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do solemanly and sincerely declare that:

Reearowe my Aesit 20 2008 Prrn
1993 arsou ¢ ONVICTION 0 AND EVE
eurspant ro 5. 369 Cammm Law

or CRIMINAL ABUSE or DeEice anp paods

M,fmr Avewsta HT00
_PRI4ONER

. , ﬂﬂﬂﬂ.{;m&crﬁﬁ
PagTicu AR GoverNons Recronse LR 08 2 May, 2009
ACCUSE S A. Prevaer M. Raww pp 4.4

{Decupation) .

0R MeRcy_peRTANNG To My
EEEMLTIMQ_M.SHJMGMIMNT
L1935 in
GRMALLY
. Arorney-Eenerar M, Breson
Pine FALSE aup CRIMINALLY

MISLEADING LEGAL ADVICE xo Twe SA] GIVERNOR anp PROFESSIONAL

NEGLIGENCE -y COMPLICITY wa ytie CRiminas 4TS oF B, Cauce
B amererive To Cover-Upsuct AETS, mp MINISTERIAL_CORRUPTION,
T _uae?Y To_Rack ts ALL vp i Cain WAL LaveTs wiri_aocumens PROJE,

And I'make this solemn declaration conscier
atid hy virhie of the provisions of the Oath

Sipnature (ﬁwﬁﬂﬁ ﬂ N 4

iously bciiﬂvh?gﬁm same 1o he trae,

At 1936-190

2

=

Declared and subscribed at fﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁfﬁ_&ﬁﬁﬂ_- .

e
in the said State by the sai&_.._Q,_.DlﬁR_E E ?7/

this__ OF

dav of Mfﬁ?fﬂé'@

8

Bolore me:

RONALD DAVID BLELEM
" A Justice of the Peace in ond
Jor the State of Sowth Austratia

J

Hore—Thiz Declaration mmst he signed bafor & Tostid
Afltdavits, or & Notary Publis.
Any ateration made mmst be initialled by both the app

&

p o G395)

¢ of the Prace, a Commizeioner for Taking

Hoant and the Mnelica of the Peace,




STATUTORY DECLARATION

AUSTRALLA

1, Davip Perer JARRETT
of forr Aveusm Prison, Sovrh ﬁuafg_.quﬁ} do solemnly and sincerly declare

that

Recaroing My Aere 20 3008 Permion For Mency PERTAMNG 70 MY 1993 arson
CONVICTION, ANp EVENTS RESULTING IN SAID CONVICTION, PURSUANT TO Seetion 369
oF Cemnal Lﬁw ConsoripATion Acy, SeuH AustrALA 5935 N PARTICUL AR
GOVERNORS RESPONSE Lemer of 2% Mmr 2009, 1 F{}RMﬁLD’ ACCUSE SQUTH
AUSTRALIAN PREMIER MIKE RANN ap (ForMzR) SOUTH AUSTRALIAN
ATTORNEY-GENFRAL  MIKE ATKINSON or CRIMINAL ABUSE or OFFICE Anp
PROVIPING FALSE anp CRM%N&LL‘:’ MISLEADING LEGAL AWICE vo tHe Sour
AusTRALIAN éovem.rag Anp FROFESSIONAL NEGLIGENCE, anp COMPLICITY v Toe
CRIMINGL ACTS oF F{]LJCE oFricer. RICHARD A, fﬁUMCE BY ATWEMPTING TO
COVER-UP such Crivamg ACTS, ANy MINISTERIAL CORRUFTION. Former Crown
Prosecuror PALA. RICE {now A Jupee), actep UNLAWFULLY ave wivs siATENT
CRIMINAL DISRECARD oF known EACTS 'WHEN PROSECUTING ME FOR THE ARSON CHARGE,
HE ENGASED v PROSECUTORIAL MISCONDUET acrs anp 1s CORRUPT, ALL
QUALIFIED EVIDENCE 1S 'IN DOCUMENT FORM Anp PROVES EVe ERY ACCUSATION
HEREIN  DESCRIBED, 1. pane 7HE Crovw 70 TRY ANP  DIS~PROVE me, m A Cougrr,
And T make this solemn declaration conseicntionsiy believing the same %o be truc, and

by virlue of the provisions of the Oathy Agt, 1936, as amended.
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WANTN SUE DaCOSTA
A Justice of the Peace i and
Jor the State of Seith Awsirelia
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EVIDENCE SHOWN HEREIN
CONSISTS OF PUBLIC TRIAL/
APPEAL TRANSCRIPT AND
TEXT FROM DOCUMENTS
GENERALLY PROTECTED UNDER
MY LEGAL CONFIDENTIALITY
RIGHT NOT TO REVEAL, BUT
WHICH 1 CHOOSE TO REVEAL
VIA THIS METHOD TO PROVE
MY SERIOUS AND LEGALLY
JUSTIFIABLE COMPLAINTS AND
ACCUSATIONS. GOVERNMENT
CORRUPTION, IMPROPRIETY
AND CRIMINAL ABUSE OF
DEPARTMENTAL AUTHORITY.

ANTI-CORRUPTION INVESTIGATION
IS URGENTLY REQUIRED IN THIS

STATE.




Backoround in brief

On 10-01-1991, employed a5 a4 ‘Maintcnance Person’ at Hungry Jacks restaurant,
Main North Road, Sefton Park, Adelaide (Australia), train carriage in exterior
eating arca {used for birthday parties), was set on fire {arson}, at approximately
5.15 am.

 told police who first atlended the scene, that | was assaulted.

T claimed assault happened in the train carriage when T went lo investigaie why the
rear carriage lipht was switched “ON’, as I didn’t recall noticing that same light
being “ON’ when [ arrived at work shortly prior to that fime.

Thete were 1o other erployees on sie, and two weeks prior fo this date there were
iwo reverse-cyele air conditioners (wall-mounted), stolen from that same train
carriape.

Attending police radioed for Ambulance officers fo attend and check my medical
condition. I was then conveyed via ambulance vehicle to the Roval Adclaide
Hospital for appropriate medical examination.

Fire Brigade, Detectives, Forensic Investigator, etc, allended to investigale.

1 continued employment af that restaurant for another two months.

I was never formally interviewed about the event in guestion until 31-07-1992, 18
months after the day of the fire.

Following my formal interview, police witncss statements were obtained from the
poiice officers who altended the scenc on 10-01-1991, and from hospital medical
stalf who cxamincd me at hospital on 10-01-1991.

I was convicted for the crime of arson mid 1993,

After 2002, T Petitioned the South Ausiralian Governor to quash said conviction, due
to police and prosceutor improprieties. The Petition was refused.

I now pursue this public complaint against Goverrenent ecmployee corrupiion which

resulied m said arson conviction.




This [fle will include copics of actual evidence documents which I will sefer to specifically, each
such document will have a cireled reference number vsually located in the upper portion of the
document.

Example: =D -1 TR-120

My Complaint in brief

1. My inital kawyer for nuy defence to the charge was Adelaide lawyer David F Stokes. Shortly prior {o
rial (which started on 24-05-1993), D2avid Stokes passed-off oy {rial representation 1o Adelaide based
tawyer Michazel Barnett, without even speaking 1o me prior fo Stokes off-loading me for niy irjal
reprosentation. Due to the degree of professional negligence by David Stokes, ncluding failing to
adequately investigate significant materisl details from statements he bad received from the Crown
prosectutor, then neghigenity fil o provide all Crown wilness statements to e, or adcguately instruet
Michzel Barneit a5 to the significance of cerlain exculpatory evidence, coniained witinn stalements
Stokes received from the Crown, T was denied fair opporlunity to receive even adeguate trial
representation by Michaet Bamett. I do ot doubt that had Michacl Bamett been given eves four
weeks pricos to tial, to prepare my trial representation including reading ali Crown wilnoss statemnents
himself, not oaty would the jury verdicl be difforent, bat certain Government emplayees woald bo
investigated for acts of Impropricly and Professional Misconduet, Unfortenately for me though,
David Stokes was stll dizceting Michael Bamell what fo and not to do.

2. Police officer Richard Cannce conmmitled criminal acts as « police officer, inchiding making faise
police statement and commitling serious perjury during his trial festimony ay a Crown witness. His
deliberate actions denicd me fair apporiunily to prove my innccence of (e charps,

3.  Police offiver Richard Crmumce dusing his izl testimony, admitted to misieading the jury about
significant materiat evidence ke relied upon, which was against my truthfulness, with the Intention of
tainting and sevicusly miskcading the jury about the reliabslity of his evidence.

4. Crown proseculor Pant Rice deliberafely migled the fury with ixfal tostimony from Crown wiinesses,
about significant material cvidence which he personally knew to be false, i particular by Crown
witnesses Richard Cannce and Doctor Rayinond Beheens, with {he intention of relying ozt those
vwitiesses' acts of perjury 1o taint and seriousty mislcad the jury about the infegrify and reliabikily of
evidence from both Crown witnesses,

5. Crown prosscutor I'aul Rice improperly tailored his questioning of sopze Crown witnesses duning,
witness leslimony, in particular Polee officer Richard Caunee, Police officer Brian Kitto, Police
officer Kym Modra and Dactor Raymond Belrens by not informing jury of speatfic and significant
saaterial evidenee known fo tespeciive Crown withesses, which if disclosed to the jury would not only
support the reliabitity of defondant’s testimany as being accurate and true, but alse facilitate a dillerest
verdict by the jury i full disclosure of such material facts bad boen revealed by those Crown
witnesses, during their fial testimony.

6.  Crown prosecutor Paul Rice inproperly misted the jury whilst questioning me during defendant cross-
cramination, when relying upon the Crown witness evidenes of Police officer Richard Caunce, and
accased me of providing three significantly different reasons as 1o why § actually attesded the train
cemiage. However, the only evidence supporting prool of cxactly who made the significantly different
claims as to what reason/s allegedly given by me, proves Richard Caunce on hehalf of The Stato
(iovermment, kas boen the only person nol only as source of the different veasons ulleged to have heen
given by me, but document evidence identifies the Government employees who Richard Caumces
provided his criminally false information te. Pelice officer Richard Caunce first claimed [ told him, 't
attended the irain carriage to investigate & rear Tight', second claimed {in police stalement), 1 told him '§
wenl (0 ieain earriage to fnvesiigate a fire', thivd claimed (in tyial testimony), T teld him 't wenl to irsin
carrizge to clean i’ Prosecutor Paul Rice had material evidence prior to wial which proved statements
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by Richard Caunce were professionally unveliable, criminaily misleading and fRise, yet improperly
used such faise information to coatinec o proscecule me, even with Paul Rice's knowledge of such
crimizal acts of impropriety by his own Crown wimesses.

Crown witness Doctor Raymond Behrens commifted porjuey during his trial testimaony, which was
known by Prosecutor Paul Rice, and improperty used by Prosecutor Paul Rice lo tainl and scricusly
mislesd the jury about the reliability and intemity of my own krial testimony, thereby denying me a
fair triad and 2 fair opportunity fo prove my innocence of the charge. Doctor Raymond Bebrens
criminaily misled the jury dwing his #ria testimony, and made sllegations against mo about significant
matcrial ovents, oven though his allegations wore contradictary fo and most certainky not supported by
his prior staiemexts to police.

Crime Scone brvestigator, Police officer Mark Pollard negligemtly faited to investigale crime scene
evidence, particulaly relating 1o Gain comage miegor Bghis and an obhviously ‘damaged irain camiage
window’, which was located af the south-western area of the fain. Professionally neglipent
investigalion by Mark Pollard iavolved lack of any physical evidence sach as crime scene
phiotographs, to support his Evidentiary Claims about specilic md materially significant aspects of the
lrain cariage ighl swilches, ieain carriage intorior Hghts, their light covers and globe filamen(s o the
dis-placed ‘damaged traim caviage window'. Phoiographs of the dis-placed window taken by Mark
Polard do howevor prove his assessment of the window to be sericusly Hawed, o the ctent of
tproperly mis-vepresenting , totally disreparding and seriovsly misleading in suggesting how and
when said window was actuaily dis-placed, by whom and for what reason. Crimse scene phologragh
Number 9 {of the Crown's trial Exhibits), visnally proves no smoke or sool oxifed the train carriage
inletor via said dis-placed rain carriage window, therefors any damage to seid window which
resutted in breaking the silicone seal of the window fram, couid only bave been cansed after the 'thick
black smoke which emanaied from both cnds of the train' was sabdned, which was after T bad bects puol
in the care of the St. John's Ambulance medical staff, proving I did sol elfeed the dis-placement of said
window. Serloushy misieading (rial testimmony by Mk Poltard denicd me fabr opportunify o prove
my Inmocence of the charge of arson,

Crown Prosecutor Paul Rice knowingly purparted evidence by some Crows witnesses as fact, even
tkough he had document proof that such purported facts were in fact false, thereby deliberaicly
‘causing me harm' and denyving me a fair tial,

Repested fommai complainis by me {0 the South Austratian Police Complaiuts Aulhorily sines 2007,
ahout the acts of criminal impropriety by police oficer Richard Caunce, have bean repeatedhy
dismissed by that Agonoy as not imporfant cnough to investigate.

I have twice since 2003, Petitfioned the South AustmmBan Govornor to ovorkarn my arson conviction as
il was oblained as a sesult of Professional Misconduct, Peijury, Abuse of Public Office and being
denied a fair trial. (overnor denied both Petitions. Bowever, my sceond Potition, dated 20-04-2008,
ihe Governor's refusal 1o acl on disclosures therein, and my formal complaints about the Legal Advice
the Governor recetved from the Government Ministers, gave me legal Causc fo make serious
accusations ageing (hen) Minfsters dMike Rann (South Avstralian Premier), and Michael Alkinson
{South Australian Aftorney-General}, of impropriety.

Crovernor's letter dated 23-10-208, nodificd me of the Governor's dismissal of my 20-04-2008 Polition.
1 then sought a copy of the Legal Advice the Governor reiied upon fom the respective Ministers, and
to this day have sfill not received a copy of that Advice, As a direct result of betieving | was being
dealt with improperly by the Governor, including being lrushed-off| considering the sorionsness of
the complatats | was making, [ deliberalely engaged in ahusive lefter writing to the Governn to furce
the Governar to Formally DHreel Police, who until then kad repestedly refused to atiend me in prison
to formalise my victim complaint', io allend me in prison and formally interview me repurding my
accusations of criminal impropricties by State Government employees. The direct result of such
Formal Interview, on 7-01-2010, was the mvobvoment of the South Anstralian Police Anti-Cormuplion
Branch, who as of March 2010 comumenced their Formal investigation. Thope that for their sake, they
too do not ey and eover-up the eriminal aclions of the police officer or the Ministers, Ibave warned
the Goverpment not to cover-up this matter because I will use overy legal means available to me
make public, name and shame overy porson wha aots improperly in refation to not only my azson
conviction, but also my attempts fo rectify this compiaind via the Governes,

Since State Govermmenl Bleciions in South Australia, March 2010, [ have wriien {o the aowly clected
Attormey-Genoral offering an opportanity o remedy my complaints as sbove deseribed, in 2 non-
public mammer. As at September 2010 T have still nof recetved any reply from the Aftomey-General.
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AlFT asked of the Governor was to either quash sald arson conviction themsedf, or refer my complai
{0 the Foll Cowrt, as per Procedural requirement and entitfement. My requost of the Governor was not
nnreasonabie, it was sapporiced by qualified document evidence, so Tam curicus about their off-the-
cuff dismissal of my complaints and wonder, how oxtensive is the level of corruption within the
Crown Prosecutor's Depariment, the South Australian Police Department and the South Austratian
Judiciary? At Jeast one South Australian Judge, Paul Rice, was a conupt Crown Prosecutor before
becoming & Judee. T is a reasonable question that I must ask, is Paut Rice also a corropt Judge? Only
a Royal Commission style investigation in South Australia, against the South Australian Judiciary,
South Australian Police Dopartment, South Austialiag Public Prosecutions Deparimoend, and
mdividuals Paul Rice (former Crown proscontor), Mike Rann {Slate Promier), Michael Atkinson
{Tormer Attorey-General), Richard A, Caunce {polive officer), Raymond Belrens (doctor), Mervyn
Allent {doctor), Brian Kitto {police officer), Alan M. Brown (police oflicer), Kym Modma {police
officer), Mark Pollard (former poliee forensic investigator), and the conduct of the South Australian
Governot, will properly weed out the extensive conuption perpetafed by South Australien (taxpayer
tunded}, Govermmnenl employees.

There are more items of complaint regarding my arson conviction, wilh gualified document suppart,
which are not described within this public netification method. They will be described in Criminal
Appeal documents,

Recent highly significant Crimina? Judgments in Austinlia, and Australian Case Law since at loast the
1970, as long standing support, gives serious weight to niy complaint about nol only my conviction
for arson, bat also events relating fo the manger in which it was achicved,

CASE LAW inclades:

The Quecn v. Attard and Mifsud [1970] | NSWLR 750 per Walsh TA at p. 736
The Queen v. Gessing (1985) 38 SASR 236 per King CF at p. 232

® v, Lawlord and Van de Wisl, Judpment Mo, 2929 of 1991, SASE.

Batfonr v. The Queen (1974} 131 CLE 310

Mailard v. The Queon [2003] WABCA 296,

Mallard v, R [2005] HCA 68.

R v. Stafford [2009] QCA 407,

Do to fanding limitations T was foreed to effect this public complaint apainst ury arson conviction, |
therefore take sole responsibitity for all acousations I describe herein against apy person and
Depatiment [ Agency. [simply ask for an opporfumity to have such accusations of tapropriely
properly assessed by the Criminal Court Jurisdiclion.

1 an in the process of arranging for my legal reproseniation of my complainis {o be conducted by
Soulh Austratian Lawyer:

i Komahan

{ Director of}

Tohnston Withers and Associates piy 1td
Barristers and Solisitors

17 Strt Streat

Adelaide, Sooth Austealia fAustaliay 5004
telophone (08) 8231 1110

AT et F gl




Evidence and Sopport

119 INDICATING AN ATTACEYD BOCUMENT, A DOCUMENT
REFERENCE CODE/NUMBER WILL BE INDICATEL.

2. Attached E1l E2 TR-EL) TR-121
Extraw fom Pobice Statement of Bichard Cacnee, dated T-08-1997:
"... assaulted by porsons vnknown receiving a heavy blow to the hack of his head resulling in bim
being knocked uvnconscious, this assackt had isken place when JARRTTT had pone to
investigate a fire inside then ratlway carriage.™

Extract from Trial Testimony of Accuzed (XMNY:

") You rocall Constable Caaace giving bagically two versions or accounts of why you said you
welre in the carringe?

0Q: Yourceall him saying initially, in his ovidence today, that you had gone oul 1o clean {he
caniage. When he wus snswering questions {0 me, and I asked him 'Did he say why fie had
gone there?, and the answer by you to him, olean the carrisge. Now, Iwvanl (o ask you about
both versions,

) And then, in cross-examination, he was asked about whether e had sarlier given & stafement
to the effect that you were going to invesiipaie a fize, that was inside the rajlway carrizgs.”

3 Adlacked TI-120 TH-121

Extract from Police Statement of Richerd Cmnoe, dated 7-08-31907:

", this assauit had taken place when JARBETT had gone to investigate a five inside the railway
carrisge.”

Txiract of Trial Testimony of Richard Canpee (XXN):

Defendant's lanryos,

"3 You have told the jury aboul (he conversation you had with Farrett, and vou are relying now oo
vour smeinory of what he said to yor

Yes.

You didn't make notes at thet time.

No.

Ok af some time later,

No.

i5 there any reason Tor that.

Thue to the briclcss of the cosversation T had with him, i was only regarding his fgjories...
He dide't onty tell vou about his injary, he told you sbout -

An assault,

What he had done.

Yes.

{low good do you say vour memory now s abowd that conversation, what he toid you.
Fuairly good.

Whon wag [t that you came to prepare 2 statement for use in these procecdings, sefting out
details of that conversaltion as best you can remermber thom - how long after the five.

R ayear, grobably.

What was your memory [ike ai thal. slagre, of that convoraation.

Fairly goad. :

[ suggest to you you put I yout slalemenl that M Jarrctl had told you that the assault kad
{aken place when ho had gone to investigate the fire inside the railway carriage.

i couild be -

The same a3 i is, the seguonce and the detail vou have recorded in your staleraent, is R the
same &5 you kave teld the jiny about.

Yes,

> QP SPROR QRSREFESFERrLsor
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You appreciate there is s difference bedween what you have told the jury and what you have
recortded in fyon) statenent,
Yes.
Dacs that rofresh in your memory what he said io you.
: o Yey, iF would be Y
4. Attached Fl F2 TR-120 TR-121
Extract from Polive Fire Report by Richard Caunce:
*... located the cleancr who stated that he observed a light in the carriage and upon investigaling
was YT

;. You told the jury that Mr Jarett told you fat he had gone to the carriage to clean it

Al Yes.

. Woudd you ike fo have a lock at the stafement you made.

O Do yonr agree with me that you have recorded in {your) statement .. when Jamretl bad gone 10
investigate a fire inside the railway carriage.

A: Yes,

(¥ Nothing about him having goue to the carriage to ofean it

A: No.

Q.

A

ok

A

Tixteact fiom Police Statement of Rickard Caunce, dated 7-08-1992:
.. assault had takoen place when Jarrett had gone to investigate a fire inside the raibvay caniage..."

Extract of 'Trial Testimony of Richard Caunce (XN}
FProsecuior,

" L did ke tell you where e was assanlied,

A:  Inthe (raim cartiage.

(. Dd 5o say why he had gone there,

A To clean i

Extract of Police Statement of Dr Raymond Belwens, daled 20.08-1992:
" Tarreti's behavionr during exambnation mdicated to me that he was agitated and upset”

Euxdract of Trial Testimeny of Or Raymond Beheens (XN}
“A: He was remarkably calm and scltnossessed, and didn't seera at all agitated or concerned ™
Atiacked Fi ¥ TR-124 TR-12%
Extract of Police Statement of Delective Kym Modra, dated 7-08-1992:
" ... he advised that he had scen a light in the railway carziage, he bad gone into the canrtage and...
assanifed.”
6.  Allached Eil F2 FIR-£20 TR-121

9. Atfached Fi F2 TR-120H Ti-121

10, Altached PO P2 PC-3 PC-4

1.  Adached P& P2 PG-3 P-4 PS5 PG-6 P7 sD-1
1-1 GL-2 (7L-41 G142 GI-5 GL-6 17

12, Attached =1-1 GL-43 GL-42 GE-5 GLE-6 GE-T -5

th
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ATTACHED DOCUMENTS

LIST
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Brief descrintipn of Circumstances of { irE, inclcting details of PrOeRedty damaged. whem fire first started, exient of darmage
caused by fire, e,
Police patrel 0 30 drove pzst the BrEMises ot appros 5.15.8.m. 2nd noticed tmoke
emanating from the railway carrizge adjacent fo the hungry dacks Lestuarant, upon
investigation Ioeatred the cleaner who stated that he chbserved s light in the
Carriage and uEQ_'n J"__nl,:estigat‘gg wWas confronted by 3 men who Sssauited him and knocked
him vnconciaus, HEOD Teviving he noticed that ihe carriage was on fire and the men
had decamped he thep returned to the main Testuarant 1o phone the fire brigade
and at thHis time the Police arrsved . The cleaner Poter David JERRETT was takeon
to the RIAM, For treztmont. the M.F.g. gttended and extinguiched the fire
and when they exonined the carrian: incerdiary dovices ware loctted inside the
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q;= Fairly good.

I couldnft see what he wag
counter.

120 RJA. CAUNCE XN

doing. He was behind the

Did yourself and Kitto gain access to the main

restaurant.

Yes, wea did.

How did you do that,
Jarrett opened the door.
Does that mean ﬁhe door wa

Yes; it was.

g locked.

You had a conversation wigh Jarrett, did you.

Yes, I d4did.
Whereabouts did that take .

place.

In the main area of the restaurant, by the front door.

Just so far as the main restaurant part is concerned,

The wmain roof lighting.

- what lighting was on at the time that you attended.

You mean the interior lights.

Yeas.

What about the external lights.

Ho.

Were you akle to tell, =0

concerned, whether or net

inside that.

There were nct;

Can you just tell the jury
Mr Jarrett, and perhaps I

whether yvou made notes of

No, I did not.

You made a statement for u
some stage, did you.

I did.

What is your memory about

Yes,

Jarrett,

far as the carriage was

there were any lights on

of your conversation with
should ask you first of all
that conversation.

se in these proceedings at

your conversation with

Would vou just relate that| to the jury.
He siated that he had been| struck on the back of the

head by an unknown person,

When he awoke the carriage

and rendered nnooneEcions.

was on firé. He ran to the

v I T ) - T R
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his head.

restaurant, tc.phﬂne the Ifire brigade.

It may have been impliciy in what you have said, bubt diag
he tell you whereabouts He was agsaunlted,

In the train carriage.
Did he sav why he had gone thers.
Te c¢lean it.
What else, if anything, &an you remember about that
canversation with him.
1 asked him if he was injured. He said he wasn‘t, but
he wasn’t feeling well. 8o I called for the ambulance.
Did'yau do that by police| radie or -

Yes, I did, by police radlic.

Did you see, or fesl for,: any signs of injury upoh him,
T ilooked for signs, yes, T did.

What did you dao.
I looked at the back of his head, and felt for any
lumps, abrasions at the back of his head.

Why did you do that.

To determine the extent of his injuries.

Why did you look at the back of his head, as distinet
from the forehead.

Jarrett said it was thas back of his head he.was struck.
Did he physically indicate on his head whereahouts it
was that he had been strudk.

Yes, ©to the back.
What did you do, by way of trying to find out

whether there was, in fact, any injury toc the back of

I felt his head, parted the hair and loocked.
Could you see any sign of finjury or lump.
No, I could not.
The M.P.S. T think attended the fire presumably.
Yes, they didg.
Extinguished the fire you had seen there & little
earlier.

Yes, they diqd, .
And 5t John’s anmbulance, they turned up.
Yes, they d4id. )
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POLICE COMPLAINTS AUTHORITY

Sth Floor
50 Grenfell Stresf .

Reference; ADEL AIDE SA 5000
23337
Gorrespondence to:

Box 464 GPD
ADELAIDE 501

15 April 20082
Teicphone:
{08) 3228 8677
Fucshnlia:
{8} 8226 8674

iir O P Jarreti

Port Augusta Prison

BB U4 Divigion

PO Box 6

FORT AUGUSTA 3A 5700

Dear Mr Jarrei

f refer o your cotrespondence recelved by this office on 9 Aprii 2009. | nole the Issues you have
raised i your correspondence were previously addressed i your prior complaint received by this
office onh 30 December 2007,

| do not propose to refer your allegations for investigation as previously stated. In any event at least
14 years has elapsed since the afleged conducl. | have the discretion not fo refer matlers for
investigation if a complaint is made more than six months after the conduct complained of. In this
case | have made a determination pursuant to $21{1}a) of the Pollce {Complaints & Disciplinary
Proceedings Act not to refer your compiaint for investigation for this reason.

Yours faithfubhy

Wayne Mackay

Delagate for

Anthony D Wainwright
Police Complainis Authaority

i 7.
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POLICE COMPLAINTS AUTHORITY

Sth Floor
5 Grenfell Sireet
ADE{ AIDE BA 3006

Correspondonca to:
Sox 454 BFPO
AOFE AIDE 5004

Talaphose:

TFealling pleass ask foc

Angle Attard {08} 8226 SBYT
Facshmlila:
B} BEAH BGTA
Ericrencs: o8}
C23337

1 Sentember 2009

Mr David Jarrett

Tort Augusta Prison

BE T34 Division

"G Box f

PORT AUGUSTA SA 5700

Dear My Jarrett

1 refor to your corvespondence received by this office on 28 Angust 2009 . T note the issues
vou have raiscd in your currespondence were proviously addressed in your prov complaing
received by this office on 30 Decomber 2007,

i do not propose to refer vour allegations for investigation as previously stated. In any event
at lcast 14 vears has clapscd since the allcged conduet. T have the discretion not to refer
ynalters for investigation if a complaint is made more then six months afler the conduct
complained of. In this case T have made a delermination pursuant to S21(1)a} of the Police
(Complaints & Diseiplinary Proceedings ) Act not {o refer your complaint for inveshigation
for this season.

Yours faithfully,
Heiden Lincs -0
Delerain {ov

Antheny I¥ Wainwright
Acting Police Complaints Anthoriiy

aviraxatt
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Tr AsF

Fnrireg
j Telplne
i Facsimia

22 September 2009

Mr D Jarrett

Port Augusta Prison
PO Box 6

Fort Augusia SA 5700

Cear Mr Jarrett,

On behalf of the Commissioner of Police | acknowledge receipt of your letter dated
15 September 2008, conceming a complaint against a member of the South
Australia Police.

I note this matter has been previously regisiered with the Police Complaints Authority
as a formait complaint and has been finalised.

Notwithstanding this, | am sending your letter to the Infernal investigation Section for
further assessmeant.

if you require any further information please contact the internal Investigations
Section on phone 8204 2648,

Yours sincerely

17, foon

Ashiey Gordon
Chief Inspecior
STAFF OFFICER - COMMISSIONER

ANEED

o e
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. . Government
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POLICE COMPLAINTS AUTHORITY

oth Floor

50 Grenfel! Strest
Reforance: ADELAIDE SA SHl
C23337
PC —-L" Correspondetios b
Box ddd GPO
ADELAIDE S001
2% Septembar 2009
Telaphono:
(D8] B226 8ETT
Faosimile:
{GE) E226 BGT4
Wr O P Jamett
Port Augusia Prison
BE U4 Division
PO Box B

PORT AUGUSTA SA 5700

Daar Mr Jarett

| refer to your correspondence received by this office 25 September 2009, 1 nofe the issues you
have raised in your correspondence wers previously addressed in your prior complaint received by
this office on 30 December 2007,

i do not propase fo refer your allegations for investigation as previously stated. In any svent at least
14 vears has elapsed since the alleged conduct. | have the discretion not to refer matters for
investination if a compiaint is made more than six months after the conduct complained of. In this
case | have made a delermination pursuant to 821{1)}{a} of the Police {Complainis & Disciplinary
Praceadings Act not to refer your complaint for investigation for this reason.

Yoirs faithfully B /7 .

Helen Lines

Delsgate for

Anthony B Wainwsight

Acting Pellce Complainis Authority




Wednsesday 10 March 2010

Mr David Jasrett

Port Augusta Prison

B0 Box &

PORT ADGUSTA SA 5700,

Dear Mr Jarrett,
Further to our conversation of 4 March 2010,
Braneh is in receipt of documentation you pra
January 2010 relative to yaur conviction for if

| furthar confirm we are in receipt of a franscr

Your Ref

(e R
Erinuirias

Talapi e
3 Facsllla

| confirm that the Anti-Corruption
vided {o the Port Augusta ClB on 7
e crime of arson in 1883,

pt of the conversation that you had with

Port Augusta C.1.B. Detactives on that same date concerning this conviction.

Wouid you plazse advise in writing if thate is

any other material that you wish us to

consider when assessing this matter. ﬂddres; any correspondence to the Officer In
3

Charge, Antt-Corruption Branch, GPO Bax 1

Yours Sincerely

Faul Mariin .
Patec sant 4134

Qﬁti-ﬂurmpﬂﬂn Brang

h“"“-—-—.___‘_____,_,____.. _

9 ADELAIDE 34 5001

e

Goverdinghd of 1

v pelice szoowey  South Australia Poflce, GPO Boy 1539, Adafasde 5 ﬁéﬂ[ﬁ ABN 93 795 0] 552 of Bouth Austrakia
|
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TEGAT, MATIRIAT. @
o The Govemor of South Australia

Govemnment House, Nozth Terrace, Adclaide
- PO Box 2373
Adelade 54 5

From:  Trevid ¥ Jarrett
{DCE No, 694053
Watals Prison
o~ 1 *eter Brown Drive
Morthfeld SA S0ES

o Formal Pefition to State’s Goveor to reclify miscarriage of justice.
A0 APRT. 2008
Dear Governor for and of Soiuth Ausfrabia

I respectftly request your sesistanee, pursuant to the provisions of Section 369 of the Crimizal Law
Comsolidation Act, 1935 Soufh Australia, fo roetify a judicial conviction of guift, vig jury finding, for the orime of
UEOL.

1t bas taken me many alicrapts over several vears 1o leam ahoud, Then obtain The proef T needed to qualify my
complaiat of miscaniage of justice and wrongful canvicon.

Such evidence includes police statements, tial franseripl, withess slaloments and crime scene photographs {(Crown
Tixlubif}.

Hat all possble, that you cxereise vour logal powers {o formally direct said arson convielion be quashed, o fter
iresligating this matfer, or thal you might dizcet the matier io the Attorney General for South Ausitalia endfor
State’s DPP for Referenve to Judicial Determination with vour rexquest for sazd conviction 1o be overtzmed.

Thank you

TF farred & J'r 10 G flewda omvi=ing o 1




LEGAL MATERIAL

o The Govemsor of South Austealiy
Government House, North Tarrace, Adefside
&= PC Box 2373
Adelaide SA 5007

Fram:  Thuvid ¥ Jamrett
(D28 No, 694453
Yafala Prison
of- i Peter Brown Drive
Nogthfield 5A 5GBS

20 APTRIF. 2008

FETITION FOR MER(CY

Puesuent 1o the previsions of the Cominal Law Consolidation Act 1935, Section 368, I submit this Fozmal Petition
to the Goverrer of South Austalia, and respectfully ask the Governor’s legal powers be exercised to in effect
quagh, or at the very least st aside my current criminal convietion for “arsan’, fating as at mid 1993 ddal and
conviction.

1 ask the Glovernor’s appreciation for my lack of legal knowledpe and altempt to write in legalese.

My complainl of “wrongfist conviction® and "serious miscarriage of justice’ refates to my 1993 sreon convicHon:
Before- Tudge Lee {Adelaide THsitict Court)
MNumbers- 2142/42, 876/93
Senlineing- 16 June 1993
CLOCA- Section 85(1) arsan

This complaint will qualify my claims of police ofliser “perjury’, police officer “tailoring of evidence?, crime
scene photographer ‘negligence’ and ‘misleading reporting of crime scens evidence?, prosecutor presenting ‘false
omd seriously misteading evidence’ to jury, prosecution "failure to present fels’ rather than tailored and fraueulent
evidence 1o jury, prosecution ‘ failure io present ali known material Fictsfevidence® to jury, defacto ‘non-disclosurc
of material facts and evidence® to jury thereby ‘tailoring prosecution’s case to deny me a v and jusf trial’, and
‘real chance to prove innecent of criime and reccive “not puilty™ verdict’.

BRTEF BACKGROUNT:

1y Daate ofwson H-1-1991 at Hungry Facks Restaucant (zailway carrage).
2y Date of Official Five Report ;
10-01-1921, by Constsbla Cannee,
3)  Initia} Responding Uniforms
Copstables Cavnce and Kitto,
4y Mid July 1892 farrett arested for murdor {unrelated mattor).

5%y Late July 1992 : Lst. tume Jarrett “questionad’ by police abawt said arson.

6} December 19921 Commilial Hemving, arson charge.

7 25 oy F903 . Argon Frial.

Y 10 Fure 1993 Argam Scniencing,

By Mid 1994 Murder Trial.

18} upprox. 2082 ; Farrelt obtains archive files re arson wad murder, from original solicitor’s fites {Dhavid

Btolees), after Stoles sold ks Legal Firm,
I} After oblaining evidence Ineeded, from David Stokes” office Sies, which T kad been trying {o obiain for »
long time, I sighted some evidence for the first time, including fire reports, officer slatements, hogpital
records, crime scene photos (had only scen spestfic pholos divected to look st whilat in sl witess b

0 Flamta & Fetsa G [urey ceniiinn] pr 3




12)

13}

143

15)

16}

17}

18
19)
209

21)

22)

[
LEGSAL, MATHRIAL

Ropuated written requests to David Slokes over several months prior to trial, for afl fre, police, medica! eta,
stetenuats and reports, got me Stokes’ respanse ‘not received from Crown yel®. T lnter proved {wia 2002
archive fiie), that Stokes yeccived most of that shorily afier Committal Hoering but kepl denying sach to
me. §can prove (his via my “original’ hand-written lellos to Stokes which his office ‘stamped” a5
“recerved” with date, which I obtained fror 2002 mrchive file, Alsw, Stakes’ letlers 1o me that Crown had
not previded material yet. K required I would gladly show such decumenis to your favesiizator.

What this means is that 1 went to trial not even knowing or ever seeing mouch of the official Siate’s
evidenoe, '

adfler reading, trying lo understand, &y to myestigate and fry 1o obtain lega) meanings and nrocesses about
such evidence, 1 then applied for Logal Ald Funding, Their Funding Refuss! stated iy TupTesontaiion was
adequate by David Stokes and properly dealt with by David Slokes®, thereby sholiig the done onrac, After
fadiciaily complaining about Legal Services’ treatraent of me {relaling to my 1994 murder trial and PILT {0
trial}, » few years ago I ave had significant problems even {rying to see a daly soficiinr, the L5C Director
“instrurted” duty soliciors “rot to visit me”, [ was then forced o condust a full mvestigation ag far as 1
could ze arson maller,

Aside from Pavid Stokes™ conduet prior to arson triel, my trial lawyer was Michae] Barmoil, David Stokes
dumped my frial representation on M. Barneil on 19-05-1993, ondy days before toal. M. Barnett wrote
ietter to DFE’s triul prosecutor staling that he'd just boen given my trial worl

Tiis is significant because of docunumt facts T have row seen. | suspert soone of the docomont evidence T
will ndicate later, were not even seen by M. Bamett prior to or during tial, Addifionally, thawrk conduct
by David Siokes denied me adequale or competend t3al representation, that does not excuse the actions of
Stale Government cniployees incladisg frial prosecutor, some police officers and a Foyal Adelaide [Tospital
Doctor,

Caiter HL.C. of Austraiia
Thiatnch v'Fhe Queen
(1992 177 C.LiL}
page 209
RIGHT TO A FAIR TRIAL
The right of an accused to reveive a fair trial according to law is o fondemental element of our
¢hizainal justice gysiem (3337

THE EVIDEN{T

Crown's cage based substantially around &) “staged erime scene” claim re broken irain carriage wirsdaow,
and bj “fold different reasons when questioned” about why I went o investigate rain CATTEHED.

Omn duy of fire fold police [1] “to investigate light on in train’. During iral I reiterated 2} “went to
vestigate light in carriage®. That is the only answer Uve given for wiry went to frain.

PROCT of my inifial angwer [1] above, is cleatly wiitten on Police Fize Reporl dated 18-01-3991 by officer
Caunes, page 2 at {op porfion:

13} "facaicd cleaner who stated that he observed o light in the {zafm carviage andl ypon Investigalion was

von fronted...” :

FROOF of miy jnitial snswer | 1] ebaye, 1 clearly written on Statement oy Pelice Officer K. Modra (CIR),
dated H7-08-19%2:
141 “..Ie adviged that he had seen 4 light i the railway carrizge.,.”

But neither Pulice Fire Report document or ils confouts were prosented fa fury, nor Statement or its contenls
by K. Modra {CIB), presented to jury. Talse did not know they existed znd § suspect M. Bamett alss did
not know they existed,

TIF Prmea 0 Terva G (2000 elctio) pa 3




23)

)

25}

263

27}

28)

25)
30

313

TEGAL MATERIAL

Police Offficer Caunce in his [5] Statement dated 07-08-1992 declared:
16 “...this assauit had faken place when Jarrett had gone to investipale a fre inside the raitway carriage..”

But then m el proper Ceunce first declared:

17 % .. first of al] whether you made notes of that conversation.
A: Mo, Idid not.
£ What 13 your mmemony about vour conversation with Jarest.
A Fanly good.

‘Fhen when guestioned by proseculer Rice:
i3]tk Dhd ke say why he had pone there.
T A Toolsanit”

The prosecutor fajled to infoms the cowrt and the jury that its significant material withess, a police officer
(mr leas), bad lied ta the court and seriousty misled the jury. Perjury at [77 above “fairly good”, and a lie at
{97 ahowve,

{Zaunce has therefore officially provided 3 very different amswers to the same question. Angwer }, al [3]
above (fact). Answer 2 at |6} above (He). Answer 3 at (9] above (il

The prosecuter has an absoluic kegal obligation w inform the courl and jury of any sech differencas
belwoen ils witness' Police Statement and rial answess, yet the prosecutor filed o do 5o, Why then is the
prasecuior nof complicil in the brproper conduct of iis owan witness, sspecially when the prosceulor did and
said nothing to inform the courd or jury of said differences?

Onty when Caunce questioned by defence M Bamett did I bevome aware of such differencs i anewers {as |
still had never seen any statement by Caunce), additionally that’s also when jury xformed of soch different
angwors by Caunce:
HB] " The same ag it 15, the sequence and the defaf] you have recorded in vour statement, it is the
same as you have tobd the jury abowst?™
(13 “Ar  Yes”
[12} “Q: Yoo told tha jiry thal My Jarrett told you thal he had pone to the carriage to clean it
[13] “A: VYes.”
{14} "0 Taugpest (o you you put in your slalement that My Jmrvett had told you (hal the asssull had
taken place when he had gone to investigate the firc inside the railway carriage, do you agree
{hat that is I vowr staternend.
: Hoouldhe
[15] “(: You sppreciate there is « difference hetween what you have told the jury and what you hsve
recorded in he statement aboul ke conversetion.
A Yes®
6] “Qr Docs thed refresh in your memory what he said to vou.
r Yes, #would he”

Caunce eontintes o mistead (he jury at { 16} above and In 1o way fies to tell the (rsth about my actus!
reason for going to the @ain, which is dircetly kmown by Caunee re [3] above.

The prozceutor bad obvious knowledge (hat T was telling the feuth about what I did actuatly say lo Caunce
an day of Tirg, re why I went fo tain carviage,

Chain of Fact re {17, [2] and {3] above:

Caemce - in statement and trial said “he spoke to me®, _
Kitfo - in statement dated 87-08-1992 said [17] “Caunce then had conversation™, and in triaf sajd 718)
he did not gpeak with me'.

Modrs - in statement at [4] above confirms [1] and {3] above.

& Faknd & Fol kB e codalim] pr 4
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32)

33)

34)

35}

36)

37

38)

39)

40)

413

42

43)

44)

LEGAL MATERIAL

To prove fFom whom Modra zeceived details of [4] above, refer o the following.
Caunce Statemment:

(19] .. Bliwabueth CIB arrived then they had a conversation with FOU Kitte™,
Eitio Staterment:
20 LD awived at the soere and & had a comversation with them?”,

Therciore, [old Cagnee {1] above. Caunce then informed Kitto of [1] above. Kitto ther informed Modra
of [1] gbave,

Modra was not questioned about [4] above from pelice staternent (by prosecaior), lo further disoredit
Cavnee asd prove Caunce was continuing fo mislead jwy. T certainly had not ever seen Modra’s statement
until 2002 azciive file obtained. Fury therefore was still being fandamentally misted and Rariously and
unfaxly prejudiced by nol being properly informed about such significant materiat facts known o the
moaector as (3] and 47 ahave.

Modra's Statenent was nol shown fo Jury,

T was repraledly badpered by proscoutor during trial questioning, sbout Caunce’s two versians of me going
to fain carriage, and my trial answer of ‘(o nvestigate a ghl on® resuited in prosecutor’s claims and
acousstions of tailoring my evidenee,

Raoyal Adclmde Hospital Dioctor B Belrens® Stateroent dased 20-02-1992 slaied:
(21} “Jarett’s behaviour during examination indicated to e thal he was apitated and upset.”

However, dunng {zal questioning stalod:
(22] “Cr  How long were you actually with hisn.
Ar Pento fifieen mimulcs, aroand that fime.™
(23 "(x Would you describe his domeanour, a5 vou were doing that,
Ar o He was remmarkably calm and sulf-possessed, and didn’t seam at af] agilated or concernsd,”

Reiterated F23] above by prosecutor whon questioning Famret! during trial:
{24 "Qx  That docfor told us on Tuesday “he was remarkably calm and selfpossessed. e didn’t scem
at ail agitated or concomed.”™

Nat oaly has the Doctor sigrificantly changed his cvidence, comparing £213 above to {231 sbove, but this
fact iz alze nof challenged by prosecutor.

Prosecutor’s profossional witness has cloarly lied to jury, mis-represented medical fite evidenes which was
also known te said Doctor, it was his own Stalemene, seriousty and significantly misled jury, and yel
orosecutor fadod to notify or inform couwrd and fury of such differences.

How can thal prosecutor be acting according te Supreme Court Rules (Tuly of Proseculor), when lmown
malerial facts are hidden from the jury by prosecator and substituted with “tajlored’, ‘false’, ‘risivading®
and ‘inacourale’ evidence from Crown's own wilncsses?

I is thereforc Tapossible for me to receive & *fair® is! accerding to Law.

Regardless of my trial lawyer M. Bamett’s ack ol knowledge of the caistence of cenlain Crown evidence
{documents}, or content of such docwment cvidenee, or nepligent conduct of my solicitor David Stokes
witich furdamentally denied me adeguate, competent or reasonable iegmd defence veprosentation prior 1o
and during frial, the conduct by the State’s prosecator Mr Rice and some of Slule's professional winesses,
was of such a degree of impropricty and abuse of position end agency {o suggest ‘malicious prosecution’
and “criminal disregard” fowards factual cvidentiary represcntation of Crown’s cvidence 1o jury im oriminal
trial provecdings.

Crire Sccae vvestigator W Pollard declared in his Staternent daled 10-31-1992:
(23] "..employed by NZI Tnaurance. .since Fehruary 1993,

TF lrprd, % LeLipday 2GS0 4 5
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45)

46)
47}

28)

49)

LEGAL MATERIAL
. _ . ,,

[36] “..aftached ta the Technical Scrvices Division and have been sinee Jmuary 1982,

[27] “ﬁ‘ approximiately 6.30am™ {attended crime scenel.

[28] "...it wag discovered that on the southern side the fonth window from the weslemn end ﬂ:mi fhe
perspex window had become loosened on the boilom cdge. {photograph 9 refers).”

- [28]  "On cnlering the carriage from the weelom end {photograpi=] 0, 11 and 12 zofer).”

[38]  “In doorway belween the western end and th{: castern ond of the carriage but s3] 1o the westem and
was locaied 2 plastic squecse boitla...

[31] “Towards the EﬂSTﬂm rnd of fhe carriage in the castem E:l‘ad on the southern gide was s round steel
coutaine.,

M. Pollard declared during trial guestioning:
[32] "G IHad vou miake motes of your etendanec...

A Pdid”
[33] " When were those notes made,
Ar WhilstT was exameining the scene,”
{34} " Your principal function was to examnine the railway camizge..
Ar Yes'
{35] " Didyen examine one or 2 number of doors to that camiage...
Al Yes™
130} “Q: Did yon condudd an cramination of that window.
Ar o Yes, [did.”
BAT] "0 Ina lot of respects, these phoiographs can speak for themselves,
[38] “x  If you would proceed through (ke balence of these jtems...”
“A: Theneat ... HI2 ... wasa full can..”
[39] “03: R4
A HF4 was a paper sample used es a control ”
{40] “A: .7 actoally madc an omor ... becasse I took # fom the vear section of the fmok...”
{41] "0 ‘Was that a paper fowel.
A Yos, fom the same sowree as HP4."
(2] 0 8o thad also has the distinef possibilily of having been contamizated by petral.
Ar That’s correct,™

(M3 "Ar . And HIa, which is a pair of shoes from Mr Farrett.
£ ﬁt what stage did vou c{ﬂlcct thoese Fom him.
Ar o Caw’treeall

A .. 1 have not recorded when © astually collected..”
[dd] “0n Iﬂ any cvent ihey (shoss) were taken Fom him that moming at Hungry Jacks, upnn his selismn.
M ¥es™

Pollard was in last few weeks of job when started investipaling crime scene (125] above),

Adter many years in this field should be a professional and know exactly how to perform his duties exparily,
and all required proceduzes (1341 above).

Claims 1o have properly examined doers and locks, lights snd swilches, meetal can and Hd, match box and
window (photograph 9}, and yol not a single itern was fnger print tested, There wore 1o photos of doer
focks or Hglt switches to support his claims relating to them, Withno visual evidence to qualily his claims,
how can a Courl justily soch claims as material evidence/fact? 17is words arc not safficient, especially
when his conduct proves professional negligence and prosedural seglect, and fnvestipatory meompetence,

Clzims t0 have examined ‘war window® {2t {28] and [36] sbove), and somehow failed basic visual
gxanination. Refer crime scene phologzaph 9.

TP TareeH 7 Pol f2Oorfreca coandthal) 12 ©
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52)

53

54y

55)

S6)

57

58

59)

60Y

LEGAT, MATERIAL
The cxterior yellow paiat around window frame. Thoere is absniutely ne smoke or sel residne oo yeliow

paint, Suggesting that window was not hroken at fime of fire, and was only broken afler smoke had besn
subdued, Uniform pokice stated “thick, Black smoke pourg out both ead doors’, vet this window shows ng
sach signs,

No residue testing on exterior surface, neetigent.

I phetograph 5 look at the “clean wood® of window frame {unpainted), which wouid be covered by PEESPER
edge mnd window putty if window wes undamaged. The wood is ‘ctean’, no sootmyg or evidence of
sraoke/soot staining, suggesting window not damaged prior to or during five,

Suggest crime scene tampering,

Tanrett in hospital when window was sety a8y damaped st could not have been damaged by me, which ig s
mador peint from the Crown fhat I ‘staged crime seenc by breaking that window®

Wilkin Poltazd’s Ofticial Report there is no indication that Pollard contaminated “HI4 or HI5®. Thiswas a
significant reaterial face, legally required to be reported OReially, vof not disciosed to dofence wniil 1 a}
proper. That is therefore a taflored reporl improperly not disclosing il fmvest eation notes fom orime
scene, non-diselosure of ‘chain of custody® ol all crire sceune tesling eqmpment (§39], {44, [41], 142, [43]
snd 44} above}, using contaminated ‘controls’, no chain of custody for colleclion of “HIS" (wark boots),
Erom whom were boots collected, who colleeted hoals, what Hime, what date, af what losation, and their is
nio “fietd Teceipt” for coliestion of boots. What an absolut cly negligrnt and nnprofessional and ineompetent
crime scene investigalion. Therc is no way correct Police Procedure was comipited with, yol such
anpropricty was still used by The Stalc to wronghilly and sulawhlly prosecute me for this charpe,

Constitutional Right of a fuiy and ﬁus,t trial were denied lo me by the Crown during tral, and by The Staic.

The Crown, on behalf of The Stats, hed elear evidence of crimanal abuse of power by government
empleyes, theeehy employing comphicity by the trial prosecutor o offect & conviction.

Trial prosecutor did not coraply witk Supremc Cowrt Rules whilst praseculing me, wsed pesjury by sore
Crown wilnosses to laint and mislead jury daring trial, and made absolutely no avempt 1o mform the Coust
or Jury when ity own wilnesses conlradicted/significanily changed evidence from thelr statemonts with
witness box evidence during frial, Thatisa requirement of the Crowa, yet nod performed by trigl
roscoutor.

There was 2lso o forensic teating: for srolefsoot Fom “HI6%, or any of my othar clothing,

Fmpropriety by The Stale to foree a conviction of arson, should net e left to sland, sspecinily when some
acts of mypropriety are deseribed within Cringnal Law Consolidation Ael as mnlawiul (criminal
misconduct}, eg:
Part5 Dhv. & Scc. 140, Sec. 142
Part7 Div.1 See, 237, Sec. 238

Biv. 3 Sec. 242, Sce. 243, Sec. 244

Div. 4 SBec. 251

Div. 8 Sec. 2536

I eaperty await your Teply to fhis Petition at vouT eaziiest convenienos.

I P Jarrett

DFJanca & ?nml'.'ru-.l:umumj:ﬁn] pa T
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GOVERNMENT HoUs:
ADELAIDE

i
!

Our Referenee:  0LA03,/030

Thaursday 23 Octoher 2008

Mr P} Jarrett
(D8 No. 694059) :
Yatala Prison 1 '
-/ 1 Peter Brown Drive '
Northficld SA 5085 '

:
|
|

Thear Mr Jarrete |

1

i

Further to my letter of the 17® June 2008 and; more recent correspondence refating to
your petition, dated 20™ April 2008, | am w:ﬁting to advise that His Fxcellency the

Governor has now received advice from the !AtrorncyGeneral that your petition be
dismissed.

. . i .
The Governor accepts this advice, and has askedime to convey it to you,
Yours sincercly

:
!
I
|
|

i
F
£
:

M Penny Stritrnann ;
OFELCIAY SECRETARY

CrP0 BOX 22373, ADELAIDE, SOUTH AUSTRALIA 5601 TELE?HE’JNE [0y 2243 940, FACSIMILTY (0&%Y E203 wEoO



GFO BOX 2373, ARELATOE, 50

GovVEANMENT Hoose

ADRLAIDR

har Releremce: Q03039

Tuesday 17* February 2000

Mr D Jarrert

(DS No 69405)

Pore Aupista Prison

A POBox 6

FORT AUGLUSTA SA 5700

Dear Mr Jarrer

tis Bxcellency the Governor has asked me to reppond to your lemer of the 10™ Febiuary
2009 enclosing a copy of your letter of the 23 Noveniber 2008,

:

I regret that | omitred to acknowledyge your earlier ketter,

The mattess you raised are not straleltforward,| and accordingly further advice ie being
sought. 1 will contect you once the Governor has had an opportunity to consider that
aclvice, which has not vet heen reccived. i
Please be mindfill it is not the Governor's mIn:é to provide you with legal advice. You
should give consideration ra obmining your on independent lepal advice abont the
Mhatbers yomi raise, F

Yours sincerely,

Ms. Penny $tratmann
OFFICIAL 85CREYARY

H
!
i
i
|
|
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GOVERNWMENYT [fOUsSE

AGRLAIDE
O reference: 01/03/039

26" May 2009

Wi 12 17 Tarrett

(DS Mo, 59405)

Port Avousta Prison
Ci-TFOBox s

PORT AUGUSTA 5A 570

Droar Mz Tanrett

Further to Ms Penmy Stratnann’s letter dafed the 17" Yobruary 2009, this office has
now reccived [urther advice from the Attorney-General in welation to your petition For
the prerogafive of mercy.

Ifis Lixcolloncy the Governor has considered this advice, and has requested that T
convey the following o you:

The prerogative of merey is a power that is vested in the Governor as her Majesty s
represenfative in South Ausiralia. The pewer is exercised afier advice is taken from
Her Majesty’s Ministers. In your case, therefore, I forwarded your petition to the
Premier jor the purpose of seeking his advice and that of the Ministers of the Crown if
necessary. I is the usval practice that the Premier, in turn, seeks the advice of the
ditorrey-Greneral oind the Law Officers of the Crovn in partividar as petitions for
mercy arise that have tnvariably been dealt with by the criminal justice sysiem,  This
Was done in vour case.

Subsequently, I received the advice of the Atiorney-General and the Iaw Officers on
your pefifion througit the Premier,

The Law Officers had given full consideration fo each aspect of your petition and
advised on the same. I required that they consider each complaint you have made
-agalnst the evidence at your trial, the manner in which the trial was conducted, and
the verdict. The conclusion was thaf youwr compluints did not uive rise fo am
apprehension that a miscarriage of justice had occurred  Essemtiolly the issues you
heve vaised were either before the jury or were not such as eould reasonably ke
expected io affect the verdict.

E

GFO BOX 2375, ADELAIOE. SOUTHM AUSTRALIA 3507 TELFPHONE COAY 8203 SROMG. FACETAMTLE M8 #8383 DR
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The advice of the Low officers was gecepted by the Attmrney-General and the
DPremier, who in homn advised me that It was appropriate fo dismiss your petition, T
aceept that advice and, accordingly, decline to exercise the prerogative of mercy in
Your case, '

I trast this brings this matter to a eonchusion for you e Jamreti.

Mark Hortan ]
ACTING OFFICIAL SECRETARY (Uatil 9% June 2009)




33,

GOVERNMENT HonsEs

ADELAalng

Chr Roference: O0103/079

Tuesday 10" November 2009

Mr D Jarvett

Port Augusta Prisom
POBeoxs

PORT AUJGUSTA SA 5700

Dear My Jorrett

Ifis Excellency the Governor has asked me to respond to your letter of the 15% October
2009 and enclosed siafutory declaration by yourself dated the 3* November 2009, You
have raised atlegations of cormption and abusc &f officc against the Premier and

Attorney-General,

As you Indicale, these are maiters for the criminal justice system. Accordingly you
should make a formal complaint to the Jocal police. T understand from the Department
of Corrections that the Unit Manaper at Port Au rusta Prison is the person who could
imitiate this contact.

Yours sincerely

Ms Penny Stratmann
OFFICIAL SECRETARY TCO THE GOVERNGOR

PO ROX 2378, ADBLAIRE, SOUTH AUSTRALIA 5001 TELEFPHONE [@%) 203 FEO), VACSTMILE {B8) 5293 D299
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GCOVERNMENTHOUSE

ADELAIDE

Cwir Reference: §1/03/839

Tuasday 154 December 20049

Mr I} Jarreft
Torl Augusta Prison
PO Box é

PORT AUGUSTA BA 5700

Dear M Jarech

His Excellency the Govemor has asked me tol respond to your letter of the 5% of
Becember 2009, where vou again raised allegations of comepiion and abuse of office
apainst the Premicr and Atterncy-General.

As stated in previous correspondence from this office, dated the 16 of November 2009,
these are matters for the criminal justice system; As such, fo progress your grievance
you must raise these matters with the local Police. Again, your Unit Manaper at Port
Augunsta Prison can facilitaie this contact. Please accepd {his as His Excellency’s final
position on {his matier,

hestile, feamring substantial use of profane  and  inapmopriste  Janguage.

T must add My Jamedi, that the tone of your mﬂ}rece11t ietter was both agpressive and
Correspondence of this nature will not be responded to in the futre.

¥ ours sincerchy

M7
U

Ms Ponny Stratmann _
OFFICIAL SECRETARY 1O THE GOVERNOR

CPO BoX 2373, AONELADE, SOUTH AUSTRALIA SO01 TRLREPHGHNE {03} 5203 9800, FACSIMILE {08} R203 oE59g
3
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GUVERNMENT HOoUs:

ADELaInR
Oz Reference: Q10039

‘Monday 8 Pebruary 2010
‘Mr Dfalrcﬁ *
Iart Augusta Prison ™
PO Box 6 o

PORT AUGUSTA 8A 5700

‘Deai Wiy Jarrctt

His Exccliency the Governor has asked me o vespond to your leftcr of the
24" December 2009,

In # you complain that the Governor has "refuscd” ier undcriaka-c-l.;:na{ﬁ actions, This iy
2ot the case, - : ' :
As T explained to you in my letter of the 15™ December 2009, the ailegations you malke
© are not ones that the Governor is cmpowered o investigate. The complaints must be
made to the police. - : ' : -

T have since been advised that Porl Augnsta CHI members have visiled you and

interviewed you m rasponse to your complaints, which will be referred to the
- Anti-Cormption Branch of the South Australia Police for consideration,

Accordingly, all filure _c:}mmuﬁicaﬁﬁns from you in relation to thesc inatters should be
directed to the Officer in Charges, Anti-Corraption Branch, SA Police, GPO Box 1539
—— —ADELAIDE SA 5001,

The Governor daes not inlend to respond to any further commmunication from you in
relfation to these matters, which are now in the hands of the potico.

Yours sincerely,

D

—
£ i : .
i R i
|1 i &_‘{t:?{:‘-u—u.-rh- = ———,

Ms Penny Sibatmann
OIFICIAL SECRETARY 1O TIIE GOVERNOR

GFO BOX 2373, ADELATRTE, SOUTH AUSTREALTA S0GI TRELEIMLIOHRE (4] 82023 0804, FACETMTILE (&8) 2203 usng






