand section to the C.I.P. where X 
was to commence the remainder of my sentence, of which I had previously been 
released on parole, and which was for a term of 14** years.

I remained at the C.I.P. up until the 22nd of June 1978, at which time 
X went to trial and was convicted and sentenced to 10 years with a non
parole period of 5 years. It was ruled that the sentence which had been 
wrongfully imposed upon me would begin at the expired terms of my parole 
period, which I was doing and which is 8h years. The date of my parole 
expiry is September 1983 and at the end of that time I will begin the 5-year 
non-parole period imposed upon me on the 22nd of June, 1978, and which will 
end in December 1988.



So in fact, this being the case, I am serving a sentence of 18% years 
with a minimus non parole period of U% years.

In the eyes of true justice, which there appears to be less of in this 
unjust country, the fact that I am doing a sentence on the grounds of 
police malpractice, namely the producing of false evidence in the form of 
an unsigned record of interview at my trial, it would appear that such 
devious tactics used by the police are an acceptable factor to the entire 
judicial ayatem, and that in fact the community at large in its ignorance 
support and accept such methods of bureaucratic corruption to the extent 
that ultimately someone has to pay the penalty, no matter how innocent the 
victim is, or else, why are such practices allowed to continue?

The police in their corrupt ways would say, "If we can't find the cul
prit we'll create one", and that ia exactly what happens.

Without the incriminating document of police verbal in the way of an 
unsigned record of interview used against me, and admitted as the only piece 
of evidence at my trial, I would never be here in this prison to this day. 
Without such evidence that had convicted me, there would never have been a 
case at all. Instead, I was found guilty on the grounds of such evidence.

The police admitted under oath that everything that was contained in 
that record of interview, was known to them prior to my arrest. So in fact, 
I did not have to say anything, because everything that was in the record 
of interview, had already been said. Everything had already been documented 
long before my arrest.

* • •

A nightmare had been created and all that had remained to be done was 
to find a victim upon which the police could exercise their fantasies.

I AH THAT VICTIM!

It seems pretty unreal what the police could do and actually go to 
the end of the world to do, in order that a conviction be made.

On the 26th of June 1978, four days after I had been convicted and 
sentenced, I filed ay eppeel on the grounds of the conviction and severity, 
and because throughout the trial I had been refused the daily transcripts
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by Judge Thor ley, and at tha and of tha trial whan l had dismissed my 
barrister, I had no transcripts and nothing in which to work on. To obtain 
tha proper grounds of appeal, I filed for the appeal and applied for legal 
aid.

It wasn't until tha 22nd of September, almost three months after I 
Jiad requested tha assistance of legal aid, did I actually receive any 
notice from my solicitor, of the ground of appeal.

In the meantime, during the earlier part of July 1978, the girl that 
I was living with outside, Wendy Hunt, committed suicide by taking an over* 
dose of sleeping tablets. She also left many suicide notes stating clearly 
that I was innocent of the charges that I had been convicted of.

Wendy committed suicide in protest at the verballed evidence used by 
the police to convict ms.

On the 17th of Novesfcer 1978, I took all the suicide notes that had been 
written, to the Appeal Court, and still my appeal was dismissed. I have, 
since then, put in my appeal to the High Court of Australia. My solicitor 
has told me, that my appeal will come up in about 2 months. (Nov. 1980.)

As I have stated previously, that when I had filed ny appeal on the 
26th of June, it took something like three months before my appeal was 
recognised. After some agonising moments, my mother was able to raise some 
money for a solicitor to assist me in my case. When I got the solicitor, 
it took him about a month to get a copy of the transcripts and to sift 
through them for the grounds to appeal on.

My appeal was dismissed because of the delay in time that it took for 
a solicitor to attend to my case, and the time in which I was supposed to 
have filed my appeal, had expired. I had been given 10 days in-which to 
file the grounds of appeal.

The time factor involved in filing an appeal was something that I was 
never aware of.

Since I've been in prison, my mother has been harassed often and my 
father has been a frequent victim of police scare tactics. * WHY?I!



B *  p o lio s  b e liev e  th a t  my mother*a p lace v a t  uaad to  s p l i t  up th a  
tak in g s  o f an armed ro b b e r/, -  (Which never e x is te d ) ,  My mother and fa th e r  
a re  bo th  pensioners and they have been the co nstan t ta rg e ts  o f p o lic e  abuse, 
p o lic e  verba l and p o lic e  harassm ents. A ll th is  happened ju s t  about the time 
when ay appeal was due to  be heard . My mother had a lso  saved 1700 d o lla rs  
fo r  my s o l i c i t o r  a t  about th i s  tim e, and she was charged fo r  having i t  by 
th e  p o lic e , who claimed i t  was p a rt of the $50',000 robbery* She was charged 
fo r  having goods in  possessio n .

My mother came before the co u rts  on the charges 18 months l a t e r ,  which 
she lo s t .  She lo s t  the case which the p o lic e  v e rb a lled  h e r on. She lo s t  
the $1700, which she saved fo r  my appeal. She paid  $600 in  s o l i c i t o r 's  fe e s . 
She paid $300 Court c o s ts .  A $300 fin e  was imposed upon h e r.

I t  was unb eliev ab le . How could such a th ing  happen to  a s ix ty - th re e -y e a r  
o ld  pensioner, who had never been in  tro u b le  w ith  the law o r even v e rb a lled  
b e fo re , as was b la ta n tly  obvious in  her case?

My fa th e r  who was very s ick  a t  the  tim e, never got over the  shock of 
th e  e n t i r e  s i tu a t io n s  th a t  had taken  place over the months.

My fa th e r  died of a h e a r t a tta c k  in  January 1979.

Again, during the month of March when I was w a itin g  fo r my High Court 
Appfeai (March 1979), the po lice  d id  a ra id  on ay m other's  house, booting  down 
the door which i s  an a l l  too common method o f e n try  used by the p o lic e  every* 
where, and a rre s te d  ay young niece who had in  he r possessio n , a couple of 
m arijuana c ig a r e t te s .  My mother was a lso  a r re s te d  a f t e r  she had been loaded 
w ith  an ounce of m arijuana, which the p o lic e  s a id  they had found behind a 
cupboard th a t  had not been p rev iously  moved fo r  some y ears . They simply 
marched through the house, picked on a p a r t ic u la r  sp o t and in  th is  in s tan c e , 
i t  was a cupboard, moved i t  aside and sa id  to h e r ,  "Where d id th is  come 
from?" My mother was ab so lu te ly  shocked 1 She thought th a t  perhaps i t  was 
mine but 1 assured th a t  i t  w asn 't mine.

Once again , my mother had to  go befo re  the co u rts  on charges th a t she 
had never committed. She could not a ffo rd  to  go throught the experiences 
th a t  she had done b e fo re . She could no t a ffo rd  to  f ig h t  the co u rts  as she 
had prev io usly  done. Here was an o ld  woman, a pensioner who had never com
m itted  any wrong doing before in  the eyes o f the  law, suddenly being con-
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fro n ted  by p o lice  co rru p tio n  a t  i t s  low est, and having supposedly become 
a crim inal during a space of two years* She could not handle th e se  s o r ts  
o f p re ssu re s .

As a  r e s u l t  o f a l l  t h i s ,  she pleaded g u il ty  to  the m arijuana charges.

I t  was a f t e r  my t r i a l  during a period of r e s t ,  in  a h o te l ,  th a t  my 
'b a r r i s te r  asked a couple of ju ro rs  why they had found me g u i l ty .  They 
te p lie d  th a t  they c o u ld n 't  be liev e  th a t  the p o lic e  would t e l l  l i e s .

So th a t  i s  what the whole th in g  b o ils  down to .  I t  was th e i r  word 
ag a in s t mine.

While I am doing 18b years as a d ire c t  r e s u l t  of p o lice  verbal and 
p o lic e  m a lp rac tice , another nightmare is  being crea ted  somewhere out 
th e re , and another v ic tim  is  being sought to  fu r th e r  enhance upon the 
fa n ta s ie s  of a misguided few.

FROM THE DAILY PAPERS

"A Family Court judge to ld  the Queensland Supreme Court yesterday  th a t 
he be liev ed  i t  was unwise to  make statem ents to  the p o lic e  in  the absence 
o f o th e r w itn esse s.

"P e te r F ranc is  U nderhill to ld  the court he had been a law s tu d en t, a 
Supreme Court a s s o c ia te , a b a r r i s t e r  and a judge, and 'one th in g  I know is  
th a t  when you are by y o u rse lf  and ta lk in g  to  the p o lice  you term inate  the 
conversa tion  as qu ick ly  as p o s s ib le . '"

S.M.H. 2 8 /1 1 /8 0 .

* * *



AND NOW FOR SOMETHING COMPLETELY DIFFERENT: The Judicial

The support given by appellate courts, and the NSW Court 
of Criminal Appeal in particular, helps sustain the continuance 
of verballing. A prime illustration of such support is 
provided in the comments of Street C.J. in Darrel Burke's case 
(R v Burke, 30th November 1978, unreported) made in relation to 
a submission that an unsigned record of interview should not be 
admitted into evidence either in written or oral form if there 
no co-operation other than by members of the police force.
Chief Justice said:

"I should say at the outset I find this submission 
unpalatable and wholly unacceptable. It 
denigrates, absolutely unjustly and unjustifiably, 
the police force of this state. This community 
can count itself fortunate to be served by a body 
of men and women who comprise a police force of 
which it can justly be proud and of which we are 
indeed proud. In the face of difficult odds and 
often, alas, badgered by ill-informed and unfounded 
criticism, our police have a fine record of 
achievement in preserving for the citizens of this 
state the civilities that necessary for life in 
a law abiding community. To suggest the evidence 
of all police officers is inherently suspect to 
such an extent to require corroboration is, in my 
view, offensive and utterly without justification."

View of Police Verbal



2. REGIHA v. Ronald THOM&S

The following statement about poliea verbal, it an area which hat 
affected an on two occaaicoa.

tha first tint vat in 1969 vhan 1 vat convicted for the murder of a 
night watchmen at Newtown, along with ay mother, step*father and another
cb~eccuaed.'

Wien giving evidence, the police produced unsigned records of inter
view and at a result of then having been fabricated and used at our trial, 
we were both convicted and terms of imprisonment were imposed upon us.

Had I made the record of interview, X would have clearly stated that 
the night watchman's death was an accident, but instead, the police were 
able to fabricate evidence in such a way as to show the jury that a murder 
had been committed, and which resulted in my being sentenced to a life 
sentence.

After serving ten years of s life sentence, my mother was released on 
a licence. A week before her release, l escaped from Milson Island. I  was 
arrested three months later at Byron Bay, where my mother had been licensed 
to. I wee arrested by two detectives from the Armed Holdup Squad in Sydney. 
These two detectives later went and arrested my mother who was living at 
Byron Bay at the time. Mp younger brother and hit three kids were elso 
taken into custody.

At the police station, there was much confusion, because I wouldn't 
give my correct name. Knowing that my mother was also at tha police sta
tion, 1 didn't vent to see her charged for anything because she was on a 
licence, and any breach of the licence would have automatically sent her 
beck to prison to serve the remainder of her life sentence. X chose to 
keep my true identity conceeled.

tfe came to an arrangement after they found out who 1 vea, or tftto X 
told them X wee, when I thought 1 could make soma sort of deal with the 
polios into not charging my mother because of the breach of her licence.
I wish to state clearly, that my mother was not in a position to harbour 
ms, and nor was ay brother. I was never harboured, sheltered of given



money by either wy mother or hrother9 end this is an accurate and true 
statement,

X knew only too well how the police operated, and I was aware that 
they could charge my mother end brother for harbouring me, merely on the 
grounds of the fabricated evidence concocted by the police, which is 
becoming an ail too familiar method in dealing with people. The police 
don’t need evidence these days. By the time you get to the courts, the 
police would have concocted enough stories to have you convicted.

khile being taken to a cell on the night of my arrest at Lismore 
Police Station, I said to one of the detectives "Look, can’t we work 
something out with my mother and brother?" He said we'd have a talk about 
it tomorrow.

The next day 1 was taken to a detectives’ room at Lismore Police 
Station, and I was asked a series of questions relating to my activities 
while on the loose. I hadn't committed any crimes while I was out and 1 
also told the police who I was working for.

We came to some arrangement about the position my mother was in. The 
police wouldn't take money but they were willing to bargain with me, if I 
confessed to an unsolved local crime committed while I was on the run.A X

I agreed to this on the condition that my mother and brother would not 
be verballed by the police. The police would not find it difficult to get 
up in court and say things that my mother would never say. Their words 
would be more easily acceptable by the jury, than would the words of a person 
who had confrontations with the police beftire.

The agreement was, that I was to confess to a local break and enter 
on a farm shed.

After we had come to this arrangement and they had conanenced to re
cord of interview 1 asked them if I could talk with my mother. After 
telling them that I would not sign the record of interview, they agreed to 
allow my mother and I to speak together.

My mother and l were left to talk to one another, and while this was 
going on, the two detectives were working on the record of interview.

I told my mother what had happened, that I had confessed to a crime
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that I had never committed in order that they, the police would not ver
bal her for harbouring as. She begged me not to sign any statement or 
record of interview, end that she didn't mind going to court. X told her 
that I didn't mind doing the charge that the police offered to me, because 
I was doing life anyway, and as the police pointed out, a bust would not 
affect too graatly any further period of imprisonment that might be later 
imposed upon me. I really didn't mind going through all of this, if X 
.knew it could save ay mother and brother.

After they had finished the record of interview, X agreed to siting 
it as part of the deal. I was also given a copy of the record of interview

In the co u rt proceedings th a t  followed I pleaded g u il ty  to  the break 
and e n te r  up u n t i l  the time the  p o lic e  s ta r te d  g iving evidence ag a in s t my 
m other.

I  wish to  s ta te  a t  th is  po in t th a t  when the prosecu tion  are  re fu sin g  
b a i l  to  anyone, they a re  in  f a c t  doing so from in s tru c tio n s  by the p o lic e , 
and in  our case,, the two d e tec tiv e s  from the Armed Holdup Squad, gave 
in s tru c t io n s  to  the prosecu to r a t  one of our court appearances.

At one co urt appearance, the p o lice  wanted b a i l  refused to  my mother, 
on the grounds th a t  they had claimed th a t my mother had made admissions to  
them, th a t I  had stayed a t  h e r  p lace fo r a sh o rt time p r io r  to  my ob ta in in g  
a place of my own a t  Byron Bay. At the follow ing court appearance th a t 
she had, I  subpoenaed a l l  th e  re a l e s ta te s  books to  show th a t I  had a p lace 
to  s tay  during the time I was o u t.

At the next court appearance, the p o lice  made claims th a t my mother 
had given me money. They sa id  she had made such an admission to  them. 1 
l a t e r  subpoenaed my bank book to  show the court th a t I had monies of my own 
during the time I  was o u t. The o the r m atter of her p u ttin g  me up and the 
money was never ever mentioned again .

These two m atters  were never even brought up a t  the lower co u rt h ear
in g . The po lice  obv iously , d id n ’t  care what they were saying to  the pro
secu to r, as he was merely th e re  to  serve th e ir  in te r e s t s ,  in  d isallow ing  
b a i l  to my m other. At the Court of P e tty  Sessions, we f i l e d  a No B il l  and 
the A ttorney General saw f i t  to  deem i t  ap p lic ab le , on the grounds th a t 
the po lice  had no ev idence. I t  was known from the s t a r t  th a t my mother o r



b ro th e r  never harboured me. In  face bo th  my mother and b ro th e r  were given 
a Mo h i l l  by the A ttorney G eneral.

When, i t  was time fo r  me to  go to  c o u rt , a f t e r  be ing  on remand fo r two 
years  - t h e  day before my t r i a l ,  I  asked a f r ie n d  to  c a l l  one o f the 
d e te c tiv e s  from the  Armed Holdup Squad and to  t e l l  him th a t I  wished to  
speak to  him. He came out to  P arram atta Gaol and I was ca lle d  to  the 
bottom  o f  the  auditorium  where le g a l v i s i t s ,  and in  some cases where p o lic e  
went to  in te rv iew  you, -  a p ro fe ss io n a l v i s i t  takes p la ce .

Before going to  the auditorium  to  speak to  the  d e te c t iv e ,  I ,  w ith the 
help  o f two fr ie n d s , concealed a sm all tape reco rd er on my body.

When I  walked in to  the room, the d e te c tiv e  was w a itin g  and I  immediately 
began to  ask him a number o f q u e s tio n s . I asked him why he and the o ther 
d e te c tiv e  had gone back on the o r ig in a l  deal? He sa id  th a t i t  w asn 't h is  
f a u l t  and th a t  i t  came from " h ig h e r  up".

th e  in terv iew  which I  had w ith the d e te c tiv e  la s te d  fo r about twenty 
minutes and during th a t  tim e, I asked him a couple o f tim es, "Did we make 
a deal?" And h is  answer was, "Yes!" I t  was d i f f i c u l t  fo r me to  make him 
confess bu t I  did manage to  make him admit to the q uestio ns which needed
answ ers.4 s

The follow ing day a t  co u rt, -  the  f i r s t  day of my t r i a l  where pre lim in
ary th ings were heard and the ju ry  were picked, and evidence was given by 
the  p o lic e  -  the  d e tec tiv e  was asked i f  he was asked a number of questions 
by me the day b e fo re . He was to ld  of the answers th a t  he had given and 
which were on the  tape and was asked, i f  he had made them. He had denied 
ev er making any such adm issions.

I  got in to  the w itness box w ithout the ju ry  being th e re ,  and the pro
secu tio n  questioned ms as to  why 1 c o u ld n 't  remember c e r ta in  conversations 
th a t  happened two years ago. I  could no t answer word fo r word bu t l  was 
prepared to  provide the prosecu tion  w ith  the conversation  th a t I  had w ith 
the d e te c tiv e  the day b e fo re . I  was asked why I c o u ld n 't  remember one con
v e rsa tio n  so w ell and not ano ther. I  to ld  the prosecu tion  th a t I  had 
taped the co nversation .

. . .  and they a l l  freaked out!
* * * *



Judge Hicks began Co ask a number of questions r e la t in g  to  the tap e . 
He d id n 't  a t  any s tage  ask i f  he could l i s t e n  to  the tap e .

The Judge ev en tu a lly  adjourned the co u rt and c a lle d  fo r my b a r r i s t e r  
and the p ro secu tio n  to  h is  changers. About ten  minutes l a t e r , w hile I  was 
s t i l l  in  the  w itness box w ith the tape in  my hand, the prosecu tion  asked 
me two q uestio n s  which r e a l ly  d id n 't  add any weight to  h is  case .

A fte r a sh o r t re ce ss  in  proceedings I  again took the s tan d . Judge 
Hicks re fused  to  accept the signed statem ent which th e  d e te c tiv e s  made and 
ordered the ju ry  to  acqu it me.

I t  may be of in te r e s t  to  know, th a t a f te r  I was a r re s te d ,  charged and 
remanded fo r  the break and e n te r  deal I  made w ith the p o lic e , another man 
was charged w ith  th a t o ffence and he had a lso  given in  h is  statem ent the 
names o f two accom plices th a t  he had committed the crime w ith .

The man was l a t e r  sentenced to  a term of imprisonment, before I went 
to  t r i a l  -  befo re  I  fro n ted  Judge Hicks.

The case which I have ju s t  made, i s  a very involved case in  which I 
have l e f t  ou t many d e ta i l s .

I am w il l in g  to  give these  d e ta i ls  plus the taped conversation  th a t  
took place between the d e tec tiv e  and m yself, a t  Parram atta Gaol, to  anyone 
who is  in te re s te d .

* * * *

F in a lly , I  would l ik e  to  s ta te  th a t  although i t  may only be a m inority  
in  th is  un ju st s o c ie ty , who are d e a lt  a f ie rc e  a tta c k  by the c ru e l and in 
human methods used by p o lic e  in  the way of po lice  verbal,unsigned  fab rica ted  
records of in te rv iew , and co rrup tio n  and m alpractice a t  a l l  lev e ls  o f the 
p o lic e  fo rc e , and as w e ll, o th e r  business and p o l i t i c a l  o rg a n isa tio n s , th a t 
th a t  same m inority  w ill  and i s  becoming th a t much more ev iden t in  the l ig h t  
o f th e i r  a c t i v i t i e s ,  in  endeavouring to  b ring  to  the awareness of the pub lic  
the need fo r  d ra s t ic  changes and reform in  c e r ta in  areas of the ju d ic ia l  
system . This sm all m inority  who are undoubtedly v ic tim s of the e n t i re  ju d i
c ia l  system  w il l  in  the immediate fu tu re , b ring  about the to ta l  co llap se  of 
those a reas in  the system th a t r e f l e c t  the su ffe rin g  and h u r t o f innocent 
men and women. Such people l ik e  m yself and many o th e rs  cannot pu t up w ith



481

p o lic e  verba l and p o lic e  m a lp ractice  any lo n g er. Gone are  the  v is io n s  o f  
wanting to  k i l l  a cop because he made a crooked deal o r  he ra ilro ad ed  some 
poor s o u l.  There i s  only one way to  f ig h t  co rru p tio n  and th a t  i s  to  meet 
i t  f ro n t  on and to  approach chose areas th a t  requ ired  tre a tm en t, fo r  s u re ly , 
co rrup tio n  a t  whatever lev e l and under whatever c ircu m stances, i s  in  th is  
day becoming a d isease  -  a s ick ness  th a t  i s  n o t a t  a l l  beyond cu re . With 
p u b lic  support and p re s su re , we who are  the m ino rity  b a t t l e r s ,  ask th a t  
something p o s it iv e  be done in  b ring in g  ju s t i c e  and ba lance in to  the e n tire  
ju s t ic e  system . I  p e rsona lly  do n o t agree w ith  lava and ru le s  in  the way 
th a t  they have been designed, a rch a ic  and very very o ld  in  most in s ta n c e s , 
and l  c e r ta in ly  w i l l  never accept the  manner by which c e r ta in  sec tio n s  o f 
the law enforcement agencies in  the community, a re  ab le  to  m anipulate and 
d i s to r t  those same laws to  cover th e i r  m istakes, to  s h ie ld  th e i r  inade^- 
quacies * and a l l  of th a t  which i s  th rea ten in g  th e  liv e lih o o d  and the 
fu tu re  o f our beloved ch ild re n .

Y -


