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27. On 26 November 2024, the NSWPF informed me that the "ODPP Professional Standards

Manager''1 had identified that somebody within the ODPP Media Unit had provided the

screenshot to 2GB in breach of their internal policies. The NSWPF were trying to arrange

interviews with the people within the Media Unit. The NSWPF took the view that this

removed the need for a Journalism Information Warrant (the Warrant).

28. At that time, the NSWPF told me that the ODPP were fully cooperating with the investigation.

29. On 29 November 2024, Det Supt Craft confirmed that the NSWPF had spoken with the

ODPP (who were still cooperating) and that the ODPP were gathering relevant records that

the NSWPF had requested. He reported that the legal issue in relation to the Warrant had

been resolved given the cooperation of the ODPP at that time. The NSWPF confirmed that

the screenshot provided to Mr Henskens by 2GB had been obtained from the ODlPP

MATTERS system and given to 2GB by an officer of the ODPP.

30. By 7 January 2025, the NSWPF had completed such investigations as they could carry out and

referred the brief of evidence to the NSWPF Police Prosecutions and Licensing Enforcement
Command.

31. On 8 January 2025, the NSWPF told me that� "person responsible" was not a barrister or

solicitor or a person acting on instruction from a barrister or solicitor. This information

provided by the ODPP to the NSWPF requires further scrutiny. The only ODPP officers

involved in the Proceedings were either solicitors or barristers.

32. On 10 January 2025, I met with Det Supt Craft. He informed me that:

1. Other than the junior media officer (who h� said took the screenshot and provided it to

"a superior''), the ODPP officers were no longer cooperating with the investigation. The

NSWPF described the junior media officer as "the brave young woman".

2. A Warrant was not possible.

3. Accordingly, there was very little the NSWPF could now do to progress the matter.

Given the inherent implausibility of the suggestion that a junior media officer would of their 

own volition initiate disclosure of the Proceedings to 2GB in clear breach of the Guidelines, 

we discussed my concerns about the inadequacy of the investigation and I asked questions 

regarding who else might have been involved in the disclosure. 

1 I am unaware of this position within the ODPP. I understand it to be a reference to Craig Hyland, who was tasked 
to liaise with the NSWPF on this issue. Mr Hyland is the "Managing Lawyer and Assistant Solicitor of Public 
Prosecutions (Operations)". 
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Appendix 2 – Copy of a Transcript of the 2GB Story Broadcast on 25 October 2024

BEN FORDHAM AND SHADOW ATTORNEY-GENERAL TRANSCRIPT 

BEN FORDHAM: The local scandal involves a judge by the name of Penelope Wass. We have 
revealed exclusively this morning that Penelope Wass was hearing a case last month in Taree 
involving a juvenile offender, Will, a 17 year old who could have been tried as either an adult or 
a child. She decided to try him as a child or sentence him as a child. But the main part of this 
story that's got people up in arms is the fact that while he was fronting court for sentencing 
over a terrible attack on a 92 year old woman and an 88 when he broke into their homes, the 
judge invited this bloke to perform a welcome to country in the middle of the court before 
sentencing him. And I've got a note here from Damian saying, can you ask if that criminal was 
respectful enough to perform a welcome to country? As he broke into those defenceless old 
ladies homes and performed his horrible crimes, the shadow Attorney-General, Alister 
Henskens is on the line. Alastair, good morning to you.  

ALISTER HENSKENS: Look, Ben, when there are large ceremonies such as the swearing in of a 
judge and the like, there are welcome to countries given, um. But I think you're correct to 
identify that justice should not only be done, but should be seen to be done. And so the idea 
that, uh, a prisoner in the dock would be elevated to a de facto officer of the court and perform 
a ceremony on behalf of the court, um, is not something that I've ever heard of and seems to 
me to be entirely inappropriate.  

It's a privilege to perform something like that. It should not be offered to someone who is a 
criminal who's pleaded guilty and about to be sentenced. And then to top it all off, at the end, 
the judge says, look, if you'd like to come back and do it again in the future, have a 
conversation with your lawyer and we'll line it up  

Ben, I don't know anything about this individual case, and your report certainly means that we 
need to get more information about it, but it seems to me to be quite inappropriate for the 
relationship between a judge who is about to be imposing a ceremony to be, um, changed in a 
manner where the prisoner is actually elevated to some, um, special status beyond any other 
ordinary citizen who may or may not be indigenous.  

BEN FORDHAM: Alright, let's see whether Judge Penelope Wass responds today. Thanks for 
jumping on the line. Thanks, Ben. Alister Henskens, the shadow Attorney-General. There's 
something not right there. I mean, fancy having someone before you you're about to sentence, 
and then you offer them to perform a welcome to Country and then invite them back to do it all 
again. Very, very strange. And the judge, Penelope Wass, if there's any element of my reporting 
today which is out of line with what you view as reality of what occurred in your courtroom last 
month, please get in contact with us. And I'm more than happy to correct it, but I'm relying on 
very reliable sources, and I believe the information we've got is rock solid. 

********** 



RAY HADLEY TRANSCRIPT 

Um, now, a story about the Welcome to Country. Uh, I wonder if he did a welcome to country for 
the old lady when he broke into a house in Taree and scared the tripe out of her. It's a strange old 
world.  

Now, the story we’re referring to was one that was told by Ben Fordham this morning on his 
program in Sydney, and Ben has passed me all the details that were leaked to him.  

A criminal has conducted a welcome to country in the middle of a courtroom before he was 
sentenced at the invitation of the presiding district court judge.  

Penelope Wass was presiding over a recent matter at the Taree District Court involving a 17 year 
old who had carried out multiple break and enters. Obviously indigenous, he broke into the 
home of a 92 year old woman robbed her, leaving the old lady traumatised. On another 
occasion, he robbed the home of an 88 year old woman and sexually touched her while 
permitting committing the robbery. The teenager charged and opted to plead guilty. That meant, 
of course, no trial. It moved straight to sentencing. 

So enter her honour Penelope Wass. So at the proceedings commencing last month, the 
teenager welcomed the country and that was at the invitation of the judge. This violent offender 
was facing some extremely serious charges about to learn his fate but before getting down to 
business and sentencing, via his legal team, sought permission and given permission and 
invited to give a welcome to country.  

She told the court this judge, she was happy for him to give a welcome to country in any court 
she presided over. This is the bloke about to be sentenced for a violent crimes. He pleaded 
guilty to terrorising older women in their own homes. He was given the floor and the privilege of 
the Welcome to Country. I just can't believe it.  

Her honour thought it was appropriate to have the offender welcome her to her own court and 
she invited him to do it again the next time he's in court. Well, she must be certain he's going to 
be in court again if she invited him. And I'd say, based on his history so far, he will be back in 
court. Hopefully not before her.  

The 17 year old was behind bars at the time of sentencing. It was left up to the judge to decide if 
the teenager was going to be sentenced as an adult or a child. She decided to sentence him as a 
child. That meant the maximum he could spend behind bars was two years. Tried as an adult, 
he could have received a lot longer, but she opted then to release him on parole. She decided 
that because time had served, he'd be able to walk free. We're talking about an offender who 
terrorises women, as Ben told you this morning. Two older women. One 88. One 92. It's just 
unbelievable. It is absolutely unbelievable.  

And I was mentioning to our listeners in Sydney and other areas earlier why I knew about her. 
Well, she was one of the judges - I've just got a story here from the Sydney Criminal Law uh, 
website - New South Wales District Court Judge Penelope was made a formal complaint to the 
Legal Services Commission against the state's chief prosecutor, the DPP Sally Dowling SC, after 



Ms Dowling allegedly raised secret grievances about Judge Wass, to court's chief judge, Sarah 
Huggett, in the middle of a sexual assault trial being presided over by Judge Wass. 
 
She made the complaint amid controversy that had been brewing for some time, with a number 
of judges, criminal defence lawyers and indeed prosecution lawyers expressing frustration 
regarding the office of the DPP practice of taking sexual assault allegations to trial, rather than 
perhaps looking at a lack of credible evidence to support the action they were taking.  
 
Now, apparently, Judge Wass disclosed the complaint against her while residing in Taree, where 
she was with this kid. On Tuesday, the 2nd of July this year, advising the parties she was doing so 
in order to allow them the chance to consider whether to make an application for her to recuse 
herself from any matters before her. In other words, step aside. Well, whether she gets recused 
or not, I would think that someone needs to perhaps get Sarah Huggett and have a yarn with her 
about welcome to country and the insult that was driven home there to the 92 and 88 year old 
victims. He's afforded every courtesy while being sentenced for a horrible attack on these poor 
ladies.  
 











From: Judge Wass 

Sent: Wednesday, 16 April 2025 4:56 PM 

To: Alexandra Shields  

Cc: Sarah Gonski  

Subject: RE: Confidential Matter - Investigation into alleged disclosure (ODPP) [NRF­

APAC.1066091.4079727.FID3581247] 

Dear Ms Shields, 

Thank you for your swift response. Unfortunately by 28 April 2025 I will be in Taree on Circuit, so any meeting 

will have to be by Teams. Any number of those dates and times will work, subject to court commitments. 

Please excuse my ignorance in these matters, but I have not been involved in such an investigation (other than 

something similar in another life as a barrister a very long time ago). 

I would be grateful to know the following very basic information about the internal investigation before I 

commit to providing such information as I now have, including, but not limited to information I have already 

provided to the police. 

1.  Is there a document that sets out the general policies and procedures that you follow with respect to 

such an investigation that I could see? 

2. What are your terms of reference? Do they include investigating the motives in making the disclosure?

3. In general terms how is the investigation carried out and what is the likely timeframe for reporting to the

decision maker?

4. Are employees required to cooperate with the investigation? Does that include where they may

implicate themselves in a criminal offence, and where they have already refused to cooperate with

police?

5. Are officers with independent commissions, but not government employees, expected to provide any

relevant information they have?

6. I note that you are instructed by the "ODPP". I am not quite sure what that means, can you clarify?

7. Who is the "decision maker" and are they limited to making decisions against government employees?

8. Is there any circumstance, speaking generally, in which you would be required to refer the matter to

ICAC or to some other body for determination?

9. Will I be made aware of the outcome of the investigation?

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Kind regards 

Her Honour Judge P.M. Wass SC I District Court of New South Wales 

Email:  

John-Maddison Tower, 86-90 Goulburn St, SYDNEY 2000 
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Statement of Penelope Wass dated 2 June 2025

Introduction 

1. I make this statement, believing the matters contained in it to be true and accurate to the
best of my knowledge and belief.

2. I provide this statement to Norton Rose Fulbright (“NRF”), who are instructed by the
Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions (“ODPP”).  I understand that NRF are
presently investigating the ODPP’s disclosure to 2GB of information that led to a story
that was broadcast on radio on 25 October 2024 (“the 2GB story”).

3. This statement is made in addition to my statement to police signed on 6 November 2024.
I believe that NRF should have access to the statement.  I believe it was provided by the
NSW Police to the ODPP on or about 21 March 2025, after the NSW Police completed its
criminal investigation.  A copy can be provided if necessary.

4. The contents of this statement should be read in tandem with the chronology appended to it
and marked “A”.

The 2GB Story

5. On 25 October 2024, an Indigenous young person and I were criticised by Ben Fordham
and Ray Hadley in the 2GB story.  The 2GB story was substantively republished by the
Daily Mail and rebroadcast on Sky News and elsewhere.

6. The 2GB story criticised my decision to allow the young person to present his Welcome to
Country statement in Court.  The young person said he had been performing it whilst in a
Youth Justice Centre, where he had been detained for more than a year.   He did so as part
of his evidence before me on sentence and with no objection by either party.

7. The Crown Prosecutor who appeared in the sentence proceeding was on notice that the
young person would perform the Welcome to Country and did not demur.  Prior to the
young person performing the Welcome to Country, I called the parties’ representatives
into my chambers, to ask them if they had any difficulties with my proposed course of
action. Time was given to take instructions, so that procedural fairness could be afforded
to both parties and so as not to offend the Indigenous community in Taree, by requesting
the performance of such a Welcome inappropriately.  None of that information, although
known to the ODPP, was included in the 2GB story.

8. I sentenced the young person pursuant to the Children’s (Criminal Proceedings) Act 1987
(“the Act”).  By the time I passed sentence on 11 October 2024, he had served more than
his non-parole period and was immediately released.

9. The sentence was not appealed.  No one from within the ODPP raised any concerns with
me, or to my knowledge with the Chief Judge, about any aspect of the case – the
Welcome to Country, the sentence imposed, the taking of the evidence, or my subsequent
statements to the young person.

10. I was advised on about 25 October 2025 by Alister Henskens SC MP, that a person within
the ODPP had disclosed confidential information to 2GB about the matter orally and in a
document that disclosed some details of the case, including the young person’s name.  Mr
Henskens told me that he had been provided with a copy of an ODPP document which he
had in his possession.

11. Consistent with that information as to the source of the disclosure, the 2GB story included
that it was “an exclusive” based on “rock solid” information from “very reliable
sources”.

Statements Made by 2GB, Reliant on the Disclosure

12. In the 2GB story, published to a large audience, Mr Fordham described my actions as a
“local scandal”. Remarks were made that something was “not right there” [with me], and
it was said that I had had “a shocker”, for which I was to be “called out”.  According to
the 2GB story, 2GB had sought comments from unnamed “senior legal figures” in NSW
who purportedly agreed with the comments.
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13. Mr Fordham stated that the young person had been “given the floor and handed the
privilege of performing a Welcome to Country in the middle of a courtroom”, as opposed
to him simply giving his evidence.  Mr Fordham said that it was inappropriate that I had
allowed the young person to welcome me to my own court. He also criticised me, saying
that I had invited the young person to return to court in the future.  

14. I received derogatory public statements and threats from consumers of the 2GB story
almost immediately after it was aired.  I was called “woke” and “out of touch”, and called
on to be “disbarred”.  Members of the public called for my sacking and accused me of
being drug affected.  I have attached a list of some quotes from the internet (marked “B”)
mostly published by the Daily Mail.

 

The Effects of the Threats and Vitriolic Statements on my Associate

15. Some threats and complaints came directly to my Associate’s email address.  She worried
about showing them to me knowing that I would be affected by them, and did not do so
for several days.  

16. Somewhat ironically, it affected me greatly knowing that she had been, and may likely to
be in the future, exposed to such an attack in the workplace and would be called upon to
worry about me in that way.  Ms Khoury is, and Associates often are, a newly graduated
lawyer who is learning about the criminal justice system.  Associates are, in my view,
particularly deserving of our support, encouragement and protection from vicarious
trauma, particularly where such trauma is avoidable (as it was here).   

 

Effects of the Disclosure Upon Me Personally 

17. From the time of the disclosure, I have been extremely disappointed and saddened by
what occurred.  This has been particularly so upon it being confirmed by the NSW Police
investigators that the information had come from within the ODPP and where the police
were unable to appropriately respond (such was the lack of cooperation within the ODPP
according to police).  

18. I was particularly affected in the context of the matters set out in the attached chronology
and believing this to be the third time that I had been unfairly singled out by the ODPP
for negative attention (the first two being directly from the Director) in an otherwise long
and uncontroversial legal and judicial career.  

19. As a direct result of the disclosure, I have been compelled to disclose the details of the
matter to the Chief Judge of the District Court Justice Huggett, the Attorney-General
Michael Daley, the Shadow Attorney-General Alister Henskens, some of my fellow
judges, the District Court’s media officer, my Associate, and to any number of other
people, ranging from very senior members of the legal profession to non-lawyers in my
personal life, who became aware of the broadcast.  It has been apparent from many of
those discussions that without factually accurate information about what unfolded during
the young person’s sentencing hearing, their opinion of my personal and professional
standing was diminished.  

20. It is continually concerning to think about the effect that it has had on my professional
reputation, particularly where, as a Judge, I am in no position to appear on 2GB or
anywhere else to publicly defend my position, despite Mr Fordham calling on me to do
so.  This has left his statements unchallenged by me and therefore more likely to be
accepted by those who do not understand protocols that judges largely remain publicly
silent in the face of even the most strident and unfounded criticism.  To my knowledge no
one from the ODPP has come forward to dispel any miscommunication that may have
occurred.  I am yet to receive an apology, despite it being known for some time now that
the disclosure originated from within the ODPP.      

21. Such was the Chief Judge’s concern for me that the Court has provided me with
professional support for which I am extremely grateful.  I continue to utilise that support
more than seven months after the broadcast, as its repercussions have persisted.

22. Such has been the effect on me in dealing with the 2GB story that it, and other matters,
caused me to change my vacation plans in early 2025.  It was important that I exercise,
rest and recuperate, to properly perform my judicial functions upon my return to work.   

23. It has always been my intention to participate in the criminal justice system as a Judge
without fear, favour, affection, or ill will, but with a level of compassion that the law
permits and to do so in line with legal principles including, where relevant, the principles
enunciated in Bugmy v The Queen [2013] HCA37.  That intention has not changed.

24. That intention drove my desire to hear the young person’s Welcome to Country; to test



the evidence and to give him an increased sense of identity and self-esteem, something
that the evidence showed had been so lacking in his life thus far, in the hope that he could
be proud of himself and not reoffend.  At the conclusion of the matter, my statements
carried with them a warning that if he was in trouble with police in the future, he would
not be invited to perform that honour.  I tailored my remarks to the case at hand.  I was
mindful that I was sentencing an Indigenous young person in the presence of the parties
and his family. I did so in circumstances that I considered called for an appropriate degree
of informality once the proceedings had been completed. 

25. I continue to find it distressing that those responsible for the disclosure were willing to
risk the wellbeing of a vulnerable Indigenous young person for reasons that are yet to be
explained.  

26. The sentence proceedings unfolded where it was highly unlikely that the media would
know that the Welcome to Country had occurred, much less take any interest in it, but for
the disclosure by the ODPP. 

27. It is not clear to me how the disclosure could have been carried out in pursuit of any
public interest or for some useful educative purpose.  I have not been able to reconcile it
with ODPP guidelines regarding media contact.  Given the way that it was disclosed,
there was no attempt in the media to have an informed debate about Indigenous
sentencing or involving young people meaningfully in the process.  That caused me
further distress given the difficulties those people already face in the criminal justice
system. 

28. I have dedicated the last decade of my career to being an upstanding Judge of the District
Court of NSW and to strengthening, to the best of my ability, the administration of
justice.  My appointment was the result of decades of hard work and dedication to justice
and the law.   The damage to the public perception of the administration of justice has
sought to undermine the values that are at the core of my professional life, which I hold
dear, and which I have sworn to uphold.  It has, as a result, impacted me greatly.  The
statements for example that, according to the readers of the Daily Mail, I was “clearly
demonstrating a bias in [the offender’s] favour” and “had ignored blind justice” were
galling.  Nothing could have been further from the truth.  Notions of testing an account
and doing what one can to rehabilitate a young offender – in line with legal principle -
were not debated.   

29. Given the stated source of the information on which 2GB acted, I can in this instance
understand the 2GB story and the republication via the Daily Mail, Sky News and
elsewhere in the pursuit of so-called journalism and in allowing the public to speak out
publicly on its web pages.  I cannot, however, comprehend how a person could involve
themselves in the disclosure, whilst being involved in the prosecution of breaches of the
criminal law.  I cannot understand how they would act in a manner so inconsistent with
their obligations by disclosing the young person’s name, and in a manner that facilitated
the public criticism that occurred. The idea that they would compromise the young person
(including by naming them in breach of the criminal law) to criticise a sitting District
Court Judge is anathema and it has affected me considerably. 

 

Other Effects  

30. I preside over the Taree District Court List regularly and have done so for some time. 
The lawyers who live in Taree or who come to Taree for circuit are for the most part very
collegiate.  This is necessary given the large number of matters in the list in any one
sitting and the cooperation that is needed to list short matters around ongoing trials.  But
it is also simply the way that it is there.  There is also, for the most part, goodwill between
practitioners and the Court.  

31. I have come to understand the community to some extent, and I regard it as important to
hold faith with all members of that community whilst administering justice.  

32. Confidence in the administration of justice relies upon confidence in the sentencing
procedure, the lawyers appearing, and the judicial officers who oversee it, particularly in
a tight-knit community where such administration is under scrutiny. The public
dissemination of confidential information pertaining to a young person’s sentencing
proceedings led to unfair and inaccurate criticism of that person, the sentencing process
and myself as the presiding judicial officer.  The disclosure by a person from within the
ODPP, a key stakeholder in the criminal justice system, tends to erode the public’s
confidence in the administration of justice.  

33. The disclosure led to public calls for violence against prisoners as part of punishment (the
“prison welcome”), for very long sentences to be handed down including for
disadvantaged and compromised children, and a lack of belief that rehabilitation can be





R v DS [2022] NSWDC 441 

DATE ACTION 

26 March 2022  I delivered judgment in R v DS [2022] NSWDC 441, finding that it was
unreasonable for the Crown to have commenced the proceedings.  It
included statements that were critical of the ODPP.  The judgment was
not appealed.  No complaint was made to the Judicial Commission.

2024 Once Acting Judge Conlon gave an interview to The Australian in 2024
on the issue of unmeritorious cases coming before the District Court
(the third Judge at that time to do so), R v DS received widespread
media attention.  The reporting was critical of the ODPP.   

Whitford SC DCJ in R v Smith (a pseudonym) [2024] NSWDC 41 and
Newlinds SC DCJ in R v Martinez [2023] NSWDC 552 delivered
Judgments that were highly critical of the ODPP.   Those two judgments
were the subject of complaint by the Director to the Judicial
Commission.

2024 The Director was asked questions about R v The DS in Senate
Estimates.  She said that she did not agree with my decision.

 

The Complaint by the Director Against Judge Whitford SC

DATE ACTION 

8 April 2024 In the complaint to the Judicial Commission against Judge Whitford SC,
the Director made unfounded and untrue allegations against me by reason
of my past private relationship with Judge Whitford, in respect of his
Honours delivery of R v Smith (a pseudonym) [2024] NSWDC 41, in
which he too criticised the ODPP (the fifth Judge by then to do so).   The
personal allegations were unequivocally denied by Judge Whitford on 30
April 2024. 

In dealing with those allegations, the Judicial Commission found that:

“Lest there be any doubt, we consider that the reference to those matters in
the Complaint was unfortunate and we make no finding as to (nor have we
placed any weight on) those assertions by the Director (which in essence
amount to speculation as to the source of the reference to “reported public
and private comment” in [73] of the judgment in Smith).”  

….

“We consider that the references in the Complaint to the Judicial Officer’s
private life, in particular, were provocative and unnecessary”.

At no time between 30 April 2024 (when it was clear that the allegation
was untrue) and 5 November 2024, when the Judicial Commission handed
down its findings, did the Director withdraw her unfounded allegations
against me.  She did not do so despite my complaint to the Bar Association
on 11 November 2024 about it (once the Judicial Commission’s report had
been made public) and has not yet done so.

In that complaint I asked the Bar Association to consider whether in
respect of that matter (and the complaint to Justice Huggett (see below)),
the Director’s conduct. 

1. Fell short of the standard of competence and diligence that a
member of the public is entitled to expect of a reasonably competent
lawyer, such that a finding of unsatisfactory professional conduct is made
or, alternatively; 

2. That would, if established, justify a finding that the Director is
not a fit and proper person to engage in legal practice.  

I asserted:

1. The statements were false.  

2. The reference to my personal situation as his ex partner was
inexcusable and vicious. 

3. The statements made carried and continue to carry serious negative



imputations against me, other judges, and three journalists, where,
as to the latter, they were reporting on matters of significant public
interest.

4. The speculation was in respect of a very serious matter; alleging
interference by me in the independent judicial functions of Judge
Whitford.

5. They were expected by the Director to carry weight given her
position 

6. The statements were deliberately made in a statutory declaration
with careful consideration of the contents and thus, I believed the
matter was very serious. 

7. The statements were made in the context of a serious complaint
against Judge Whitford, knowing that they would be read by the
Heads of all Jurisdictions in the first instance, including Justice
Huggett, Chief Judge of the District Court;

8. The statements were always entirely without foundation and were
not put forward other than on a speculative basis.  The statements
were known by the Director to be always made without foundation,
and particularly from 30 April 2024. 

9. The Director did not check the veracity of the statements made. 

10. The statements continue to be maintained by the Director, despite
the findings of the Judicial Commission.  

11. No withdrawal or apology has been made despite the statements
being entirely without foundation, provocative and unnecessary.  

12. The statement was made maliciously against three sitting District
Court Judges, the then Senior Public Defender and now a Supreme
Court Justice, and three journalists reporting on the topic, perceived
by the Director not to be in her favour.

I believe that my complaint to would have been provided to the Director
by the Bar Association shortly after the complaint was made.   

On 9 May 2025, the Bar Association declined to act on that complaint.  At
the time of the ODPP disclosure to 2GB, the complaint had not been
determined.   

 

The Complaint by the Director about me to the Chief Judge of the District Court 

DATE ACTION 

22 May 2024 The Director contacted the Chief Judge of the District Court, Justice
Sarah Huggett, critical of decisions that I had made in three
unrelated cases, two of which were still part heard.  No
representations were made at the time that the decisions were not
open to me and no appeals were filed.  

The Director warned me through Justice Huggett not to make similar
decisions in the future, or action would be taken.  I am unaware as to
whether there have been similar warnings to any other Judge or
Magistrate.  

The Director did not inform me or the other parties of the
representations made to Justice Huggett.  

June 2024 I complained to the Bar Association and asked it to investigate
whether the Director in her representations to Justice Huggett (and in
her later statements made in the media) had engaged in
unsatisfactory professional conduct or professional misconduct, and
in breach of the Legal Profession Uniform Conduct (Barristers)
Rules (“the Rules”).     

I alleged that the Director had made allegations that: 

1. were factually inaccurate.

2. were not supported by any legal authority and the decisions
were not appealed at any time.  One case had been



determined 3 years before. 

3. In some respects, the decisions were made with the consent of
the particular Crown.  

I complained that the transcript provided by the Director to Justice
Huggett provided little or no support for the allegations against me
and risked the administration of justice, given the action’s potential
to undermine my independence.  

I complained that I regarded the warning in particular as an
extremely serious breach, particularly as it was delivered during my
consideration of two of the three cases at hand, in which the Crown
was a party, and where it sought to have me take the Director’s
criticisms into account in my determination of future cases.  

A copy of my complaint was provided to the Director for her
consideration.  

Given that two matters were part heard, the above matters resulted in
the need for me to immediately disclose the complaint to the parties
(including to her own Crown Prosecutors who had not been told of
the Director’s representations).  That led to it being publicly
exposed.   There was further media reporting critical of the
Director.  

7 June 2024 In response, The Australian newspaper published remarks from “an
ODPP spokesperson” that the conversation with Justice Huggett was
“confidential”, notwithstanding that it conveyed a warning to me
about future conduct (which presumably needed to be conveyed to
me), and the need to disclose the representation to the parties in the
two matters where I was part heard,  a further matter about which I
complained to the Bar Association.

I also complained that the Director may have mislead the public by
describing the issue a being “entirely appropriate” and a matter of
“mutual concern” where it had been made to the Chief Judge
unsolicited.  I asserted that it was defamatory of me in the sense that
it created a false impression that the Director’s criticism was
warranted.   

I asserted numerous breaches of and complete disregard for the Bar
Rules. 

I asked the Bar Association to investigate whether the Director had
engaged in unsatisfactory professional conduct or professional
misconduct under the Legal Profession Uniform Law Act (NSW).  

On 21 February 2025, the Bar Association declined to do so on the
basis that it had no jurisdiction, as the Director was purportedly
acting not as a barrister but in her position as the Director.   

At the time of the disclosure to 2GB that complaint had not been
determined. 

 
Other Relevant Facts

11 October 2024 I sentenced the young person in the Taree District Court.  That
afternoon officers of the DPP involved in the case asked for
transcript. 

It had not been provided by 25 October 2024.  It had been requested
from the Taree Registry and not directly from me, delaying its
production
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Attachment B – Media Quotes Arising from the Disclosure 

 

It was “an insult to everyone”, “fraudulent” and “utter nonsense”



“Don't these woke judges have any rules to follow? They appear to be making it up as they
go along. The BAIL rules need to be looked at. So the jails are full???? Double them up,
instead of 1 person per room, add another. Jails are too comfortable.”

“The judicial system is meant to reflect the public and community sentiment. The majority of
this country democratically voted NO.”

Every time a Judge or Magistrate lets a criminal go (especially youth) and that criminal
reoffends, they should be sent the bill for any trauma and damages incurred by that of the re-
offending criminal.

We have always known that the Courts are out of touch with reality.

This only goes to prove that point, the judge should be removed or should be involved in
Mandatory Counseling [sic].

The Courts are not a place for theatre as it would appear that this Judge has done with her
WTC!

They are performative theater [sic] to make white lefties feel good about themselves.

Now I've heard everything! What a sheltered life this woman has lived. If she only knew
what's happening out in the 'real world.

'some'? who just don't live in the 'real world' as do most of us!

Undermines our justice system. He

Maybe he could do it when he gets to Grafton....the lads will just love it.

Judges in this country are weak and in most cases the law restricts them with comparative
sentencing. Was it ALS that represented this person! Taxpayers expense. Then paid by the
taxpayer for his service. Australia needs to rid ourselves of communists creating racial
division. Defund NIAA.

I had to read this three times, but it doesn't get any better. What is the point of judges and
courts in this country. Have to be the most lefty woke bunch i have ever seen. They just have
no clue about day to day life and crimes on the street.

Teach him right from wrong first . Surely that’s more important than Acknowledgement of
Country nonsense.

Fgs, get a grip lady.

I guess she doesn't realise that her one job is to keep the community safe, not to virtue signal.

just out of touch elitists. they live in gated communities protected by massive security and
have no idea what the masses have to put up with. no respect

Judge should of said yeah welcome to a lengthy prison sentence.  (Someone corrected the
grammar but otherwise agreed. )

Prime example of why our justice system is down the ess bend right there.

This judge Penelope Wass has just added more pain to the victim of his sexual "touching" and
the families of the victims who are now going to live the rest of their lives knowing that they
mean nothing to the Australian courts. It is surely time for a revolution here.

Can’t believe what I just read! Judge should be removed from her position. 

Disgusting, no sense of dignity or respect for the court she presides over, turning the
courtroom into a circus with a clown performance.

Lord the justice system is failing badly

I think the Judge must have had her own smoking ceremony before work.

Then just gets to go home. It must have been a good welcome performance. Appalling
sentence

She wouldn't have been so "LENIENT" If the Victims were her Mother or Grandmother!!!

It's the Lefties Way!!!

Criminals are seen as seen as the Victims and the real Victims are just Fodder!!!

Our legal system is broken bigtime

Time for these judges to be turfed out! They are not protecting a dtralians [sic]! They are
encouraging the thugs!

As long as she gives an appropriate welcome to prison...



Seriously? Just do your job! Oh you're not good at that either..

About time, judges are voted in and out by the people not appointed for life by a pollie. The
left activist judges are hijacking our judicial system to push their own agenda.

Appalling and ‘unbelievable”

Judge not fit for purpose, fire her!!

How can you have faith in the Justice System when you have idiots like that prediding [sic] in
court cases

OMG!!!! ....all Australians should now realise that the quality of judges we have on the
bench is the equivalent of some despots south equatorial paradise where the judge sits under
a palm tree sipping mai tai's and flirting with the jurists...

The Jury in the Pub Test has decided the following . . . . . Kick her out and Lock him up. 
Simples!

Nice way to boil my blood early on a Friday morning. What a pathetic submission in a court
of law for the amusement of an out of touch woke lefty judge. Time to sack and replace her.

Once again, a judge out of step with community expectations and standards. Disgraceful.

Thats [sic] disgraceful. How can er have any respect for these So called Judges! She should
resign shes [sic] an embarrassment

Time for her to go clearly unfit for the job

This Judge needs to be dismissed immediately

This woman is not fit for purpose and should be sacked ... this is just appalling ... he is a sex
offender and thief ... and gets to just walk ...

Shes [sic] a disgrace and should stand down.

Impartial courts eh? This is what we're up against.

That Judge is past her use-by-date.

Face palm…

Typical woke lefty out of touch elite Judges and all this class who would jump 100 feet in the
air if someone said BOO to them and they again fail to protect the most vulnerable in our
society ….disgusting

Embarrassing

Summonsing the elders past and present so they can see what a disgrace he is.

Judges are so far out of touch with reality as it is. Just one more instance where the victims
are unheard and of less importance than the perpetrator.

Politicians wonder why we don't have faith in the legal system (it's not a 'justice' system) and
hearing a Judge allow this in 'her court' is pathetic. 

And Aboriginals wonder why we are 'all' fed up with this 'acknowledgement to country'
because.... its become a sick joke driven by division, and to create 'more high paying jobs' for
the lefts 'Aboriginal corporation business'.. tell me in wrong?

Woke overload. Just disgusting.

And there you have the problem. The fool sitting up high.

This is the rot which has set in......public servants taking their politics & preferences into the
work place and foisting tbeir [sic] beliefs on all taxpayers. It is poisonous & not in keeping
with their public servant, taxpayer funded roles.

When someone has committed disgusting crimes, they should not be afforded any respect.
That respect belongs to the victims. 

This judge should be sacked 

I need the judge to pay reparations to his next victim. If you don’t do this I will do a haka and
stick out my tongue

She has made a mockery of the justice system.

Sounds like a kangaroo tail court.

Judge needs booting out, kid needs a very long custodial sentence !!!

should be a welcome to prison ...



Who appoints these harpies- and why are we expected to pay her salary?

She should resign.

Woke politicians give us weak laws. 

Woke Judges give us impotent application of weak laws.

Well just the good old slap me on the wrist from Judge Wass welcome to our country so he
can do it again and again and again

He should be acknowledging his criminal behaviour and getting locked up

Does she honestly think this will make turn around his life? Her wig is on too tight me thinks

Get rid of these woke judges.

A pity that intelligence and common sense seldom appear in the same room!

What have i missed here - why did she get him to do this - what was the purpose - was he
Aborigine or just normal white person.

Out of touch Woman

is there a wonder why there’s so much crime and sheer disdain!?

another pathetic woke judge.....

Courts are a joke

time for her to move on me thinks

Morons..

Australia is broken!

Clown show !!

Who claimed some judges are particularly daft?

Maybr [sic] she meant "welcome to prison"

 

2
 





Inquiry into identity protections of any accused appearing before the 

Children's Court or in any proceedings conducted pursuant to the 

Children (Criminal Proceedings) Act 1987 and any reporting and 

sanction mechanisms  

 

 

Appendix  7 -  Daily Mail Posts Arising from Disclosure  

 

 

It was “an insult to everyone”, “fraudulent” and “utter nonsense” 

“Don't these woke judges have any rules to follow? They appear to be making it up as they 

go along. The BAIL rules need to be looked at. So the jails are full???? Double them up, 

instead of 1 person per room, add another. Jails are too comfortable.” 

“The judicial system is meant to reflect the public and community sentiment. The majority of 

this country democratically voted NO.” 

Every time a Judge or Magistrate lets a criminal go (especially youth) and that criminal 

reoffends, they should be sent the bill for any trauma and damages incurred by that of the 

re-offending criminal. 

We have always known that the Courts are out of touch with reality. 

This only goes to prove that point, the judge should be removed or should be involved in 

Mandatory Counseling [sic]. 

The Courts are not a place for theatre as it would appear that this Judge has done with her 

WTC! 

They are performative theater [sic] to make white lefties feel good about themselves. 

Now I've heard everything! What a sheltered life this woman has lived. If she only knew what's 

happening out in the 'real world. 

'some'? who just don't live in the 'real world' as do most of us! 

Undermines our justice system. He 

Maybe he could do it when he gets to Grafton....the lads will just love it. 



Judges in this country are weak and in most cases the law restricts them with comparative 

sentencing. Was it ALS that represented this person! Taxpayers expense. Then paid by the 

taxpayer for his service. Australia needs to rid ourselves of communists creating racial 

division. Defund NIAA. 

I had to read this three times, but it doesn't get any better. What is the point of judges and 

courts in this country. Have to be the most lefty woke bunch i have ever seen. They just have 

no clue about day to day life and crimes on the street. 

Teach him right from wrong first . Surely that’s more important than Acknowledgement of 

Country nonsense. 

Fgs, get a grip lady. 

I guess she doesn't realise that her one job is to keep the community safe, not to virtue signal. 

just out of touch elitists. they live in gated communities protected by massive security and 

have no idea what the masses have to put up with. no respect 

Judge should of said yeah welcome to a lengthy prison sentence.  (Someone corrected the 

grammar but otherwise agreed. ) 

Prime example of why our justice system is down the ess bend right there. 

This judge Penelope Wass has just added more pain to the victim of his sexual "touching" 

and the families of the victims who are now going to live the rest of their lives knowing that 

they mean nothing to the Australian courts. It is surely time for a revolution here. 

Can’t believe what I just read! Judge should be removed from her position.  

Disgusting, no sense of dignity or respect for the court she presides over, turning the 

courtroom into a circus with a clown performance. 

Lord the justice system is failing badly 

I think the Judge must have had her own smoking ceremony before work. 

Then just gets to go home. It must have been a good welcome performance. Appalling 

sentence 

She wouldn't have been so "LENIENT" If the Victims were her Mother or Grandmother!!! 

It's the Lefties Way!!! 

Criminals are seen as seen as the Victims and the real Victims are just Fodder!!! 

Our legal system is broken bigtime 



Time for these judges to be turfed out! They are not protecting a dtralians [sic]! They are 

encouraging the thugs! 

As long as she gives an appropriate welcome to prison... 

Seriously? Just do your job! Oh you're not good at that either.. 

About time, judges are voted in and out by the people not appointed for life by a pollie. The 

left activist judges are hijacking our judicial system to push their own agenda. 

Appalling and ‘unbelievable” 

Judge not fit for purpose, fire her!! 

How can you have faith in the Justice System when you have idiots like that prediding [sic] in 

court cases 

OMG!!!! ....all Australians should now realise that the quality of judges we have on the bench 

is the equivalent of some despots south equatorial paradise where the judge sits under a 

palm tree sipping mai tai's and flirting with the jurists... 

The Jury in the Pub Test has decided the following . . . . . Kick her out and Lock him 

up.  Simples! 

Nice way to boil my blood early on a Friday morning. What a pathetic submission in a court 

of law for the amusement of an out of touch woke lefty judge. Time to sack and replace her. 

Once again, a judge out of step with community expectations and standards. Disgraceful. 

Thats [sic] disgraceful. How can er have any respect for these So called Judges! She should 

resign shes [sic] an embarrassment 

Time for her to go clearly unfit for the job 

This Judge needs to be dismissed immediately 

This woman is not fit for purpose and should be sacked ... this is just appalling ... he is a sex 

offender and thief ... and gets to just walk ... 

Shes [sic] a disgrace and should stand down. 

Impartial courts eh? This is what we're up against. 

That Judge is past her use-by-date. 

Face palm… 



Typical woke lefty out of touch elite Judges and all this class who would jump 100 feet in the 

air if someone said BOO to them and they again fail to protect the most vulnerable in our 

society ….disgusting 

Embarrassing 

Summonsing the elders past and present so they can see what a disgrace he is. 

Judges are so far out of touch with reality as it is. Just one more instance where the victims 

are unheard and of less importance than the perpetrator. 

Politicians wonder why we don't have faith in the legal system (it's not a 'justice' system) and 

hearing a Judge allow this in 'her court' is pathetic.  

And Aboriginals wonder why we are 'all' fed up with this 'acknowledgement to country' 

because.... its become a sick joke driven by division, and to create 'more high paying jobs' 

for the lefts 'Aboriginal corporation business'.. tell me in wrong? 

Woke overload. Just disgusting. 

And there you have the problem. The fool sitting up high. 

This is the rot which has set in......public servants taking their politics & preferences into the 

work place and foisting tbeir [sic] beliefs on all taxpayers. It is poisonous & not in keeping 

with their public servant, taxpayer funded roles. 

When someone has committed disgusting crimes, they should not be afforded any respect. 

That respect belongs to the victims.  

This judge should be sacked  

I need the judge to pay reparations to his next victim. If you don’t do this I will do a haka and 

stick out my tongue 

She has made a mockery of the justice system. 

Sounds like a kangaroo tail court. 

Judge needs booting out, kid needs a very long custodial sentence !!! 

should be a welcome to prison ... 

Who appoints these harpies- and why are we expected to pay her salary? 

She should resign. 

Woke politicians give us weak laws.  

Woke Judges give us impotent application of weak laws. 



Well just the good old slap me on the wrist from Judge Wass welcome to our country so he 

can do it again and again and again 

He should be acknowledging his criminal behaviour and getting locked up 

Does she honestly think this will make turn around his life? Her wig is on too tight me thinks 

Get rid of these woke judges. 

A pity that intelligence and common sense seldom appear in the same room! 

What have i missed here - why did she get him to do this - what was the purpose - was he 

Aborigine or just normal white person. 

Out of touch Woman 

is there a wonder why there’s so much crime and sheer disdain!? 

another pathetic woke judge..... 

Courts are a joke 

time for her to move on me thinks 

Morons.. 

Australia is broken! 

Clown show !! 

Who claimed some judges are particularly daft? 

Maybr [sic] she meant "welcome to prison" 
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Inquiry into identity protections of any accused appearing before the 

Children's Court or in any proceedings conducted pursuant to the 

Children (Criminal Proceedings) Act 1987 and any reporting and 

sanction mechanisms  

 

 

Appendix  8  -  Background Chronology 

 

 

R v DS [2022] NSWDC 441  

 

DATE  ACTION  

   

 

26 

March 

2022   

I delivered judgment in R v DS [2022] NSWDC 441, finding that it was 

unreasonable for the Crown to have commenced the proceedings.  It included 

statements that were critical of the ODPP.  The judgment was not 

appealed.  No complaint was made to the Judicial Commission. 

2024  Once Acting Judge Conlon gave an interview to The Australian in 2024 on the 

issue of unmeritorious cases coming before the District Court (the third Judge 

at that time to do so), R v DS received widespread media attention.  The 

reporting was critical of the ODPP.    

Whitford SC DCJ and Newlinds SC DCJ also made statements in Judgments 

that were highly critical of the ODPP.   Those two judgments were the subject 

of successful complaint by the Director to the Judicial Commission. 

2024 The Director was asked questions about R v The DS in Senate Estimates.  She 

said that she did not agree with my decision. 
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The Complaint by the Director Against Judge Whitford SC 

DATE  ACTION  

   

 

8 April 

2024 

In the complaint to the Judicial Commission against Judge Whitford SC, the 

Director made unfounded and untrue allegations against me by reason of my 

past private relationship with Judge Whitford, in respect of his Honours delivery 

of R v Smith (a pseudonym) [202] NSWDC 41, in which he too criticised the 

ODPP (the fifth Judge by then to do so).   The personal allegations were 

unequivocally denied by Judge Whitford on 30 April 2024.  

In dealing with those allegations, the Judicial Commission found that: 

“Lest there be any doubt, we consider that the reference to those matters in the 

Complaint was unfortunate and we make no finding as to (nor have we placed 

any weight on) those assertions by the Director (which in essence amount to 

speculation as to the source of the reference to “reported public and private 

comment” in [73] of the judgment in Smith).”   

…. 

“We consider that the references in the Complaint to the Judicial Officer’s 

private life, in particular, were provocative and unnecessary”. 

At no time between 30 April 2024 (when it was clear that the allegation was 

untrue) and 5 November 2024, when the Judicial Commission handed down its 

findings, did the Director withdraw her unfounded allegations against me.  She 

did not do so despite my complaint to the Bar Association on 11 November 

2024 about it (once the Judicial Commission’s report had been made public) 

and has not as yet done so. 

 

In that complaint I asked the Bar Association to consider whether in respect of 

that matter (and the complaint to Justice Huggett (see below)), the Director’s 

conduct.  

1. Fell short of the standard of competence and diligence that a member 

of the public is entitled to expect of a reasonably competent lawyer, such that 

a finding of unsatisfactory professional conduct is made or, alternatively;  

2. That would, if established, justify a finding that the Director is not a fit 

and proper person to engage in legal practice.   
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I asserted: 

1. The statements were false.   

2. The reference to my personal situation as his ex partner was inexcusable 

and vicious.  

3. The statements made carried and continue to carry serious negative 

imputations against me, other judges, and three journalists, where, as to 

the latter, they were reporting on matters of significant public interest. 

4. The speculation was in respect of a very serious matter; alleging 

interference by me in the independent judicial functions of Judge 

Whitford. 

5. They were expected by the Director to carry weight given her position  

6. The statements were deliberately made in a statutory declaration with 

careful consideration of the contents and thus, I believed the matter was 

very serious.  

7. The statements were made in the context of a serious complaint against 

Judge Whitford, knowing that they would be read by the Heads of all 

Jurisdictions in the first instance, including Justice Huggett, Chief Judge 

of the District Court; 

8. The statements were always entirely without foundation and were not 

put forward other than on a speculative basis.  The statements were 

known by the Director to be always made without foundation, and 

particularly from 30 April 2024.  

9. The Director did not check the veracity of the statements made.  

10. The statements continue to be maintained by the Director, despite the 

findings of the Judicial Commission.   

11. No withdrawal or apology has been made despite the statements being 

entirely without foundation, provocative and unnecessary.   

12. The statement was made maliciously against three sitting District Court 

Judges, the then Senior Public Defender and now a Supreme Court 

Justice, and three journalists reporting on the topic, perceived by the 

Director not to be in her favour. 

  



4 
 

I believe that my complaint to would have been provided to Ms Dowling by the 

Bar Association shortly after the complaint was made.    

 

On 9 May 2025, the Bar Association declined to act on that 

complaint.  However, at the time of the Taree matter, it was still being 

considered by the Bar Association.   
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The Complaint by the Director about me to the Chief Judge of the District Court  

DATE  ACTION  

   

 

22 May 

2024  

The Director contacted the Chief Judge of the District Court, Justice Sarah 

Huggett, critical of decisions that I had made in three unrelated cases, two of which 

were still part heard.  No representations were made at the time that the decisions 

made were not open to me and no appeals were filed.   

 

The Director  warned me through Justice Huggett not to make similar decisions in 

the future, or action would be taken.  I am unaware as to whether there have been 

similar warnings to any other Judge or Magistrate.   

 

The Director did not inform me or the other parties of the representations made to 

Justice Huggett.   

June 

2024  

I complained to the Bar Association and asked it to investigate whether the 

Director in her representations to Justice Huggett (and in her later statements 

made in the media) had engaged in unsatisfactory professional conduct or 

professional misconduct, and in breach of the Legal Profession Uniform Conduct 

(Barristers) Rules (“the Rules”).      

I alleged that the Director had made allegations that:  

a. were factually inaccurate. 

b. were not supported by any legal authority and the decisions were not 

appealed at any time.  One case had been determined 3 years before.  

c. In some respects, the decisions were made with the consent of the 

particular Crown.   

 

I complained that the transcript provided by the Director to Justice Huggett 

provided little or no support for the allegations against me and risked the 

administration of justice, given the action’s potential to undermine my 

independence.   
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I complained that I regarded the warning in particular as an extremely serious 

breach, particularly as it was delivered during my consideration of two of the three 

cases at hand, in which the Crown was a party, and where it sought to have me take 

the Director’s criticisms into account in my determination of future cases.   

 

A copy of my complaint was provided to the Director for her consideration.   

 

Given that two matters were part heard, the above matters resulted in the need for 

me to immediately disclose the complaint to the parties (including to her own 

Crown Prosecutors who had not been told of the Director’s representations).  That 

led to it being publicly exposed.   There was further media reporting critical of the 

Director.   

7 June 

2024  

In response, The Australian newspaper published remarks from “an ODPP 

spokesperson” that the conversation with Justice Huggett was “confidential”, 

notwithstanding that it conveyed a warning to me about future conduct (which 

presumably needed to be conveyed to me), and the need to disclose the 

representation to the parties in the two matters where I was part heard,  a further 

matter about which I complained to the Bar Association. 

 

I also complained that the Director may have mislead the public by describing the 

issue a being “entirely appropriate” and a matter of “mutual concern” where it had 

been made to the Chief Judge unsolicited.  I asserted that it was defamatory of me 

in the sense that it created a false impression that the Director’s criticism was 

warranted.    

 

I asserted numerous breaches of and complete disregard for the Bar Rules.  

I asked the Bar Association to investigate whether the Director had engaged in 

unsatisfactory professional conduct or professional misconduct under the Legal 

Profession Uniform Law Act (NSW).   
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On 21 February 2025, the Bar Association declined to do so on the basis that it had 

no jurisdiction, as the Director was purportedly acting not as a barrister but in her 

position as DPP.    

 

However, at the time of the disclosure to 2GB that complaint had not been 

determined.  
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Disclosure by the ODPP to 2GB  

 

11 October 2024 I sentenced DR in the Taree District Court.  That afternoon officers of 

the ODPP involved in the case asked for transcript.  It had not been 

provided by 25 October 2024, as it had been requested from the 

Taree Registry and not directly from me, delaying its production 

25 October 2024 Officer(s) from the ODPP disclosed the information to 2GB. 

25 November 2024 I provided my statement to police.  

March 2025  Police concluded their investigation.  Members of the ODPP did not 

cooperate and NSWPF were unable to serve warrants.   

16 April 2025 Norton Rose Fulbright commenced an internal, legal privileged 

inquiry into ODPP “employees” on instruction from the “ODPP”  

5 May 2025  Tom Malone (2GB) informed John Laxon (Laxon Lex) that a DPP Media 

officer disclosed the material to 2GB on instructions from Ms Dowling.     

28 August 2025 Craig Hyland answered questions in Senate Estimates.  

Sometime after 28 

August 2025  

ODPP provided answers to questions on notice to Senate Estimates.  

   

 




