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COUNCIL ¥OR CIVIL TLIBERTIES ﬁf
Bex 930, G.P.O., i
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Phone 617 551 v A
NEWSLETTER NO. 11 '
. LY
LEW_PREWISES 't
Subsequent to our request in the last newsletter the Council has now
obtained a corner of a modern office in Pitt Street and a telephone number '
of our own. o4
For the information of members our new address is: '}
4TH FLOOR, 363 PITT STREET, SYDNEY 4 ;
and our new telephone number is: 4
617 551 e
All correspondence however should still be addressed to Box 930, v ‘
G.P.0., Sydney P
§ ’ L]
The switczhgirl receptionist will indicate to callers that the phone "

number is that of the Council for Civil Liberties and will, inform-callers = &« - |
of the Secretary’s private number. We have also been offered the use of the !
board room for committee meetings, L= ..
«At this stage the files aré all remaining in the Secretary's chambers

but there is accommodation for these cabinets and a desk available at 363 *
Pitt Street, as zoon as some sort of assistance that is voluntary and i
regular can be obtained, However, we now have at any rate a permanent N
home and are tc be listed in the phone directory under "Council" and "Civil
Liberties", We again ask whether any members feel that they are able to !
vo.antezr their services in the staffing of this office: AR

GENERAI, MEETING .

Tt is proposed to hold a special general meeting at the

ST. JAMES HALL, PHILLIP STREET _. s

"
AT ?¢30 Pam_o =
» ON . -y
i y gl
TUESDAY, JUNE 27TH,¥1967 e
The purpose of this meeting is to discuss the banning of the film
"Ulysses", All members are invited to attend with their friends. Invit- -«
ations are also being extended to various film groups in Sydney and it is .
anticipated that there will be a guest speaker. e
In addition to this discussion, the meeting will also be open to any
general business and discussion.
CASES P

Perusal of past newsletters shows a preponderance of what might be called
"good wins". The Council for Civil Liberties continues to have success in i
various matters or cases where it is considered that an issue of civil liberty
has been breached and legal aid has been granted.
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It happens, of course, from time to time that cases have been taken
up where prima facie an issue of civil liberty was involved but where
results have not been all that satisfactory.

e don*t hide these matters from our members and following are a
couple of cases of this nature.

B's Case: H. was a small rating in the R.A.N. He was seen by one of our
members being severly manhandled by two plainclothes detectives at the
taster Show. The member communicated with us and, in due course, H. asked
us to provide him with legal assistance and this was done. The police
officers concerned gave their evidence in the usual way and as is frequent
in eriminal cases, the defendant was "verballed". This means that the
police guve evidence of oral and verbal aduissions made by the defendant.
In this case one detective said that when the defendant was charged he

said "Sorry, I played up, I have had a bit too much to drink." A somewhat:
damaging admission! The detective’s statement was called for by H.'s
Counsel, the statement having been prepared within a day or so of the
alleged offence. The statement contained those magic words "The defendant
was then charged and when charged made no reply". Some conflict you might
think but not enough for the magistirate to find that H. still had a case
to answer. He answered it all right - but unfortunately went back on his
proof, as he appeared to be more interested in persuading the Stipendiary
Magistrate how much he had had to drink without it affecting him instead
of sticking to the facts of what happened.

H. was duly convicted and fined. He decided to appeal but unfortun-
ately he drew cut his bail money which was to be used as surety for his
appeal , spent 1t, never lodged his surety and then decided not to proceed.
This appeal was subsequently withdrawn and his convietion confirmed.

V. 's Caser V. had "the book thrown at him" by a local police sergeant
in a nearby country district. He was also allegedly manhandled by the
police and in fact complained to an Inspector of this fact while in the.
cells. OCn paper it appeared to be a good case. The defendant's statement
commenced: "I was quietly walking home after watching the twilight bowls".
However, it transpired that he had t.at very evening consumed theequivalent
of 5 schooners of beer, was on a bond for assaulting his wife and had been
banned from at least one local hotel. He also admitted that he had threat-
ened to shoot the police if they came to his home.

Thege facts were not brought to our notice until after we decided to
provide legal aid.

In due course, hig case was heard and he was convicted and fined
various small amounts in respect of each charge.

An interesting issue of civil liberty was raised in this case. On the
first occasion that the matter was before the Court, the defendant saw the
Frosecutor, the Stipendiary llagistrate and two police witnesses lunching
together. On the next occasion the defendant was represented by Counsel
aud on his application the venue of the case was changed and the matter
heard by another Stipendiary Magistrate.

One of the ciiences with which he was charged was "threatening words".
It was alleged that while in the dock at the police station after arrest he
said to the arresting Sergeant (in a loud tone of voice) "When I get out of
here tomorrow, I am going to get a shot gun and blow your - head off". The
Stipendiary Magistrate fined him {$4.00 for this and said he vhought the
Sergeant was unduly sensitive.

Of course, it is well known that police officers are peculiarly sensit-
ive people. What may not be particularly offensive to the average person can
cause great offense to many police officers who, of course, without prejud-
icing themselves in respect of costs, can arrest people on the blanket )
charge of "offensive behaviour". A lawyer of our committee recently . perused
the record of convictions of a lady well known to the police in a certain
western district of Sydney. There were three foolscap pages of these con-
victions which mainly consisted of "offensive behaviour" and the facts given






