
R o b e rt Francis Greenwood Q.C.
1941 - 2001

Bob Greenwood Q.C. is known to a
wider world as the former head of the
Australian Special Investigations Unit set up
to investigate allegations of war crimes
against persons in Australia.

He had, prior to taking up that
challenging role, been a member of the
National Crime Authority and Deputy
Director of Public Prosecutions for the
Commonwealth of Australia in the
Australian Capital Te r r i t o r y.

Bob was a skilled criminal trial defence
advocate who had achieved notable
successes at trial and on appeal, including in
the High Court. In his earlier career he had
practiced particularly in the north of
Queensland. He had taken up practise in
New South Wales following his resignation
from the Special Investigation Unit.

He died on Tuesday 23 October 2001,
following a farewell function organised by
his family and friends, which he was able to
attend at Centennial Park on Sunday 21
October 2001, his 60th birthday.

He leaves his family, Janet, Anne, Bill,
John, Sally, Michael and Harry with the
fondest of memories of him.

At his memorial service at St. Andrew's
Cathedral on Monday 29 October 2001, his
children spoke of their affection for a father
for whom they had the highest regard.

Justice Mary Gaudron of the High Court
described him as a man dedicated to the law,
unswerving in his belief that all are
answerable to the law and entitled to the
law's protection. He was a man, she said,
who lived his beliefs. She described him as
single-minded, fearless and sometimes
slightly Fenian, generous, irreverent,
i r r e p r e s s i b l e .

Mark Aarons, author, described the
diligence and skill with which Bob had
performed his function as head of the
Special Investigation Unit obtaining the co-
operation of the Soviet authorities in
providing assistance including the provision
of witnesses to the Australian prosecutions
in consequence of the Unit's investigations.

Those that knew him admired the man
and respected the lawyer. His friends who
were many will miss him very deeply.

The Hon. Justice J R F Lehane
1941 - 2001
By The Hon. Justice R P Meagher

Justice John Robert Felix Lehane, who
has died aged 59, will be an enormous loss
to the legal profession. He was an immense
success as a judge, both with his colleagues
and with the Bar, and should have been
appointed to the High Court of Australia. 

Lehane was a lecturer in equity at the
law school of the University of Sydney and
published many articles and studies on
various aspects of equity and commercial
l a w, particularly in the area of banking, in
which he had formidable expertise. He was,
with R P Meagher and W M C Gummow, an
author of Equity: Doctrines and Remedies,
the leading Australian textbook in that field.
Anyone who reads the chapters in that book
dealing with equitable assignments, or
receivers, will at once appreciate his unique
combination of profound learning, precise
thinking and verbal elegance. 

Lehane was born in Sydney to Felix
Lehane and his wife Jessie (nee Vi c k e r s ) ,
whose sister is Lady Wi n d e y e r, Sir Vi c t o r ’s
w i d o w. 

He was educated at Sydney Grammar
School and at the University of Sydney, from
which he graduated BA with first class
honours in Latin (1964), LLB with first class
honours and the University Medal (1969)
and LLM with first class honours (1980). As
an undergraduate, he was a member of St
P a u l ’s College at the university. 

Lehane served articles of clerkship from
1966 with the late A P Henchman, then a
partner of Allen Allen & Hemsley, solicitors,
of Sydney and was admitted as a solicitor of
the Supreme Court of NSW in 1969. 

He worked with the firm as an employed
solicitor until 1971, in which year he
became a member of the firm. 

He remained a partner until his
appointment to the Bench. From 1990 to
1993 he was the firm’s managing partner and
from 1994 until October 1995 its chairman
of partners. On 3 October 1995 he was
appointed as a judge of the Federal Court of
Australia. 

Lehane served on the council of St
P a u l ’s College since 1977 and had been its
chairman since 1992. He was also a member
of the council of Pymble Ladies College
since 1990. 

In 1971 Lehane married Dr Rosalind
Day and they had two daughters and two
sons. He was a devout Anglican. His
recreational interests included tennis,

theatre and music. 
He was always courteous, quiet, calm

and precise, with a mischievous sense of
h u m o u r. He was very well read. He was
generous. And he was modest, although he
had nothing to be modest about. With good
reason, he was enormously popular. 

His death, after a year’s battle with
malignant cerebral tumours, will make us all
feel deprived. 

Paul Donohoe Q.C. 
1944 - 2001
By Alan Sullivan Q.C.

Paul Donohoe Q.C. passed away on
Friday 2 November 2001 completely
u n e x p e c t e d l y. He was 57 years of age and at
the height of his powers. His death shocked
and shook his family, friends and colleagues
e s p e c i a l l y, of course, his beloved wife Louise
and his adored children, Phoebe, Justine,
J e r e m y, Simon and Andrew. There could be
no more eloquent testimony to the great
affection, respect and regard with which he
was held by his family, friends and
colleagues than the huge turn out for his
funeral on an appropriately bleak
We d n e s d a y, 7 November 2001. 

Almost 1,000 people packed St Mary's
Cathedral for the beautiful and moving
service. One senior barrister observed that
there couldn't be much business going on in
the Supreme Court or the Federal Court that
morning because, it seemed, most of the
judges of those courts were in attendance as
were judges from the High Court of Australia
and many other courts as well as a countless
number of Paul's colleagues and friends
from the Bar and from the solicitors' branch
of our profession. 

Paul was the youngest of the five
children of Frank and Eileen Donohoe who
lived in Martin Road, Centennial Park.
Frank Donohoe was a well known and highly
regarded Sydney solicitor. Paul attended
Waverley College where he was a competent
and diligent student. Although he played a
bit of tennis, Paul's sporting passion was
surfing. He retained a love of the surf for the
whole of his life. One passion which Paul
didn't retain for the whole of his life was his
love of budgerigars. It may surprise some to
know that in his adolescent years Paul was a
breeder of budgerigars. The problem was
that the family also had cats. They too liked
the budgerigars but for reasons different to
those of Paul. An abiding memory Paul's
eldest brother, Frank, has of Paul as an
adolescent is of him sitting at the back of the
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house in a chair with a bottle of beer nearby
and his air rifle beside him ready to take a
pot shot at any cat which dared to approach
the aviary. 

After obtaining his Leaving Certificate,
Paul attended the University of Sydney from
which he graduated with degrees in arts and
in law. Whilst at Sydney University he
represented the Law School in the
intervarsity debating competition and also
commenced Articles at his father's firm, F P
Donohoe & Son being articled, in fact, to his
brother Frank. With a neat symmetry which
would have pleased Paul the teacher- s t u d e n t
relationship between he and Frank was
reversed in 1983 when Frank came to the
B a r. By then Paul was an established and
busy junior and he did all he could to assist
his brother establish himself at the Bar. 

Paul was admitted as a solicitor in
March 1968 and, almost immediately,
became a partner in the family firm. Frank
snr died in 1973 and Frank jnr left the firm
in 1974. Thereafter, Paul in conjunction with
Alan MacDonald carried on the family firm
until it merged with Law & Milne. 

During his time as a solicitor Paul
developed a reputation as a connoisseur of
fine wines and cigars. He even toyed with
the idea of setting up a business to sell
Cuban cigars in Australia and applied for an
import licence to do so. Not surprisingly, in
the political climate which prevailed in
Australia in the late 1960's and early 1970's,
he did not obtain that licence. Maybe it was
that which caused him to flirt with politics.
Paul became heavily involved with the
Liberal Party of Australia and even stood for
pre-selection to the Senate. Fortunately, he
was unsuccessful. 

H o w e v e r, the vast majority of Paul's time
at this stage was divided between the raising
of his young family with his first wife,
Dianne and the maintenance of his practice.
He was an excellent solicitor held in very
high regard by all who dealt with him,
especially the barristers he briefed. He
became very friendly with a number of those
barristers and that contact stimulated him to
make the major career decision of his life. 

Paul was admitted to the Bar on 11
February 1977. He was fortunate enough to
read with Dick Conti then a junior counsel
with an enormous commercial practice. He
found his first home at the Bar in Ground
Floor Wentworth Chambers. He made many
close friends there including Justice Carolyn
Simpson. He quickly developed a very busy,
very diverse practice as a junior. One of
Paul's many qualities as a barrister was his

v e r s a t i l i t y. He could do any sort of
commercial or equity case but, unlike many
others, he was equally adept and comfortable
running a personal injuries case or a medical
negligence claim. He fervently believed that
all judicial officers should be treated with
respect at all times and that the role of the
advocate was to persuade rather than to
lecture. He had consistent and regular
success whether appearing in an arbitration
or in a local court or in the highest court in
the land. He was a true all-rounder. 

Paul's qualities as a barrister soon came
to the attention of other floors. 

In December 1979 he made the very
difficult decision to leave his good friends on
the Ground Floor and to join the Eleventh
Floor Wentworth largely because, I suspect,
two of his legal idols, McAlary Q.C. and Staff
Q.C., as well as his former pupil master,
Conti Q.C. were members of the Eleventh
F l o o r. The Ground Floor's loss was the
Eleventh Floor's enormous gain. 

Paul joined the floor which has always
prided itself on its camaraderie and which
was the home of many highly skilled
practitioners. Yet it would be fair to say that
f e w, if any, members of the Eleventh Floor
have enriched it and had as great an impact
upon it as Paul did in the 22 years he was a
m e m b e r. Paul's wonderful array of personal
skills - his charm, urbanity, sophistication,
warmth, honesty, rock-hard integrity and his
sense of fun and humour - quickly resulted
in him becoming one of the most popular
and respected members of the floor. 

His zest for life, genuine interest in
people and his disdain for pretentiousness or
pomposity infected us all. He had a love of
French champagne which he would very
generously share with his Floor colleagues.
But Paul introduced an inviolable rule for
such occasions. You were free to talk about
your work and how well you performed it on
a particular day - but only if it was funny. If
it wasn't (and Paul was the ultimate and very
strict arbiter of that) you had to buy the next
bottle of champagne. Needless to say, the
rule had its desired effect. Very few
ventured, on these occasions, to talk about
work or, more particularly, how they had
excelled at it. However, having diverted us
from talking about ourselves and our work,
Paul then found he had to introduce another
rule. This was the 'no golf rule'. No one was
permitted to use any word remotely
associated with the game of golf lest
Maconachie latch on to it as an opportunity
to regale us all, in excruciating detail, about
his latest exploits on the golf course. 

Paul also initiated what has become an
Eleventh Floor institution, namely the
Friday lunch in the common room which
members and ex-members of the Floor are
encouraged to attend whenever possible. He
had two motives for this initiative, each
laudable. First, he wanted to ensure that
close personal contact was maintained
between the members and ex-members of
the floor, especially after people had left the
floor to go to the Bench. He believed that
this contact was extremely important for all
of us but most particularly for the younger
members of the floor. His second aim was to
assist in maintaining the economic viability
of the dining room. Paul believed the
common room and the dining room had very
important roles to play in maintaining and
enhancing the fraternal and collegiate spirit
of the Bar which distinguishes our profession
from many others. He loved the Bar and its
institutions and recognised the critical part
that mutual trust plays in the practice of our

profession. He believed that that mutual
trust was fostered and developed by the
close personal contact between members of
the profession and of the judiciary which
occurred in the common room and dining
room. 

The lunches were also a weekly
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Paul Donohue, with clerk Paul Daley, when the bows for new
silk were taken at the High Court in Canberra in 1991.



reminder of Paul's sometimes mischievous
sense of humour. Each Friday morning he
would circulate an invitation to the lunch
comprising the menu for the day and some
witty or humorous cartoon or extract from a
book. We will miss those invitations. 

Paul's career at the Bar continued to
flourish after joining the Eleventh Floor. To
the surprise of none, he took silk in 1990. 

Paul's appointment as silk caused him
only one regret. It meant he could no longer
do formally what he had done so
spectacularly well as a junior, to act as a
pupil master (to use the politically incorrect
term) to various readers. I feel confident in
saying that there has never been a better
pupil master than Paul. He had a genuine
interest in his readers, their well-being and
their education as barristers. In the best
traditions of the Bar, he was exceedingly
generous with his time and with his
knowledge with his readers and, indeed,
with any other member of the Bar who
sought his assistance. He gave his readers
his unstinting support, advice and
encouragement. He helped get them briefs.
He was a natural teacher. He ingrained in all
his readers the paramount importance of
acting at all times, just as he did, with the
highest ethical standards and the utmost
i n t e g r i t y. Not surprisingly, all of his readers
have done well at the Bar, to Paul's great
satisfaction. In my last conversation with
him, at the swearing in of Justice Joe
Campbell, Paul proudly recounted to me that
two of his readers, Rowan Darke and Neil
Williams had taken silk this year. He was
genuinely pleased to have been able to help
them a little on their way. 

As a silk Paul had great success and
enjoyed a very strong following. He appeared
in many important cases and quickly
became widely regarded as one of
Australia's pre-eminent senior counsel in
long, complex and complicated construction
and building litigation. But he continued to
practise with skill, expertise and great
success in an almost bewildering array of
different types of case. He appeared with
distinction in the High Court of Australia in
Chappel v Hart (1998) 195 CLR 232, a
medical negligence/causation case. He was
successful in persuading the High Court to
accept his submissions on industrial law
issues in Re Amalgamated Metalworkers
Union of Australia; ex parte The Shell
Company of Australia Limited (1992) 174
CLR 345. A very special bonus for Paul, in
this case, was that Louise was his junior. He
also appeared before the High Court in an

important case setting out the principles of
law for the liability of a public authority in
respect of the negligent supply of
contaminated water in P u n t o r i e ro v Wa t e r
Administration Ministerial Corporation
(1999) 199 CLR 575. He was one of the
senior counsel who successfully argued the
landmark decision of the High Court on
private international law in P f e i ffer Pty
Limited v Rogerson (2000) 74 ALJR 1109.

Even a cursory examination of the law
reports further reveals the success, diversity
and width of Paul's practice. He argued
personal injuries cases (e.g. Dell v Dalton
(1991) 23 NSWLR 528), he successfully
persuaded the Full Court of the Supreme
Court of South Australia in respect of the
application of the principles of fiduciary
duty in Gemstone Corporation of Australia
Limited v Grasso (1994) 13 ACSR 695. He
appeared in the Federal Court in
b a n k r u p t c y, administrative law and trade
practices cases (see, e.g. Seovic Civil
Engineering Pty Limited v Gro e n e v e l d ( 1 9 9 9 )
161 ALR 543; L o rd v Commissioner of The
Australian Federal Police (1997) 154 ALR
631 and Wilkins v Dovuro Pty Limited ( 1 9 9 9 )
169 ALR 276). In New South Wales, the
reports evidence him contributing to the
development of the law relating to gifts,
conveyancing, contract/estoppel, building
and construction law and in many other
areas. He also played an important role in
the notorious recent defamation case
involving Mr John Marsden and Channel
Seven. His involvement in that case
stemmed from his innate sense of justice, his
commitment to the legal system and his
desire to help an old friend out in hard
times. 

It is fair to say that there are few, if any,
practitioners at the modern Australian Bar
who were as well equipped as Paul to appear
as an advocate at any level in the legal
system in virtually any type of case. His
versatility perhaps stemmed from his strong
conviction that barristers should have only
one specialty, namely advocacy. In Paul's
v i e w, intelligence, judgment, courage,
knowledge of the law and, perhaps most of
all, the ability and commitment to
meticulously prepare a case in all its aspects
were the tools of trade which every barrister
should possess and which should equip a
barrister to practise in virtually any field of
law before any court or tribunal. 

In Paul's own case, at least, this was a
correct assessment. 

After Paul and Louise got married, they
decided to live in Berry and 'commute' to

Sydney and other places to work. As Paul,
by this stage, had developed an Australia-
wide practice this was not as impractical as
it may sound at first blush. Notwithstanding
the fact that both Paul and Louise were both
city born and bred (or probably because of it)
they loved their time in Berry and never
complained of the inconvenience that the
travel for work purposes involved. 

More recently, Paul and Louise decided
to move to Canberra where Louise had spent
time as a child and where Paul had always
had a significant practice. Paul, however,
continued to maintain his chambers on the
Eleventh Floor in Sydney and continued to
do a lot of work in Sydney. 

In what seemed no time at all, Paul
became the undisputed leader of the
Canberra Bar. His experience, ability,
judgment, administrative and
communication skills were quickly
appreciated and recognised by the Canberra
B a r. He was approached to stand as
president of the ACT Bar Association and,
succumbing to his sense of duty, he agreed.
He was elected unopposed as President of
the ACT Bar Association. 

Paul's willingness to put back something
into the profession he loved was what we had
come to expect from him. Not only had he
been a mainstay, for many years, of the NSW
Bar Reading Course but also Paul served for
a record period of eighteen years on the
Board of Counsels’ Chambers Limited
including two years as its chairman. He
played a very large part in the revival of that
company's fortunes. 

Whichever way you look at it, Paul had
an outstanding and wonderful career as a
l a w y e r. I can't help feeling, however, that his
career was still incomplete or unfinished
when he was so tragically and peremptorily
taken from us. I think that he was poised to
achieve even greater professional rewards
and recognition. Sadly, we will never know. 

Appropriately for a man with such an
enthusiasm for life and a love of people, Paul
Donohoe had a rich, highly satisfying and
greatly enjoyed life both personally and
p r o f e s s i o n a l l y. 

He loved the law and his colleagues in it
but his first love and his main priority was
always his family, especially Louise and his
children. He regarded his children as his
greatest achievement. 

Their grief is shared by us all. He was a
loving husband, a devoted father and an
outstanding barrister. But, most of all, he was
a wonderful human being. 
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