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Jury Selection

THE CLERK OF ARRAIGNS: Put up Gary Ernest White. Gary Ernest White, is that your full 
name? 

THE ACCUSED: Yes. 

THE CLERK OF ARRAIGNS: You stand charged by that name that on or about 19 August 
2001 at Maddington you, Gary Ernest White, wilfully murdered Anthony David Tapley. How say 
you, Gary Ernest White? Are you guilty or not guilty? 

THE ACCUSED: Not guilty. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases, with my learned junior Mr Vandongen, I represent the 
crown in this trial. 

SCOTT J: Thank you, and Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: If the court so pleases, with Mr Milner I'm appearing for the accused. I have 
explained to the accused that he retains at all times his right to personal challenge. I'm authorised 
to exercise challenges generally but if he sees anybody that he doesn't want, he knows that he's to 
speak up. 

SCOTT J: Thank you, Mr Cannon. 

THE CLERK OF ARRAIGNS: Deputy sheriff, will you deliver the precept and panel, please? 
Gary Ernest White, these good men and women whom you will now hear called are the jurors 
who are to decide between our Sovereign Lady the Queen and you on your trial. If therefore you 
wish to challenge them or any of them, you must do so as they come to be sworn and before they 
are sworn, and you shall be heard. 

SCOTT J: Mr White, do you understand that notwithstanding the fact that you have delegated 
the right of challenge to your counsel, you may challenge jurors if you wish to do so? 

THE ACCUSED: Yes, sir. 

SCOTT J: All you need to do is to say “Challenge” to the juror before the juror commences to 
read the oath. Very well? 

THE ACCUSED: Yes, sir. 

SCOTT J: All right, be seated, please. Before we do that, Mr Bates, I will have you read out to 
the jury panel in a moment the names of the witnesses who the crown proposes to call. The 
reason for that, ladies and gentlemen of the jury panel, is that if you are acquainted either with 
the accused or with any of the witnesses who you are about to hear named so that you cannot 
return a true verdict on the evidence, would you please make that matter known to me when your 
number is called? I should also advise you that this trial is scheduled to take 10 days; that is, to 
conclude on Friday, 16 May. Yes, very well, Mr Bates. 

BATES, MR: Thank you, your Honour. Ladies and gentlemen, the witnesses that are about to be 
called by the crown are as follows: Elizabeth Tapley and David Bowman Tapley. 

They are the parents of Anthony David Tapley and they live in Walpole; Police Officers Grant 
William Matthews stationed in Denmark, Sharon Lee Smith, David Scott Gordon, Archie Duda, 
Jean-Marie Stevie Mutsamami from the Australian Capital Territory, Ruth Williams, a bank 
officer, Sharon Rose also from the Australian Capital Territory, Ramah Goodlet, Patricia Francis 
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O'Brien, Gary Raymond Mills, David John Caporn, police officer, Sidney John Reid, Susan 
Kaye Miller, Boronia Miller - Boronia Miller is the daughter of Susan Kaye Miller - Lisa Marie 
Firman, Tara Victoria Ducker, Bruce Lindsay Chitty, Natasha Moutinho, Clifford Robert 
O'Connor from Leonora, some telecommunications witnesses from interstate, Megan Jane 
Foster, Justin Stark, Marisa Monique Wicks and David Finlay, a police officer by the name of 
Peter Michael Hedge, another police officer Stephen James Elliott, Graham Lloyd Edwards, 
Wayne Campbell Morgan from Northam, Robert Nicholas Meeks, a police officer, Kenneth 
Gordon Sanderson, a police officer, Allyson Beaton and Christopher Benson, also police officers, 
Dr Alan Buck, forensic anthropologist, Dr Gerard Andrew Cadden, forensic pathologist, Kenneth 
Chadwick Richardson, Chad Jeremy Parham, two police officers by the name of Victor Webb 
and Siobhan Collett O'Loughlin, some people from Royal Perth Hospital, Rebecca Suzanne 
Foster, Eric Jane Lambert, John Angelo Epis, a biologist from New South Wales, Robert John 
Goetz, a forensic pathologist from Perth, Gavin Robert Turbett, Kent Andrew Ginn, Vance 
Ronald Stratton, the owner of a property in Northam, Pamela Antoinette Yates from Karratha, 
Russell John Bright from South Hedland, Paula Elizabeth Borden from Karratha, Pamela June 
Wilkes, Perth and Arlene Joan McKellar, Karratha. They are the witnesses who will be called by 
the crown in this trial. 

SCOTT J: Yes, thank you, Mr Bates. Mr Cannon, do you wish to exercise the same right? 

CANNON, MR: No, sir. 

SCOTT J: Very well. 

(JURY EMPANELLED) 

SCOTT J: Now, members of the jury, before I ask you to retire to the jury room to select the 
man or woman who will be your foreman, I will just briefly explain to you what happens in the 
course of a normal criminal trial. Firstly, the accused man is presumed innocent and that 
presumption remains unless you are satisfied at the end of the trial beyond reasonable doubt as to 
his guilt of the offence charged or any lesser offence that I leave to you. 

The prosecution is initiated by an indictment brought in the name of the Queen on behalf of the 
state of Western Australia. Before any evidence is placed before you, the prosecutor, Mr Bates, 
will explain to you what he says the case is all about. The prosecution will then call evidence. 
Some of it will come from witnesses who will testify from the witness box and some of it will be 
in the form of exhibits. The witnesses who are called, answer questions from the lawyer who 
calls them, and then the opposing lawyer has the right to cross-examine the witness if he wishes 
to do so.

When the evidence in the case comes to an end, counsel for the prosecution and counsel for the 
defence will each sum up their respective cases. At the end of the case I will direct you as to 
what the law is as it applies to this case and I will direct you as to how you should apply that law 
to the facts as you find them to be proved. 

It is possible that during the trial I may have to hear arguments from counsel and given them a 
decision on a point of law. The law is my responsibility and I alone make decisions on questions 
of law so there may be occasions upon which you are excluded from the courtroom whilst those 
decisions are made. 

Your task in the trial is to listen to the evidence and to decide the facts. When you retire to the 
jury room at the very end of the case, you will take with you the indictment and the exhibits to 
examine when considering your verdict. You must make your decision on the evidence brought 
before you in this courtroom and upon nothing else so from now on throughout the course of this 
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trial you shouldn't talk about the case to anybody but your fellow jury members, not even the 
people in your lives from whom you have no secrets. 

I'm sure the hard time for all of you will be tonight when you walk through some suburban door. 
Somebody is going to say to you, “Were you selected on a jury?” and when you answer yes, and 
I'm sure you will, I'm sure the next question you will be asked is, “What is the case all about?” 
The law wants the verdict of you people, untainted by the views of others so please don't discuss 
the case during the course of the trial. 

You can of course discuss the case amongst yourselves and the law encourages you to do so, but 
when you do talk amongst yourselves, please do so in circumstances where no-one else can 
overhear your conversation. As I stress, you need to take into account only the evidence that's led 
before you in this courtroom. Don't take into account anything that you hear outside these four 
walls, whether it be media statements or anything else. Don't make up your mind finally about 
anything until the very end of the trial when you have heard the addresses of counsel and my 
summing up of the case. 

Now, the foreman may be either a man or a woman. Who you choose is a matter for you 12 
people to decide. The foreman has no authority when you're in the jury room and need not 
necessarily be the chairman of your deliberations should you choose a chairman. Any questions 
that any juror wishes to ask throughout the trial must be asked through the foreman and the 
foreman will announce your verdicts at the end of your deliberations at the very end of the trial. 
Of course before you retire, I will explain to you the possible verdicts and as to how the foreman 
will be asked to return those verdicts. 

The sitting times of the court are between 10 am and 11.30 when we will have a break so you can 
have a cup of coffee. We go through from 11.45 until about 1 o'clock, and in the afternoons we 
sit through from 2.15 until about 4.15 pm, depending upon how the particular witness is going at 
the time. As I have indicated to you already, the trial is scheduled to take 10 days. 

Now, as to the two reserve jurors - and you have seen we have empanelled two reserve jurors - 
the reserve jurors are the persons who names came out of the box to fill the last two chairs after 
the first 12 chairs were occupied. The reserve jurors perform a very important function. If a juror 
dies or becomes so incapacitated as not to be able to perform his or her function, then that juror 
can be replaced by a reserve juror in the order in which the reserve jurors were called. 

During the trial the reserve jurors shall have the same functions, powers, facilities and privileges 
of jurors and will take part in the jury discussions in the normal way. The only exception is 
electing the foreman. When it comes to elect the foreman, I would request that that be done by 
the 12 jurors who form the panel. When the jury are about to retire and consider their verdict, 
then I must discharge any remaining reserve juror who has not been called to replace an existing 
juror. The reserve juror or jurors so discharged would not take part in the final deliberations of 
the jury, but that juror has still performed a very important function in ensuring the continuity of 
the trial. Ladies and gentlemen, would you now kindly retire to the jury room with the sheriff's 
officer for the purpose of selecting your foreman. 

(At 10.28 am the jury retired) 

SCOTT J: Now, is there any matter that I can assist counsel with while the jury are out? 

BATES, MR: No. We have been able to resolve all matters, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: That is so, sir. 
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SCOTT J: All right. Then we will retire and await the return of the jury. 
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Prosecution Opening Address

THE CLERK OF ARRAIGNS: (indistinct) 

THE FOREMAN: Yes. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates, when you're ready? 

BATES, MR: Thank you, your Honour. Mr Foreman, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, on 7 
November 2001 David Tapley reported his son missing to the police. What Mr Tapley did not 
know at that time was that his son was already dead. His son, Anthony David Tapley, known by 
the nickname of Ant, short for Anthony, was murdered on 19 August 2001 by the accused man in 
the dock, Gary Ernest White. 

On 19 August 2001, the accused shot Anthony David Tapley several times, killing him. The 
shooting occurred at the accused's home in an industrial area of the suburb of Maddington. His 
body was then taken to a farming property at Northam where it was incinerated on a bonfire. 

What happened may have remained a mystery forever but for a unique set of events. Those 
events commence on 15 February 2002 when a fellow by the name of Sidney John Reid was 
arrested and charged with the wilful murder of Donald Leslie Hancock and Lou Lewis in a car 
bombing at Lathlain on 1 September 2001. 

Reid confessed to the murders and agreed to give evidence against another person who was also 
involved. The crown agreed to support Reid getting a reduced sentence for his co-operation. 
Shortly before Reid was due to be sentenced, he told investigators that he had been present when 
the accused man, Gary White, shot a person he only knew as Ant several times at the property in 
the industrial area of Maddington where the accused man, Gary White, lived. 

Mr Reid also said that White had later told him that Ant's body had been burnt on a bonfire at a 
farming property in the Northam area. Reid said that he did not know Ant before the shooting 
and had only seen him for the first time on the day of the shooting. 

The police commenced to investigate what Reid had told them. Lo and behold, what he told 
them was confirmed by police investigations in a number of respects. Initially the police 
investigation revealed that there was in fact a person with the nickname of Ant who had been 
reported missing. Ant had not been found. Ant was in fact Anthony David Tapley. Further, the 
police investigation showed that Ant had been in the Maddington area for a few days prior to 19 
August 2001 and was in fact at Gary White's house at 12 Jade Street, Maddington, on the day in 
question which was Sunday, 19 August 2001. 

If I can go now to the events of that particular day, on that day, 19 August 2001 - it was a Sunday 
and Ant was at a lady by the name of Susan Miller's house with Susan Miller and her de facto, 
Gary Mills. They also lived in the suburb of Maddington. Susan Miller you will hear referred to 
as Susie Wong and it's apparently a nickname that she got because of her reference to cooking. 

Now, the three of them, those three people - Ant, Susan Miller and her de facto, Gary Mills - had 
been drinking heavily during this particular day, Sunday, 19 August 2001. Susan Miller went 
around to Gary White's house in the same suburb of Maddington and bought some amphetamine 
off Gary White during the course of the day. 

When she got to Gary White's house at 12 Jade Street in Maddington she saw her daughter, 
Boronia, a young lady by the name of Tara Ducker, and another young lady by the name of Lisa 
Firman. Tara Ducker was a young lady who was being cared for by Gary White and she and Lisa 
Firman were friends of Susan Miller's daughter, Boronia Miller. She also saw a fellow who she 
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knew by the name of Rainbow when she went around to Gary White's house on this particular 
Sunday, 19 August 2001. 

After Susan Miller got the amphetamine, she then took it back to her house in Corrida Court, 
Maddington, a couple of minutes away. She, Gary Mills and the deceased, Anthony David 
Tapley, known as Ant, short for Anthony, then had some of the amphetamine that Susan Miller 
had got from Gary White at his house at 12 Jade Street, Maddington. 

Later on that particular day, Sunday 19 August 2001, Susan Miller, Anthony David Tapley and 
Gary Mills decided to go back to Gary White's house in Jade Street, Maddington to score some 
more amphetamine. Gary Mills was going to come along but because he was too drunk, he 
stayed at home. As I mentioned earlier, the three of them, Susan Miller, her de facto Gary Mills 
and Anthony David Tapley, Ant, had been drinking heavily throughout the day as well as using 
the amphetamines that Susan Miller had bought off Gary White earlier in the day. 

Susan Miller drove Ant in her car to Gary White's house in Jade Street. Susan Miller and Ant got 
out of the car and they both went over to a brick paved back patio area of this particular house 
where Gary White was living at 12 Jade Street in Maddington. You will later see a video and 
some photographs of the house. It's quite a large block of land. 

Gary White was involved in a trucking business with a gentleman by the name of Les Hoddy and 
the yard or the property in an industrial part of Maddington was used in relation to that trucking 
business and also used as a residence by Gary White, so we've got to the stage where Susan 
Miller drives Ant, Anthony David Tapley, around to 12 Jade Street in Maddington, being the 
house of Gary White. When they got there, as I have already mentioned, they both went out to a 
brick paved area at the back of the house. When Susan Miller and Anthony David Tapley got to 
the Jade Street property, her daughter Boronia Miller and Boronia Miller's friends Tara Ducker 
and Lisa Firman were still at the house and the gentleman I referred to earlier as Rainbow was 
also at the house. 

Meanwhile, Gary White contacted Sid Reid and asked him to go around to his house in Jade 
Street to lock the gates. The accused told Sid Reid that no-one was allowed to enter or leave the 
property. Gary White also told Sid Reid that he would be there soon. Sid Reid had a couple of 
sea containers at the property at 12 Jade Street, Maddington and he had his own effects stored in 
those sea containers. Sid Reid lived nearby in another street of Maddington, Weston Street. He 
lived in Weston Street with his de facto Natasha Moutinho. 

Sid Reid had originally been from Kalgoorlie and he had been arrested over an offence of 
grievous bodily harm. He was remanded in custody for a period of time and then he was released 
and it was part of a condition of his bail that he leave Kalgoorlie and not go back to Kalgoorlie, 
so in about February of 2001 he came down and he commenced to live at an address in 50 
Weston Street, Maddington. His girlfriend Natasha Moutinho, who had been working at a hotel 
in Leonora, came down and joined him in the latter part of February 2001 and the two of them 
lived at 50 Weston street in Maddington. After Sid Reid came down and commenced living at 50 
Weston Street, Maddington he used to visit Gary White at his house at 12 Jade Street in 
Maddington, the two of them being on friendly terms. 

I mentioned that Sid Reid had some of his property stored in a couple of his sea containers which 
were on the property at 12 Jade Street. Sid Reid had a key to the gates at 12 Jade Street, 
Maddington. There was a key on one padlock that he could unlock and there was also another 
padlock on a chain that Gary White could unlock with his key, so at any time of the day or night 
Sid Reid could get into Gary White's property, be it by taking his key and unlocking that padlock 
and undoing the chain. He could get in the gates and Gary White could also get into the gates of 
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his own property by using his key to unlock the padlock and undoing the chain that kept the 
gates closed and locked, so we have got to the stage where Gary White contacts Sid Reid and 
asks him to go around to Jade Street to lock the gates, the accused man tells Sid Reid that no-one 
is allowed to enter or leave the property and that he would be there soon. Sid Reid who lived 
nearby then went around to 12 Jade Street in Maddington. When he arrived, the gates were 
already unlocked and Rainbow, one of the people who had been at the house, then locked the 
gates behind Reid who then parked inside the property. 

The next development was a little while later, Gary White arrived at the property with a 
gentleman by the name of Richard Samuels. He is known by the nickname of Lionel or Ritchie. 
After they arrived at the property, Gary White told all the women at the property to leave. Upon 
being told to leave, Susan Miller went and hopped into her car which was parked inside the 
property at 12 Jade Street. Boronia Miller, Tara Ducker and Lisa Firman, the three young girls 
who were friends, also went and got into Susan Miller's car. 

Susan Miller then drove out of the property, through the front gates, and she and the three young 
girls, her daughter and her daughter's friends, Tara Ducker and Lisa Firman, then went back to 
Susan Miller's house in Corrida Court in Maddington. Rainbow went to lock the gate after Susan 
Miller and the three young girls had left the property, so Susan Miller and the three young ladies, 
Tara Ducker, Lisa Firman and Boronia Miller, leave the property. 

What happened next was that Ant, Anthony David Tapley, started walking towards the back of 
the property, away from the road and the front gate. The accused man, Gary White, followed Ant 
towards the back of the property. Ant turned around to face Gary White. Gary White yelled at 
Ant in an angry voice about some money that Ant owed him. Sid Reid and Richard Samuels 
wandered over, so they were behind Gary White. By this time Rainbow had re-locked the front 
gates after the woman had left and was walking back over to where Sid Reid and Richard 
Samuels were. 

Towards the back of the property, Ant has turned around and Gary White is facing him and Gary 
White is yelling in an angry voice at Ant about some money that Ant owed the accused man, 
Gary White. Gary White then lifted up his shirt and pulled out from the top of his jeans a 38-
calibre stub-nosed revolver. He then fired a shot at Ant, hitting Ant in the upper body area. Ant 
then turned around and ran behind a semitrailer that was parked towards the back of the property. 
The accused then followed Ant who ran around behind the semitrailer and behind a large shed 
which was towards the back of the property. Ant then ran back out towards the front gate, along 
the side of the property. 

The accused chased Ant around the semitrailer and around the large shed and chased him 
towards the front gates, which were locked. As the accused chased Ant around the back of the 
semitrailer and around the large shed, Sid Reid heard another three gunshots. His view, however, 
was obstructed by the trailer and the large shed. 

Ant then reached the front gates and started to climb up the right-hand gate as you look at the 
gates from the inside of the property. The gates - you will see there's a rather tall gate and it had 
some strands of barbed wire on the top of the gate. Once Ant had virtually made it to the top of 
the gate, Gary White then pointed the gun up Ant's bottom and shot him once with the revolver. 
Ant then fell from the top of the gate and ended up lying on his back on the other side of the 
gate, being the footpath side of the gate. 

Gary White then unlocked the gates with his key, walked up to Ant and pointed the gun at Ant's 
head. The accused then fired a final shot at close range which hit Ant in the head. At this point 
Ant appeared to stop breathing. 
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At this stage the accused told Richard Samuels and Sid Reid to take off. The accused dragged 
Ant back into the yard and left him behind a truck which was parked in the yard up near the front 
gates. Reid got into his car, which was parked inside the yard at Jade Street in Maddington. 
Richard Samuels also hopped into Reid's car. Reid gave Richard Samuels a lift to a house in 
Maddington. 

Sid Reid was a drug dealer at the time and later on that evening he headed up north of the river to 
do some of his drug business. The next day Sid Reid went around to Gary White's house in Jade 
Street, Maddington. The accused told Sid Reid that the barbecue went well. The accused told 
Reid that after killing Ant, he had taken his body up to a farm in Northam and burnt it on a 
bonfire. 

After Reid had told the police about the events in Jade Street and what Gary White had told him 
had happened at the farm in Northam, police forensic officers conducted forensic examinations 
of both 12 Jade Street in Maddington, and also a property at Northam which was identified as 
having a connection with the accused man Gary White. 

If I can turn first to the Jade Street property, as I have mentioned, a forensic examination was 
conducted at that particular property commencing in late March 2002., You will recall that the 
events when the shooting occurred, occurred some several months earlier on 19 August 2001. 
After Sid Reid disclosed this particular incident for the first time on 24 March 2002, the forensic 
examination was commenced on 28 March 2002 and continued over ensuing days and into April. 

A stain was located on the gate that Reid had seen Ant climbing over. DNA was extracted from 
that particular stain. The police went to Royal Perth Hospital where Anthony David Tapley had 
been hospitalised in June of 2001. They obtained a serum sample from the hospital that had been 
obtained for medical purposes relating to the treatment of Anthony David Tapley. From that 
serum sample which had been kept at the hospital, Anthony David Tapley's DNA was extracted 
from that particular serum sample, so at that stage the biologists had the DNA of Anthony David 
Tapley extracted from the serum sample. They also had the DNA extracted from the stain on the 
gate that Mr Reid had seen Ant climbing over during these events.

The DNA from the stain on the gate was then compared with the DNA belonging to Anthony 
David Tapley. That comparison produced a partial match between Tapley's DNA and the DNA 
extracted from the stain on the gate. The forensic biologist, Mr Gavin Turbett, will tell you that 
the probability that this partial DNA profile came from someone other than and unrelated to 
Anthony David Tapley is approximately 1 in 60. 

I have told you about the forensic examination at 12 Jade Street in Maddington. Nothing else of 
interest was found during that forensic examination conducted some 5 or 6 months after this 
incident. I want to now tell you a bit about the farming property at Northam. Police inquiries 
were commenced and a property in Northam was identified as one having a connection with 
Gary White. That particular property was owned by a gentleman by the name of Vance Stratton 
who was a friend of Gary White and Gary White's other friend Les Hoddy. 

Back in August of 2001 Vance Stratton had leased that property at Northam out to two brothers, 
the Morgan brothers, Brian and Wayne Morgan, and back in August of 2001 Brian and Wayne 
Morgan were cropping the property as well as running sheep on the property. The property has a 
derelict old house on it. However, no-one was living full-time at the property. 

A thorough forensic examination of this property was conducted. The property is known as 
Stratton's after the name of the owner Vance Stratton. It's also referred to as Chitabin Farm. As 
well as conducting the forensic examination, various local farmers were interviewed and in 
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particular Wayne Morgan told the police about his recollections of the property in approximately 
August of 2001. Wayne Morgan recalled that in approximately 2001, he had seen three persons 
at the property, one of whom he identified as Gary White. 

It was about 8 o'clock in the morning. There was a large bonfire burning behind an old derelict 
house that was on the property. An old tree had been moved to the location of the bonfire and 
was seen to be burning and alight. Wayne Morgan identified Gary White as being one of three 
persons who were present at the time that this large bonfire was burning behind the derelict old 
house in approximately August of 2001. 

A forensic examination was conducted of this particular site. That commenced on 28 March 
2002 and when it first commenced, there were still visible burnt patches in a spot under a tree 
behind the old derelict house on this property known as Stratton's or Chitabin Farm, which is in 
the Northam area. 

The police searched the property and a number of bones were recovered from that particular 
location, as well as other locations on the property. These bones were then sent down to Perth 
and they were examined by a Dr Alana Buck, who is a forensic anthropologist, and Dr Gerard 
Cadden, who is a forensic pathologist. 

Being a property on which sheep were being run, a number of bones turned out to be sheep 
bones and the bones of other animals. However, in the area where the bonfire had been and 
where the police observed burnt ground under the tree behind the old derelict house, 19 bones 
were identified as being consistent with human bones. 14 came from the skull, one from the leg 
and four from the vertebra. 

Dr Buck and Dr Cadden concluded that the bones were consistent with being human and were of 
the opinion that they appeared to be those of an adult. The bones were severely heat damaged. 
The state of the bones was such that Drs Buck and Cadden could not determine the sex or the 
race. 

Now, in this particular trial you will hear some evidence that both the accused man and also Sid 
Reid were involved in drug dealing and involved with firearms. You will also hear some 
evidence that Sid Reid and Richard Samuels, who is known by the nicknames of Lionel and 
Ritchie, were members of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club. You will also hear that the accused 
was friendly with members of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club, including Sid Reid, Richard 
Samuels and Les Hoddy. 

The only reason this evidence is led is because it's part of the factual circumstances out of which 
this particular charge arises and you should be careful not to draw any adverse inference against 
the accused man because he is a drug dealer or a person involved in firearms or a person who is 
friendly with members of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club. Your task in this trial is to examine 
the evidence clinically and to return a verdict as to whether you're satisfied beyond a reasonable 
doubt that the accused is guilty of wilful murder. 

A little bit earlier you heard the charge read out, to which the accused man pleaded not guilty.  
That was a charged that alleged that on or about 19 August 2001 at Maddington the accused, 
Gary Ernest White, wilfully murdered Anthony David Tapley, so the accused man is charged 
with the wilful murder of Anthony David Tapley. I would now like to tell you a little bit more 
about that charge of wilful murder and what the crown has to prove in relation to that particular 
charge. 

In order to prove this particular charge of wilful murder the crown has to prove four things to 
your satisfaction beyond a reasonable doubt. Those four things are that Anthony David Tapley is 
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dead - the first thing; that it was the accused man who killed Anthony David Tapley - that's the 
second thing; thirdly, that the killing was unlawful; and lastly, that when the accused killed 
Anthony David Tapley, he was intending to cause his death. 

I would now like to discuss each of those elements or parts of the charge that the crown has to 
prove beyond a reasonable doubt in a little bit more detail. The first two elements are that 
Anthony David Tapley is dead and the allegation is that it was the accused many who killed 
Anthony David Tapley. The third element that the crown has to prove is that the killing was 
unlawful, and the crown says that in the circumstances of this particular case, the killing was 
unlawful because there was no justification, authorisation or excuse in law for the accused man 
to kill Mr Tapley in the circumstances that he did. 

The fourth or final element that the crown has to prove beyond a reasonable doubt is that the 
accused man intended to cause the death of Anthony David Tapley. 

The charge that the accused man is facing is one of wilful murder. The offence of wilful murder 
is an unlawful killing of one human being by another, accompanied at the time the accused did 
the acts which unlawfully caused the death by an intention to kill the person concerned, in this 
case Anthony David Tapley. 

The crown case is that the accused man unlawfully killed Anthony David Tapley by shooting 
him several times and that at the time he was intending to cause his death. This was a cold-
blooded execution. Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, that is all I propose to say in opening and 
now, at an appropriate time, I would seek to call the first witness, Elizabeth Tapley, whose 
deposition is at page 1 of the papers, if your Honour please. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. At this stage, Mr Cannon, is there anything you would like to say to the 
jury, which now seems to be the practice? 

Defense Opening Address

CANNON, MR: Certainly, sir. The defence is quite simple. He did not kill Tapley and we do not 
know whether Tapley is alive or dead. 

SCOTT J: Yes, thank you for that. That just helps you identify what the issues are. Yes, Mr 
Bates? 

BATES, MR: Call Elizabeth Tapley, page 1, your Honour. 

TAPLEY, ELIZABETH sworn: 

BATES, MR: I will just get you to make yourself comfortable, Mrs Tapley. Just move into that 
microphone. It has got to pick up what you have got to say. If you can speak in a loud voice so 
the ladies and gentlemen of the jury can hear you. Is your full name Elizabeth Tapley?---Yes. 

Can you tell the court your date of birth?---29 December 1943. 

You are currently 59 years of age?---Yes. 

You are married to your husband David Tapley?---Yes.

And have you been married 40 years this year?---Yes. 

Did you and your husband David Tapley have a number of children?---Yes. 

How many children did you have?---Four children. 

Just tell us their names and current ages?---Darryl, 38, Anthony, 35. 
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You also have a son Gregory, 33, and a daughter Jane, 29 years of age. Are you right to go on, 
Mrs Tapley? I've just got a few questions. Your son Anthony Tapley, is his full name Anthony 
David Tapley?---Yes. 

And did you give birth to him in Geraldton on 7 March 1966?---Yes. 

Did he have a nickname that he want by?---Ant.

And was Ant short for his name Anthony?---Yes. 

Did Anthony complete schooling up to grade 10?---Yes.

And whilst he was completing schooling were you and your husband David Tapley living in the 
Walpole area?---Yes. 

Did he leave school at grade 10 and then work in various parts of the state of Western 
Australia?---Yes. 

Go to page 10, your Honour. 

If I can ask you some questions about a lady by the name of Ramah Goodlet. At some stage did 
Anthony form a relationship with a lady by the name of Ramah Goodlet?---Yes. 

And for part of that relationship did your son Anthony Tapley and Ramah Goodlet live down in 
the Walpole area?---Yes. 

Did Ramah Goodlet at that stage have a young son, a few months old, by someone other than 
Anthony Tapley?---Yes. 

When they were living down in Walpole for part of their relationship did you and your husband 
also live at Walpole at that stage?---Yes. 

Did you make any observations about whether Anthony Tapley and Ramah Goodlet were 
affected by drugs during the period they were living in Walpole and you and your husband were 
living in Walpole?---Only at one stage at night when the baby was crying and neither of them 
woke to attend to him and we went in and got the baby and it was just - I have no real knowledge 
of them taking drugs but the fact that neither of them woke up when their baby was crying. 

Did both your son Anthony Tapley and Ramah Goodlet appear to have some problems with 
drugs at that stage?---Yes. 

If I can move on to about at page 15 June 2001, at that stage did you get a phone call from 
Anthony?---Yes, we had a phone call from Anthony. He was in Royal Perth Hospital. He had a 
badly infected arm. 

Did you and your husband David then make some arrangements to come up to Perth to see your 
son Anthony?---Yes, we spoke to Anthony and said that - that was a Saturday - we would come 
straight up on the Sunday and pick him up and take him back with us to Walpole and - - - 

All right, go on. Did you in fact come up to Perth and pick him up?---We rang the hospital in the 
morning just to check and they said that Anthony had discharged himself. 

Thank you. If I can ask you some questions about after Anthony discharged himself, did you and 
your husband come up and see him in Perth?---Yes, in June. 

What suburb of Perth was he in at that stage?---A house in Gosnells. 

Can you just describe to the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how he appeared at that stage?---
He'd lost a lot of weight, he was very thin, he was clean and tidy. 
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After seeing him at the house in Gosnells, did you later go off to visit your daughter in New 
Zealand?---Yes. 

Do you recall approximately how long you were over in New Zealand for?---4 weeks. 

After going to New Zealand, did you then come back and go back down and continue living in 
Walpole with your husband?---Yes. 

I will lead some evidence from your husband in a minute, but was Anthony arrested on some 
charges up in South Hedland? Did your husband go bail for him?---Yes, he took a computer, a 
laptop computer, from a medical centre. 

All right, he was charged with stealing a laptop computer and did he attend court when he was 
supposed to attend court?---I think he did a few times, but I'm not sure about the other times. 

At some stage towards the latter part of 2001, did you start to become concerned about your son 
Anthony's welfare?---Yes. We knew he was meant to appear in court I think it was 16 August, 
and he didn't appear and then in the following weeks we began to get worried about him because 
normally Anthony would contact us. Even if he had a problem, he would contact us and the 
weeks went by and we never heard from him and we contacted all of the friends - he had a lot of 
friends - and all of the family and nobody had heard or seen of him and that's when we gradually 
just got more and more worried about him. 

As a result of that concern and that worry, did your husband in the latter part of 2001 then report 
Anthony missing to the police?---Yes. 

If I can take you through to Christmas Day of 2001, did you have any contact from Anthony 
David Tapley, your son, on Christmas Day 2001?---No. Normally, at Christmas we would come 
to Perth and spend Christmas with our other family in Perth because we had no family in 
Walpole, but we decided to stay home in Walpole on that day because we knew that that's where 
Anthony would contact us and he would always contact us Christmas time and he didn't. We 
stayed home all day near the phone but he didn't contact us. 

Immediately after Christmas are there some special days in the family?---Yes, on 28 December 
it's my husband's birthday, and on 29 December it's my birthday. These were other times when 
Anthony would always try and contact either one of us on those days and we stayed home again 
and there was no contact. 

You have mentioned that Anthony was born on 7 March. On his birthday, 7 March 2002, was 
there any contact around that particular period of time?---No, the same again. We stayed home 
because Anthony in a lot of occasions he was away on his birthday. He'd worked away a lot up 
north and we couldn't contact him sometimes for his birthday but he would always ring us so we 
could wish him a happy birthday. 

Prior to the concern that you felt when he didn't make contact can you just tell the ladies and 
gentlemen of the jury when he was working away in the earlier part of his life what sort of 
contact did he maintain with you and your husband David?---He always would never go more 
than - well, maybe 2 months at the very most that he didn't contact us and that was mainly when 
he was working. He worked out in the desert with the seismic crews and there wouldn't be an 
opportunity for him, but we would know where he was. We would know the company he was 
working with and so if we had to contact him we could. 

You mentioned you and your husband David seeing him at a house in Gosnells up in Perth. Was 
that the last occasion you saw or heard from your son Anthony?---The last time I saw him, yes. 
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Have you heard from him or saw him since then?---David had a phone call from him. I can't 
remember whether I spoke to him. David did most of the talking to him then I think. 

So after seeing him in June there was one phone call with David and you may have spoken at 
that stage?---Yes. 

Apart from that one phone call has there been any contact since?---No. Also, in that time my 
mother died and my twin brother died and I know if Anthony had been around he would've 
contacted us. 

Yes, thank you, Mrs Tapley. If you can just wait there.

SCOTT J: Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mrs Tapley, please do not think I mean to be disrespectful to your son. Most 
families have a misguided member and that does not stop us from having affection for them. I do 
understand. I will ask you questions and if I ask you any questions about your son's habits it's not 
out of disrespect. It's just to explain his lifestyle. Do you understand that? You have told us that 
when Anthony and Ramah came to live with you and the child down in Walpole he had problems 
- they had problems. Is that correct?---Yes. Well, as I said, the only evidence I have got of it is 
the fact that a couple of times the baby would wake in the night and they would not hear him and 
he would be crying and crying and so we would go and get the baby. I'm not - I've not much 
knowledge of drugs myself but the fact that they didn't wake up made me think that they must've 
taken something that made them sleep. 

I see in paragraph 93 of your affidavit you were rather upset, as was your husband, that he was 
drinking so much?---I believe he had a problem with alcohol as well, yes. 

In the household when he was there you could not keep alcohol around because he would drink 
it?---Yes, if there was any alcohol. We weren't drinkers ourselves, so, I mean - - - 

And he also had a betting problem?---Yes, I think he did, but he never had - he never betted in 
big amounts of money. It was only in small amounts of money. 

It's just that I'm reading from page 12. You can refresh your memory if you don't remember. 
Paragraph 100 said: 

Anthony had a betting problem which made his problems with money worse. He would think that  
if he was having problems with money he could gamble and get out of trouble by winning money.  
However, he just got into more debts? 

---Yes. 

Would that be the situation as remembered by you?---Yes, but I don't think he ever got into any 
large gambling because he never had the money to gamble. 

Yes, certainly. At school he had been quite a good student at one stage?---He started off his 
schooling as a very bright boy. In grade 1 - he was just so bright in grade 1 that they actually 
advised us to put him straight into grade 3 and miss grade 2 altogether because - in those days it 
was not able to - - - 

He did well at school and when he was drinking and gambling and it looks as though he was 
taking drugs you were very disappointed, like most parents?---I was very sad. 

Of course, the men take these things worse than women. Women are a lot more patient. Was your 
husband impatient with him?---Not really. Anthony always knew that he had our love no matter 
what. 
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He had his birthday in Karratha - and again I'm looking at your statement at page 15, para 117: 

I remember he had his birthday in Karratha. I bought Anthony some jeans and had them sent to  
the post office in Karratha. I also sent him money in the post when he asked for it. 

Is that correct?---Yes. 

Paragraph 119 is what interests me. You have said, “In April or May of 2001, Anthony returned 
to Perth.”  Can you remember that? 

It says, next paragraph - and this may stir your - - -?---Yes. 

He did come back, did he?---He was - he stayed in Walpole after Ramah left. He was in - he 
went up to Perth with her and then he came back to Walpole. He was trying to get a job in 
Karratha and he was contacting all his contacts for work up there. 

What I'm trying to get you to direct your memory to is that in your statement you said, “In April 
or May of 2001, Anthony returned to Perth.” I know you have told us he kept in contact with you 
by telephone. Can you tell us why you said that in April or May of 2001 he was in Perth?---
Because I knew he was in Perth. He was - - - 

Perhaps this jogs your memory,  When he came back, we didn't hear from him for a couple of 
months. We didn't even know he had come back from Karratha“?---That's right, and I've already 
said that in - a couple of months was about the maximum that we never heard from Anthony, but 
always we could contact him. Like, we rang our - his friend in Karratha and we found out that 
he'd left Karratha and come to Perth. 

Perhaps we can get to some dates nearer. In May 2001 you got a phone call from Anthony and he 
told you he was in the Royal Perth Hospital?---Yes. 

And he told you he had a badly infected arm?---Yes. 

And so you can say at least that in May 2001, from your knowledge, Anthony was in Perth?---
Yes. 

I think you had told Anthony to stay where he was and you would come up to Perth and bring 
him back to Walpole?---Yes. 

And at that stage you were worried about his health?---Yes.

He was progressing downhill as far as his health was concerned?---Yes. 

He was good-looking young man, strong, and he had now become extremely thin. Is that 
correct?---Yes. 

I have to repeat it because there's a recording apparatus and if I don't get the answers on the 
recorder, we don't know what you have agreed with and what you haven't. Now, when you came 
up from Walpole, did you actually see him in May 2001?---We didn't come up to Walpole 
because we rang the hospital and they said he'd discharged himself. 

So you didn't come up to see him. Now, when is the next time you saw him after May 2001 when 
you knew he was in hospital?---In June, early June. 

Where was he when you saw him then?---He was in a house in Gosnells. 

And I think that's what you have written or agreed to at page 133 - page 70: “David” - that's your 
husband - “and I went in Gosnells to see Anthony. I can't remember the street. Anthony was there 
with another bloke“?---That's right. 
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And you continued on, “Anthony and this other guy were trying to rent the house and Anthony 
needed money for the bond.”  Do you remember that?---Yes. 

“And I remember that Anthony looked absolutely terrible. He looked like he weighed about 7 
and a half stone, and of course he is about 5 foot 11 and a half and so he had lost a lot of 
weight”?---Yes. 

Was he also in an aggro mood?---He was - he got angry because we wouldn't give him the 
money for the bond and he also had some other plan that he was going to do some fencing and 
he - which is one of the jobs he did - and he wanted to get some equipment for setting himself up 
to do that, and we didn't have the money to give him anyway, so - - - 

Did your husband give him a cheque for $300?---Yes, made out to - - - 

Made out to him?---No, made out to an estate agent. 

You can't remember the estate agent, I suppose?---I think it was just Maddington Estate Agent or 
something like that, but the cheque was never cashed. 

Never cashed?---No. 

I think you offered to take Anthony back to Walpole with you?---At that stage we were going to 
Geraldton to see my mother, who was then alive, and we asked Anthony if he'd like to come up 
with us, and he said no, and then when we came back to Perth I was going to New Zealand for 4 
weeks and my husband wanted to take Anthony to Walpole. 

And that's the last time you have seen Anthony was at Gosnells?---Yes. 

I won't go through the discussions that David had with your husband - - -?---You mean Anthony 
had.

Anthony, I'm sorry, and you found out anyway that he hadn't appeared in court. Eventually he 
was reported missing, we know that. What is the longest he ever stayed away without your 
seeing him? 3 years?---Seeing him? 3 years he was in Karratha working. I never saw him for 3 
years but there was plenty of contact through phone calls. 

So for 3 years you did not physically see him but he kept in contact with you by telephone?---
Yes. 

He would either ring you or your husband or - - -?---Yes. What about the brother? Did he have 
much contact with him?---Yes. He'd ring Greg. 

And I think when you got worried about him you rang around to try and contact him?---Yes. We 
rang everyone of his known friends that we were aware of and all family members and nobody 
had heard anything. 

Do you know whether - did he ever discuss with you what had happened to his car loan and 
things of that nature?---His which? 

His car loan?---No. I knew that - I mean, that was from about 10 years ago that he actually had it. 

That's quite all right. I'm just looking at your affidavit. It didn't tell me it was so long ago. You 
were rather disturbed, were you, with the type of companions he associated with?---Up until the 
stage when he was working for 3 years in Karratha and had a good job up there and was - he 
came down from Karratha and I hadn't seen him for that 3 years and he was looking great. He 
looked healthy, strong, and he was also always happy when he was working and feeling good 
about himself and then he came down to Walpole with Ramah and from then on everything went 
downhill. 
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You have told us before that he was normally neat and tidy but at paragraph 186 you indicate he 
didn't have any assets at all and then you indicated that he seemed to be depressed?---He would 
be - he would get very depressed when he wasn't in work. He hated not having a job and he 
would feel bad about himself. 

I realise that you're not a psychiatrist or psychologist but you have indicated that he was a border 
manic depressive. One minute he would be happy and the next minute he would be depressed?---
I only think that was because of maybe his alcohol problem and drugs, if there were drugs, which 
would mean that if he was not able to have what he wanted I suppose he'd get depressed.

And I notice at page 186 you said, “He could get depressed a lot because he had wasted a lot of 
his life. His alcohol and his drugs are what ruined his life.” Was that what he was saying, that 
drugs and alcohol - he had wasted his life?---Yes. 

Did he ever indicate to you that he would like to start out afresh?---Yes. When he was going to 
the job in Karratha, that was going to be his new start, and he had contacted one of his old bosses 
and was told that he could get work there. The contracts were starting up and he was waiting in 
Walpole for that contract, and he got fed up with just waiting and decided to go to Karratha to be 
on the spot. If a job came up he wanted to be there. 

He got along very well with people, did he not?---Yes, he did. 

And he had worked in the Northern Territory?---In the north of Australia. 

Yes?---He worked a lot in the north of Australia and - - -

And he had worked amongst Aboriginal communities? If you don't know, say so?---No. More on 
the pipeline and in the seismic crews. 

No further questions, sir. 

SCOTT J: Thank you, Mr Cannon. 

BATES, MR: I don't re-examine, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Very well. Thank you for your assistance. Is there any reason why the witness should 
be kept at court? 

CANNON, MR: No. 

SCOTT J: Thank you for your help. You are now free to go, and we will have our break, I think, 
now for about 15 minutes.

(Morning Break) 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Thank you, your Honour. Before I call the next witness, I would seek an order for 
witnesses out of court. 

SCOTT J: Very well. Would you make the usual order for witnesses out of court, please? 

THE ORDERLY: Ladies and gentlemen, all witnesses in this case shall now leave the court and 
remain out of hearing of the court but within the precincts of the building until called upon to 
give evidence. 

SCOTT J: Yes, thank you. Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Thank you, your Honour. I call David Bowman Tapley. That's page 630. 

TAPLEY, DAVID BOWMAN sworn: 
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BATES, MR: Is your full name David Bowman Tapley?---That's right, yes. 

Can you tell the court your date of birth?---28/12/43.

Currently you're 59 years of age?---Yes. 

Do you reside with your wife Elizabeth Tapley, who is known as Betsy, in Walpole in Western 
Australia?---Yes. 

Did you and Betsy have some four children, with the second child Anthony David Tapley born 
on 7 March 1966?---That's correct, yep. 

Did Anthony have a particular nickname?---Ant. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how he got that nickname?---There's two 
reasons; “Ant” being short for Anthony; secondly, when he was a little bloke, he was always into 
everything. I called him “Bull ant” but I dropped the “Bull” afterwards. 

After Anthony left school, did he work in Walpole as well as working in the north of 
Australia?---Yes. 

Did you on occasions work with him not only in Walpole but also in different parts of 
Australia?---He worked with me at Walpole, yeah, and he worked with me at dairies, on dairies 
too. We were up north together but we didn't actually work together. We did both work at the 
same time but not together. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury the part of the state you were in when 
you worked together, not together but in the same place?---I beg your pardon? 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury where you were when you and Anthony 
were working not together but in the same place, in the same town?---Yes, Karratha, Walpole, 
Coolup. That's about it. 

Did Anthony have a relationship with a lady by the name of Ramah Goodlet?---Yes. 

Did Ramah Goodlet have a young child of about a couple of months old to a father other than 
your son Anthony?---Yes. 

For a period of their relationship - do you know how long they were in the relationship for 
approximately?---About 12 months I think. I'm not sure. 

For part of that relationship did they live down in Walpole where you and your wife Elizabeth 
were living?---Not actually with us. They did for a couple of days but after that they had one of 
our sort of residences they lived in here. 

Where were they living in relation to where you were living?---On the same property. 

Did they have a small shack at the front of the property where you and your wife Elizabeth were 
living?---That's right, yep. 

I just want to ask you some questions about Anthony. Firstly, if I can ask you when he was living 
with Ramah Goodlet, did you make any observations about drugs in relation to both Anthony 
and Ramah Goodlet?---Yeah. 

Just tell the jury what those observations were?---I never saw Anthony sort of incapacitated so 
that he never could talk to you. He was always able to speak. Ramah sometimes I've seen 
unconscious. 

All right, so you observed the effects of drugs on both Ramah and Anthony. Is that right?---Yeah. 
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Had you observed Anthony on drugs when you had been together with him both in Walpole and 
also in other parts of the state?---I'd be guessing there but - - - 

Don't?---I sort of assumed he might have been but I've never seen him taking drugs. 

Alcohol? Did he have a problem with alcohol - - -?---Yes. 

- - - throughout his life?---Yes. 

And gambling? Did he also have a problem with gambling?---I believe so but he never would - 
when he was with us, he was never backing horses or anything like that, but I believe he 
might've got there later, but, you know - - - 

Now, if I can take you through to about June of 2001, at that stage did you receive a phone call 
from Royal Perth Hospital up in Perth?---Yes. 

Was there a medical problem with Anthony at that stage?---All they told us at that stage, that he'd 
- he was sick and he broke out in boils and, he said, in a general, run-down condition. 

Did you and your wife Betsy later come up to Perth to see him after you found out that he had 
been in Royal Perth Hospital?---Yes, we did. 

Did you see him in a particular part of Perth?---We saw him in - I believe the place to be 
Gosnells. I'm not quite sure where it was but in a place there. 

When you saw him at Gosnells, did you make some observations about his state of health at that 
stage?---Yes. I noted that he'd lost a lot of weight and didn't look very happy with his life, you 
know, but he - - - 

When he was at the house in Gosnells, was there anyone else also at the house in Gosnells?---
Yes, there was. 

Do you know the name of that particular person?---I do but I can't tell you now. I can't think of it. 

My learned friend is indicating I can lead. There was a gentleman by the name of Sean - - -?---
That's it. 

- - - living with him. Does that ring a bell?---Yeah. 

Now, did Anthony speak to you about his plans at that particular time when you saw him up in 
Gosnells with your wife Betsy?---Yes. He wanted to do some fencing contracting and work like 
that. 

Did he speak about accommodation at all, where he was going to live?---Yes. He wanted to rent 
a house. 

Did he seek some financial assistance from you to do that?---Yeah. He wanted $600 for the bond 
and I quizzed him and he told me all the work he had lined up and I said, “Well, I'll give you 
$300. You can pay for the rest yourself.”

Was that cheque ever cashed?---No. 

When you saw him, that was at Gosnells at a house where he was living with the fellow Sean in 
about June of 2001. Is that correct?---Yeah. 

Were you and Betsy going somewhere at that stage when you saw him up at Gosnells in Perth in 
June?---Yes. We were going to Geraldton. 

Day 1 – Monday 5 May 2003 Page - 21

Comments, 15/02/09
Confirmation of state of mind.



The Queen and Gary Ernest White Supreme Court of Western Australia

Did you mention anything to him about going with you to Geraldton?---Yeah. I asked him to 
come up with us because he has relatives, friends and cousins, up there as well and I thought it 
might do him good to get out, and I wanted to sort of keep him with us. 

Did he come with you to Geraldton?---No. 

Now, if I can move on and ask you some other questions, after you went up to - after you and 
Betsy went up to Geraldton, did she then go off to New Zealand to visit one of your 
daughters?---Yes. 

Did you then return back down to Walpole?---That's right, yes. 

And in about July of 2001, did you have some contact with the South Hedland police station?---
Yes. They rang me and - do you want me to go on? 

Was Anthony in some trouble with the law at that stage?---Beg pardon? 

Was Anthony in some trouble with the law at that stage?---Yes, yes. They asked me to go bail for 
him.

Was he in custody at that stage for stealing a laptop computer?---Yep. 

Did you agree to go bail for him?---Yes. 

After you went bail for him, did you have any other further contact in relation to his bail then?---
Yes. He rang me again. Like, when his case came up, got deferred for another month so I had to 
stand bail for another month. 

So after you initially bailed him, the case came up again and you extended his bail. Is that 
correct?---Yes. 

Now, about a week after you extended his bail, did Anthony telephone you from Perth?---No, no. 
About a week before his bail was to be completed. 

All right, so about a week before he was due to next appear in court - - -?---Yes, yeah.

- - - he telephoned you. Is that correct?---Yeah. 

Do you know the date that he was next due to appear in court?---17 August. 

17 August. When you had that phone conversation with him, just tell the ladies and gentlemen of 
the jury as best you can what he said to you and what you said to him?---Initially he rang up and 
said, “Hey, dad” - that was always his greeting. He said, “Have you got somewhere I can stay in 
Perth?” I said, “Not really, mate, because” and I was on the only phone that I had and I couldn't 
ring anybody to organise anybody so I couldn't - I couldn't organise to tell him because he was at 
a phone box, and then he told me he was in some trouble here and he just wanted to get out of it, 
sort of. 

Did he tell you where he was when he was calling?---Not really but I do believe it was sort of 
Maddington.

Did he go into any more detail about what trouble he was in?---Yes. Do you want the whole - - - 

Yes, yes?---The whole lot? 

Yes?---Well, he'd been living in Port Hedland. That's where he was on bail, and he was with this 
group and he got into serious trouble there with them. They accused him of stealing some money, 
which he told me he didn't and I believe him totally because he - he wouldn't tell me that one. 
They tied him up to a tree - took him out to the bush and tied him up to a tree and beat him up. 
He got out of that and high-tailed it to Perth. Then, like I say, they chased him in Perth I guess
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How did that conversation of that particular occasion end then?---We spoke for probably 20 
minutes, half an hour. He ended up - the last words he said were, “I love you, dad.” I did also 
suggest to him to him he might be back in Port Hedland for his trial and he said, “No, I won't 
make it, dad, but” - and we talked about him going to phone up the police to try and sort 
something out with them and I believe he never did it. 

Did he say why he wasn't going to go back up to Port Hedland for his court case?---He wouldn't 
have had time. 

Some time later did the date for the court in South Hedland, 17 August - did that come and go?---
Yes.

When you saw him in Perth in June 2001 at the house in Gosnells did you see him again after 
that?---No. 

When you spoke to him shortly before he was due to go to court on the telephone did you speak 
to him again after that?---No. 

When he didn't appear in court did you commence to contact various people to see if they knew 
where he was?---Yes. I rang around - he worked lots of different places and lots of friends would 
ring up and I used to take their phone numbers for him to ring back and I still had them in the 
book, so I rang them up and tried to find out where he was and I couldn't find him anywhere. The 
last I found was before he was murdered. 

Some of the people you rang - did you ring a Ramah Goodlet, a Sue Miller and also speak to Sue 
Miller's de facto husband Gary Mills?---Yes. 

Then when you couldn't find did you subsequently report him missing to police?---Yes. 

If I can ask you about Christmas 2001. Was there any contact at Christmas time 2001?---No. We 
were going to come up to Perth. By this time our daughters were home with the grand kids and 
that and we decided to stay home. We thought we would stay home just in case Ant did ring up. 
We thought it would be terrible if he rang up and we weren't home. We didn't know where he 
was and we were still hoping he was out there somewhere, you know. He always used to ring on 
Christmas or our birthdays; or any special days he would always ring. 

Immediately after Christmas do you and your wife have some special days?---We have a 
birthday. Mine is 28 December, hers is the 29th, so within a day of each other. He would 
normally always ring for that. 

Did he ring on this occasion in December 2001?---No. 

His own birthday, 7 March 2002, did he ring around the time of his own birthday?---No. 

Up until this particular period when he didn't contact you how frequent was the contact when he 
was working away in various parts of the state?---There would be no regular time. Just every 
month, 6 weeks he would ring up or something and - yeah, just ring up whenever he felt like it. 

Have you seen or heard from him since you saw him in Gosnells in June 2001 and since he 
called just before his court case?---I haven't heard from him since that time. 

Yes, thank you, Mr Tapley. If you just wait there?---Yes. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mr Tapley, I will say to you the same thing as I said to your wife. When I ask 
you questions about your son's lifestyle don't think that I'm being disrespectful. All of us have 
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misguided children and they cause us many heartbreaks. So if I ask you questions about your 
son's lifestyle unfortunately that's what I have to do?---Thank you. 

When your son rang you about the bail - that he wasn't going to go back to Hedland - wasn't 
going to front up I think are the words you used - - -?---He didn't actually tell me that he wasn't 
going back. I said, “You'll be battling to make it back.” That's how that came up. 

You said, “You'll be battling” - - -?---I led the question, yeah.

Can you remember just approximately when that would be, what the date would be? We know he 
was due in court on 17 August 2001?---I'm not totally sure but I'm assuming it was the Saturday 
before that.

It was you who made the remark that he wouldn't get back in time?---Yes. 

Where did you think he was ringing from?---Ringing from Perth somewhere. I'm not totally sure. 

Did he tell you?---If he did, I'm not sure enough to say.

Certainly. Don't upset yourself about it. Anyway, when he rang you, did he mention Ramah 
Goodlet?---Yes. 

What did he mention about her?---The first thing he said was he wanted me to ring Ramah to see 
if she could meet him. 

What did you say to that?---I said, “No, Ant.” I said, “Ramah's got her own life. It's Saturday,” 
and I said, “You would be interfering with it, so leave it,” and he said, “Fair enough.” 

I'm looking at your statement which is dated 3 April 2002, and this is at para 80, page 637, 
“Anthony asked me if I had anywhere he could stay,” and according to the statement you said, 
“No, not really”?---That's correct. 

It's said, and I'm not criticising you in any way because you do get exasperated with sons, you 
said, “I was a little peeved at this time. He had worn thin on me and I told him that”?---I don't 
know that I actually told him that. 

I'm just reading from your statement?---I told it in my statement but I don't know that I told that 
to Anthony. 

You continued on in your statement, “Anthony only rings me when he wants something, never to 
say hello”?---Well, that's how it was at the time, yeah, because I'd just gone bail and all that for 
him, you see, and sort of - - - 

At para 84, “We spoke about his bail. I was concerned and I expressed this to Anthony that I had 
gone bail for him and he was not going to front court.” Would that be correct?---Well, it's pretty 
close to it. 

According to what you told the interviewing officer, paragraph 85, “Anthony said, 'All right, dad. 
I'll go to the CES and try and get some money. Then I'll go to the police station and see 
them'”?---That's correct. 

At paragraph 86, “Anthony told me he couldn't go back to South Hedland because he was too 
bloody scared. He had just run from there.” Can you remember him saying that?---I know that to 
be the case but I can't remember if it was Anthony that said it or not.

Looking at your statement that you signed on 3 April, would it have been in your mind then 
fresher than it is today?---That last year, yeah. It's hard to say. I remembered that - I remember 
me saying that but I don't remember Anthony saying it. That's the only point, is it? 
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That's all right?---Yeah. 

According to para 87, “He said, 'I got bashed up again. They tied me to a tree with a chain 
around my neck. I got out of that and got away,' and he said he headed straight down south 
then”?---Yes. 

According to your statement, “I asked what happened.” Can you remember asking what 
happened?---When? 

When he said that to you, when he said he had gone south and about being tied up to the tree?---
So what? What did I say you mean? 

I will read it to you again. “He said, 'I got bashed up again. They tied me to a tree with a chain 
around my neck. I got out of that and got away.' He said he headed straight down south then.” 
Can you remember him saying that?---No, he didn't say it as that. He just told me he came down 
and that's what I wrote in the statement. You're reading out what I said, not what he said.

The statement said, “He said”?---Well, he told me he was coming down south, so he did say it 
but I didn't write in the statement.

Then according to the statement, “I asked what happened,” and Anthony said, “They had 70,000 
in my bedroom and they reckoned I stole it”?---Yes. 

“Anthony said he didn't steal the money, ” and of course you accepted his word on that?---I do. 

But it was a lot of money, wasn't it?---Yes. 

Did this surprise you?---No, because he told me earlier that they were storing money in his 
bedroom and he said it was a problem. “I don't like them having money in there.” This was 
before when most of the other trial come up or something. 

According to what you told the police in April 2002, IIHe told me it was a long story. 'I'll tell you 
later'”?---That's correct. 

“He said he got away by burning the tree down he was tied to”?---Yes. That's when he said, “I'll 
tell you about it later” after that. 

Anthony said, “I think I've got somewhere to stay”?---Yep. And you continue on. You said, “He 
was pretty wary about staying anywhere”?---Yes. 

Can you explain what you mean by “wary”?---Well, he didn't feel secure anywhere. 

Did he ask to come to Walpole?---He did, yes. 

You said, “You're not free to move until you sort your problem out with the police. You had your 
chance and you've blown it”?---Yes. 

And Anthony said, “I had my chance, hey?” and you said yes. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

I mean, I'm not blaming you. We do get exasperated with our sons?---(indistinct) more I can tell 
you about. 

Then he said, rather unexpectedly perhaps, “I love you, dad”?---Yep.

Did you find that strange for him to say that then?---No, because I know he does love us. He 
knows he had problems. He's not knocking us for his problems. 

And eventually we know that you contacted the police as he was a missing person?---Yes. 
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Now, from your own knowledge, do you know whether Anthony was in Perth - and by “Perth” I 
include Gosnells, Maddington, but in the metropolitan area - in April, May or June of 2001?---In 
June I do because he was in hospital. 

Yes, but the month earlier?---I assume so. 

And July?---It was in July that he went to Port Hedland. I don't know the dates. 

Don't know the dates. That's quite all right. Now, your son when you saw him in hospital and at 
Gosnells, that's the last time you saw him - you actually didn't see him in hospital?---Right. 

He discharged himself and gone to Gosnells?---That's right.

Did you think there was something strange about your son's mental outlook at that particular 
stage?---He still had high spirits just to get into his contracting and whatnot, but I - just in my 
assumption, I could see in his eyes he wasn't happy. 

He wasn't happy. Would you describe it as being depressed?---I'd describe it as hurting.

Now, has your son ever worked in the Northern Territory?---I don't think so. 

When you went to see the police, did you suggest that perhaps they make any inquiries in the 
North-West, in the Aboriginal community, because he got along very well with Aboriginal 
people?---I did say that could be a possibility, but that wasn't the Northern Territory. 

Whereabouts was it in - - -?---Well, just in general; probably a bit more inland. 

Did you know that your son had been dealing in drugs?---I assumed he had. 

And associating with drug dealers and addicts?---Yes. 

Can you remember 10 November 2001 when you reported your son to the police? Did you 
suggest to them that you feared foul play?---There's a period there I'm not sure of, whether it was 
the police I spoke to first or the missing persons, but about the same time, and I suspected foul 
play could be a possibility because he was frightened when we last spoke. 

And you saw the posters, did you, that they distributed?---No. I don't think they distribute any 
posters. 

Now, on 12 December 2001, did Constable Matthews speak to you to obtain your permission to 
speak to the medial about him being missing?---If that's the date - I'm not sure of the dates but I 
spoke to Constable Matthews, yes. 

Was that about permission to speak to the media?---It was, yes. 

That meant going public that your son was missing in an effort to find him?---Yes. 

And up till then it was more or less the police making inquiries - - -?---That's right, yes. 

- - - from friends and past places that he had frequented?---Yep. 

Did you tell the officer that you did not want to go to the media because your son would call you 
at Christmas time?---Well, being November, if he was going to call me at Christmas time, it  
would've saved a lot of hassles, wouldn't it, if he was alive? I mean - and I did say at that time to 
somebody, “If he's dead, there's damned all we can do about it, but if he's alive, then he'll call us 
at Christmas.” 

Did you tell the police that you had reservations about speaking to the police because if he was 
hiding, he would call at Christmas?---No. I don't recall saying that. 
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Did you tell the police that they may be opening a can of worms to do with the drug trade if it 
went public?---I remember that being said. I don't know who I said it to. 

Could you have said it to Constable Matthews when he was asking whether or not you wanted to 
go public with notification - - -?---I had no problem opening that can of worms. 

Did you tell the police when they were trying to get details to assist them in the search for your 
son that he had been known on previous occasion to live on the streets of Perth?---Yes, I would 
have. Just prior to him going to hospital that would have been; the only time I believe. 

What was the can of worms that you were worried about?

BATES, MR: This is really getting into an area of speculation?---I don't mind. I can handle that, 
if you don't mind. 

SCOTT J: The objection is that it's getting into hearsay, Mr Cannon. I don't know what it's 
directed towards but it might be directed towards the witness' state of mind and if it is - - - 

CANNON, MR: It is directed to the witness' state of mind and the efforts made by the police if 
they were looking in the right places. 

SCOTT J: The police can be asked about that, but this witness can certainly be asked about his 
state of mind. 

CANNON, MR: What was your state of mind when you were speaking to the police about your 
son? Were you worried that he was being pursued by somebody?---I was concerned I didn't 
know where he was basically. That was the main concern. If you're not concerned you're not 
talking to the police for help, are you? I mean, that's why I was - - - 

The question I asked you was: were you concerned that he was at risk because he was being 
pursued by somebody?---I was concerned because he had been pursued by somebody. I know 
that he was being pursued by somebody but by this it's quite a few months later. 

Did you have some strange phone calls?---I had one in particular. 

Did these phone calls worry you even further that something was amiss, foul play?---Not at the 
time. It all fits later, but it was strange. He rang up this place and rang up and said - - - 

There's no need to say what he said to you; just the general gist will do. Did this person who rang 
up frighten you even more about your son's safety?---No, it didn't frighten me. It just confused 
me because I didn't know the person I was talking to. He asked for Anton, not Anthony. He said 
Anton. Whether he was Anton or he asked for Anton I don't know. 

Did the name Thomson mean anything to you?---I know the name. 

Did any person called Thomson ring you?---No. 

Did your son have a mobile phone to your knowledge?---Not at that time. He rang from a phone 
box. 

When was the last time that you can remember that he had a mobile phone?---A good while 
before. 

When you say “a good while” you don't have to be pinpoint accurate but it would be nice if I 
could have the year, for example?---Look, I'd say at least 6 months before when I last spoke to 
him. Otherwise he would've rung - - - 

When you say you last spoke to him was that the conversation on the telephone in August 2001 
about the court case or was it the conversation you had face to face with him at Gosnells?---I'm 
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not sure that Anthony had a mobile phone at all, right, because he used to ring and reverse 
charges and we would take the reverse charge and that's how most times we were contacted. 

Why weren't you happy about the police going public to the media to post (indistinct) that your 
son was missing?---As I said in the statement that you have quoted, he might ring up anyway. I 
mean, what parent naturally thinks their son has been murdered.

You were co-operating with the police officer from---?---Yes. 

Because the police officer was doing his best to contact all known places where he could be?---
Yes. 

And was using police forces in other states to assist him?---Yes. 

Did you direct the police to Queensland where you thought your son might be?---I didn't direct 
them there. I said there's a possibility that he could have gone to Queensland. I had - through my 
milling contract we had connections to Queensland. If he was - and I didn't think he was 
skipping bail, but if he was he could've done that. 

When did you find out that your son was suspected to have been murdered?---I found out - - - 

That would be in 2002 if you can get the - when what?---I was told prior to that by people; that 
they heard he had been murdered. 

Can you tell us who these people were?---A girl in Karratha rang me, that somebody else had 
told her and he'd overheard somebody talking in the pub; sort of like that, so you couldn't take it 
as Gospel. 

Certainly. You had just heard rumours?---Yes. 

When did you first have the official notification that it appears that your son had been 
murdered?---In Easter 2001 - 2002. 

That would be April, would it? April 2002?---Yes. 

Do you know if any efforts have been made since then to locate your son?---From who? 

By the police or by yourself or by anybody else?---I guess they're always looking for him, but 
they sort of had evidence they were working on which was building their case. 

But do you know of any efforts made after Easter 2002 by yourself or by anybody else to locate 
your son?---I still spoke to people that I've spoken to before on the phone, trying to check up this 
and that way and that, but as for the police business, I've no - I've no call to call on the police 
activities. 

So as far as you were concerned, you were no longer interested in using the police after Easter 
2002 to locate your son. You accepted that - - -?---I had accepted the fact, yes, because some of 
the evidence in my mind came up that it was Anthony that they found the remains of. 

Who told you this?---I've seen some of the displays that were found at the site. 

Would it be true to say that you were convinced by the police?---No. 

Did you go to the site?---I haven't been to the site. I've seen - looks like it was fish, right - a fish 
necklace, half a necklace. It was chopped in half. That's the only reason I can't be sure that that 
was Anthony's, but the front of the fish looked perfectly like Anthony's, and it had been burnt. 
Anthony had been burnt and so I take that - and no way is that there going to be there without 
Anthony.
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Is this in your statement at all to the police?---I stated that the - the necklace, because I'd stated 
that - the necklace, because they asked me could I identify it and I said, “Not 100 per cent,” I 
said, “But very - I'm very sure it was.” It can't be a hundred per cent because there's only half the 
fish there.

I don't see it in your statement and this is the first time today that I have heard about this?---I've 
told it. 

No further questions. 

SCOTT J: Yes? 

BATES, MR: No re-examination, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: In that event, thank you for your assistance. I take it again this witness may be 
excused, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: That's so, sir. 

SCOTT J: All right. You're now excused from further attendance?---Thank you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

BATES, MR: The crown calls Grant Williams Matthews, 642.

SCOTT J: I'm sorry. I missed the name, Mr Bates. 

BATES, MR: Grant William Matthews. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. 

BATES, MR: 642, your Honour.

MATTHEWS, GRANT WILLIAM sworn: 

BATES, MR: Is your full name Grant William Matthews?---That's correct. 

Are you currently a senior constable stationed at the Denmark police station?---That's correct. 

Do you also perform duties at the Walpole police post?---I do. 

How long have you been an officer stationed at the Denmark police station for?---Just over 3 
years. 

Can I take you to Wednesday, 7 November 2001. Were you on duty at the Walpole police post on 
that day when you received a phone call from a David Tapley?---I did. 

As a result of that phone call?---Did you attend at Mr Tapley's home in Walpole and obtain a 
missing persons report details on a form P19 regarding his son, Anthony David Tapley?---Yes, I 
did. 

Thank you. Now, were those details then put onto that particular form, missing persons report 
form, P19?---Yes, that's correct. 

At that stage did Mr Tapley want to formally report his son missing?---Not at that stage. I took 
the missing persons report details and then conducted some inquiries and it was a couple of days 
later that I put the form on the computer and transmitted it to missing persons. 

Those inquiries, were they a name inquiry search and a vehicle inquiry search on the police 
computer?---That's correct. 
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Then subsequently did you forward the missing persons report form P19 to the missing persons 
investigation unit up in Perth on 10 November 2001?---Yes, I did. 

Was that report transmitted by email from you down in Denmark up to Perth?---Yes, it is. 

Do you have a copy of that missing person's report P19 with you there?---Yes, I do. 

I would ask if the witness could have a look at that particular form. 

Is that a three-page document said to be received on 10 November 2001?---Yes, it is. 

Thank you, and I will just take you through that form briefly. Do you set out the name there of 
the person missing, Anthony David Tapley, with the alias of Ant?---That's correct. 

You've got the date of birth, 7 March 66, and some personal particulars, a description of him?---
Yes, that's correct. 

He is said to be missing from South Hedland since 17 August 2001?---Yes, that's correct. 

Are there sections in the form in relation to employment details and also vehicle details?---Yes, 
there is. 

Are those details left blank on the form there?---They are, yes. 

Is there a section there, “Recent state of mind”?---Yes, there is. 

You have entered in there, “The possibility was concern for his welfare as he had outstanding 
drug debts”?---That's what I've entered, yes. 

Was that information obtained from Mr Tapley during your interview?---That's correct. 

Going over the page then, banking details, did you record there “Unknown” at that stage?---Yes, 
that's correct. 

“Doctor: was in RPH some time in August 2001”?---That's correct. 

Is there a section then which details inquiries conducted by the police?---Yes, there is. 

At the time that you took the report, had any inquiries been conducted by the police at that 
stage?---To my knowledge, no. 

Have you got a section there, “All inquiries so far conducted by the inquirer”?---Yes, that's 
correct. 

The inquirer being Mr David Tapley, the person who had reported his son missing. Is that 
correct?---Yes, that is correct. 

You go on to record there some information that you've received from Mr Tapley when he made 
his report?---Yes, I have. 

Have you recorded there, “MP” - missing person - “failed to appear South Hedland Court of 
Petty Sessions on 17 August 2001”?---Yes. 

The reference, “18 August 2001, missing person visited Sue Miller, his ex-de facto's mum, at 1 
Corrida Court, Maddington, phone 9459-0583, not spoken to by police. He was given a pair of 
jeans”?---Yes. 

“About this time MP rang his father, said he wanted to come to Walpole, further advised him to 
sort matters out with police first and then come home. MP indicated he would. Father went 
$2000 surety re MP court matters. MP had a suspended sentence hanging over his head”?---Yes. 
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“MP sent a letter to Pamela Yates in Karratha, phone 9185-4979, indicating the debts and trouble 
he was in. Apparently also stated he wouldn't live to 40 years”?---Yes. 

“His ex-de facto is Ramah Goodlet or Rona Corbett. Apparently broke up with her beginning of 
2001. Didn't take it well”?---Yes. 

Then, “Inquirer father has spent time trying to locate missing person in Victoria Park where he 
used to spend time.” Is that right?---Yes. 

“Missing person has not tried to get any Centrelink payments since August 2001 which he should 
have been doing”?---Yes. 

Finally, “Inquirer was not always in contact with missing person but believes missing person 
would have made some contact with him now.” Is that right?---That's correct. 

Then you go on there. There's a section there, “Known drug/alcohol history”?---Yes. 

You've got, “Yes,” and then under Details, “Is believed heavily involved in all drugs”?---Yes. 

Is the last person to see missing person reported there as Sue Miller, 1 Corrida Court, 
Maddington?---Yes, that's correct. 

Then under Inquirer Details, have you got the personal particulars, name, address and phone 
number of Mr Tapley?---Yes, I have. 

Then you go on and set out, “Nature of suspicious circumstances necessitating the submission of 
the P19 report,” the missing person's report?---Yes, I have. 

You have recorded there, “Has not contacted family or friends. Has not received his dole 
payments. Believed to be in trouble over drug debt”?---That's correct.

Then is there a section on the form for additional information?---Yes, there is. 

You put there, “Was being treated in RPH for a boil-like sore on arm associated with drugs in 
August 2001”?---Yes. 

“Sources of information already given. May have a job and Australian Taxation Office may have 
address. Broken collarbone right side when 17 years. Tattoos: wizards, lizards, skulls and crosses 
on his arms and shoulders. Goatee beard, heavily freckled. Last associate on criminal record 
Gregory Ernest Drage, address and phone number unknown”?---Yes, that's correct. 

Thank you, and is that the missing person's form that you've completed and then sent up to the 
missing persons information unit in Perth?---It is. 

Thank you. Just put that to one side. On Wednesday, 12 December 2001 did you receive a phone 
call from a Senior Constable Sharon Smith from the missing persons investigation unit in 
Perth?---Yes, I did. 

Did she request you to attend and speak to Mr David Tapley and get an authorisation from the 
family to publish and release details of their son publicly?---Yes, she did. 

Did you contact Mr Tapley by telephone?---I did. 

Could you just tell us what Mr Tapley's view was in relation to publicity?---He was concerned 
that if there was publicity at the time it may cause Ant to stay underground, so to speak. He didn't 
wish for any publicity until after Christmas when he expected Ant to contact his mother for 
Christmas if he was still alive. 

Then shortly after Christmas did you speak to Mr Tapley?---Yes, I did. 
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Did he tell you whether or not Anthony had called for Christmas?---He informed me that he 
hadn't contacted the family. 

Yes, thank you, Senior Constable Matthews. If you could just wait there. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Officer Matthews, I think the way you go about your work is that you contact 
various police stations in areas where the missing person has been previously seen and get them 
to make the appropriate inquiries?---That's conducted certainly within the Police Service. My 
duty is to conduct all the inquiries at the time. 

I agree with you and you notify the various states, do you not?---I understand that's carried out 
by the missing persons bureau.

So you don't know what actually has happened in the missing persons bureau?---I'm not converse 
with the activities in - - - 

It's just that I have documents which indicate that when you asked Mr Tapley permission to go 
public he explained that his son was in hiding. Do you know about that?---Mr Tapley explained 
that? 

Yes?---I'm assuming that he believed he was in hiding I suppose. 

Did you ever speak direct to him?---To?

Mr David Tapley, the father?---Yes, I did. 

Did he tell you that he believed his son was in hiding?---Yes, that's what he believed. 

And he believed that the police may be opening a can of worms to do with the drug trade and 
persons on the take?---Yes, that's correct. 

If it was made public it may place his son in further danger?---Yes, that's correct. 

Do you have anything to do with the actual posters that are sent out to the various places?---The 
wanted posters? 

Yes?---No, I don't. 

Have you ever seen any of the posters relating to Anthony David Tapley?---I don't recall seeing 
any. 

So all you can say is that he was posted a missing person and then the people who deal with 
missing persons did all the despatch of documents to various places?---That's pretty much it, yes. 

With respect to the father - that's Mr David Tapley senior - did he ever indicate that possibly the 
son could be hiding in Queensland?---I don't recall. 

Have you seen any of the documents which indicate that Queensland was mentioned as a likely 
place?---Documents? 

Yes?---I don't recall. 

Certainly. No further questions.

SCOTT J: Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Nothing further, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Very well. Thank you for your assistance. You are free to go. 
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(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

SCOTT J: Do you have a brief witness that you could call?

BATES, MR: Not brief, sir, no. 

SCOTT J: I have got another missing persons witness. It will take a bit longer than this one, sir. 

SCOTT J: All right. Would you like to adjourn until 2.15? 

BATES, MR: I would, sir, yes. 

SCOTT J: We will adjourn until 2.15. We're under no great pressure as to time. During the lunch 
hour and indeed at the end of the day you will all be free to go your own way, but please 
remember what I said to you about not discussing the case with anybody but your fellow jury 
members. We will start again at 2.15. 

(Luncheon adjournment) 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Foreman? 

FRASER, MR: Some of the jurors find it a bit difficult hearing the comments from the 
prosecution as well as the defence and the witnesses; so a request that we hear and be able to 
speak up so we can hear you. 

SCOTT J: The court has just been redesigned in recent weeks. I don't know that it has even been 
used very much. Do you not have any speakers there that - it's not being amplified at all into the - 
- - 

-------------, MS: (indistinct)

SCOTT J: In that event, Mr Bates, Mr Cannon, we will just all have to keep our voices up. Yes, 
very well. 

BATES, MR: Thank you, your Honour. I call Sharon Lee Smith. That's page 644. 

SMITH, SHARON LEE sworn: 

BATES, MR: I will just get you to move into that microphone. We're having a bit of difficulty 
hearing all the participants in these proceedings, so if you can just speak up in a loud voice so the 
ladies and gentlemen of the jury can hear you. Is your full name Sharon Lee Smith?---Yes.

Are you a senior constable currently attached to the missing persons investigation unit?---Yes. 

How long have you been attached to that unit for?---Approximately 4 years. 

Can you just briefly tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what that particular unit does?---
Okay. We investigate missing persons reports. 

On 7 November 2001 was Anthony David Tapley reported as a missing person by his father?---
Yes. 

Was that particular report made to a Senior Constable Matthews at the Denmark police 
station?---Yes. 

Is there a particular procedure for a person in the community who wishes to report someone 
missing?---What they do is they go down to the local police station and give the officer details in 
regards to the missing person. That report then comes through to us via computer and once we 
get that report the sergeant then allocates that report to one of us who works at the unit and we 
then conduct inquiries. 

Day 1 – Monday 5 May 2003 Page - 33

Comments, 16/02/09
You really need to ask how much of the testimony was not heard. The jury should have been given time to review the transcript so far so they had a clear understanding of the facts so far. Instead Justice Scott only saw fit to ask the attorneys to keep their voices up. A punitive gesture given the severity of the trial. He should have adjourned the case and investigated with the audio people to improve the performance of the system. Indeed did he do anything during the trial to try to improve this? Why should Gary's rights to a fair trial be jeopardised by an inadequate audio system in a redesigned courtroom? Throughout the trial there was 18 times where people were asked to speak up or repeat their testimony as people could not hear.
It would be interesting to find out what was done to the audio system after the trial.



The Queen and Gary Ernest White Supreme Court of Western Australia

In relation to this particular matter on 9 November 2001 did you commence inquiries in relation 
to a missing person by the name of Anthony David Tapley?---Yes, I did. 

In relation to the inquiries you made is there some record kept of those inquiries?---We keep a 
running sheet on every phone call or any fax sent in relation to that report. 

As well as keeping the running sheet do you also keep details of the inquiries that you make and 
the results you get back from those inquiries?---Absolutely. 

Are those documents kept in a file called a missing persons file?---Yes. 

Thank you. I would ask that the witness - and I understand there's no objection - be shown this 
particular file headed Original Missing Persons File. 

Just have a look at that document, Senior Constable Smith. Have you seen that particular file 
prior to coming into court today?---Yes. 

Is that a missing persons file that sets out in a running sheet details of the inquiries that you made 
in relation to this particular matter, as well as other officers?---Absolutely. 

Does it also set out hard copies of the actual inquiries you have made of the results of those 
inquiries?---Yes. 

Thank you. I would ask if you could go to the running sheet. Do you have a running sheet open 
in front of you there with a commencement date of 9 November 2001?---Yes. 

Do you list there the dates and the time of various inquiries and yourself, officer with the number 
7447, as being the person who made the inquiries?---Yes. 

I would just like to go through some of the inquiries that you made. On 12 November 2001 at 10 
o'clock did you send a fax to Centrelink requesting address details and bank details?---Yes, that's 
right. 

And later - I don't need to know the results of these inquiries - did you receive a reply back the 
same day from Centrelink?---Yes. 

On 16 November 2001 did you make a telephone call to Mr Tapley senior, being the person who 
had reported his son missing?---Yes, I did. 

Did Mr Tapley - have you got recorded there, “Stated concerns about missing person due to him 
not being in touch, is involved with drugs and people he hangs out with”?---Yes. 

If I can move on, on 19 November did you speak to by telephone a lady by the name of Ramah 
Goodlet?---Yes. 

Then on 20 November 2001 did you speak by telephone to Sue Miller?---Yes. 

Also on that day, 20 November 2001, did you send an email to the South Hedland police to have 
inquiries made at 21A Boogala Crescent, South Hedland and 32 Holdings Place, South 
Hedland?---Yes, I did. 

Then moving on to 21 November 2001, did you call Pamela Yates?---Yes. 

And also on that day, did you request a photograph of the missing person to be sent to your office 
for possible media and missing person posters?---Yes. 

On 22 November 2001, did you receive an email back - I don't need to know the results but did 
you receive an email from Senior Constable Barratt at South Hedland as to those inquiries you 
sought to have made at those two addresses that have been referred to earlier?---On the 21st I 
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actually ceased inquiries on another operational matter, and it wasn't until 4 December that I 
actually came back on to the file. 

So for 22 November there, we have got - - -?---Another officer. 

- - - officer 5852. Is that Mr Archie Duda, a fellow officer at the missing person investigation 
unit?---That's correct, yep. 

Did you cease involvement with this matter as of 21 November 2001?---Yes. 

Once you ceased involvement, did you go off and deal with another missing persons matter that 
occupied your time them?---Yes, up until 4 December, and then I came back momentarily and 
worked on this file until I went on annual leave. 

When you came back on 4 December, did you familiarise yourself with what had happened in 
the intervening period that you had been away from the inquiry?---Yes, I did. 

Thank you. If you would just move on then in the running sheet to 4 December 2001 - do you 
have that there on page 4?---Yes, I do. 

Does that pick up there the further inquiries you conducted in relation to this matter?---Yes. 

Now, on 4 November - I don't need to know what was said but did you receive a telephone call 
from a Pamela Yates?---Yes, I did. She told me that she - - - 

Don't tell us what she told you, but as a result of receiving that call - - -?---Yes. 

- - - did you later that day speak to a John Lambruggen from the Karratha detectives?---Yes. 

And did you make a request of him?---Yes, I did. 

What request was that?---For him to actually go and speak to Pamela Yates and obtain a 
statement. 

Then you have got OTC - also on 4 December 2001, OTC office telephone call - to Pamela 
Yates. Did you speak to her on that particular date?---It would've been just to update her on - you 
know, that I'd actually spoken to Karratha detectives and they'll be in touch with her. 

Now, later on 6 December did you speak to Detective John Lambruggen from Karratha about 
getting a statement from Pamela Yates?---Yes, I did. 

Then later on 11 December did you send a fax to Walpole to Senior Constable Matthews to 
contact you?---Yes. 

Did you make a request then of Senior Constable Matthews on 12 December 2001?---It was to 
go and speak to Mr Tapley in regard to getting permission to do a media release. 

Thank you; and did you later receive a fax back from Senior Constable Matthews at that 
stage?---Yes, I did. 

Can I move on, also that date, 12 December, did you request the bureau of criminal intelligence 
to ascertain from Centrelink what correspondence had been sent to Centrelink from the missing 
person for the past 3 months and what was his last date, what benefits he was receiving and why 
his Newstart allowance was cancelled?---Yes. 

Can I move now to 13 December. On that particular day, did you email posters to various welfare 
agencies?---Yes, I did. 

Were those agencies the Red Cross, the Salvation Army, on that particular day, 13 December 
2001?---Yes, it was. 
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On 14 December 2001, did you compile posters of the missing person and post those to 
Australian Red Cross soup patrol, Feed the Poor, Marillac - that's M-a-r-i-l-l-a-c- day centre, 
Tranby day centre. De Paul centre, St Albinns that's A-l-b-i-n-n-s - Anglican Church?---Yes, I 
did. 

Now, in looking at that file prior to coming to court, have you sighted the particular poster that 
you sent to those various welfare agencies?---Yes. 

Perhaps you could just find it there. Do you have that there?---Yes, I do. 

Does it have a photograph of Anthony David Tapley?---Yes. Does if have some personal 
particulars in relation to Mr Tapley?---A description of him. 

Then under, Circumstances, does it read: 

Anthony Tapley has been missing since 26 August 2001 from the Karratha area. He had  
previously been living in South Hedland and had been seen around Maddington a week prior to  
going missing. Despite extensive inquiries by police and family, his whereabouts are not known.  
Concern is held for his safety and welfare?

---Yes. 

And was that poster or missing persons poster said to be not for public display at that point in 
time?---At that stage. 

Yes. Thank you. Could we just go back to your running sheet then. Moving forward then, on 17 
December 2001, did you send a fax to Senior Constable Matthews at the Walpole police post 
requesting a statement be taken from Mr Tapley?---Yes. 

Then on 20 December 2001 did you receive a statement from Karratha detectives from the lady 
Pamela Yates?---Yes, I did. 

At that stage, 27 December 2001, did you go on leave after that?---Yes, I did. 

Did you have any further involvement with this particular file?---No. 

During the period of time that you were investigating it, both the first time and also the second 
time, did your inquiries ascertain the whereabouts of Anthony David Tapley?---No, they did not. 

Yes, thank you, Senior Constable Smith, if you would just wait there. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Constable Smith, can you tell us: how long have you been with the missing 
persons section?---Approximately 4 years. 

How many inquiries would you deal with a year?---Our whole section between 2 and a half to 3 
and a half thousand files a year. 

It's not easy, is it, because many of the people who go missing do not want to be found?---Sure. 

What percentage of those inquiries do you locate?---99.8 per cent. 

In this respect, posters are put out. You have nominated one poster, and you have to get a profile 
of the person so that you know where to look?---Sure. 

For example, if a 12-year-old boy goes missing, you don't look in a retirement home for elderly 
people. What was the profile that you had in respect of this young man?---The profile was 
basically just from information received that he was more than likely or something serious had 
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happened or he was living on the streets, so my endeavour was to obviously contact the 
Salvation Army, Red Cross, et-cetera, and make inquiries there. 

So you were worried. The profile you had was of a person living on the streets?---There were 
also other discussions about serious concerns for his welfare in regards to some of his activity, 
previous activity, et-cetera.

It would be important, would it not, for you to know whether or not he was a drug addict?---
Sure, absolutely. 

Did you contact any agencies in connection with drugs?---No.

Any agencies in respect of overdoses?---No. 

In respect of Karratha, that's where he was living for a while?---Yes. 

Most of the investigation seems to have concentrated anyway during your time at his last 
contacts in Karratha?---Yes. 

You knew that there was a warrant for his arrest out?---Yes. 

I'm just looking at the posters. You've just described one and that's the one issued on 15 January 
2002. Is that the one you were looking at there?---Yes, it does have the date of 15 January but I 
compiled one and sent them off to the Salvation Army and Red Cross, et-cetera. 

Red Cross?---Yes. 

You go to all these institutions because you're hoping that someone will recognise him, speak to 
him and either he will ring himself or they will ring?---Absolutely, and there was also an 
occasion where he'd been missing for 3 months prior anyway, and it wasn't until he was found in 
Royal Perth Hospital, so we certainly couldn't rule out anything. 

When was he found in the Royal Perth Hospital?---I think it was the year before by his father 
and he'd been missing for 3 months at that stage. 

He had been missing for 3 months and the father had then listed him as a missing person?---Not 
at that stage. 

Not at that stage?---No, this was the first time that he had actually - - - 

You wouldn't have been involved then in looking for him when he was in the hospital?---No. 

I noticed an earlier missing person poster dated 13 December 2001. It mentions that he's been 
missing since 17 August 2001 from the Maddington area?---Okay, yes. Now that I'm looking at 
that one, that was the one that I actually compiled. 

That's the one you did yourself personally?---Yes, so I don't know who did the one on the 15th. 
Certainly, the one that I did on the 13th, because of confirmed sightings of him being in the 
Maddington area - - - 

That was the 13th, yes?---Yes. 

What about the 15th? How did you upgrade the, “Missing since 17 August 2001” to the second 
poster, “Missing since 26 August 2001”?---I don't know. I didn't do that, so obviously whoever 
was conducting further inquiries felt that they, you know, wanted to upgrade or change the dates, 
et-cetera, so I can't answer that, I don't think. 

No, I appreciate that what people tell you doesn't necessarily prove that what they are telling you 
is correct, but did you get varying reports as to where he was seen?---No, the information I had 
got was certainly that he, you know, came from up north and the main thing was to ascertain had 
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he actually come down to Perth. I had spoken to a couple of people which confirmed that he was 
in Perth, so that's where I basically, you know, made up the poster as in, okay, he was down here 
until such time I got further information. 

SCOTT J: I think you're being asked something a little more specific than that about dates. Is 
that not the case, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Yes, sir. 

SCOTT J: Just come back to the dates. 

CANNON, MR: See, the poster from Port Hedland that he's missing - from South Hedland, I'm 
sorry, of 26 August 2001, the missing date, that particular poster is dated 15 January 2002. The 
earlier poster, 13/12/2001, has him missing from 17 August 2001 from Maddington area?---Sure. 
I know that I certainly compiled the poster on 13 December and certainly put in he went missing 
from around the Maddington area because that was, from what I could ascertain, was where he 
was actually last seen. 

Interstate, for example - presumably you have a liaison with the various counterparts in New 
South Wales, Victoria, South Australia?---Mm. 

And Queensland?---Yes. 

Was Queensland as a state ever mentioned to you as a possible place where he would be 
found?---Yes, it was. 

Did you contact Queensland?---No, I didn't. When somebody is listed as missing they're actually 
listed on a system which if for some reason somebody - an officer over east happens to speak to 
him and do a name check they will be able to see that he's actually listed as missing in Western 
Australia. 

So you would have to rely in Queensland of him getting approached by the police and giving the 
correct name and then that police officer in turn keeping himself up to date with all the state 
missing persons register and then contacting you?---Yeah, sure. 

And nobody contacted you?---No. 

The poster of 13 December 2001 telling that he was missing since 17 August 2001 is marked 
“not for public display.” What is the meaning of that particular poster?---Because I hadn't 
obtained permission from the family to go public with media, et-cetera, then what I wanted to do 
was just have it going to the staff of the various agencies, then they could do a lookout to be kept 
for him. 

It's much more difficult, is it not, to trace a person where there is no public display? You're 
relying on authorities or welfare agencies dealing with them on a face to face basis and 
ascertaining their correct names and knowing about the situation and contacting you?---Sure, or, 
you know, having seen him and recognising him from the poster. I mean, certainly if it goes to 
the public displays end it would be covering a much wider range. 

I have got only photocopies given kindly by the DPP in connection with the posters, but would 
these be - you have probably got better posters. You have a coloured one?---Yeah. 

Could I possibly put in the two posters that I have just referred to rather than my photocopies 
because the colour - - - 

SCOTT J: By all means. If we take the two colour photographs that you have do you need the 
photocopies for your file or are you able to just - - -?---I've actually got - - - 
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You have got spare copies?---Yes, I do. Certainly for the 15th. 

Would you be kind enough to show Mr Cannon the copies that you're able to provide us with, the 
two copies, one of each?---That's for the 13th. I've only got - - - 

You have got 13 December and 15 January?---No, I've only got one for the 13th that's in colour 
for this file. 

CANNON, MR: Perhaps if I could hand both those posters marked as exhibits. I'm afraid we 
haven't got a colour photograph for the - - - 

SCOTT J: There is one?---There is one but we've only got one for the file. 

CANNON, MR: What if I give you my copy of the - - -?---Sure. 

SCOTT J: And we will return it to you at some later date. Just check those, Mr Cannon, that 
they're exactly what you do want. 

CANNON, MR: That is so. 

SCOTT J: We will mark those exhibits Al and 2 in date sequence. So the first will be 13 
December and the second, I think, is 15 January. 

EXHIBIT Al Crown DATE 13/12/01 Colour photograph of missing persons poster 

EXHIBIT A2 Crown DATE 15/1/02 Colour photograph of missing persons poster 

CANNON, MR: Did you have any reason to believe that foul play was suspected in his 
disappearance?---Personally, yes.

BATES, MR: I object to the question because it's really calling for resource than hearsay 
material. 

SCOTT J: It may. I'm not quite sure what you're heading towards. 

CANNON, MR: I'm not going for the conversations that led to the - - - 

SCOTT J: No. Are you going for the witness's state of knowledge? 

CANNON, MR: Yes. 

BATES, MR: We would say that's not relevant, sir. All the witness can say is what inquiries they 
made and they haven't heard from him. I have let in conversations that Mr Tapley's had, his state 
of mind, both senior and also Anthony David Tapley, his son. That has all gone before the jury. 

SCOTT J: I think the question might not be designed for the answer necessarily obtained but for 
following matters. Is that not - - - 

CANNON, MR: That is - - - 

SCOTT J: The way it has progressed. So what happened is a consequence. I will let it in on that 
basis, Mr Cannon, if you follow it through without getting hearsay evidence. 

CANNON, MR: Certainly. 

Was there any reason to suspect foul playas distinct from an itinerant person who takes drugs and 
is an alcoholic and wanders around the countryside?---Yes. 

Did you send it to all the police stations?---Sorry, the - - - 

Throughout the state?---No, I suppose I just basically with the information I received 
disseminated and made inquiries to whoever I needed to. 

Day 1 – Monday 5 May 2003 Page - 39

Comments, 16/02/09
Expert testimony given his drug connection that he had been murdered by someone in the industry.



The Queen and Gary Ernest White Supreme Court of Western Australia

Again, I can understand the Red Cross I think you said you contacted and the various charity 
organisations, the soup kitchens and things of that nature?---Yes. 

But what about the police themselves? Although it's not for public display at police stations, if 
you enter them, you see posters on the wall?---Yes. 

Did any of the police stations in other states put up this particular notice?---No, not at this stage. 

When did you cease making inquiries about Tapley?---On 21 November and started another 
operational matter and then from 4 December I came back to the office and I did numerous 
inquiries to follow up. 

Where were those inquiries mainly made? In Western Australia?---Yes. 

Did you make any inquiries, for example, in the Aboriginal community?---No. I personally 
didn't, no. 

Did you know anything about his work in the north of Australia, whether it's Western Australia 
or the Northern Territory?---No. 

Did you confine your inquiries mainly to Karratha?---On the information I had received, yes, I 
was just following it up, yes. 

I'm not blaming you in any way?---No, I know that but I was just, you know, trying to follow up 
whatever came in. I would certainly follow up with something and, if anything, try and establish 
if this missing person was still around. 

You got no reply indicating that any person had come across him?---No. 

You still haven't had any reply?---No. 

Do you know exactly when the file was no longer active in the sense that you send out to the 
various agencies? Was there a cut-off point when you just got nothing and did nothing further?---
No, I don't think that was the case. When I went on maternity leave, basically it was still being 
inquired into.

Who would have done those inquiries?---Other officers in my section, so it certainly didn't 
become an inactive file. 

I can understand it not being an active file when it's just left there waiting for information, but 
were further inquiries made from your own knowledge of even looking at the file?---Sorry, were 
further inquiries - - - 

Yes?---Absolutely. It's continually worked on. A missing person's file, once we get it, we 
continually work on it. 

But what additional work would you do when you had exhausted all your people in Karratha 
who knew him?---I mean, good point but we certainly keep revisiting it. If we get a long-term 
missing person, it still remains an active file. It certainly doesn't just get filed and put into the 
archives. 

I can understand that, that people go missing for years without being found?---Yes. 

I don't want to harp on it, but Queensland has obviously had a bad experience recently where a 
person was charged with murder, where the person allegedly murdered was still alive?---Yes. 

When your file is kept there always active, has there been any information coming through?---
Are we talking about this particular - - - 
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Yes, that particular case?---I suppose all I can answer in regards to this file is that it was certainly 
being inquired into when I left the office and so any information that was coming in, we would 
then have a look at that information and then decide, okay, who do we - - - 

I don't want to harp on it but - - - 

SCOTT J: You seem to have a big file in front of you. Does the file indicate what ongoing steps 
have been taken up until recently or not?---We've got a running sheet of what inquiries would 
have been conducted by other officers. 

BATES, MR: There will be other witnesses called, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Yes, I know. 

CANNON, MR: That's all right. If you are not the person who did the inquiries because you 
were on other work, then I will wait and have a bite at the next person that comes. Thank you. 

BATES, MR: Nothing arising, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: All right, thank you for your assistance. In that event, you are free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases, I call David Scott Gorton, page 648. 

GORTON, DAVID SCOTT sworn: 

BATES, MR: Is your full name David Scott Gorton?---It is.

Thank you. I will just get you to move in to that microphone and just speak up in a loud voice. 
We're having some trouble hearing everybody?---Certainly. 

Are you a first-class constable currently attached to the missing person investigation unit?---I 
am. 

How long have you been with that unit for?---2 years in May. 

On 7 November 2001, was an Anthony David Tapley reported as a missing person to police by 
his father?---He was. 

Was that file subsequently allocated to one of your colleagues, a Senior Constable Smith, the 
previous witness?---It was. 

And later, on about 22 November, was the file given to a Senior Constable Duda - D-u-d-a - one 
of your colleagues to assist in further inquiries?---Yes, it was. 

Then later, did Senior Constable Smith resume conduct of the file before ceasing involvement 
with it?---That's correct, yes. 

And then later, on or about 4 January 2003, did you commence inquiries in relation to this 
particular missing person, Anthony David Smith?---David Tapley.

David Tapley rather, sorry?---Yes, I did, yes. 

Now, First-Class Constable Gorton, when you commence or when you take over inquiries for a 
matter that has already been running, do you familiarise yourself with the inquiries made by 
previous officers involved with the file?---Yes, I do, yes. 

In relation to this matter, we have heard that the running sheet is kept which details what is done 
by which officer and on what date. Did you update the running sheet in this particular matter?---
Yes. I commence once - where the officer leaves off, I start updating the running sheets, yes. 
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Thank you. There's no objection from my learned friend so could you just refer to the file in front 
of you. Is that the missing persons file relating to this matter in front of you?---It is. 

Prior to coming to court, have you had access to that file and its contents?---Yes, I have. 

Could you just turn up the running sheet in relation to the matter. I want to take you through 
some of the entries and some of the inquiries you made in that particular running sheet. Could I 
take you to page 5 with an entry for 4 January 2002?---Yes. 

On that particular day - so the various entries - your number is 9195. Is that correct?---That's 
correct. 

Where you have made entries with 9195, those entries relate to things that you have done in 
relation to the matter?---Yes, that's correct. 

On 4 January 2002, have you noted that an original statement of Russell Bright was received ex-
South Hedland detectives?---Yes. 

Thank you; then moving along, on 7 January 2002, did you request a subscriber check for a 
particular phone number, 9493-5711?---I did, yes. 

Moving on to 8 January, did you request some phone records?---That's correct, yeah. A reverse 
call charge record, yes. 

Reverse call charge records for Ray White Real Estate in South Hedland?---That's correct. 

And then on 10 November, did you ask for a subscriber check for a number 9497-3198?---I did, 
yes. 

Moving on to 11 January 2002, did you email Detective Sergeant Lambruggen from Karratha 
detectives requesting a statement to be obtained from a Paula Bawden, B-a-w-d-e-n, a sister of 
Pamela Yates?---I did. 

And also on that day, 11 January 2002, did you attend at Ray White Armadale?---I did, yes. 

There's a note there, “Poster left for viewing by other staff when available.” Can you just explain 
to the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what that relates to?---Yes. In relation to most of our 
missing persons that have been outstanding for a specific amount of time, we do up a missing 
person's poster including the person's photograph and basic details. 

I ask if the witness could be shown the two exhibits that have been tendered. 

SCOTT J: Exhibits Al and 2. 

BATES, MR: Thank you, your Honour. 

Thank you. Now, do you have an earlier poster for 13 December 2001?---Yes, yes.

Does that relate to Mr Tapley's circumstance; that Mr Tapley had been missing since 17 August 
2001 from the Maddington area?---It is, yes. 

Is that a poster that had previously been prepared prior to your involvement with the file?---It 
would've been - yes, that was done prior to my receiving the file, yes. 

Then later after you received the file was a subsequent poster prepared dated 15 January 2002?---
It is, yes. 

Does that read Anthony Tapley as being: 
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Missing since 26 August 2001 from the Karratha area; previously been living in South Hedland;  
had been seen around Maddington a week prior to going missing. Despite extensive inquiries by  
police and family his whereabouts are not known. Concern is held for his safety and welfare? 

---It is, yes. 

Is that a poster you had some involvement in?---I made up this poster. 

Was that distributed at all?---It would've only gone to probably police stations - where there 
wasn't need for it to be displayed publicly. 

Because I think they're both headed Not For Public Display. Is that right?---That's correct, yes. 

Was that at the request of Mr Tapley?---That's correct.

Thank you. If you could just go back to the running sheet now. If you could turn over to page 6 
on 14 January 2002. On that particular day did you attend at an address in Greenwood and speak 
to a Pamela Wilkes?---I did. 

As a result of speaking to Ms Wilkes did you later that day call a person Kent on a mobile 
number?---I did, yes. 

Later, on 16 January 2002, did you speak to Mr Tapley in relation to this particular matter?---I 
did, yes. 

That's Mr Tapley senior, Mr David Tapley?---Yes. 

Moving on to 17 January 2002, was briefing note number 1 prepared at that particular time?---It 
was, yes. 

These briefing notes, can you just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what they relate to?---
A briefing note is a basic summary of all inquiries conducted thus far into the circumstances 
relating to missing persons. It usually goes up to our divisional office or officers in charge so 
they get an idea of the circumstances surrounding the disappearance. 

Does that missing person briefing note set out the action taken so far and also the follow up 
action which you are intending to take in relation to the matter?---Yes. Yes. 

If I could just ask you to turn it up in the file, the one that was prepared on 17 January 2002. Do 
you have that there on your file?---I do, yes. 

Under Action Taken have you recorded: 

Bank account checks, Centrelink checks, Western Power checks, transport company checks,  
Ministry of Housing checks, Australia Post checks, relevant BCI checks; Tapley listed as missing  
person with all other states of Australia, South Hedland police, Karratha detectives and  
Denmark/Walpole police all aware of inquiry; statements obtained from Russell Bright and  
Pamela Yates; telephone interviews conducted with David Tapley, Ramah Goodlet; Sue Miller  
and Pamela Wilkes spoken to by missing person investigation unit staff? 

---That's correct. 

Thank you. If you could just put that to one side. Moving on then if I could take you back to the 
running sheet. On 17 January 2002 was there further phone contact with David Tapley?---There 
was, yes. 

Do you also attempt to contact someone by the name of Kent Ginn, G-i-n-n?---I did, yes. 

Did you also receive some information back from immigration?---Yes, that's correct. 
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As well as phone contact did you also attend a house where you believed Mr Ginn may be 
living?---Yes, I did. 

I move on to 21 January 2002. Did you fax a search warrant to the Commonwealth Bank 
requesting the missing person's account details?---I did, yes. 

Did you also email Ray White Real Estate, Armadale in relation to this particular matter?---Yes. 

Moving over the page, on 23 January 2002 did you send that briefing note number 1 to Senior 
Sergeant Annetts of the major crime investigation unit?---I did, yes. 

With these missing persons is there a procedure where you liaise with the major crime 
investigation of the Police Service?---Yeah. Once we identify that the person has been 
outstanding for a particular length of time or there are circumstances which we believe may be 
slightly suspect or unusual we then contact major crime unit for their direction and assistance 
where required. 

Also on that day, 24 January 2002, did you once again attend at a place where Mr Ginn, G-i-n-n, 
may be living in Perth?---Yes, I did. 

Thereafter, on 25 and 28 January and also 29 January 2002, did you make various inquiries to 
locate the whereabouts of Mr Ginn?---I did, yes. 

If we move over the page to page 8, on 29 January 2002, were various inquiries made on that 
particular date?---Yes. 

Also on 30 January - 29 and 30 January 2002 - were various inquiries made to locate Mr 
Ginn?---Yes, they were. 

Did those inquiries continue on 31 January 2002?---That's correct, they did. 

Now, if we can turn over to page 9, on 31 January 2002, did you email a Sergeant Hyde at South 
Hedland police requesting staff to attend Yarrie - that's Y-a-r-r-i-e mine and interview Mr 
Ginn?---I did, yes. 

Then on 4 January - - - 

SCOTT J: I suspect February if you read - - - 

BATES, MR: 4 February - sorry, your Honour - 2002, did you receive notification that - or did 
you receive a statement of Mr Ginn by email?---I did, yes. 

Sorry; I will just clarify that. On 4 February were you advised that it would be forwarded and on 
5 February you received a statement of Mr Ginn by email?---Yes, yeah. That's - that's correct, 
yes. It did come through by email on 5 February, yes. 

Once you received that information, did you send that to Detective Senior Sergeant Annetts for 
his perusal and direction?---I did, yes. 

At that stage then, did you complete a case summary and update a briefing note?---That's correct. 

Also on that day, 5 February, did you call Gary Mills in relation to the availability of himself and 
Sue Miller to sign statements?---I did, yes. 

If we move forward to 6 January, did you attend an address in Greenwood and obtain a statement 
from a Pamela Wilkes?---I did. 

On 7 February, did you attend a briefing with a Sergeant van der Woude, W-o-u-d-e, and 
Detective Senior Sergeant Annetts and Weskin, W-e-s-k-i-n?---That's correct, I did. 
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If we move over to page 10 - we're nearly at the end of the running sheet - on 11 February 2002, 
did you fax Centrelink requesting details of any emergency payment requests made by Tapley 
from 1 July to 1 October 2001?---I did, yes. 

Then on 12 February 2002, did you email briefing notes number 1, 2 and 3 to Detective Senior 
Annetts at major crime investigation?---I did. 

Thank you. Do you have copies of those emails there, 1, 2 and 3?---A copy of the briefing notes, 
yes. 

Thank you. Can I just ask you to refer to those two, and could you also keep 1 handy there as 
well. In 2 and 3, do you list there the action that you had taken to date in respect of this 
matter?---Yes. 

Perhaps you would just read out the action?---For briefing note number 2? 

Yes. Perhaps I will just read it and you just confirm that it's correct. It's briefing note number 2. 
By that stage there had been bank account checks, Centrelink checks, Western Power checks, 
transport company checks, Ministry of Housing checks, Australia Post checks, relevant bureau of 
criminal intelligence checks. He was listed as a missing person with all states of Australia. South 
Hedland police, Karratha detectives and Denmark, Walpole police were all aware of the inquiry. 
Statements had been obtained from a Russell Bright and Pamela Yates, telephone interviews 
conducted with David Tapley, Ramah Goodlet, Sue Miller and Pamela Wilkes spoken to by 
missing person investigation unit staff. A statement had been obtained from Kent Ginn, a truck 
driver, and a statement had also been obtained from Pamela Wilkes. Is that correct?---That's 
correct, yes. 

Thank you; and then you have mentioned in the running sheet that you also forwarded briefing 
note number 3 to Detective Senior Sergeant Annetts on 12 February 2002. Is that right?---That's 
correct, yes. 

Do you have a copy of that briefing note in front of you?---I do. 

There's a date on that of 1 May 2003. Is that the relevant date for this particular briefing note?---
No, it's not. We have a self-dating system when we submit these and when this particular one 
was printed out, that was the date that came out. 

So it was a briefing note that was in existence to be emailed as at 12 February 2002. Is that 
right?---That's correct, yes. 

Once again, down the bottom of that it shows that the missing persons investigation unit had 
obtained bank account checks, Centrelink checks, Western Power checks, transport checks, 
Ministry of Housing checks, Australia Post checks, relevant BCI checks; listed as missing person 
with all other states; South Hedland police, Karratha detectives and Denmark-Walpole police all 
aware of inquiry; statements obtained from Russell Bright and Pamela Yates; telephone 
interviews with David Tapley, Ramah Goodlet; Sue Miller and Pamela Wilkes spoken to by 
missing person investigation unit staff; statement obtained from Kent Ginn, a truck driver, and a 
statement had also been obtained from a Pamela Wilkes. Is that right?---That's correct. 

Thank you. If I can just get you to have a look at exhibits 1 and 2. They're the two missing 
persons posters. You will see that the earlier one on 13 December 2001 has that he has been 
missing since 17 August 2001 from the Maddington area?---That's correct. 

Then the latter one on 15 January says he has been missing since 26 August from the Karratha 
area. Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how the change in that information 
came about between the two posters?---Yes. Whilst conducting inquiries in relation to this matter 
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we received information from other people that there was the possibility he had been seen in the 
north-west of the state around about that time. 

And that caused you to change that information on the missing persons poster?---That's correct. 

If you could just have a look at your briefing notes. Is one of your pieces of follow-up action 
awaiting a statement from a Paula Bawden, B-a-w-d-e-n, who is believed to have seen Tapley at 
Karratha City shopping centre on the morning of 26 August 2001?---That's correct in briefing 
note number 2, yes. 

Was it that information that caused the change in the information between those two missing 
person posters?---Yes, that's correct, yes. 

If I can just take you through then the middle of February and the end of February. Did you 
request some other inquiries to be made in relation to this matter?---I did, yes. 

Particularly on 13 February 2002 did you send an email to Karratha police requesting staff attend 
at the Karratha Shell roadhouse?---I did, yes. 

On 19 February 2002 was, by that stage, some decision made as to the future conduct of this 
particular inquiry?---Yes. The officers in charge of the major crime division had agreed that there 
was sufficient evidence to warrant sending the file to the north of the state, yes. 

You have mentioned the missing persons investigation unit. Is that located in Perth?---It is. 

Missing person investigations - if they involve other centres is there processes available where 
other officers can be briefed to take on the inquiry?---Yes, usually major crime. 

Just tell us what happened in this case then?---In relation to this file we identified that we would 
no longer be able to conduct inquiries based on resource requirements and the file was forwarded 
to the major crime officers. 

Then subsequently on 27 February 2002 did you send the file to Karratha detectives?---The file 
went up to major crime division and they forwarded the file onto Karratha detectives. 

As a result of your inquiries did you ascertain the whereabouts of Anthony David Tapley?---No, I 
did not. 

Yes, thank you. Just wait there. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Officer Gorton, you know the reason you were called here today is because it's 
a murder case involving Tapley's alleged death on 19 August 2001?---That's correct. 

When were you informed that a man had been arrested for the murder of Tapley?---I couldn't 
give you an exact date, sir, but it was some time after - - - 

Would it have been March 2002?---That would probably be correct, yes. 

What inquiries had you made between, say, January-February and March or was the file at 
Karratha?---I left the file with the major crime divisional office and the file was, yeah, out of our 
hands. 

I can appreciate your act of pursuit of all the agencies and people like that. When did you 
officially hand over the file as far as you were concerned on the basis that you could do nothing 
further?---That would've been approximately 27 February. 

27 February. What year?---2002. 
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At that stage you did not know that a person was suspected of the murder of Tapley?---I did not, 
sir, no. 

And the file was sent to Karratha?---Yes, as far as I know. 

When you're looking for a missing person, Australia is a very big place and you try and 
concentrate on the area where at least he was known prior to his disappearance?---That's correct. 

Follow it up from there?---That's correct. 

The file was sent back to Karratha because you were getting nowhere with any efforts that you 
were making dealing with Australia as a whole?---That's correct. 

You had got nothing back from Queensland?---Nothing.

Nothing back from New South Wales?---Nothing. 

The matter was dead?---Yes, as far as we're concerned.

Because, unfortunately, you are only as good as your informants?---That's correct. 

When you get people who tell you things, you write to the various police stations near where the 
people are residing so that they can do the interviewing?---That's correct. 

So you came to a dead end in February?---Yes. 

You've made no further inquiries since that date as to any agency or organisation in Australia 
whether or not they have had any results from the posters and the requests that you've made?---
Personally, sir, no. 

If a person doesn't have a cheque account, it's difficult to trace the cheques, isn't it?---It certainly 
is, yes. 

If the person doesn't have a mobile phone, a mere letter to Telstra or whoever operates the line 
doesn't get you very far?---No. 

Did from your investigations Tapley have a telephone?---We were aware that he may have had a 
mobile phone at some stage but probably not, from memory, at that particular time we were 
dealing with the case. 

So that got you nowhere simply because he didn't have a phone?---That's correct. 

In respect of hospital treatment and things of that nature, who do you contact to ascertain 
whether or not he's made any claim for medical treatment?---Medical treatment: we don't really 
have access to Medicare records. 

That's what I was going to ask. You have no access to Medicare records so that if he's gone into a 
hospital anywhere in the Commonwealth, you are not able to access records?---Not unless we 
contact the specific hospital that he may have attended. 

So if he didn't ask for the dole or social services, there's no bureaucracy that has any record of 
him making any claims?---No. 

But in respect of Medicare, if he's ill or something of that nature, even if he makes a claim you're 
not in a position to access those records?---No. 

No further questions. 

SCOTT J: Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Nothing arising, sir. 
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SCOTT J: Very well. Thank you for your assistance then. You are free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW)

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: I call Archie Duda. That's page 646.

DUDA. ARCHIE sworn: 

BATES, MR: Is your full name Archie Duda?---That is correct. 

Are you currently a senior constable attached to the crime stoppers unit?---That is correct. 

Between October 1997 and October 2002 were you attached to the missing persons investigation 
unit?---That is correct. 

On or about 22 November 2001 did you commence assisting with inquiries in relation to a 
missing person by the name of Anthony David Tapley?---I did. 

Thank you. When inquiries are conducted, is a running sheet kept and a record kept of which 
officers make the inquiries?---There was. 

Thank you, and prior to coming into court have you seen a running sheet in relation to this 
particular matter?---Yes. 

Thank you, and does that running sheet indicate the inquiries that you've conducted in relation to 
the matter?---It does.

Thank you. I would ask if you could just turn up the file and just extract the running sheet from it 
and I'll ask you some questions about that. I will move through these quickly, senior constable. 
Do you have page 1 there on 22 November 2001?---I do. 

On that day did you receive an email from a Senior Constable Barratt from South Hedland?---I 
did. 

Thank you, and then on 28 November 2001 did you send a fax to Homewest to check databases 
to see if the missing person was receiving assistance?---I did. 

On the same date did you send a fax to Western Power to ascertain if the missing person was a 
current customer?---I did. 

Moving over to page 2, on 28 November 2001 did you conduct a number of inquiries with 
various sources on that date?---I did. 

Beginning on 28 November, did you email the manager of Ray White Real Estate Maddington to 
ascertain if the missing person attended seeking to rent a house in the area?---I did. 

Did you receive back some information from Western Power?---I did. 

Did you also receive back some information from Ray White Real Estate?---I did. 

Did you make inquiries of Greyhound or Great Southern Railways?---That is correct. 

Greyhound and Great Southern Railways, rather?---That's correct, yes. 

Did you check the police system to see when Mr Tapley was admitted to bail?---I did. 

Was he admitted to bail on 16 July 2001?---That is correct.

Was he due to appear in the South Hedland Court on 17 August 2001?---That is correct. 

Did you make inquiries at Royal Perth Hospital patient records?---I did. 
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Did you also email Karratha police to have inquiries made with a Pamela Yates?---I did. 

Did you receive some information back from Homewest?---That is correct. 

Did you also email the Bureau of Criminal Intelligence of the Western Australian Police service 
to check with phone companies to see if the missing person had a phone registered to him?---I 
did. 

Moving on to 29 November, did you make calls to check whether he had accounts at Challenge 
Bank, BankWest and the Commonwealth Bank?---I did. 

Did you also check with Australia Post or email BCI, the Bureau of Criminal Intelligence, to 
check with Australia Post as to whether he was having his mail redirected?---I did. 

Also on that date did you check your police computer system and find out whether he had been 
arrested in South Hedland on 3 July 2001? This is the second-last entry on page 2. Do you have 
page 2 in front of you there, senior constable? It's just that second-last entry there?---I don't have 
3 July. 

29 November 2001, do you have that there where it starts?---I do have that, yes. Yes, I have the 
29th. 

You have telephone calls to Challenge Bank, BankWest and Commonwealth?---I do. 

Then PTS, no record found; IOS 3 July 01, arrested South Hedland?---I have that, yes. 

Then if we can move over the page, 30 November 2001, did you email South Hedland to have 
police make inquiries with a Greg Drage?---I did, yes. 

You also called the Westrail booking office?---I did call Westrail booking office. 

Would you move on now to 3 December 2001? You faxed ANZ and NAB to ascertain if he was a 
customer of those banks?---Yes, that is correct. 

Essentially, on 3 December did you basically cease involvement with this matter?---I did, yes; I 
did. 

Was the file returned to Senior Constable Smith?---That is correct. 

Occasionally, did you make the odd inquiry here and there in relation to the matter?---I did. 

I will just take you over to page 5, 27 December 2001. On that date did you email South Hedland 
to have statements taken from a Russell Bright and a Dwayne McPhee?---Yes, that is correct. 

Thank you, and did inquiries that you conducted ascertain the whereabouts of Anthony David 
Tapley?---My inquiries failed to locate Mr Tapley. 

Yes, thank you. Just wait there. I've just got one other question. Did you also email all the 
various states and territories of Australia to have something done in relation to Mr Tapley?---Yes, 
I emailed missing persons in the other states to have him listed as a missing persons on their 
database. 

All right. what does that involve doing?---It involves sending over the information in relation to 
the time he went missing, description, time reported missing. Basically, a missing person's report 
was forwarded over to the other states. 

All right, and is there a reciprocal system? If you get such a request into Western Australia, what 
do you do on your system then?---We list it on our system as a missing person. 
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All right. Was this a request for them to list on their system in the respective state or territory Mr 
Tapley as a missing person?---Yes. 

Yes, thank you, if you would just wait there.

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mr Duda, you've told us you contacted in Western Australia Western Power. 
Everybody has electricity usually and that's a way of checking them?---That is correct, Mr 
Cannon. 

Similarly, in respect of Homeswest, people on a lower income have to deal through Homeswest 
and that's another way of checking them?---It's another avenue of inquiries. 

Can you tell what checks were made in Queensland for the electrical institution that supplies 
power there?---I would fax, send a missing person's fax direct to the customer officer at Western 
Power with the details. 

Is there a Western Power in Queensland? I'm talking about Queensland?---No, Western Power in 
Perth. 

No, you've done all this in Western Australia and you got no information?---That is correct. 

In respect of Queensland, they will also have their own electrical institutions supplying 
power?---I would presume so, Mr Cannon. 

Were any checks made there?---There's no checks made in the Eastern States in relation to any 
power. 

And in respect of Homeswest or their equivalent of Homeswest?---No checks were made over 
there by me. 

In respect of the banks, did you ask them to check all the accounts in other branches in other 
states?---I checked with ANZ and National Bank because their system is listed in the Eastern 
States. 

Did you ask for particulars of all accounts in the Commonwealth or did you just confine yourself 
to accounts in Western Australia?---Apart from the three banks in Western Australia, I did checks 
with two banks in the Eastern States, which was National and ANZ. 

What bank did you ascertain he was dealing with in Western Australia?---Commonwealth. 

In respect of any of the other states, can you give evidence that checks have been made in respect 
of all the institutions such as Red Cross or the soup kitchens and all that sort of thing or can you 
only say that you send it to their database and leave it up to them to go through their own system 
in their own time?---I send the missing persons to the Eastern States for them to make their own 
inquiries. 

If they're not diligent in making their inquiries, unfortunately you don't get the information that 
you - - -?---We don't get any replies back, no. 

The checks in WA - you have been very thorough and diligent but in respect of checks made in 
any other states or territory, you can't give any information about that at all?---I can't give you 
information from those states. 

Thank you. 

BATES, MR: Nothing arising, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Thank you for your help. In that event, you're free to go. 
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(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

BATES, MR: Call Ruth Williams, your Honour. That's page 718. That's the statement. There's 
also some documentation at 668. 

WILLIAMS, RUTH ELIZABETH sworn: 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: 718 is the statement and 668 is the records.

SCOTT J: Unfortunately my pages are not numbered, but we will rectify that as soon as we can. 
I have a copy of it. 

BATES, MR: Yes. 

Tell the court your full name, please?---Ruth Elizabeth Williams. 

Are you employed by the Commonwealth Bank of Australia as a compliance officer?---Yes, 
that's right. 

As part of your normal duties with the bank, do you have access to all accounts, vouchers, files 
and computer records for all accounts at all branches and departments of the bank?---Yes, that's 
right. 

Is that throughout Australia?---Yeah. We can get access to everything, yes. 

Thank you. Now, have you examined the banker's books of the Commonwealth Bank at the 
Albany branch between 28 January 2000 and 28 December 2001 in relation to an account styled, 
Anthony David Tapley, with an account number 650000679192?---If that's the statements that I 
signed an affidavit for last week, then yes, that's correct. 

All right?---I haven't got - - - 

The police asked you certain information about bank accounts in the name of Anthony David 
Tapley?---Yes. 

All right. I show the witness some bank account statements. They're the ones at 668 of the 
papers. 

Just have a look at those. Are they the account with the Albany branch of the Commonwealth 
Bank that relates to Anthony David Tapley with that particular account number, 
650000679192?---Yes. 

Are they the records of that particular account 28 January 2000 and 28 December 2001?---Yes. 

On there I just want to draw reference to a couple of things on the statements. You have got on 
the first record on 28 January 2000 statement begins, opening balance. right?---Yes. 

Where Social Security deposits are made into the account is that shown up in a particular way in 
the statements?---I beg your pardon? 

Where Social Security payments are paid into the account does that show on the bank 
statements?---Yes. 

Is there a reference there 28 January, Department of Social Security, credit $326.70?---Yes. 

Is that a deposit into the account from Social Security?---Yes. 

Also, when withdrawals are made is there locations shown where the withdrawals had been 
made at?---Yes. 
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For example, going down NAB, ATM, automatic teller machine, Albany, 250 York Street, and 
references to Walpole and other places where withdrawals had been made. Is that right?---Yes. 

If I can take you on to the third-last page of those particulars accounts there's an entry there on 2 
August 2001. Do you see that there?---Social Security? 

Yes. Department of Social Security, a credit of $52.33 on 2 August?---Yes. 

Did that bring the credit in his account up to $47.03?---Yes, that's right. 

On 7 August was there a withdrawal in the amount of $45?---Yes, there was. 

Did that bring his credit down to $2.03?---Yes, that's right. 

On 14 August a further deposit from the Department of Social Security of $88.16?---Yes. 

On the same day withdrawals from Maddington for $50 and Metro Mad for $40?---Yes, that's 
right. 

Did that bring his credit down to 19 cents as at 14 August 2001?---Yes. 

As at 21 August 2001 did he have a closing balance then of 19 cents credit?---Yes, that's right. 

Thank you. If you can go to the last page after that date until the account was closed, were there 
any other transactions on the account?---There was a debit interest of 2 cents debit and then there 
was a credit of $2.83 to close the account. 

So the account went into debit through bank charges, the standard 2.83 and then there was a 
credit to close that account on 28 December 2001. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Yes, thank you. I tender the banking records for the Commonwealth Bank in relation to Anthony 
David Tapley, if it please the court. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 1 - do you need the pages separately numbered, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: No, I don't, sir. 

SCOTT J: Those accounts will become exhibit 1. 

EXHIBIT 1 Crown Banking records Commonwealth Bank of Anthony David Tapley 

BATES, MR: That particular account, are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury 
how that account came to be closed?---I believe from what I can tell from this statement it looks 
like it was written off because it was overdrawn. 

Because it was overdrawn was some action taken to close the account?---The branches receive 
reports about accounts that are overdrawn and they decide what they are going to do about it. 

So in this case the bank closed that particular account due to the fact it was overdrawn?---It looks 
like that, yes. 

Yes, thank you, Ms Williams. If you just wait there. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Ms Williams, I note you indicated that as part of your normal duties you have 
access to all accounts, vouchers, et-cetera and then you were asked about throughout the 
Commonwealth, “We can get access.” Did you ever attempt to get access to any other account in 
the name of Anthony David Tapley?---I didn't, no. 

In respect of Anthony David Tapley the bank closed the account in the year December 2001. 
What address did you have for contacting Mr Tapley?---It would be on the last statement. 
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Would you have a look - - - 

SCOTT J: Would you like them back?---Yes, please. We had a post office box number 22 in 
Walpole. 

CANNON, MR: You didn't have any telephone number or mobile number or anything like 
that?---I'm not sure. 

And the Social Security used to pay in his cheque there and that's about all you can say, is it?---
Social Security either pays - more often than not they pay by direct entry rather than an actual 
cheque. 

When did that cease?---The last one went in on 14 August 2001. 

Was any reason ever given to you why further cheques were not coming in?---No. 

Thank you. 

BATES, MR: Nothing arises. 

SCOTT J: There seem to be two entries on that date. There's one deposit and two withdrawals. 
Is that the way it works?---There is on that date, yes. 

I don't understand your coding. ABWDL?---That's an autobank withdrawal. 

I see; so there are two autobank withdrawals?---Yes. One shown as Maddington, $50, and the 
other shown as Metro?---Metro Maddington. 

$40?---Yes. 

I see; yes, all right. Thank you. Anything arising out of that? 

BATES, MR: Nothing arising. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. I take it there's no objection to this witness being excused. 

BATES, MR: No, your Honour. 

CANNON, MR: No. 

SCOTT J: All right. Thank you for your help. You're free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW)

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases. I call Ramah Goodlet. That's page 98 of the papers. 

GOODLET, RAMAH sworn: 

BATES, MR: Mr Usher, could we have that missing persons file back, please. 

Ms Goodlet, could you just turn over whatever you have got there and just put that to one 
side?---Yep. 

Tell the court your full name, please?---Ramah Goodlet. Can I just get you to speak up in a very 
loud voice, Ms Goodlet, because we have been having a little bit of trouble hearing witnesses, 
and also counsel. The ladies and gentlemen of the jury here have to hear what you have got to 
say so just speak up in a loud voice so we can all hear?---Okay. 

Tell the court your date of birth?---2/9/78. You're currently 24 years of age?---Yes. 

Do you have any children?---Yes. 
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What children do you have?---I've got one son.

Is his name Kane Douglas Bowman Tapley?---Yes. 

Are you presently in a relationship with a partner?---Yes, I am. 

If I can ask you some questions, did you know a person by the name of Anthony David 
Tapley?---Yes, I do. 

Did he have a particular nickname?---Yes, Ant. 

Ant. Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how old you were when you first 
met Anthony David Tapley?---I think I was 10 years old. 

Where were you located when you first met him?---Walpole, Western Australia. 

At that stage, were you living with your mother, Susan Kaye Miller, down in Walpole?---Yes, I 
was. 

Did you met Ant through your mother, Susan Miller?---Yes, I did. 

Your mother, is she referred to by any particular nickname at all?---Suz. 

If I mention the name Susie Wong, is that - - -?---Yes, yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how that nickname came about?---Just 
cooking Chinese food. 

Now, later, when you were about 16 years of age, did you commence a casual sexual relationship 
with Anthony David Tapley?---Yes, I did. 

Could I just ask you to just tell us about your movements and Anthony David Tapley's 
movements. You met him down in Walpole and then what happened to the two of you after 
that?---We became friends and when I was 13, I moved to Perth with my mum and we sort of 
kept in contact over that period of time and then we - we got into a sexual relationship when I 
turned 16. 

How did the relationship progress after that then?---We were friends and he would go and work 
away and still keep in contact by telephone and then we got together when I was about 21, in a 
relationship. 

By the time you got together when you were about 21, at that stage had you had a child to 
another man, who you called Kane Douglas Bowman Tapley?---Yes, I had, yeah. 

Now, when you first got together when you were about 21, with Anthony David Tapley, can you 
just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury where you lived at that particular stage, when the 
two of you got together?---I was living at my mum's house. 

Was she living - - -?---At 1 Corrida Court, Maddington.

Did Anthony Tapley live with you, with your mum, at that house in Maddington?---Yes. 

How long was that for?---For maybe 2 months. 

After that, did you and Mr Tapley move somewhere else then?---Yes, we did. We moved down to 
Walpole. 

Down in Walpole, did you and Mr Anthony Tapley stay at a particular place down there?---We 
stayed at his parents' house. 
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As I understand it, there's a shack where you and Anthony and your son stayed and Mr and Mrs 
Tapley senior lived in another house on the property. Is that correct?---Yes. Yeah, we stayed with 
his parents for a little while and then we moved to the shack, which is on their property. 

Do you remember how long you and Anthony Tapley and your son stayed down in Walpole for 
approximately?---Maybe a year and a half or a year. 

After staying down in Walpole for that period of time, did the two of you move somewhere 
else?---Yes, we moved back up to Perth, to Forrestfield. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how long you stayed in Forrestfield 
for?---I think it was 6 months. 

Just prior to that lease expiring - or just prior to the 6 months that you stayed in that particular 
place, did something happen to the relationship?---Yes, we broke up. 

When you broke up, did one of you move away from that particular house?---Yes, Anthony 
moved away. 

During the relationship, did you receive a $20,000 compensation payment?---Yes, I did. 

During the relationship, did both you and Mr Anthony Tapley have some difficulties with 
drugs?---Yes. 

Could you just briefly tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury about that?---We both had drug 
habits for amphetamines and we spent all the money in 2 months. 

When you say you spent all the money in 2 months, is that the $20,000 compensation pay-out 
that you received?---Yes. 

Now, when you went down to Walpole - you mentioned prior to going down to Walpole with Mr 
Tapley, that you were living with your mother at her house in Corrida Court in Maddington. Is 
that right?---Yes. 

When you moved down to Walpole, or prior to moving down to Walpole, did you receive any 
financial assistance to go down to Walpole?---Yes, I did, yes. 

Just tell us what you received?---When I originally moved down there I received $500. 

Who gave you that $500?---Gary White did. 

Is that Gary Ernest White, the accused man before the court?---Yes, it is. 

Was that money repaid?---Yes. 

Was it repaid all in one go or in stages?---In two stages. How much was repaid at the first 
stage?---$400. 

Then after the $400 was paid, was there an amount of $100 still outstanding?---Yes, there was. 

Did you receive a telephone call from Mr White in relation to the outstanding money?---Yes, I 
did. 

Do you remember where you were when you received that telephone call from Mr Gary 
White?---Yes, I was at my mum's house in Maddington.

As best as you can recollect, can you just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what Mr White 
said to you?---Yes. He said to me, “If that cunt doesn't pay me the $100 I'm going to blow his 
head off.”
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Did you do something in relation to repaying the money at that stage?---Yes, I did. I gave 
Anthony the $100 and he went round there and paid it.

Did you tell him what to do with the money?---Yes. 

What did you tell him to do?---I said, “Give this to Gary.” 

Now, if I can ask you some questions about Gary White, are you able to tell the ladies and 
gentlemen of the jury when you first met Gary White?---Yes. I first met Gary when I was about 
maybe 20. 

About 20. Can you tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury where you first met Gary?---Yes. I 
met him at the Maddington Tavern. 

Did your mother have a de facto?---Yes. Yes, she does. 

What's her de facto's name?---Gary Mills. 

Your mother and Gary Mills, did they used to drink at a particular hotel?---Yes. 

Where do they drink at?---Maddington Tavern. 

Did you ever see Gary White at the Maddington Tavern?---Yes, I did. 

Are you able to describe the relationship between our mother and Gary White?---They were 
close friends. 

Through your mother and Gary White being close friends, did Gary Mills also associate with 
Gary White?---Not really. 

After you met Gary White, did he used to come to your mother's house in Maddington?---To my 
mum's? 

Yes?---Yes. 

Did you also see him at other places?---Yes, I did. 

Are you able to just tell us the addresses of the places where you used to see him?---I saw him at 
Jade Street, Maddington and Nantellis Road, Maddington. 

All right, and that address at Nantellis Road, is that in the suburb of Gosnells?---Yes, it is 
actually; yes. 

Thank you, and did he live in Nantellis Road, Gosnells prior to moving to the Jade Street, 
Maddington address?---As far as I know. 

Are you able to tell us in terms of time when it was that you broke off with Ant? You have told 
us it was towards the end of that 6 month lease on the property up in Perth when he came back 
from Walpole. Do you know approximately when that was?---No, I don't. 

Did you breaking up with Ant coincide or occur around the same time as any other event?---Yes, 
it did. 

What event occurred around the time that you broke off with Ant?---I was at my mum's house in 
Maddington. There was two other people there. There was my mum, me, Anthony, my son, 
Geoff Rape and Steven Atkins and we were having a bit of a party and do you want me to 
explain? 

Just what you observed from your own observations?---Okay. There were folk that - they had a 
fight, Anthony, Geoff and Stewart. They had a fight and Anthony ended up leaving and we broke 
up that night.
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All right, and was there some incident concerning your mum that occurred on that particular 
occasion?---Yes. We were out the back playing darts and mum had a dart in her hand and 
Anthony came out the back. He was like yelling and screaming and everything, and mum and 
Anthony were arguing and they went back inside the house and I was at the back door and 
Anthony thought that mum was going to like get him with the dart, so he pushed mum on to the 
floor and she hit the concrete floor with her head, and then Anthony left short after that. 

Thank you, and it was that night that you broke up with Anthony Tapley?---Yes, it was. 

Even though you broke up with him that night, did you still maintain contact with him?---Yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury the extent of the contact you continued 
to have with him?---We used to see each other about once a month roughly. 

During the period of time that you were in a relationship with Anthony. Did Gary White ever say 
anything to you about Anthony?---Yes, he did. 

What did he say? He used to say to me, “You're not still hanging around with that scumbag?"

If I can move on now, move on to Wednesday, 15 August 2001, on that particular day did you get 
paid that day from Centrelink?---Yes, I did. 

Were you driving in a particular area on that particular day?---Yes, I was driving through the 
shopping centre at Maddington. 

Does that shopping centre have a particular name?---Maddington Metro shopping centre. 

When you were driving through or in the area of Maddington Metro shopping centre, did you 
catch up with someone on that particular day?---Yes, I did. I went into the Coles shopping centre 
and Anthony came in there and I left my shopping. We went back to the Attfield Tavern across 
the road. 

When you saw Anthony Tapley on that occasion, can you tell us how he appeared to you?---He 
appeared thin and like - - - 

Did you make any observations about his apparent state of health?---Yes, he looked very 
unhealthy. 

You have mentioned that you walked over to the Attfield Tavern with him. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Did he ask you for some money?---Yes, I gave him $5. 

Did he do something with the money?---Put it on the TAB and he won 40 bucks. 

How long did you spend together at that particular occasion?---Maybe half an hour to an hour. 

Did you give him a lift somewhere on that particular day?---Yes, I did. When we left there, I 
drove him to Action Supermarket, another shopping centre in Maddington. 

Did you make any arrangements to see him on a later occasion?---No. 

Did you ever see him again after that particular day, Wednesday, 15 August 2001?---No. 

You mentioned a son that you had by the name of Kane Douglas Bowman Tapley. Do you recall 
mentioning that in your evidence?---Yes. 

You told us that he was a child of another man and that he was a few months old when you and 
Anthony Tapley got together. The name Bowman Tapley, is there any particular reason why you 
took the name Bowman Tapley for your son?---It was because I was in fear of my son's father 
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and me an Anthony ran away together and I wanted to start a new life and not have his real father 
be able to find us and basically let Anthony be his father. 

Thank you. Are you able to just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury during the period of 
time that you were with Anthony Tapley in that relationship how Anthony got on with your son 
Kane?---Really well. They bonded - - - 

Go on?---They bonded really well, just like father and son. How old again was Kane when you 
and Anthony - - -?---4 and a half months old. 

- - - first entered the relationship?---4 and a half months old. 

How long did the relationship last for then?---A year and a half to 2 years, minimum of 2 years. 

After that year and a half to 2 years, perhaps you could just tell us from your own observations, 
how did Anthony Tapley take the break-up with you?---Not very well.

Was there any reason he didn't take it very well?---Because his whole world was around me and 
my son. We became a family and - yeah. 

When you would catch up with him from time to time, what sort of contact did you have with 
him after you had both separated and went your own separate ways?---One or two times he came 
up to the house in Forrestfield before I moved out and just spent the day with me and my son, 
playing in the garden and stuff, and that's about it. 

Did you have any phone contact with him?---No, not really.

If I can take you through to Saturday, 18 August 2001, on that particular day did you visit your 
brother Jarrad Miller at the Karnet Prison Farm with your mum, Gary Mills, your sister Boronia 
and also your son Kane?---Yes, I did. 

By that stage were you in a relationship with another partner?---Yes, I was. 

Do you recall where you were the following day, Sunday, 19 August 2001?---Yes, I was - I was 
having a look at motorbikes in - I've forgotten what suburb it is, at Frasers. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury whether it's north or south of the 
river?---I'm not sure. I really don't know. 

Do you know how far approximately from Maddington the suburb is that Fraser's motorbike 
shop is located at?---It takes about half an hour to get there from Maddington. 

Is that half an hour in the car?---Yeah. 

When you were at Fraser's motorbike shop about half an hour from Maddington, did you receive 
an SMS call from - or an SMS from your sister Boronia?---Yes, I did. 

At that stage were you using a phone that had a number 0418-934-639?---Yes, I was. 

Did that particular message request you to do something?---Yes. My sister asked me if I wanted 
to come to my mum's house and start drinking with mum and Anthony. 

Did you SMS back?---Yes, I did. I said, “No, I'm looking at motorbikes.” 

Thank you. Did you have any contact with either your mum or Anthony on that particular 
Sunday, 19 August 2001?---No. 

Did you spend that particular day with your then partner?---Yes, I did. 

You told us earlier that you used to visit Gary White at Nantellis Road in Gosnells, and did you 
also visit him at a property that he had in Jade Street, Maddington?---Yes, I did. 

Page - 58 Day 1 – Monday 5 May 2003

Comments, 16/02/09
State of mind.



Supreme Court of Western Australia The Queen and Gary Ernest White

Then after 15 August 2001 when you saw Ant at the Maddington Metro shopping centre area, 
what was your state of mind after that when you hadn't heard from Ant?---Can you - sorry, what 
was that? 

Yes. You have mentioned that you saw him on 15 August 2001 at the Maddington Metro 
shopping centre. Did you see Anthony David Tapley again after that?---No. 

Did he telephone you or speak to you again after that particular date?---No. 

Did you speak to any person about the fact that you hadn't heard from him?---I had spoken to his 
father. 

Did you tell his father when you had last seen him?---Yes, I did. 

Eventually did his father tell you that he had reported Anthony as a missing person to the 
police?---Yes. 

Then later did an officer from the missing persons bureau ring and ask you some questions about 
when you had last seen Ant?---Yes, they did. 

Are you able to put a time frame on that, when that officer from the missing persons bureau rang 
you and asked about Ant?---No. No. 

You have told us that you last saw him on 15 August 2001. Are you able to say whether that 
contact with the missing persons bureau person was before or after Christmas?---After 
Christmas, I'm sure. 

Do you recollect being with Gary White and your mother some time and also Boronia some time 
after that missing persons bureau person had contacted you and asked you questions about 
Ant?---Yes, I do. 

Who was present on that occasion and where were you present at?---We were at Weston Street in 
Maddington. It was my sister's house. 

That's your sister Boronia. Is that right?---Boronia Miller. 

Was she present?---She may've been present but she was, like, in another room. 

Who else was present?---I think it was just my sister, me and my mum. 

Gary White, was he present on that occasion?---Yes, he did come over on that day. 

In your presence did Gary White and your mother Susan Miller have a conversation?---Yes. 

Just tell us who said what to the best of your recollection?---Okay. Mum said to Gary White, 
“The missing persons bureau has rang us and asked us if we know anything about Anthony 
Tapley” and mum said to him, “What do you want us to say"? and he said, “I don't know what 
you're talking about. Never met the bloke.”

After that conversation what happened with Gary then?---That as it. Gary left and I never saw 
him again. I saw him - I saw him - actually, yes, sorry. ----- 

So he left on that occasion. Is that right?---Yeah. 

At Christmas time 2001 did Anthony Tapley make any contact with you?---No. 

We have heard some evidence that Anthony Tapley's birthday is on 7 March. On 7 March 2002, 
around that time, did Anthony make any contact with you?---No. 

Kane, your young son, are you able to tell the court what his date of birth is?---29/4/99. 
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Was there any contact made around the time of Kane's birthday on 29 April 2002?---No. 

After 15 August 2001 when you saw him at the Maddington Metro shopping centre have you 
seen or heard from Anthony Tapley since then?---No. 

After that occasion where Gary White - your mother and Gary White had the conversation at 
Boronia's house in Weston Street, Maddington have you seen Gary White since that occasion?---
No.

Do you recognise Gary White in the courtroom today?---Sorry? 

Do you recognise Gary White in the courtroom today?---I haven't looked around. I can't see him, 
no. Oh my God. Right. Yeah. 

You see the gentleman in the dock over here?---Yeah. How long have you known Gary White 
for?---I'm not sure. Maybe 5 years, maybe. 

5 years. Are you able to just describe his height?---His height? 

Yes?---I'm not sure exactly how tall he would be. Maybe 180 centimetres. I'm not sure. 

His build?---Well, from the last time I saw him? 

The last time you saw him, yes?---He was tall and average build. 

Did he have any facial hair when you knew him?---He might've had a goatee. 

Did he wear any glasses at all?---Yes. 

That description - around August 2001 or in 2001 was that his description, tall with possibly a 
goatee with glasses?---Yes. 

Yes, thank you, Ms Goodlet. If you just wait there.

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Ms Goodlet, in your statement that you gave to the police on 17 May 2002 you 
said you used to look up to Gary White. Is that correct?---Yes.

You said, “I respected him. He looked after me. He gave me a car once”?---Yes. 

At that time when you were with Anthony Tapley you were very heavily into drugs?---Yes, I 
was. 

You were injecting and Anthony Tapley was injecting?---Yes.

You had the child then?---Yes, I did. 

Were you worried yourself about overdosing?---No, I wasn't.

Was he worried about overdosing?---No. 

It just didn't occur to either of you?---Well, no. 

Would it be true to say that you wanted to stop using drugs but Anthony Tapley wasn't able to 
stop?---Yes. 

And all the money that was in the house was being used to buy drugs?---Yes. 

And your 20,000 compensation payment went in 2 months?---Yes. 

You knew that Anthony Tapley was stealing tools and things of that to pay for these drugs?---I 
had heard. 
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You just did not want to live that sort of life?---No. 

The accused Gary White told you on many occasions that you were too good for Anthony if he 
was going to continue to use drugs because Gary White wanted you to get off drugs?---Yes. 

For that reason you were always friendly with Gary White and regarded him - - -?---Yes. 

- - - as a friend and in fact when you made an attempt to get off drugs and to go to Walpole with 
the child, which was very young, he lent money - - -?---Yes. 

- - - and he also gave you a car?---Yes, he did. 

And assisted you to go down to Walpole because he wanted you to get off drugs?---Yes. 

You were very grateful to him?---Yes, I was. 

You were embarrassed when the money was not paid back?---Yes.

You have told us that Gary White rang up and he was angry with Anthony because he hadn't paid 
back the money?---Yes. 

And he said he would shoot him?---Mm'hm. 

Then you gave Anthony the money to give back to - $100 I think it was - Gary White because 
you felt embarrassed because he had been so good to you?---Yes. 

Would you agree with me that Anthony, by this stage, had become an addict and was always 
borrowing money off people?---Well, no, we weren't really borrowing money. 

You had the 20,000 though, but after that? 

You gave him $5 I think on 15 August 2001?---Yes, I did.

You had got paid from Centrelink?---Yes. 

So you didn't have much money yourself?---No. 

He put it on a horse and was fortunate enough to get $40 return. What was his physical 
appearance? Was he much thinner?---Yes, he was. 

Did he appear to have lost all enthusiasm?---Yes, he did.

Did he become very sad because he told you he thought he was losing Kane and it was hard on 
him, but you told him you thought it was best for the baby and yourself and you wanted to get 
out of the drug scene?---Yes. 

Did you also tell him that he should pull himself together because of his health and get out of the 
drug scene?---Yes. 

I think in an effort to encourage him by giving him some sympathy you went across to the 
tavern?---Yes. 

Did he tell you that he had to go to court in Port Hedland on 17 August?---Yes, he did. 

Did he tell you what it was for?---I can't quite remember. Certainly. Was he very upset about 
having to front up to the court?---No. 

Did he intend to go there or didn't he say?---He did intend to go there. 

He did. Did he tell you that he was staying in Gosnells?---Yes, he did. 

I think you spent about an hour together?---Yes. 
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I think you made it quite plain to him then that there was no hope in the relationship; that as far  
as you were concerned you wanted to stay off drugs and you suggested he do the same?---Yes. 

And you parted on that basis?---Yes. 

You sympathised with him for wanting to see Kane but as far as you were concerned it was 
better that you keep apart. You were drug free and he wasn't?---At that stage I wasn't drug free 
but I was on - - - 

You were on the program?---Yes, I was. 

And you were doing your best to stay on the program for your own sake and for the sake of the 
child?---Yes. 

You made it quite plain to him that you couldn't continue with any relationship because it was 
going nowhere?---Yes. 

On Saturday - you saw him on the Wednesday I think which was the 15th - on the 18th to went to 
visit your brother at Karnet and on the Sunday that's when you got the SMS message from your 
sister Boronia and she suggested that Ant was at your mother's place and they were all having a 
drink and would you come over and have a drink with them?---Yes. 

Did you SMS back - because you didn't want to go, you didn't want to be involved in that scene - 
a message which read, “No. Looking at motorbikes”?---Yes. 

And you consciously decided that you were better off looking at motorbikes than getting mixed 
up across there?---Yes. 

Your mother was a very heavy drinker?---Yes. 

And Gary Mills was also a very heavy drinker?---Yes.

And they were also taking drugs?---Yes. 

You wanted to keep out of the scene altogether and make a fresh start?---Yes. 

Later on at your mother's place your mother told Gary White when he was visiting that missing 
persons were looking for Ant?---Yes. 

None of you at that stage wanted to give any information about Ant at all?---Right. 

If he was keeping out of trouble, nobody wanted to get him into trouble?---That's right.

At that stage you knew that there was a warrant for his arrest out?---For Anthony? 

Yes?---No. 

Didn't your mother tell you?---No. 

So as far as you were concerned, you and everybody there said, “Well, we'll say nothing. It's not 
our business” say anything about Ant?---To the missing people? 

Yes?---To the missing persons people. Yeah, yes. 

Now, can you put a date on the occasion when Ant had pushed your mother and she hit her head? 
Can you give us a month or a year?---No; I'm not sure. 

Was it in the year 2001?---Could've been.

You're just not sure?---I'm not sure.

Certainly?---Yep. 
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Now, your mother lives at 1 Corrida Court?---Yep, Corrida.

And Gary White lives at 12 Jade Street in Maddington?---Yes. 

And I think it's about a 3-minute drive from your mother's place to - - -?---Yep. 

- - - 12 Jade Street?---Yeah. 

Can you remember what month Gary White moved into Jade Street?---I have no idea. 

You have never been there, have you?---I have been there but I don't know what - at what stage 
he moved there. 

Can you give us any idea of when you moved to Jade Street?---When Gary moved to Jade 
Street? 

Mm'hm?---I have no idea. 

Now, the phone that you had, Anthony had given you a prepaid SIM card in the name of Pamela 
Wilkes?---Yes. 

She was from Karratha as far as you knew?---Yes. 

And the phone number you were using, you stopped using it when Ant gave you this new SIM 
card?---Yes. 

It was about July or August 2001 that you swapped your old phone number for the new one?---
Yes. 

From the day when you saw Gary White with your mother and you discussed the visit of the 
missing persons officer, have you seen Gary White?---Can you say that again? 

From the time when you were speaking with your mother at her house when Gary White arrived 
and they spoke about the missing persons, have you seen Gary White since that date?---No. 

You just haven't had any further contact with him?---No. 

I notice you have made a new statement on 29 April of this year?---Yes.

You just varied it. It doesn't make any difference, but who came around to see you in connection 
with that statement?---I went in to Perth and changed it.

You went to Perth yourself and changed it?---Yes, I did. 

That's all right. Now, with reference to getting a phone call about Anthony being missing, would 
that have been what you have told the police in your statement of 17 May, “Before Christmas, 
David, Ant's father, contacted me, He'd asked if I'd seen Ant. I told him that I hadn't seen him 
since the time at Maddington Metro”?---Yes, 

It was the father who contacted you?---Yes, 

And then later on, because of your association with Anthony, when missing persons contacted 
you, you told them as much as you could about the incident when you had seen him on the 
15th?---No. 

Why didn't you tell them?---Because I didn't know what had happened to Anthony and I couldn't 
say something I didn't know. 

Certainly. No further questions, sir.

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 
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BATES, MR: Just one area. 

When you were spoken to by missing persons, Ms Goodlet, did you tell the truth about your 
knowledge about Anthony's whereabouts and when you had last seen him?---Yes, I did, when I'd 
last seen of him, yes. 

Yes. Thank you. I have nothing further, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Very well. Any reason why this witness should be - - - 

CANNON, MR: No, sir.

BATES, MR: No, sir. 

SCOTT J: All right. Thank you for your assistance?---Thank you. 

You're now free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

SCOTT J: I think that will do us for today. We will start again at 10 o'clock tomorrow. I will 
remind you, and I will stop doing this after a while, please don't discuss the case with anybody 
but your fellow jury members. Once your family and friends get used to it, it's easier, I think, but 
the first night can be particularly difficult so I remind you of that. I will see you all in your places 
and we will start again at 10 o'clock tomorrow. 

AT 4.15 PM THE MATTER WAS ADJOURNED UNTIL TUESDAY, 6 MAY 2003 
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TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

AT PERTH ON TUESDAY, 6 MAY 2003, AT 10.04 AM 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases, I tender by consent a street directory plan of the 
Maddington area which is on the board up there. I have also got copies from the street directory 
marked with the areas of interest, being Jade Street, Weston Street, Carita Court, the Maddington 
Tavern and Warrida Way and I would seek to tender that. I would also ask that these be handed 
out to the ladies and gentlemen of the jury. 

SCOTT J: Is there a copy for each member of the jury?

BATES, MR: There are, sir, yes. 

SCOTT J: All right. If that could be handed around to the jury please. The map will become 
exhibit 2. 

EXHIBIT 2 Crown Copy of street directory 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases I call Patricia Frances O'Brien. That's 323 of the papers. 

O'BRIEN, PATRICIA FRANCES sworn: 

BATES, MR: Thank you. Can you just move in closer to that microphone and speak into it? Just 
move in a bit closer and speak up in a loud voice so the ladies and gentlemen of the jury can hear 
what you have got to say. Is your full name Patricia Frances O'Brien?---That's correct. 

Can you tell the court your date of birth?---23/3/64.

And you're currently 39 years of age?---Yes. 

I will just get you to speak up in a bit louder voice. Are you currently doing a rehabilitation 
course for drugs and alcohol?---Pardon? 

You're currently doing a rehabilitation course for drugs and alcohol?---That's right. 

Do you know people by the name of Susan Miller and Gary Mills?---I do. 

Are you able to tell the court how long you have known them for?---About 4, 5 years. 

Where did you first meet Susan Miller and Gary Mills?---At the Maddington Tavern. 

Did you become good friends with Susan Miller and Gary Mills?---Yeah, I guess so. 

Did you see them socially?---Yeah, when I went out to the tavern. 

Did you attend the tavern on a regular basis and meet up with them there on a regular basis?---I 
did, yeah. They were there sometimes. 

I will just get you to keep your voice up. Now, through knowing Susie and Gary Mills, did you 
also come to meet a young lad by the name of Anthony David Tapley?---I did. 
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How did you come to meet him?---Knowing Sue and Gary, I met their children, Ramah, Bo and 
Jarrah, and Ant was engaged to Ramah at the time. 

Was it through Ant being engaged to Ramah that you got to know Ant?---Yes. 

You have referred to him as “Ant.” Was that a nickname that he was known by?---Yes. That's 
what we called him, Ant. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how long you have known Anthony 
David Tapley for approximately?---Approximately 3 years. 

Now, during the period of time that you knew Ant, did he ever stay at your place?---
Occasionally. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how many times he stayed at your place 
since you have known him?---About three, four times. 

Three or four times; and during the period that's relevant for the court, were you living a couple 
of streets away from the Maddington Tavern in Clovertree Street in Maddington?---I was. 

Now, do you know a gentleman by the name of Gary White?---Only from sight, and I think I got 
introduced to him once at the tavern. 

Did you ever see him down at the Maddington Tavern?---Occasionally. 

Did you ever see Gary White and Ant speaking together at the Maddington Tavern?---Maybe 
once, twice. 

As well as seeing Susan Miller and Gary Mills at the Maddington Tavern, would you also go to 
their house at Carita Court in Maddington?---Yes, we did - I did. 

Now, can I take you to August 2001. Did you run into Ant at that stage?---I did. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury where you ran into Ant?---I was leaving 
the car park and - - - 

SCOTT J: I just wonder if you could keep your voice up a little bit. It is hard to hear you. I 
know you're doing your best but - - - 

BATES, MR: But your voice is dropping off. If you move in to that microphone, you might get 
a little bit of amplification?---I was leaving the Maddington Tavern car park and Ant was 
walking up the street. He said held just been to my place so went back to my place. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how he appeared at that stage?---He 
looked unkempt, scruffy. He'd just come down from up north. 

Did you notice anything about his weight?---He was quite skinny. 

Do you remember what sort of clothing he was wearing on that occasion?---He was wearing his 
bushy's hat, his stockman's coat and jeans. 

After you ran into him in the street near the Maddington Tavern, did you and he go somewhere 
then?---We went back to my place. 

Is that in Clovertree Street in Maddington?---It is.

When he went back to your place, do you know where he stayed after that?---He stayed at my 
place. 

Approximately how long did he stay at your house for?---For about a week, 10 days; something 
like that. 
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When he was at your place, did he go out much at all?---He went out a few times. 

Do you remember particular places that he went?---He said he's going to catch up with friends 
and - I don't really know where he went. One time he came back with power tools and - he'd 
gone out to score and - - - 

Now, whilst you said that he had gone out to score, did he ever bring drugs back to your place 
while he was living with you for that week, 10 days?---He did. 

Do you know what sort of drugs they were?---Amphetamines.

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury whether it was on one occasion or more 
than one occasion that he brought amphetamine back to your house?---It was a couple of 
occasions, yes. 

A couple of occasions?---Mm'hm. 

At the time, were you using amphetamines?---I was. 

And the amphetamine that he brought back to the house on those couple of occasions, did both 
you and Ant use that amphetamine?---We did. 

When he was staying at your place, did he tell you how he had come to be down in Perth?---He 
said he came down in a truck; got a lift from a roadhouse. 

Did he say where he had come down from?---Port Hedland I believe. 

Apart from the clothes he was wearing did he have any other property with him when he came to 
stay at your place in Clovertree Street, Maddington?---No. He just had his wallet. I know he had 
his wallet because he took some sketches out to show me of his shack that he has down south 
and a picture he had drawn of Doogie. He'd borrowed some clothes of Gary Mills and he kept 
them at my place. 

So he borrowed some clothes off Gary Mills and kept them at your place. Is that correct?---Yeah, 
well, he was staying at my place, yeah. 

Did you have a home phone number connected at your house at the time?---At the time, yes. 

Did he make any phone calls in your presence?---Did he?

Yes?---Yes, he did. 

Do you know who they were to from what you could hear from your end of the conversation?---
He told me he was trying to sort out some bond that was owed to him from up north and he was 
trying to get that back. Well, I wasn't really listening in on his phone calls, so I don't know who 
he was calling. 

Do you remember what day of the week it was that was the last day he stayed with you?---I think 
it was on a weekend, a Saturday or a Sunday. 

SCOTT J: Could you put a date on that, even approximately when it was? You did tell us, I 
think, something about it was August 2001?---It was in August 2001 and it wasn't long before 
Hancock got blown up. 

BATES, MR: You say it was either a Saturday or a Sunday was the last day he stayed with you. 
Do you have children?---I have two girls. 

Just as best you can tell us about that last day he stayed with you. What happened on that day?---
I woke up on the wrong side of bed. I was having a pretty bad day and did a bit of a dummy spit 
and the girls took off outside. Ant took off. I don't know where he went. He came back later in 
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the afternoon. He had some lollies and that. He asked the girls if I was still cracking the shits and 
they said yeah. So they all sat outside on the verge eating these lollies that he had bought from 
the shops and throwing them at each other and just messing around with a ball and that. 

Did you decide to go somewhere then?---Yeah, I went to the tavern to chill out a bit. 

Do you remember approximately what time you went to the tavern?---It was mid-afternoon, 
about 3.00, 4.00, something like that. 

When you went to the tavern where was Ant at that stage?---Ant was at my place still; out the 
front with the girls at home. 

What did you do when you got down to the tavern?---I had a drink, spoke to some friends and 
just caught up with people. 

Did you see anyone in particular at the tavern?---I saw Sue and Gary there. 

That's Sue Miller and Gary Mills. Is that right?---That's right. 

After going to the tavern and seeing Sue Mills and Gary Mills did you go somewhere else 
then?---I went back home. 

When you got back home was Ant at your house?---Yes, he was. 

Did you tell Ant something at that stage?---I told him Sue and Gary were at the tavern and he 
went - he tidied himself up and he went down to the tavern and that's the last time I saw him. 

Do you recall what he was wearing when he went down to the tavern?---Not really. I think he 
was wearing jeans and some shirt - top. 

That last time you saw him are you able to be any more specific as to whether that was a 
Saturday or a Sunday?---Well, it must've been - I just like presume it was a Saturday if he bought 
lollies and all that, you know. I don't think the deli - - - 

Why did you presume it was a Saturday if he bought lollies?---Well, Action is shut on Sundays. 

Is Action a local shop in the Maddington area?---Yes. Yes, thank you. If you could just wait there 
a minute.

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Ms O'Brien, presuming you accept that Saturday when you went to the tavern 
and met Sue Miller and Gary Mills was 18 August 2001?---I'm not sure about the exact date. 

If you assume that other people had said it was the 18th would you accept that? It was the 
Saturday?---I know it was in August. 

How many days had Ant Tapley been staying with you before that Saturday?---For about a week. 

7 days?---Roughly, yeah, give or take a few days. 

I may have heard wrong but I thought you said 10 days?---It was 7 to 10 days. I didn't really 
count. 

SCOTT J: 10 days is my note. 

CANNON, MR: Yes, certainly. 

7 to 10 days?---Yeah, roughly a week. 

He told you when he arrived there that he had come from up north?---Yes. 
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He arrived - when you met him it was just by accident. You were going to the Maddington Hotel. 
Is that correct?---No. I was leaving the car park of the tavern and he was walking up the street. 

That was accidental. He had not telephoned you or anything to tell you he was coming?---No. 

But he was in the habit of dropping in from time to time?---He was. 

He was a great walker, was he not?---Yes. 

He walked everywhere. Is that correct?---That's correct as far as I know. 

He walked with you back to your place in Cloverdale Street?---He did. 

That's only a short distance from the tavern, isn't it?---It is. 

You in fact had walked to the tavern because it's such a short distance?---Yes. 

He told you he had hitched a lift down from the north. Did he tell you why he had come down to 
Perth?---No, I just presumed he came down to catch up with family and friends. 

He didn't tell you anything about being wanted by the police?---He told me he was up north. He 
had a court date up there. 

I beg your pardon?---He was due to appear in court up there. 

He was due to appear in court up there. I realise you're in rehabilitation now so don't think I'm 
trying to present you as a bad character or anything like that, but at that particular time you were 
heavily into drugs?---No, I'd been trying to rehabilitate myself and I'd been off the drugs for a 
little while but I was still smoking pot and drinking. 

Still smoking cannabis?---Cannabis and drinking, yes. When he came to stay for those 7 to 10 
days, he had no money?---Not that I knew of. 

He was coming home with power tools?---Yes. 

He was sharing amphetamines with you approximately three or four times over that period?---
Yes. 

Were you injecting or taking them by different means?---We were injecting. 

Who brought the syringes? Did you have them or did he bring them?---I don't remember. 

I know that at that time you were trying to give up your drug habit. Is that correct?---That's 
correct. 

While he was staying there, he was always bringing drugs home and you didn't like that because 
you wanted to rehabilitate yourself?---That's right. 

When he came to your place, he only had the clothes that he was wearing?---Yeah, a bit of 
baggage and that; yeah. 

He had no bag?---No. 

No jewellery?---He was wearing jewellery. 

What jewellery?---I can't really recall. I remember he had a rope necklace on. I presumed it was 
one of mine because I had one laying around but I didn't question him about it because I just 
knew I was going to get it off him later anyway. 

That was yours?---I don't know what other jewellery he was wearing. 

You see, it's got in your statement here, “I didn't notice any items of jewellery.” 
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SCOTT J: Just pause for a moment. It's difficult to hear you if you talk direct to counsel. I know 
it's hard to do, but I wonder if you would just turn around and when you answer counsel's 
question, talk across to the jury over there because they are having difficulty hearing what you 
say. All right? 

CANNON, MR: You can remember making a statement to the police. 

SCOTT J: I'm sorry. I interrupted you, Mr Cannon. 

CANNON, MR: It's quite all right, sir. I wasn't watching her close enough, sir. 

You made a statement on 19 July when the police came to interview you. Can you remember that 
date?---I do. 

You told them, did you not, “I didn't notice any items of jewellery or a mobile phone or anything 
like that”?---I didn't notice but I did know he was wearing that necklace, that chain, but that 
wasn't when he arrived. That was after. 

I beg your pardon? I'm sorry?---That was not when he arrived. That was after. 

When he arrived he had no jewellery, but you say later on he may have been wearing an item of 
jewellery that belonged to you?---Yes, I don't know. I can't remember if he was wearing it when 
he arrived. 

You remembered telling the police he had a leather wallet?---Yes, he did. He took his pictures 
out of his wallet. 

He spoke a lot on the telephone?---Yes. 

He borrowed some clothes off Gary Mills?---Yes. 

Do you know how he got those clothes? Did he leave the house - that's your house - and go 
around to Gary Mills' house to get the clothes or did somebody drop them in?---I presumed he 
went out and saw them. I don't know how he got the clothes. He could have borrowed them. 

But you didn't see anybody drop the clothes in?---Yeah, I wasn't with him when he got them. 

Susie Miller and Gary Mills live reasonably close to you, do they not, 1 Caritas Way. Do you 
know where they live?---I know where they live and its a good walking distance. 

It's walking distance from your house?---Yeah, about a 20-minute walk, 30-minute walk.

You say he spent a lot of time on the telephone while he was at your place?---Yes, he made some 
calls. 

He never told you he owed money or anything like that?---No. 

You told the police when you were interviewed, “But I know he didn't have any money.” How 
did you know he didn't have any money?---Because Ant hardly ever has money except for 
cigarettes and stuff. 

Did you ask him where the power tools had come from that he was bringing home?---He only 
brought them home once and I did a dummy spit and asked him to get them out of the house. 

You said you spat the dummy at that because you knew they would be stolen and you asked them 
to get them out of the house?---Yeah. I just told him if they were stolen I don't want them there. 

Did he get rid of them?---He did. 

Taking the Saturday as being the date when you met up with Susie Miller at the hotel, at the 
Maddington Tavern, that's the day you got upset with the girls?---Yes. 
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You decided to go to the Maddington Tavern and you would have gone there at about 2.00 or 
3.00 in the afternoon?---That's right. 

You walked to the tavern by yourself and it took about 5 to 10 minutes?---Yes. 

He stayed behind with your two daughters. How old are your daughters?---18 and 13. 

When you were at the tavern that's when you met Susie Miller and Gary Mills?---Yes. They were 
in the tavern when I walked in. 

Did you see Gary White there at all?---I wasn't looking for him. I didn't notice. 

You didn't see him. Is that the answer?---I didn't see him. 

You stayed at the tavern with Sue and Gary Mills for about half an hour?---Roughly, yes. 

Did you decide then to get Ant out of your house; to go back and tell him that Sue and Gary were 
at the pub because you knew that he would want to see them and you would get him out of the 
house?---Yes. 

You walked home, which is, what, 10 to 15 minutes walk?---5 to 10 minutes, yeah. 

Did you then tell Ant that Sue Miller and Gary Mills were down at the pub?---Yes, I did. 

He got himself tidied up and set out to walk to the Maddington Tavern?---Yes. 

You stayed home?---I did. 

And you didn't see Ant for the rest of the afternoon?---No.

Would you agree with me that's the last time you saw him alive?---It was. 

You're not sure of the date but if the others say that that was 18 August 2001 you wouldn't 
disagree?---No. 

Would you keep your voice up so the jury can hear. About 2 or 3 weeks later did you meet Susie 
Miller again at the tavern and she asked you if you had seen Ant at the tavern? Do you remember 
that?---I remember her asking me if I'd seen him but I don't remember when; some time after - - - 

You told her you hadn't seen him and that the last time you saw Ant was when he left your 
house?--- -That's right. 

Later on did Susie Miller tell you that - - - 

BATES, MR: I object to any hearsay, your Honour. Susan Miller will be called as a witness and 
these matters can be put to her directly. 

SCOTT J: Again, it depends on the purpose of the question. 

CANNON, MR: I won't waste time if I know she's coming along. 

BATES, MR: Thank you.

SCOTT J: All right. 

CANNON, MR: You found out at one stage that everybody was looking for Ant?---Yes. Sue told 
me that her father - - - 

Don't tell us what she told you. My learned friend will have a fit. Were you worried that he hadn't 
turned up?---No, because Ant is a bit of a wanderer and I just thought he was going to show up 
sooner or later like he usually does. 
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I think it was on Tuesday, 9 July 2002 that Detectives Beesley and Watt came to your house and 
you gave them a statement and handed over to them the clothes that Ant had brought with him or 
was wearing or had borrowed from Gary Mills?---I did. 

By that time did you know the accused person had been arrested; that's Gary White?---Sorry? 

On 9 July did you know that Gary White had been arrested?---I found that out when I saw it on 
the TV, the story that was on the news.

Was that before the police had come to see you to ask you questions?---I believe it was. 

Did anybody from missing persons or anything like that try to contact you before 9 July?---No. 

SCOTT J: There's just one matter I might clear up while there's a pause. You said that you gave 
the police the clothes that you had. Were these the clothes that Anthony was wearing when he 
had come down from the north, if you know, or were these the clothes that he had acquired from 
somewhere else?---Well, I don't know. Like, he left in the clothes that he had on. He didn't take 
anything with him, and all his clothes that were there, the ones that he had worn, I washed all his 
gear and just folded it up waiting for him to come back and get them. 

So you don't know which clothes they were? They were just his clothes?---They were both, I 
guess. I don't know what was his and what he'd borrowed; it's just his clothes. 

Yes, all right, thank you. 

CANNON, MR: Nothing arising out of that, sir. That completes my cross-examination. 

BATES, MR: No re-examination, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Yes, very well. In that event, thank you for your assistance. You're free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases, I call Gary Raymond Mills. That's page 174. 

MILLS, GARY RAYMOND sworn: 

BATES, MR: Is your full name Gary Raymond Mills?---Yes.

Can you tell the court your date of birth?---19/3/61. 

Are you presently employed as a rubbish truck driver?---Yes. 

Are you currently in a de facto relationship with a lady by the name of Susan Miller?---Yes. 

How long have you and Susan Miller been in a relationship for?---11 years. 

Do you refer to her by any particular name?---Sue or Susie Wong. 

Is Susie Wong a nickname that people refer to her by?---Yeah. 

Now, does Susan Miller have four children: Josh Goodlet and Ramah Goodlet, by a father, Mr 
Goodlet, and Jarrah Miller and Boronia Miller by a father, Mr Miller?---Yes, correct. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury where you first met Sue Miller?---I first 
met Sue Miller in Claremont. 

Just tell us briefly the circumstances?---It was her brother's house. He was a friend of mine. We 
just met through there. 

So you met through Sue Miller's brother who was a friend of yours. Is that right?---Yes. 
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Eventually did you and Susan Miller and her children and John Taylor move in together into a 
house in Lakeway Street in Claremont?---Yes. 

And eventually did John Taylor move out and you and Susan Miller continued to live in that 
house at Claremont?---Yeah, that's correct. 

Do you know how long you lived at that house in Claremont all together for?---3 years, I think. 

Now, did you and Susan Miller then decide to build another house?---Yeah, that's right. 

Is that the house you're presently living in at 1 Carita Court in Maddington?---Yeah, that's right. 

Prior to moving from Claremont to 1 Carita Court, did you also live at another address in 
Maddington whilst Carita Court was under construction?---Yeah, that's right. 

Do you remember approximately when it was that you moved into Carita Court?---It was - - - 

Perhaps I can ask the question this way: are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury 
how long you have been living at 1 Carita Court, Maddington, for?---9 years. 

Can I take you back to when you were living at Claremont, while living at Claremont were you 
introduced by Susan Miller to a gentleman by the name of Anthony David Tapley?---Yeah, that's 
right. 

Do you remember where it was that you first met Anthony David Tapley?---In Walpole. 

In Walpole. Did Anthony David Tapley have a nickname that people used to refer to him by?---
Ant. 

Once you first met him, are you able to give the ladies and gentlemen of the jury some idea of 
how often you would see him?---4, 5 months at a time. 

When you say 4 or 5 months at a time, do you mean every 4 or 5 months you would see him?---
It all depends when he was either up in Perth or wherever he was. 

At the time you first met him, was he living down in Walpole?---As far I know, yeah. 

To your knowledge, was he involved in drugs?---Yes.

Now, at some stage did Anthony David Tapley form a relationship with Susan's daughter 
Ramah?---Yes. 

Do you remember approximately when it was that they formed that relationship?---About 3 years 
ago. 

When they formed the relationship, did they initially start living somewhere?---Yeah. They 
moved to Walpole. 

Prior to moving to Walpole, did they stay anywhere together?---Yeah, in Walpole at Ant's dad's 
farm. 

But prior to moving to Walpole, do you know where they were living before they went down to 
Walpole?---I can't remember. 

In 1999, did you and Susan Miller separate?---Yes.

Did you move out to a house in another part of Perth?---Yeah, in Beckenham. 

Beckenham. Did someone you know own that particular house in Beckenham?---Yes, John 
Della-Vedova. 

Did he have a nickname?---Yeah, Horse. 
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Who was living at the house in Beckenham when you moved in there?---Myself and Horse and 
Linda Murphy. 

Linda Murphy, did she have a boyfriend?---Not at the time. Had she previously had a 
boyfriend?---Yes. 

Who was that?---Gary White. 

Gary White. At the time that Linda Murphy moved into Horse's house in Beckenham, how long 
had you known Gary White at that stage?---Probably a couple of years. 

A couple of years. The lady, Linda Murphy, are you able to tell the court where you and Susan 
Miller met her?---Sorry? 

The lady, Linda Murphy, how did you and Susan Miller come to meet her?---We met her at our 
local tavern. 

The local tavern being?---Maddington Tavern. 

Maddington Tavern; and through Linda did you come to also meet Gary White?---Yes. 

Do you know what sort of occupation Gary White had?---He was a truck driver. 

Truck driver. Are you able to just describe him for the court as he appeared when you first met 
him?---Sorry? 

Are you able to describe Gary White, his appearance, when you first met him?---Burly, shaved 
head, and beard. 

Do you know whether he wore glasses or not?---Yes. 

Do you know where he was first living when you first met him?---Orange Grove. 

Then later did he move somewhere else?---Yeah, Maddington.

Do you know what street in Maddington?---Nantellis Street.

Then after Nantellis Street did he move somewhere else?---I think he moved to a place in 
Maddington in the industrial area. 

Thank you, and when he was living in Nantellis Street, did you and Susan Miller go to his house 
and visit him and Linda Murphy?---Yes. 

Eventually was there some relationship between Gary White and Susan Miller?---Yes. 

Did that lead to something happening between you and Susan Miller?---We separated. 

Again at page 181 of the papers, if I can take you through to 5 January 2000, on that particular 
day were you retrenched from your employment?---Yes. 

Shortly after that did you move back into Carita Court, Maddington?---Yes. 

Do you know how long after you were retrenched that you moved back into Carita Court, 
Maddington?---Probably about a week. 

When you moved back into Carita Court, did you and Susan Miller get back together again at 
that stage?---Yes. 

Did you continue to live in a de facto relationship at Carita Court from then up until the 
present?---Yes. 
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After you moved back into 1 Carita Court, Maddington in January of 2000 was there anyone else 
living at Carita Court at that stage?---Ramah and Anthony Tapley were there. 

At that stage did you become aware that Ramah had got some money, 20,000 in criminal injuries 
compensation?---Yes. 

Do you know what happened to that money?---They spent it all on drugs. 

All right, when you say they spent it all on drugs, was that Ant and Ramah?---Yes. 

Did that relationship between Ant and Ramah subsequently break up?---Yes. 

I don't need to go into it in detail, but later did you go down with Susan Miller to Albany for a 
wedding?---Yes. 

Whilst you were down there, did Ramah end up coming back up to Perth?---Yes. 

At that stage was she separated from Anthony David Tapley?---Yes. 

Do you recall an incident at your house in Carita Court where your partner Susan Miller suffered 
some injuries in a fall?---I was told about it, yes.

All right, we don't need to go into the detail. Were there people present around the time of that 
particular incident that you saw?---Yes. 

Who was present?---Geoffrey Frape and Stewart. I can't think of his second name again. 

It doesn't matter; someone by the name of Stewart?---Stewie. 

Who else was present?---Ant Tapley, Ramah, Sue and myself. After that particular occasion do 
you recall when was the next occasion you saw Ant?---I seen him at the hotel, the tavern. 

All right, and do you know what day and date it was when you next saw him?---I can't remember 
the date. 

Did you have some employment at Roads and Robinson?---Yes, I was working at a recycling 
plant. 

All right, and when you were at Roads and Robinson, were you living at your house in Carita 
Court at Maddington at that stage?---Yes. 

Did you end up leaving that employment at Roads and Robinson?---Yes. 

Did something happen on the day that you quit that employment at Roads and Robinson?---Yes. 

What happened on that day?---Anthony Tapley came around in the morning. 

Can you recall approximately what time he came around in the morning?---About 8.00, 8.30. 

Was he carrying anything with him when he came around to your house?---Yeah, he had a bottle 
of alcohol. 

Do you know what sort of alcohol it was?---It was a home-made brew of some description. 

Did he say where he had come from?---No. 

Did he have any bags or any belongings with him?---No. 

If there is no objection I will lead on the date. My learned friend is not objecting. 

In a statement you say this occurred on Wednesday, 15 August 2001 that Ant arrived at your 
house at Carita Court in Maddington. Is that right?---Yes. 

Was Susan Miller at home when Ant turned up at your house in Maddington?---Yes. 
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Had you been expecting him to turn up?---No. 

Can you just tell us what happened then after he turned up?---I gave him some decent clothes to 
wear. 

All right, I will just stop you there. What clothes did you give him to wear?---A pair of jeans, 
Levi jeans. 

Do you remember what he was wearing when he first appeared?---A pair of tracksuit pants and 
torn jumper.

You mentioned that he had home brew liquor with him. Was something done with that?---Yes. 

What was done with that?---We had a few drinks. 

Were you at a particular part of the house when you were having a few drinks?---In the dining 
room. 

And there was yourself and Ant. Anyone else present?---Sue Miller. 

Was Sue drinking any alcohol at that stage?---No. 

Did Anthony Tapley tell you about problems that he had at that stage?---He mentioned he got in 
a bit of trouble up north. 

Did he say what the trouble was over?---Drugs. 

Anything mentioned about missing money? - - -He said something about he was accused of 
pinching some money. 

Did he say whether he took the money or not?---Said he didn't. 

How was his mood when you saw him?---He was all right. Fine. 

Apart from the bottle of home brew that Ant had were you drinking any other alcohol?---Cask of 
wine. 

You mentioned that Susan Miller was there when Ant first arrived. Did she go off somewhere?---
Yeah, she went to work. 

Did that leave you and Ant together drinking at Carita Court, Maddington?---Yes. 

Did Ant ask to use the telephone?---Yes. 

Did he say why he wanted to use the telephone?---He wanted to ring up the real estate office to 
get his bond back from the place he had up north. 

Did he ask you to drive him somewhere?---Yeah. He asked me to drive him to Metro 
Maddington, Ray White. 

Later that morning did you drive him to Metro Maddington?---Yes. 

Can you recall what vehicle you drove him in?---White Ford XE Falcon sedan. 

You mentioned that you gave him some clothes. Did he change into those clothes before you 
went out?---Yes. 

Did you park  the car somewhere then?---Yeah. I parked it at the Attfield Tavern. 

Where is the Attfield Tavern in relation to Metro Maddington?---Straight across the road from 
Metro Maddington. 
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Did you both then walk somewhere?---Both walked to the Ray White office in Metro 
Maddington. 

Did Ant go into the Ray White office?---Yeah. 

What did you do at that stage?---I sat out the front on a bench. 

Did you see what Ant was doing inside?---He was seeing someone at the counter and then he 
made a phone call. 

Did you see him talking on the telephone inside the real estate office?---Yes. 

How long was he in there for?---About three-quarters of an hour. 

After that did he come out?---Yes. 

What did he say when he came out?---He said he couldn't get his bond money back until he 
cleaned up his unit up north. 

Did you go somewhere at that stage?---Yeah, I went over to the Attfield Tavern. 

Where was Ant at that stage?---He wanted to make another phone call and then he come back 
over there and met me over there. 

Where was he going to make that other phone call from?---From the Ray White office. 

When you got to the Attfield Tavern did you have a couple of beers while you were waiting?---
Yeah. 

At some stage did Ant join you at the Attfield Tavern?---Yeah. 

Did he also have - did you buy him something?---Yeah. I bought him a couple of beers. 

Then did you have to go somewhere at some stage?---Yeah, had to go to work. 

Was that at Roads and Robinson?---Yes, that's correct. 

Did you subsequently drive home from the pub?---Yes. 

Where was Ant when you drove home?---He stayed at the tavern. I think he wanted to go back 
over to Ray White and make another phone call. 

Did you then go home and go off to work at Roads and Robinson?---Yes. 

Did you later quit your employment at Roads and Robinson?---Yes. 

Was that on this same day?---Yes. 

Can I take you through now to either Friday, 17 August or Saturday, 18 August. Did you and 
Susan Miller see Ant at the Maddington Tavern - - -?---Yes. 

- - - at that particular time?---Yes. 

Do you remember now whether it was the Friday or the Saturday?---I think it was the Saturday. 

Were you and Susan Miller in a particular part of the hotel?---We were in - in the lounge bar. 

Did you see Ant?---Yes. 

Where was he?---He was at the TAB. Was he carrying anything?---No. 

Did you see what he was doing at the TAB?---He was filling in abetting ticket. 

What happened after he filled in the betting ticket?---He come up and said hello and, “How's it 
going?” whatever. 
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Did you notice what clothing he was wearing at that stage?---Same clothing I gave him. 

Do you remember what he said on that occasion then?---He said he was just come - he was 
living around Maddington somewhere. That was all he said. 

Did he say anything about Ramah or Ramah's son, Kane?---He said he wouldn't mind seeing 
Ramah and Kane, yeah. 

How long did you stay at the tavern - you and Susan Miller stay at the tavern for then?---We 
didn't stay long that night. 

Did you leave the tavern?---Yeah. About an hour, we were.

Where was Anthony Tapley when you left the tavern?---He was still at the tavern. 

Can I take you to Sunday,19 August 2001. Did you and Susan Miller go to the Maddington 
Tavern for a drink on that particular day?---Yes. 

Do you recall approximately what time you went down there?---About 4.00; 4 o'clock in the 
afternoon. 

Did you go to a particular part of the tavern?---Yeah, the public bar. 

Did you see anyone down at the tavern?---Yeah. We seen Anthony; Ant Tapley. 

Did you make any observation about what clothing he was wearing?---Yeah; still wearing the 
same clothes I gave him. 

Just tell us what happened. You and Susan Miller were down at the tavern. Ant Tapley is there as 
well?---Yes. He was there. 

Did he ask anything of you and Susan Miller?---He asked if he could stay the night at our place 
because he had nowhere to sleep. 

What did you say?---We said yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how long you stayed at the Maddington 
Tavern for on that occasion, you and Susan Miller?---Not that long after that. About an hour later 
we left.

How long were you and Susan Miller at the tavern all together on that day?---About 3 hours. 

Did you buy any alcohol prior to leaving the tavern?---Yes. We bought two casks of wine. 

Did you then go somewhere?---We went back to my - our place. 

Were you driving at that stage?---Yes. 

What sort of a vehicle were you driving?---White Ford XE. Is that a Falcon?---Yes. 

Is that the only vehicle that you and Susan Miller had at that stage?---Yes. 

Who went back in your car back to Carita Court in Maddington?---Sue Miller, Anthony Tapley 
and myself. 

Prior to going down to the tavern on that particular day, had you and Susan Miller been drinking 
alcohol at all?---Yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what sort of alcohol you had been 
drinking?---Half a wine cask probably. 

Half a wine cask?---Yes. 
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Who drank the half a wine cask? - - -Between Susan Miller and myself. 

Do you know what time you started drinking on that particular day? - - -About 1 o'clock in the 
afternoon. 

You then go down to the tavern and have some more alcohol. What were you and Susan Miller 
drinking down at the tavern?---Beer. 

Was Anthony Tapley also drinking down at the tavern?---Yes. He was drinking beer. 

Drinking beer. When you got back home, did you and Susan Miller and Anthony Tapley then 
drink some more alcohol?---Yes. 

What sort of alcohol did you drink?---Wine. 

When you got home, did Susan Miller make any telephone calls?---Yes, yes.

Who did she call?---Gary White. 

What was the purpose of her calling Gary White?---To get some drugs. 

Any drugs in particular?---Amphetamine. 

Now, shortly after that telephone call, did Susan Miller then go somewhere?---Yes. 

Do you know where she went to?---She went to Gary White's house.

Do you know how she got there?---She drove the Ford Falcon. Did anyone go with her?---No. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how long she was gone for?---About an 
hour. 

When she came back to the house did she have anything with her?---Yes. 

What did she have with her?---Amphetamines. 

When Susan Miller was gone what were you and Ant doing?---We were drinking. 

Were you continuing to drink the wine from the cask?---Yes. Did Ant say where he had been 
staying up until that particular night?---Said he had been staying up north at South Hedland. 

Prior to being in South Hedland did he say where he had been staying around the Perth area. No. 

Did he say anything about why he wanted to stay at your house that night?---He said where he 
had been staying he couldn't stay there the night or something. 

When Susan Miller came back with the amphetamines was something done with that?---Yes, we 
all injected. 

Did someone prepare the amphetamines for injection?---Yes, Ant Tapley. 

Are you able to tell the court how many syringes were used?---Three. 

Who injected who?---Anthony Tapley injected both myself, himself and Sue Miller. 

What about - sorry, I will just ask you that again. Did you see who Anthony Tapley injected?---
Sue Miller and myself. 

What about himself?---Yeah, he injected himself. 

After using the amphetamines did you and Sue Miller and Anthony Tapley continue drinking?---
Yes.

Did Anthony Tapley tell you anything about any problems he had at that stage?---No. 
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The three of you, yourself, Anthony Tapley and Susan Miller, did you talk about going anywhere 
on that particular afternoon or early evening?---Yes. We were talking about going to Gary 
White's house. 

Do you know anybody who was around at Gary White's house on that day?---I don't know. All's I 
know is Bo Miller, Tara and Lisa were around there having tea. 

So Bo Miller, Tara and Lisa were around there having tea. Is that what you said?---Yeah. 

Do you know what sort of tea they were having?---Supposed to be having a roast. 

Was there some discussion about Susan Miller, Anthony Tapley and yourself going 
somewhere?---Yes. We were talking about going to Gary White's. 

You mentioned you had been drinking and you had also had some cannabis at that stage. Are you 
able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury the extent of your intoxication?---I was quite 
intoxicated. 

Did you end up going around to Gary White's house?---No.

What happened to you?---I didn't feel that I was sober enough to go around to his house. 

Did something happen to you at that stage then?---I was sitting at the kitchen table and went to 
sleep. 

What position did you go to sleep in?---Arms down on the table. 

Were you pretty drunk at that stage then?---Yes.

Later did you wake up?---Yes. 

When you woke up did you know where Susan Miller and Ant were?---I could only guess they 
went to Gary White's. 

Don't guess. Were they at home when you woke up?---No. Did you make any - where were you 
located when you woke up?---I was at the kitchen table. 

Did you check and see whether the vehicle, the XE Falcon, was present?---Yes. 

Was it present at the house?---No. 

Did you later go back to sleep then?---Yeah, I went to bed. Did you wake up again a little bit 
later?---About 3.00 or 4 o'clock or something. 

Was anyone home at 3.00 or 4 o'clock?---Yes. Sue, Bo, Tara and Lisa were there. 

Was Anthony with them?---No. 

What did you do after you saw Susan Miller, Boronia, Tara and Lisa?---Went back to bed. 

Did you wake up the next morning?---Yes. 

Can you recall what time you got up the next morning?---About 9 o'clock. 

Was anyone in the house when you got up?---Yes. Who was there?---Sue, Bo, Lisa. 

If I can you ask you some questions about alcohol, around this period of time can you just 
describe to the ladies and gentlemen of the jury the extent of your and Susan Miller's alcohol 
consumption?---Fairly heavy. 

Are you able, to just give us some idea of what fairly heavy is?---A cask of wine per day. 

Is that each or between the two of you?---Between two. 
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How much wine in a cask? What size cask?--It's a 4-litre cask. 

You also mentioned that you had consumed amphetamines on this particular day. Are you able to 
tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how often you and Susan Miller used amphetamines?---
Once a month. 

On the day that you've talked about when you had the alcohol and the amphetamines, how were 
you feeling as a result of consuming the alcohol and using those amphetamines?---I was a bit 
staggery. 

You mentioned that Susan Miller, Boronia Miller, Tara Ducker and Lisa Firman came back to the 
house. Was Anthony Tapley with them when they came back to the house?---No 

After that particular day, that Sunday that you've described, did you have any contact from a 
David Tapley?---Yes. 

After that initial contact with David Tapley, did you have subsequent contact with David 
Tapley?---Yeah, David Tapley rang every so often to see if we'd seen Ant. 

All right, and after Ant had left your house on that particular day you've told us about, did you 
ever see Ant again?---No. 

Were you later contacted by missing persons?---Yes. 

Did you tell missing persons when you had last seen Ant?---Yes. 

Did you tell missing persons the truth?---Yes. 

Was there any discussion between you and Susan Miller as to what the two of you would say to 
missing persons?---Yes. 

What was discussed between the two of you?---That Anthony, Ant, stayed at our place  and 
left during the night. 

Was there any date discussed that he stayed at your place and left during the night?---Sorry? 

Was there any date discussed between you and Susan Miller that you would tell missing persons 
that Ant stayed and left during the night?---Just refer to the day we seen him. 

Yes, thank you, Mr Mills, if you would just wait there.

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mr Mills, you've told us that there was a night when Susie Miller fell over and 
hurt her head?---Yes. 

I think you told the police that since this date she suffers from memory loss?---Yeah, to a point; 
yeah. 

Did you see Ant on 15 August, which would have been the Wednesday?---Yes. 

That's the day you took him to the estate agent?---Yes. Where did he go after he left you on 
Wednesday the 15th?---I wouldn't have a clue. 

The next time you saw him after the Wednesday was the Saturday. Is that correct?---Yes. 

So you don't know what he was doing between the 15th and the Saturday?---No. 

Where did you see him on the Saturday?---At the tavern.

At the tavern?---Yes. 
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After you saw him at the tavern, where did you go?---We went home. 

Did he come with you?---Not on that - not on the first occasion I seen him, no. 

So lit was only on the Sunday that you met him again - - -?---Yes. 

- - - that he came home?---Yes, that's right. 

So you don't know what he was doing on Saturday evening, the 18th?---No, no.

On the 19th, you have told us that you went there and bought your casks of wine and bits and 
pieces and then that's when you took him home?---Yes. 

And on that occasion when you took him home, there was only yourself, Ant and Susie Mills?---
That's right, yep. 

Then after you had been home a little while, she went off and got the amphetamines?---Yes. 

And came back and then you continued drinking, but you didn't go to 12 Jade Street because you 
had passed out and gone to sleep?---Yes. 

When you woke up for the first time, nobody was home?---That's right. 

What time do you think that Susie Miller and the girls came back? - - -Think it was about 3 or 4 
o'clock in the morning. I'm not positive.

Did Susie Miller go to work on that particular day, which would have been Monday the 19th, or 
did she continue drinking?---Continued drinking. 

Was she again drinking on the Tuesday?---Yes. 

You do have a problem, both of you, with alcohol?---Yes.

Now, you have told us the difficulties that Ant and Ramah had. Both of them were heavily into 
drugs?---Yes. 

And Ant was into heroin, amphetamine and cannabis?---Yes.

As well as alcohol?---Yes. 

Now, who had the syringes? Did he bring the syringes with him, did he?---No. We had them 
there. 

You had them there. He had told you - Ant, I'm referring to - that he had missed his court date?---
Yes, that's right. 

And when missing persons contacted you, did you think he was going to be in trouble over 
that?---Yes. 

No further questions, sir. 

SCOTT J: Very well. Anything arising?

BATES, MR: No re-examination, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Very well. Thank you for your assistance. In that event, you're free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW)

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: I will call a short witness before the break. Call Clifford Robert O'Connor. That's 
page 197 of the brief. 

Page - 82 Day 2 – Tuesday 6 May 2003

Comments, 16/02/09
Mr Bates did not interject even though the question called for speculation.

Comments, 16/02/09
Mr Cannon missed the opportunity to ask what time.



Supreme Court of Western Australia The Queen and Gary Ernest White

O'CONNOR, CLIFFORD ROBERT sworn: 

BATES, MR: Have a seat, Mr O'Connor. Can you just move in to that microphone and just 
speak up in a loud voice. Is your full name Clifford Robert O'Connor?---Yes. 

Tell the court your date of birth?---1/2/55. 

You're currently 48 years of age?---Yes. 

Do you live in Leonora?---Yes. 

What is your occupation?---Truck driver. 

Whilst living up in Leonora, did you meet a gentleman by the name of Sidney John Reid?---Yes. 

How long did you know Sidney John Reid for?---About 4 or 5 years. 

Did he have some employment up in that particular area?---Yes. 

What was he working as?---He was working for a transport company, Dick Bruce, Bruce 
Transport. 

Was he working as a truck driver for that transport company?---Yes. 

Through your employment as a truck driver and his employment as a truck driver, did you get to 
know him?---Yes. 

Thank you. Your wife, is her name Leena Arbaine, L-e-e-n-a A-r-b-a-i-n-e?---Yes. 

Later in the latter part of 2000, did Sid Reid commence to date a lady by the name of Natasha 
Moutinho?---Yes. 

Where was Natasha working at that stage?---She was working at the White House Hotel in 
Leonora. 

She was working there as a barmaid?---As a barmaid, yes.

Was she friendly with your wife?---Yes. 

Through the friendship between your wife and Ms Moutinho, did you get to know Sid Reid 
better at that stage?---Yes. 

At the time was Sidney John Reid a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club?---Yes. 

Do you know where he was living at that stage in the latter part of 2000?---Kalgoorlie. 

Natasha, where was she living in the latter part of 2000?---Leonora. 

Subsequently, was Sid Reid charged with an offence in Kalgoorlie which meant that he had to 
move down to Perth?---Yes. 

Did Natasha Moutinho subsequently leave her employment up in Leonora to join Mr Reid down 
in Perth?---Yes. 

If I can take you to August of 2001, did you and your wife visit Natasha Moutinho and Sid Reid 
at their house in Weston Street in Maddington?---Yes. 

I just want to ask some questions about that particular evening. Do you recall which part of  the 
house you went to?---Yes. Originally, we went through the front door to the lounge room. Then 
after a short time myself and Sid went out to the front room where he was working on a 
motorbike. 
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Initially, had yourself, Mr Reid and Natasha Moutinho and your wife been together in the lounge 
room?---That's right. 

Then you and Sid Reid moved out into the front room. Is that right?---Yes.

After you and Sid Reid moved out into the front room, did someone else arrive at the house?---
Yes. 

Who arrived at the house?---Gary, Gary White.

Did you know Gary White at that stage?---Yeah. 

How long had you known Gary White for?---Quite a few years.

How had you come to know Gary White?---Just through the transport industry, you know. 

Just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury in your own words just what happened when Gary 
White arrived at the house?---Yeah, Gary and Sid just went to the front verandah and had a bit of 
a talk. 

Who did he say that to?---It got a bit heated but, you know, like it was just - - - 

SCOTT J: No, who was he talking to? Who was he  talking to?---Gary and Sid.

BATES, MR: I will just start again, Mr O'Connor, so Gary White arrived at the house and you 
and Sid Reid were in the front room. Is that right?---Yes. 

Did Gary say something to the two of you when he arrived then?---Yeah, you know, just the 
normal greeting and so forth, and then basically pulled Sid to the side and they went out to the 
front verandah which was, you know, like the next room sort of thing. 

Where did you stay when they moved out into the - - -?---I stayed in the room where we 
originally were. 

Could you hear what was being said between the two of them?---I heard a few things but 
nothing, you know - like I never heard any full conversations or anything like that, you know. 

Then what happened after the two of them had their conversation then?---Gary left, just left. 

What did you do then?---Sid came in and we went back to working on the bike. 

Was there some contact later with Natasha Moutinho after this particular occasion?---Yes. 

Do you know how long after the occasion that there was contact with Natasha Moutinho?---How 
do you mean? 

How long after this particular evening that you've talked about was there contact between you 
and Natasha Moutinho again? - - - After that night? 

Yes?---Yeah, a few times; yeah. 

A few times, but how long after that particular night was it that there was contact between you 
and Natasha Moutinho?---I think the next day, yeah. 

Did Natasha Moutinho ask for something at that stage?---Not from memory, no. 

Were you ever asked if money could be borrowed from you?---Yes, yes. Natasha rang me some 
time around that period - I can't remember exactly when - and wanted to borrow some money 
and I think it was 1000, 1200 dollars. Anyway, I never had it at the time but I did give her a lend 
of 700. 
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Apart from that occasion when you lent 700 to them, have you ever lent any money to Sid 
Reid?---Yes, I lent Sid $200 one time. 

Are they the only two amounts that you can recall ever having lent Sid and Natasha?---That's 
right, yeah. 

Have you ever lent any money to Sid Reid for Gary White?---No. 

Yes, thank you, Mr O'Connor, if you could just wait there.

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mr O'Connor, I think you were asked by the police when they took a statement 
from you on 15 May whether you had ever given Gary White money, and I think your reply was, 
“I've never  given Gary White money, nor have I lent Sid money for Gary White or any other 
person other than Natasha"?---Yes, that is basically true too. I lent the money to Natasha. 

But nothing to do with Gary White?---No, I don't think.

You didn't hear what the argument was about on the verandah. Did Sid Reid when he come in tell 
you what the argument was about?---Yeah, he sort of mentioned something about the court case 
in Kalgoorlie, you know. 

I notice that you've told the police, “Sid later told me that the argument was over bail money as 
Gary was surety on his assault charge”?---Yeah. 

Did you hear any mention at all about guns?---No. 

No further questions. 

SCOTT J: In that event, thank you very much for your assistance. You're free to go?---Thank 
you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

SCOTT J: That might be a convenient time for us to have our morning break. We will adjourn 
for about 15 minutes. 

SCOTT J: Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases, I call Boronia Miller. That's page 152 of the papers. 

MILLER, BORONIA sworn: 

BATES, MR: Is your full name Boronia Miller?---Yes. 

Tell the court your date of birth, Ms Miller?---9/2/84. 

You have a soft voice and this is a big court, so I will just get you to move in a bit closer to that 
microphone and also if you could speak up in a nice loud clear voice so the ladies and gentlemen 
of the jury can hear your evidence. Are you currently 19 years of age?---Yes. 

Is your mother a lady by the name of Susan Kaye Miller?---Yes. 

Is she also known by a nickname of Susie Wong?---She was, yeah. 

Is her de facto's name a gentleman by the name of Gary Raymond Mills?---Yes. 

If I can take you to August 2001. At that stage did you have a brother Jarrah Miller who was in 
gaol?---Yeah, he was in goal. 

Did you ever visit Jarrah Miller around August 2001?---Yeah. I was visiting him every weekend. 
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See him every weekend?---Yeah. 

Was there a particular day that you would normally go and see him on the weekends?---Saturday 
or Sunday. 

Was there particular people who you would normally go with to see him at the prison?---My 
mum, Gary, my brother - I mean, not my brother, my sister, my nephew and Lisa and Tara 
sometimes. 

So you mentioned your mother, Gary Mills, your sister - is that Ramah Goodlet?---Yeah. 

Your nephew Kane?---Yeah. 

And you mentioned Lisa and Tara. What is Lisa's last name?---Firman. 

And Tara, what is her last name?---Ducker. 

Now I will just ask some questions about Lisa Firman. Are you able to tell the ladies and 
gentlemen of the jury how long you have known Lisa for?---We were friends in high school. I 
don't know, about 5 years. 

After you met Lisa did you also meet Tara?---Yeah. 

How did you come to meet Tara?---I met Tara through my mum.

Through your mum. All right. In August 2001 where were you living initially during that 
month?---I was living at my mum's. 

Is your mum's address 1 Carita Court in Maddington?---Yes.

Who was living at that house? There was you, your mum - - -?---And Gary. 

That's Gary Mills, your mother's de facto. Is that right?---Yes. 

During August 2001 did you move out to another address?---Yes. 

Where was that other address?---96 Weston Street.

Is that also in the suburb of Maddington?---Yes. 

Were you moving out into that address at 96, Weston Street, Maddington with some other 
people?---Tara and Lisa. 

That's Tara Ducker and Lisa Firman. Is that right?---Yes.

Do you know a fellow by the name of Gary White?---Yes. 

How long have you known him for?---What, from when I met him? 

As of now, yes?---As of now? About 4, 5 years. 

Over those 4 or 5 years have you seen Gary White on a fairly regular basis?---Yes, almost every 
day. 

I beg your pardon?---Almost every day. 

Over those 4 or 5 years are you able to tell the court where Gary White has lived?---He has lived 
in Gosnells, Nantellis Street and then Jade Street in Maddington. 

That's Nantellis Street, Gosnells and then did he later move to Jade Street, Maddington?---Yes. 

When he was living at Nantellis Street did you used to visit him at that house?---Yes. 

When he was living at Jade Street did you used to visit him at that house?---Yeah. 
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Did he also visit the family home at 1 Carita Court in Maddington?---Yes. 

You have told us about Lisa Firman. She was a friend that you had met through your schooling. 
Is that right?---Yeah. 

Tara Ducker, just tell us again how you came to meet her?---Through my mum. 

How long have you known Tara Ducker for?---About 4 years.

Gary White and Tara Ducker, is there any relationship between those two people?---Tara is 
Gary's niece. 

Prior to you and Tara Ducker and Lisa Firman moving into 96 Weston Street do you know where 
Tara was living immediately prior to the three of you moving into Weston Street, Maddington?---
Jade Street, Maddington. 

Do you know what number in Jade Street?---No. 

Just describe that particular property for us?---It was a house in the middle of an industrial area, 
a big property. There was usually trucks parked there. 

There's a fence at the front of the property?---Pardon? Fence? 

What sort of fence was there?---Just - security fence. Were there any gates to go in and out of the 
property?---Yes. 

Do you know how long Tara Ducker was living at that property for?---No. 

You mentioned Gary White and Tara Ducker living at that property. Do you know whether there 
was anyone else living at that property in the period immediately before you and Tara Ducker 
and Lisa Firman moved into Weston Street, Maddington?---I'm not a hundred per cent sure but I 
think Rainbow. 

Rainbow; a fellow by the name - - -?---I don't know.

A fellow by the name of Rainbow, is it?---Yeah. 

Now, when Tara Ducker was living at 12 Jade Street in Maddington, or Jade Street, Maddington, 
did you used to go and visit Tara Ducker at her house in Maddington?---Quite often, yeah. 

And did she used to come over to your house in Carita Court, Maddington?---Yep. 

I think you have told us that the three of you - Tara Ducker, Lisa Firman and yourself - were all 
friends at that stage. Is that right?---Yep. 

Now, previously was there any relationship between your mother, Susan Miller, and Gary 
White?---I think so, yeah. 

Did that relationship cease at some stage?---Pardon? 

Did that relationship cease at some stage?---Yeah. 

After the relationship ceased, was Gary White still close to the various members of your 
family?---Yep. 

Now, when you moved from Carita Court to the address in Weston Street, Maddington, are you 
able to tell us whether you moved in - did you move all at once or in stages or - - -?---Gradually 
over about a week. 

Were some smaller items taken to the house first?---Yeah. I'd - I took my smaller items and I got 
help taking the big items. 
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Did you take the big items at the end to complete that particular move?---Yeah. 

Now, do you know, or did you know, a fellow by the name of Anthony David Tapley?---Yes. 

How did you come to know him?---I met him when I was living in Walpole when I was about 4 
years old. 

Was he also living down in Walpole at that stage?---Yes.

Did he later commence a relationship with your sister Ramah Goodlet?---Yes. 

During the course of that relationship, did you see not only your sister Ramah Goodlet but also 
Anthony Tapley?---Pardon? 

During the course of the relationship between Anthony Tapley and Ramah Goodlet, your sister, 
did you see both of them?---Yes. 

And after they broke up, did you see Anthony Tapley after that?---Maybe once or twice. 

All right?---Well, a few times but very rarely. 

A few times. Do you recall where it was that you saw him after they broke up?---What, the last 
time or just in general? 

No, just those couple of times you saw him after Ramah Goodlet and - - -?---Once I saw him at 
the shops, at the pub. I saw him at my mum's house. 

You say the shops. Which shops are those?---Action in Maddington. 

All right; and the pub, which pub was that?---Maddington Tavern in Maddington. 

And you say your mum's house. Is that at 1 Carita Court in Maddington?---Yes. 

Now, Ant - we have heard he was referred to - or Anthony David Tapley referred to by the 
nickname of Ant. Is that right?---Yes. 

Can I ask you, do you recall the last time that you saw Anthony David Tapley?---Well, that last I 
remember seeing him was at my mum's house. 

That's at 1 Carita Court in Maddington. Is that right? 

Do you recall who was at the house on that particular occasion?---It was mum, Gary and Ant, 
and me and Tara went there to pick up some stuff. 

I beg your pardon?---Me and Tara went there to pick up the - some of my stuff to move. 

Did you pick up some stuff from the house at 1 Carita Court in Maddington?---Yes. 

Were you taking that stuff to 96 Weston Street in Maddington?---Yes. 

Do you recall what day of the week it was that - - -?---No. I haven't - - - 

- - - you saw Ant at 1 Carita Court in Maddington?---Well, I can't exactly recall but by what I've 
heard, it was on - - - 

Don't tell us what you have heard. Do you remember what day of the week it was yourself?--- 
I think it was a Friday. 

A Friday. Now, can I ask you about Sunday, 19 August 2002. Do you recall what you were doing 
on that particular day?---No. 

In August in this period when you were moving from your mum's house into the house in Weston 
Street, Maddington, can you tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury, were you drinking alcohol 
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around that period of time?---I was drinking alcohol all the time; not just then either. You know, 
like, before then, after. 

Are you able to give the ladies and gentlemen of the jury some idea of how much alcohol you 
would consume on a daily basis?---Well, we were drinking every day. We'd go through at least 
three bottles on the weekend; three or four bottles on - - - 

Drinking every day of the week. Is that right?---Yeah. After work I'd have a couple of drinks. 

Just during the week are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how much you 
would drink during the week?---Just a few drinks. Fridays, Saturdays, Sundays were my big 
nights. 

How much would you drink on the weekends, Friday, Saturday and Sunday?---Well, we'd get 
really drunk. I don't know. We'd go through at least three or four bottles in 3 days, 

Three or four bottles of what in 3 or 4 days?---Bourbon. 

Bourbon?---Yeah. 

When you say “we” who is the “we”?---Me, Lisa and Tara.

When you saw her on that Friday you have mentioned, when you saw Anthony David Tapley, 
your mum and Gary Mills at Carita Court, what were they doing on that particular occasion?---
Drinking. 

Did you ever recall seeing, Anthony Tapley at Gary White's house in Jade Street, Maddington?---
Not that I can remember.

I just want to ask you - page 163 - do you recall an incident where Ant knocked your mother and 
she fell down and hit her head?---Yes. 

Did you later tell Gary White about that particular incident?---Well, I didn't - it might've come 
up, The subject might have come up.

When the subject came up did you tell him about that incident?---Yeah.

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury when it was in relation to the last time 
you saw Ant that you told Gary White about that particular incident?---I have no idea. 

At the time of that particular incident where your mum was knocked over by Ant and fell down 
and hit her head were you present at the house at 1 Carita Court when that occurred?---Yeah. 

If I can just ask you some brief questions in conclusion, Ms Miller. Sunday, 19 August 2002, as 
best you can remember, do you recollect what you were doing on that particular day?---I have no 
idea. 

SCOTT J: Do you mean 2002? 

BATES, MR: Sorry, 19 August 2001. 

I will just ask the question again, Ms Miller. On Sunday, 19 August 2001 do you recall what you 
were doing on that particular day?---No. 

Do you know what Tara Ducker and Lisa Firman were doing on that particular day?---I don't 
know. We were probably together but I don't know. 

I think you have told us that the time you saw Ant on that Friday you were in the process of 
moving from Carita Court to Weston Street, Maddington. Is that right?---Yes. 
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Immediately prior to moving to Weston Street, Maddington you were living at Carita Court. Is 
that right?---Yes. 

Do you know where Tara Ducker was living immediately prior to you moving from Carita Court 
to Weston Street, Maddington?---Jade Street. 

Is that the property of Gary White?---Yeah. 

Apart from Tara Ducker and Gary White do you know whether anyone else was living at Jade 
Street at that time?---I wasn't too sure but I think Rainbow was living there. He might not have 
been but - - - 

Did you know a fellow by the name of Richard Samuels?---I know of him, yes. 

Do you knew a fellow by the name of Les Hoddy? Does Les Hoddy have some connection or 
association with Gary White?---they're friends. 

Do they have any mutual business interests?---I think they did trucks together, a truck business.

Did you ever hear any discussion between your mother and Gary Mills as to making up a story to 
tell the missing persons people?---I don't actually remember it but I can sort of remember them 
saying something about it but I don't remember what they actually said.

What were they saying? - - -They were saying something about missing persons calling. I don't 
really remember very much. 

At the time around August 2001 were you using a mobile phone with the number 0404-284-
729?---Yeah, I think so. 

Since that Friday when you saw Ant with your mother and Gary Mills at Carita Court drinking, 
have you seen Ant since that time?--No.

Yes, thank you, if you would just wait there, Ms Miller.

CANNON, MR: No questions, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Very well. In that event, thank you for your assistance. You're free to go?---Thank 
you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW)

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases, I call Lisa Marie Firman. That's page 133. 

FIRMAN, LISA MARIE sworn: 

BATES, MR: Is your full name Lisa Marie Firman?---Yes.

Can you tell the court your date of birth?---8/5/84. 

Are you currently 18 years of age?---Yes. 

Do you know a young lady by the name of Boronia Miller?---Yes, I do. 

How long have you known Boronia Miller for?---Probably about going on 4 years. 

Where did you first meet Boronia Miller?---At Maddington Senior High School. 

Is she also known as Bo?---Yes. 
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Between 21 and 29 August 2001, did you, Boronia Miller and a lady by the name of Tara Ducker 
move into a place at 96 Weston Street in Maddington?---Somewhere around that date. I'm not 
sure of the exact date. 

Do you have a friend by the name of Sharon Chan?---Yes. 

Do you know what date Sharon Chan's birthday is?---Yes, she was born on 21 August. It was 
somewhere around that day we moved in. 

Does that date help you fix when it was that you moved into that house in Weston Street, 
Maddington with Boronia Miller and Tara Ducker?---Yes. 

We've mentioned the name Tara Ducker. You've told us you met Boronia Miller at high school. 
Did you also come to meet Tara Ducker at some stage?---Yeah, I met her through Boronia. 

Prior to moving into 96 Weston Street, Maddington, where were you living prior to moving into 
that address?---My mum and dad's house at 27 Waratah Court. 

Prior to Boronia Miller moving into Weston Street, was she living with her mum and her de facto 
at 1 Carita Court in Maddington?---Yes. 

And Tara Ducker? Do you know where she was living prior to moving in with you and Boronia 
at Weston Street, Maddington?---I think she was living with Gary but I can't be quite sure on 
that. 

You mentioned Gary. Is that Gary White?---Yes. 

At the period of time when you, Boronia and Tara were moving into the house in Weston Street, 
Maddington, do you know where Gary White was living at that stage?---I think it was Jade Street 
in Maddington. 

Jade Street, Maddington?---Yes. 

After the three of you became friends after meeting Boronia at high school, did the three of you 
used to hang out together?---Yes. 

Would the three of you go to Boronia's house at 1 Carita Court in Maddington?---Yes. 

Did the three of you also go to Jade Street in Maddington?---Yes. 

Gary White, how did you - did you call him by a particular name?---Sorry? 

Did you call Gary White by any particular name?---Gary.

Anything else you can recall?---I know people called him Whitey because of his last name, but 
usually just Gary. 

As at August of 2001, what was his appearance? Just describe that for us?---He was - had a 
shaved head and a goatee and glasses, and - what, do you mean what he wore or just how he 
looked? 

Just his appearance, how he appeared to you?---Well, he was tall to me of course because I'm 
small. He had jeans and flannelette shirts and, yeah, that was just Gary really: shaved head and 
his goatee and glasses. 

And that house at Jade Street, Maddington, how often would you go over to that house prior to 
August of 2001?---I don't really know. Probably if Tara was there, quite a bit. Maybe once a 
week; bit more.
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In the period up to August 2001 and after that, just describe the relationship between yourself, 
Boronia Miller and Tara Ducker?---We were all really good friends. 

How often would the three of you see each other?---Every weekend; sometimes quite often 
during the week. 

Now, apart from Tara Ducker, in August of 2001 do you know whether anyone else was living at 
that house in Jade Street, Maddington?---I'm not sure who actually lived there. I think there was 
some guy called Rainbow. I don't know whether he lived there or not or - because sometimes I'd 
go there and he would be there and sometimes he wouldn't. I think he was just a friend; I'm not 
sure. 

Do you know a gentleman, or did you know a gentleman, by the name of Anthony David 
Tapley?---Yes. 

Tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how you came to know him?---Through Boronia Miller. 
Her sister, Ramah Goodlet, was dating Anthony at the time and they were at Susan's house, 
coming down from Walpole, and I met them when I was at Bo's house visiting her on a weekend. 

The occasion you have described, was that the first time you met Anthony Tapley?---Yes. 

And after you met him on that first occasion, did you see him on later occasions?---Yes. 

Where would you normally see him on later occasions?---At Bo's house, or one time we went 
down to Walpole. Just usually at Bo's house when they were up from Walpole visiting Ramah's 
mum, which is Susan. 

Thank you. Now, if I can take you to August of 2001, I think you have told us you were moving 
out of your parents' house to Weston Street and Bo was also moving out of Carita Court to move 
into Weston Street?---Yes. 

Just describe the move. Did it take place all at one time or over a period of time?---Well, we did 
little bits and pieces here and there; nothing big. Just like, you know, tables - not a table. Just a 
few chairs, just odds and ends, and then we did a big move of like beds and drawers in one go 
one night. 

Did anyone help you with the big move at the end there?---Yes. Gary did. 

I would just like to ask some questions about a particular day, Sunday, 19 August 2001. Do you 
recall what you were doing on that particular day?---No. 

Around this period of time in August 2001 when you were moving from your house into this 
property at Weston Street, Maddington, are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury 
whether you were drinking alcohol around that period of time? - --When we were moving? 

Around that period of time?---Well, probably. We used to drink, I don't know, all the time just on 
the weekends, sometimes during the week. I can't really tell - - - 

When you would drink on the weekends, are you able to give the ladies and gentlemen of the 
jury some idea of how much you would drink?---We'd get drunk so we'd drink quite a bit on the 
Friday night and then we'd drink again on the Saturday night; just, I don't know, what teenagers 
do. They drink quite a bit. 

Are you able to give us any idea of the quantity of alcohol you were drinking over the 
weekend?---Drinking bourbon. 

How much?---I don't know. Maybe a bottle a night between the - between the three of us. 

The three of you being - - -?---Tara and Bo - - -
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- - - Boronia Miller, Tara and yourself?---Yes. 

And around that period of time in August of 2001, as well as alcohol, were you taking any drugs 
around that period?---Here and there. 

What sort of drugs were you using?---Amphetamines. 

When would you use the drugs? Any particular part of the week?---Pardon? 

Any particular part of the week?---No. Just sometimes we would, maybe on a weekend here and 
there, but not often well, I wouldn't. 

Do you recall when it was - when the last time you saw Anthony David Tapley was?---At Susan 
Miller's house.

That's at 1 Carita Court, Maddington?---Yes, we were picking up some stuff to take to the house. 
We hadn't fully moved in yet. I think we were just moving little bits and pieces here and there. 

Was there anyone at the house with Anthony David Tapley?---Susan Miller and Gary Mills. 

When you went to the house, did you go to the house with anybody?---Boronia Miller. 

Anyone else apart from Boronia?---No. 

So you and Boronia went there and Anthony Tapley was there with Gary Mills and Susan Miller. 
Is that correct?---Yes. 

Anthony Tapley, Susan Miller and Gary Mills, were they doing anything when you went to 
Carita Court?---They were drinking. 

Are you able to tell us how long you stayed before you left with the things?---I can't really 
remember an exact time but I don't think it was long at all. I think we just went there and got 
what we had to get and left. 

Do you remember what day of the week it was?---I'm guessing it was a weekend because I was 
working at the time so, yeah, it would have been a weekend. 

Were you working during the week Monday to Friday?---Yes, at Komatsu. 

On that particular day, or if I can direct your attention to a particular day, Sunday, 19 August 
2001, do you recall what you were doing on that particular day?---No. 

Yes, thank you, Ms Firman, is you would just wait there.

CANNON, MR: No questions, sir. 

SCOTT J: Very well. Thank you for your assistance. You're free to go?---Thank you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW)

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases, I call Tara Victoria Ducker. That's page 261. 

THE FOREMAN: Your Honour, the jury has requested that when a witness is referring to Gary, 
which Gary it is referring to.

SCOTT J: Thank you for that, Mr Foreman. I will ask counsel to be conscious of that; Gary 
Mills or Gary White. 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases. 

SCOTT J: I presume that's what you're asking?
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THE FOREMAN: Yes. 

SCOTT J: Yes. 

DUCKER, TARA VICTORIA sworn: 

BATES, MR: I notice you have got a very soft voice, Ms Ducker, so if you could just move into 
that microphone and speak up in as loud a voice as you possibly can?---Sorry. 

I also notice you have brought something to court. If you just turn that over and put it to one 
side. Is your full name Tara Victoria Ducker?---Yes. 

Can you tell the court your date of birth?---13/9/85. How old are you currently?---17. 

Where are you currently living?---I'm currently living at 12 Kennett Street, Maddington. 

Do you know a gentleman by the name of Gary White?---Yes.

How long have you known Mr White for?---Approximately about 5 years. 

Are you able to tell the court how you came to meet Gary White?---I met him through my 
family. He was with my Auntie Carol and had a child to him. 

Subsequently did he assume some responsibility for you?---Yes. He basically took me under his 
wing and treated me like a daughter of his own. 

How long did he look after you for, then?---About - well, he has looked after me ever since. He 
has - - - 

How long ago did he take you under his wing and start to look after you?---When I was not even 
13. 

During that period did he provide you with food and money and accommodation?---Yes. 

I would like to ask some questions about August 2001. In that month - first of all I will ask you 
these questions: do you know a young girl by the name of Boronia Miller?---Yes. 

Just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how you came to know Boronia Miller?---I met Bo 
through Bo's mum who was a friend of Gary's, who came over and used to have drinks and I met 
her over there one day and we became very good friends. 

Bo's mum is Susan Miller. Is that right?---Yes, that's correct. 

The place where you met them is that 1 Carita Court in Maddington?---Yes. 

When you first met Boronia Miller where were you living at that stage?---Nantellis Street, 
Gosnells. 

Were you living at that address with Gary White?---Yes.

After Nantellis Street, Gosnells did you and Gary White move to another address?---Yes. 

Where was that address?---I think we moved from there over to Adelaide for a while. 

Then after Adelaide where did you move to then?---Maylands. We've moved quite a few 
different places within a period of time. 

After Maylands where did you move to then?---I think from then it was Jade Street, Maddington. 

Jade Street, Maddington. Is that right?---Yes. 

Did you live at that address with Gary White?---I stayed there for about 2 weeks and moved out 
and I was living at Les Hoddy's place in 30 Adisham Street. 
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When you were living with Les Hoddy at Jade Street, Maddington was there anyone else living 
in the house there?---At Les Hoddy's or at Gary's? 

No, at Jade Street?---Jade Street? Gary was living there and Rainbow was living there at the 
time. 

Can I ask you about another lady by the name of Lisa Firman? Do you know a lady by the name 
of Lisa Firman?---Yes. 

How did you come to meet Lisa Firman?---She was good friends - went to school with Bo at the 
time. So I met her at the same time type of thing. 

So through Bo - about the same time as meeting Bo you met her friend Lisa Firman. Is that 
right?---Yes. 

After you first met did the three of you become good friends?---Yes. 

Did you used to socialise and see each other?---Yep. 

Are you able to give the ladies and gentlemen of the jury - just tell us how long ago you met Bo 
Miller and Lisa Firman? - - -About 5 years ago. Approximately about the same time. It was only 
a month or so after I met Gary - well, Gary took me under his wing basically. 

Once you met them did you keep in touch and socialise with them regularly?---Yes. Yep. 

When you were living at Jade Street, Maddington did they ever visit you at that house?---Yeah, 
only a couple of times, but like I said I wasn't there for very long. 

If I can ask you about a fellow by the name of Anthony David Tapley. Did you ever meet a 
fellow by the name of Anthony David Tapley?---Yes, I did. 

Did he have a nickname?---He was called Ant. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how you came to meet Anthony David 
Tapley?---How I came to meet him, yes. I met him through Ramah, Bo's sister. He was going out 
with her and - yeah, I only met him a few times. 

Where did you first meet him?---Probably at Susan Miller's house. 

That's at Carita Court, Maddington. Is that right?---Yes.

This was around the time that he was going out with Bo's sister Ramah. Is that correct?---Yep. 
No, Ramah and Ant apparently split up a year or so before that, sorry, because at the time when I 
met Ramah she was going out with another guy called Glen. Sorry. 

So when you met Ramah she had had a relationship with Ant but they had broken up. Is that 
correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

It was after you met Ramah that you met Anthony David Tapley?---Yes. 

I think you have told us that you saw him on occasions at Carita Court in Maddington. Is that 
right?---Yep. 

Did you see him anywhere else?---No. Like I said, I didn't really have much to do with them. 

Now, you mentioned a fellow, Rainbow. Do you know what his full name is?---Dennis. I don't 
know his last name. 

Do you know his last name?---No. I know his name's Dennis.

Are you able to describe his relationship with Mr Gary White?---Yes. They were good friends. 
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You mentioned a gentleman by the name of Les Hoddy. Are you able to describe his relationship 
with Mr Gary White?---Also good friends. 

Were they involved in any businesses together?---Yes. I believe they had a transport business 
going for a while, but that's all I know of. 

Did you ever meet a gentleman by the name of Sidney John Reid?---No. I was never formally 
introduced to him, but yes, I did see him once. 

Where did you see him?---I seen him over at Jade Street.

Richard Samuels? Did you ever meet a gentleman by the name of Richard Samuels?---Yes. 

Where did you meet him?---I met him in Nantellis Street when I first moved in with Gary. 

Are you able to describe the relationship between him and Mr White?---Also good friends.

Now, around August of 2001, were you and Boronia Miller, and also Lisa Firman, in the process 
of moving into your own accommodation at 96 Weston Street in Maddington?---Yes. I was 
moving from Adisham Street across the road to Weston Street and Gary set up a house for us 
three girls.

Did you move all in one go or gradually, or how did you move?---I think I got my - I'm not too 
sure. It didn't take us that long to move. We were in there within a couple of days. 

Are you able to pinpoint a date when you moved into the property at Weston Street in 
Maddington?--- I honestly couldn't tell you if I - yeah. 

Now, around this period of time in August of 2001, were you drinking alcohol around that period 
of time?---Yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury - give the ladies and gentlemen of the 
jury some idea of how much alcohol you consumed?---Between me and my two girlfriends, we 
drank a bottle of Jack Daniels, and once we arrived at Bo's mum's place, we drank a bottle of 
1125 mil Cougar between the five of us that were sitting there. 

You have just told us about some drinking on a particular day. Are you referring to a particular 
day that you were drinking that amount of alcohol?---Hey? 

Are you referring to a particular day that you were drinking that amount of alcohol?---Didn't you 
just ask me if I was drinking alcohol on that day? 

No. I asked you in August, around the period of August 2002, were you drinking alcohol around 
that period?---Yes, well, I would've been, I suppose. Sorry. 

Are you able to give the ladies and gentlemen of the jury some indication of the amount of 
alcohol you would drink on a daily basis around that time?---I don't know. Between the three of 
us we used to go through a bottle a day at least. 

A bottle a day at least. Were you working at the time at all?---No, I wasn't. I was studying at 
TAFE, doing home correspondence. 

Would there be any difference in the quantity you would drink during the week as compared to 
the weekend?---Yes, probably, because the other two girls were working and we kind of partied 
more on the weekend, I suppose. 

In the weekends in that general period of August of 2001, are you able to give the ladies and 
gentlemen of the jury some idea of how much the three of you would drink?---Sorry. Can you 
repeat that question again for me? 
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Yes. Just generally around that period of August 2001 - - -?---Around the whole period of 
August. 

- - - are you able to give the ladies and gentlemen of the jury some idea of how much you, Lisa 
Firman and Bo Miller would drink?---I honestly couldn't give you a rough estimate. It was - on 
average, we probably went through about a bottle a day so if you work that out over the month - 
- - 

About a bottle a day between the three of you. Is that right?---Yeah, pretty much.

What sort of alcohol was it?---Jack Daniels. 

Jack Daniels. Was there any difference between your consumption during the week and on the 
weekend?---Yeah. I think we drank more on the weekend because - - - 

More on the week. Thank you?--- - - -they didn't have to go to work the next day. 

Do you recall when was the last occasion you saw Ant, or Anthony David Tapley?---The last 
occasion that I saw Ant was the night that we were all sitting around Susan Miller's place, 
drinking alcohol. 

Thank you. If I can move to a specific occasion. I will give you a date, Sunday, 19 August 2001 - 
do you remember what you were doing on that particular day?---No. What date? 

Sunday or 19 August 2001?---Sunday. That day I didn't do much for the first half of the day. I 
went to the shops, came home, and then I went over to Bo's place, Bo's mum's place in Carita 
Court, later on this afternoon. 

All right. When you got around to Bo's place at Carita Court, was there anyone present at Bo's 
place at Carita Court?---Susan Miller and Gary Mills. 

When you got around there, Susan Miller and Gary Mills, do you recall what they were doing?---
Pardon? 

Do you recall what they were doing?---Sitting down drinking wine. 

When you went around there, were you with anybody?---No, I got there and caught up with Bo, 
and Lisa came over later, yeah.

Prior to going around, do you recall approximately what time it was that you went around 
to Carita Court?---It would have been about some time after 4 o'clock. 

Had you consumed any alcohol prior to going around to Carita Court?---I think I had a couple of 
drinks before I left home. 

When you say “a couple of drinks", what sort of drinks?---Yeah, just a couple; Cougar, Cougar in 
a bottle. 

You said you went around there and caught up with Bo, and Lisa Firman arrived a bit after. Is 
that right?---Lisa arrived afterwards. Bo was already there. 

How long were you at Carita Court, Maddington for?---Long enough to drink alcohol and then 
go, I suppose. I honestly couldn't tell you. 

How much alcohol did you drink when you got to Carita Court?---Well, we drunk an 1125 bottle 
of Cougar and a bottle of Jack Daniels. The Jack Daniels was between the three of us and the 
bottle of Cougar was between the five of us. 

When you say the three of you, that's the three young girls; yourself, Bo Miller and - - -?---Yes, 
me, Bo and Lisa. 
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Then the five of you, that includes Susan Miller and Gary Mills. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Do you recall what time it was that you finished drinking that alcohol?---No I vaguely remember 
riding my bike home. 

When you say “home", where did you ride your bike to?---96, Weston Street. 

Do you recall seeing Anthony David Tapley at Carita Court at Susan Miller's house on that day, 
Sunday, 19 August 2001?---Yes, I recall him popping over that night. Like I said, I didn't have 
much to do with him and I don't think that was long before we actually left that night. 

When you say “we left", who's the we?---Me, Bo and Lisa, sorry. 

The three of you when you left, did you go somewhere then?---Yes, we went back to Weston 
Street. 

How did the three of you get to Weston Street?---I rode my bike and they walked. 

Did you see Ant again after that particular Sunday, 19 August 2001?---No. 

Around this period of time in August of 2001, were you consuming any drugs around that period 
of time?---Yes, we were smoking marijuana.

When you say “we", who's the we?---All of us, every single one of us that was sitting around the 
table. 

All right, so that's yourself, Boronia Miller?---Lisa Firman. 

Lisa Firman?---Gary Mills and Susan Miller. 

Did you consume marijuana on a regular basis around this period of time in August 2001?---Yes, 
I did. 

Apart from marijuana or cannabis, did you consume any other drugs in that particular period, 
August 2001?---No, not that particular period. 

The alcohol that you consumed on that particular day and also the cannabis on Sunday, 19 
August 2001, what effect did that have on you?---The same effect it would have on anybody. 

What effect did it have on you?---The effect it had on me, what could I say? I barely remember 
half the night so, yeah, I mean, I remember staggering home on my bike so that's the effect it had 
on me. 

Nothing further, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: On 19 August when you were at Susan Miller's place with your girlfriends, 
Susan Miller was there?---Yes. 

Gary Mills was there?---Yes. 

Ant Tapley was there?---Yes, he rocked up.

They were all drinking?---Yes. 

Was Susan Miller drunk?---Yes. 

Did all of you - that includes Tapley - smoke some cones of cannabis?---Yes, yes. 

You're an epileptic, aren't you?---Yes, I am. 

You're not supposed to do these things?---No, I'm not.
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Mr Gary White has been your guardian?---Yes. 

Does he get annoyed at you when you do these things?---Yes, he does, only because he cares. 

No further questions. 

BATES, MR: No re-examination, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Very well. You're free to go?---Thank you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

BATES, MR: Your Honour, I can read in a few witnesses to take us up to almost 1 o'clock, sir.

SCOTT J: Very well. I take it that this is by consent, is it, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Yes, sir. 

SCOTT J: All right. Instead of calling witnesses, some statements will be simply read to you. 
It saves calling the witnesses.

BATES, MR: Yes, I tender some documents by consent first of all, your Honour. I tender a 
statement under section 240 subsection (1) of the Social Security Administration Act. It's under 
the hand of Jean-Marie Stevie Mutsamami, an officer of Centrelink employed at National 
Support Office and it states: 

I have examined the Centrelink records relating to Mr Anthony David Tapley. The information in  
this statement is true and correct.........Bank of Australia Albany, 6330, account number  
00679192. 

There is also a further document which I tender by consent. It's dated 13 February 2002. It's in 
relation to Anthony David Tapley. It says: 

There was one emergency payment on the date of 13 August 2001, $200 - 

and it gives the bank account details: 

766500, Commonwealth Bank of Australia, Albany, 6330, bank account number 00679192. 

The first statement is dated 6 May 2002 and the second Social Security statement is dated 13 
February 2002. I tender both of those Social Security documents if your Honour pleases. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 3A then will be the Social Security Centrelink document of 6 May 2002. 
Exhibit 3B will be the - it is also from Centrelink or Social Security? 

BATES, MR: It's also from Centre I ink , sir, yes. 

SCOTT J: Showing the emergency payment on 13 August 2001, $200. 

EXHIBIT 3A Crown DATE 13/2/02 Centrelink document 

EXHIBIT 3B Crown DATE 13/8/01 Centrelink document 

BATES, MR: Thank you, your Honour. I also read into evidence and tender a further statement 
under section 240 subsection (1) of the Social Security Administration Act 1999 under the hand 
of Joanne Allen - that's J-o-a-n-n-e A-I-I-e-n, from Centrelink. Joanne Allen, being an officer of 
Centrelink employed at National Support Office hereby states: 

I have examined the Centrelink records relating to Anthony Tapley born on 7 March 1996 (sic).  
The information in this statement is true and correct. 

Day 2 – Tuesday 6 May 2003 Page - 99

Comments, 19/02/09
The three young girls were all at Gary's on the night in question and Mr Cannon does not ask one question about that very important occasion. I find it incredulous that this happen. So much of Mrs Miller's testimony could have been refuted and shown to be unreliable or substantiated. Susan Miller's testimony was the only “corroborating” evidence for Reid. Interestingly the prosecution didn't ask any questions either. Since they were supposed to be there either their testimony will help the defense or the prosecution. This is extremely strange.



The Queen and Gary Ernest White Supreme Court of Western Australia

Please see attached detailing Newstart allowance payments between 15 August 1998 and 14  
August 2001, including an emergency payment on 13 August 2001 - 

and it annexes two pages of Social Security payments which commence on 15 May 1998 and go 
through until 14 August 2001. 

SCOTT J: Sorry, when did you say that emergency payment was made? 

BATES, MR: The emergency payment was made on 13 August, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: 30th or 13th?

BATES, MR: 13, one three. 

SCOTT J: 13th, sorry. I misunderstood you. 

BATES, MR: I tender that certificate or statement under the hand of Joanne Allen. It's dated 24 
April 2003. 

SCOTT J: That will become exhibit 4; statement of 24 April 2003. 

EXHIBIT 4 Crown DATE 24/4/03 Centrelink statement 

BATES, MR: I now read into evidence a statement of Peter Michael Hedge. He says: 

I'm a police constable stationed at the Cannington police station. On Sunday, 19 August 2001 at  
7.40 pm I was on duty serving the general document as evidence. Sidney Reid then left the  
station. 

It has the usual declaration: 

I declare that this statement is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and that I have made  
this statement knowing that if it is tendered in evidence I will be guilty of a crime if I have  
wilfully included in this statement anything which I know to be false or that I do not believe to be  
true. 

The record indicates that on 19 August at 1940, that's 7.40, Mr Reid's signature is shown as 
having attended the Cannington police station. There is also the signature of the police officer P. 
Hedge. I tender the bail report documentation from the Cannington police station in relation to 
the relevant entry of 19 August 2001. 

SCOTT J: Do you tender just the statement - just the record or - - - 

BATES, MR: I just tender the record and read the statement in, if your Honour pleases. 

SCOTT J: All right. The record then - that's presumably a bail record? 

BATES, MR: It's bail, sir, yes. 

SCOTT J: The bail report form for Sidney J. Reid will become exhibit 5. 

EXHIBIT 5 Crown DATE 19/8/01 Bail report form of Sidney J. Reid 

BATES, MR: Next there's a statement from a lady from Medicare, Sharon, Rose, and I'm going 
to read in from 701 and 703 of the papers. I will read the statements in or the letters in and then 
tender some correspondence or some documentation. There's two letters. The first one is at page 
701 of the brief and the second one is at 703 of the brief. Both letters are to the West Australian 
Police Service and they are under the hand of Sharon Rose, manager of the privacy branch of the 
Health Insurance Commission. Both letters are headed Re Anthony David Tapley with the date 
of birth 7 March 1966, and reference is made: 
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I refer to your correspondence dated 31 January 2003 in which you requested HIC - 

Health Insurance Commission - 

to provide Medicare information in relation to Mr Tapley from 19 August 2001. Subsection  
130(3) (a) of the Health Insurance Act 1973 allows the release of Medicare information where  
the minister for health and ageing or the minister's delegate considers the release to be  
necessary in the public interest. This is an exception to the secrecy provisions contained in  
subsection 130 subsection (1) of the Health Insurance Act which prevents information about a  
person being divulged to a third party. 

As a delegate of the minister and of the managing director of the Health Insurance Commission  
for the purpose of subsection 130 (3) (a) of the Health Insurance Act, I have considered your  
request and its merits and I have certified the release of information as being necessary in the  
public interest. 

Accordingly, I release to you the following information: a search of the Medicare database  
indicates that no claims have been made for any services that may have been provided to Mr  
Anthony Tapley during the period 19 August 2001 to 

31 December 2002. 

Please note that Medicare records only include services that qualify for Medicare benefits  
and for which claims have been processed. They do not include services that qualify for benefits  
under the Department of Veteran Affairs national treatment account. 

In addition, the Health Insurance Commission does not retain information in relation to services  
that may have been provided to public patients in hospitals, to outpatients in public hospitals or  
in emergency departments of public hospitals. 

The statement or the letter is dated 28 February 2003. By consent, I read that part of it into the 
record. 

SCOTT J: That will become exhibit 6A if you wish to tender it. Do you wish to tender it? 

BATES, MR: I don't wish to tender the statement, just read it into the record, sir. There are some 
records which I will seek to tender in a minute. 

SCOTT J: That will not become an exhibit. 

BATES, MR: There's a further letter under the hand of Sharon Rose, acting manager, privacy, 
security and standards branch of the Health Insurance Commission. That letter is dated 16 July 
2002. It's to the West Australian Police Service and reads, “Anthony David Tapley” with the date 
of birth 7/3/66: 

I refer to correspondence of 6 May 2002 and to further communication regarding this matter.  
You requested the Health Insurance Commission to provide Medicare information relating to Mr  
Tapley for the purpose of an investigation. 

As a delegate of the minister and of the managing director of the Health Insurance Commission  
for the purposes of section 130(3) (a) of the Health Insurance Act, I have considered your  
request for release of 

Mr Tapley's information on its merits and I have concluded that it is necessary in the public  
interest for the following information to be released to you: all Medicare history relating to  
Anthony David Tapley dated 7 March 1966 - 

and then finally it says - 
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this information relates only to those services that qualify for Medicare benefits for which claims  
have been processed. This does not include services that qualify for benefits under the  
Department of Veterans Affairs national treatment account. Additionally, the Health Insurance  
Commission cannot supply information on services that may have been provided to Mr Tapley in  
a hospital as a public patient, as an outpatient in a hospital or in an emergency department of a  
hospital. 

It's dated 16 July 2002, so I read that into record and I also tender the relevant documents  
showing details of claims made by Mr Tapley on Medicare. 

SCOTT J: Is that the document that has at the top a run date of 20 June 2002? 

BATES, MR: Yes, it does, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: All right, that document with the run date of 20 June 2002 will become exhibit 6. 
That's the Health Insurance Commission information report. 

EXHIBIT 6 Crown DATE 20/6/02 Health Insurance Commission information report 

BATES, MR: Yes, thank you. Would that be a convenient time, your Honour? 

SCOTT J: Yes, certainly. All right, we will adjourn until 2.15 for lunch. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases. I brought you in early. The next witness, your Honour, is 
David John Caporn. During his evidence he will be referring to the fact that Reid's girlfriend, 
Natasha Moutinho, was admitted to the witness protection program and there's certain provisions 
in the Witness Protection Western Australia Act 1996 that cover the situation. I have provided my 
learned friend and also your associate with copies of section 32 of that act which deal with this 
situation. 

SCOTT J: Just bear with me. I haven't read this act before. 

BATES, MR: Yes, if I can just go through it. Section 32 is headed Certain Disclosures To 
Court To Be In Private and it commences: 

If at any proceedings in a court sensitive information may be disclosed or in respect of a person  
who is under the witness protection program has been provided with a new identity - 

“sensitive information” is defined down in subsection (2) in (a) there. It means the fact that the 
person is or was included in or has undergone assessment for inclusion in a witness protection 
program, which is the case in 

Ms Moutinho's situation. It then continues on in the middle of section 32 that the presiding 
officer: 

Unless the officer considers that the interest of justice requires otherwise must hold that part of  
the proceedings that relate to those matters in private and make such order as to the suppression  
of the publication of the proceedings as in the officer's opinion will ensure that any sensitive  
information is not disclosed. 

The order we would seek is that - I propose to lead Superintendent Caporn's evidence through 
and then when this aspect of Moutinho being admitted to the witness protection program your 
Honour accedes to our request - I propose to close the court and then if my learned friend was 
going to cross-examine on it the court would need to be closed again. In our submission it does 
fall within the act and these are situations where - - - 
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SCOTT J: Let me understand what you want. You're going to call this witness. You're going to 
lead part of his evidence? 

BATES, MR: That's right, yes.

SCOTT J: In open court? 

BATES, MR: Yes. 

SCOTT J: Then when you get to a certain portion of his evidence there's some evidence that 
you want to lead in a closed court? 

BATES, MR: That's right. 

SCOTT J: So you will make that application when you get to it? 

BATES, MR: Yes, and that evidence - - - 

SCOTT J: It will only relate to that portion of the evidence? 

BATES, MR: It will relate to Moutinho being admitted to the witness protection program. 

SCOTT J: It's only that witness? 

BATES, MR: It's only that witness, yes.

SCOTT J: All right. Thank you. Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: To save any inconvenience in this matter and I did write to my learned friend 
some weeks ago - I don't intend to ask Ms Moutinho any questions at all about being in witness 
protection or anything of that nature at all; naturally, the evidence as to her getting indemnity but  
quite frankly when she gives her evidence I'm not interested in that because it will already be 
disclosed; that certain charges against her were withdrawn and that's not covered by the witness 
protection. It's just the ordinary indemnities that a jury are entitled to have. 

I can give an undertaking that under no circumstances would I ask any question at all either of 
Reid or of Ms Moutinho which would in any way indicate their location or what protection has 
been given to them. I'm just not interested. 

SCOTT J: It doesn't come within 2(d) of that section?

CANNON, MR: It comes within 2(d) to a certain extent. We will ensure that the sensitive 
information is not disclosed and any new or former identity of the person is not disclosed. If the 
sensitive information is not disclosed, and I'm quite happy for it not to be disclosed, and any new 
or former identity won't be discussed, there's nothing really to suppress. 

SCOTT J: But what about any details of any memorandum of understanding that applies to a 
person? 

CANNON, MR: I don't think that applies because in any event I would be entitled to cross-
examine before the jury the - - - 

SCOTT J: Nobody is suggesting that you can't cross-examine before the jury. The only question 
is whether it should be done in a closed court or not. 

CANNON, MR: I don't think so, sir. The indemnity is just part of the - I don't think that that 
comes within the the sensitive information is defined - - - 

SCOTT J: Sensitive information under 2(d). 
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CANNON, MR: Yes, it's defined and any details of any memorandum of understanding that 
applies to a person - I don't know - the memorandum of understanding, that does refer to the - - - 

BATES, MR: I can shorten the proceedings. The only part of the evidence I want 
Superintendent Caporn in closed session is just the fact that Moutinho was admitted to the 
witness protection program and that falls within 2(a). That's the only part that I would seek a 
closed court for seek suppression of. The rest of it I'm happy with. Also in Reid's evidence I don't 
seek any closed court. 

CANNON, MR: Yes, I understand that. It's just that I didn't want to have a closed court and then 
bring them back if we could avoid it by just leaving out that disclosure to the court, but I 
presume it's in a memorandum which we can't alter.  

SCOTT J: I don't know. It's a question really as to how the evidence is to be led at the end of the 
day. 

CANNON, MR: That is so, sir. 

SCOTT J: I don't know what you wish to ask concerning that or even perhaps why you do want 
to ask concerning that, Mr Bates. 

BATES, MR: It's just relevant to anything that's been done in relation to both Reid and 
Moutinho, sir. 

CANNON, MR: I don't know it applies to Reid. He's in for life. 

BATES, MR: But the question is just in relation to what's been done in relation to Moutinho and 
- - - 

SCOTT J: But if you don't seek to ask about it - - - 

BATES, MR: I beg your pardon? 

SCOTT J: If you're not going to ask about it, Mr Cannon has said he doesn't intend to touch 
upon l(a). Do you intend to lead on that? 

BATES, MR: Yes, I do, sir. 

SCOTT J: So you want to lead the evidence?

BATES, MR: I want to lead evidence, sir, yes. 

SCOTT J: In that event, when you get to the portion of the evidence, we will close the court. 
You will need to make the application when we get to it. 

BATES, MR: As your Honour pleases. Your Honour, I might indicate the next witness is David 
John Caporn and then I've got a few witnesses to read in. We have moved fairly fast and I've got 
Sidney John Reid programmed for 10 o'clock tomorrow morning and it may be that we might 
run out of witnesses mid to late afternoon this afternoon, but we are well ahead of time, your 
Honour. We're moving very fast. 

SCOTT J: We will see how we go and we will deal with it when we get to it, Mr Bates. 

BATES, MR: As your Honour pleases. 

SCOTT J: Can we have the jury back, please?

CANNON, MR: Your Honour, before - - - 

SCOTT J: Do you want the jury stopped? 
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CANNON, MR: Yes, if I could have them stopped for a second. I'm just wondering about any 
implication that she requires protection from the accused. I can understand the witness protection 
has been offered because there have been other cases that are pending. I don't want the jury in 
any way to have the impression that that order was necessary or that assessment was necessary 
on account of any conduct of the accused person. I have no doubt that you can put that right 
without any difficulty with the jury, but it does worry me that somebody might infer - - -

SCOTT J: I really think it should be led in that form if it's to be led at all, and I don't quite 
understand why it even needs to be led, but assuming that it does, should it not be led in that 
form?

CANNON, MR: Yes, I think it should be led in that form, that it doesn't implicate the accused 
that he's a threat to anybody. 

SCOTT J: All right. Is there any difficulty in leading it in that form, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: I will certainly make it clear to the witness both in this matter and the 
other matter. 

SCOTT J: No, that's not the point that's being made. The point is that the reason that she's in the 
witness protection program has nothing to do with this particular accused, nothing to do with Mr 
White.

BATES, MR: It may well do, sir, but certainly the jury can - - - 

SCOTT J: If it's led in that form, I don't think there's any difficulty. If it's not led in that form, I 
might have to give them a direction. 

BATES, MR: There's no difficulty in your Honour giving directions that - - - 

SCOTT J: No, the issue is to how it should be put in evidence. 

BATES, MR: Yes. All I was going to lead was that the sequence of events is that on the evening 
when Sidney John Reid was arrested, there were certain commitments given to him in relation to 
the security of both himself and Natasha Moutinho that related to the bombing at that stage, the 
Hancock bombing, and then there will be evidence in relation to the witness protection program, 
so it will be clear to the jury that it's in relation to the other matter as opposed to this matter, sir. 

SCOTT J: It can be led and you can cross-examine on it if it's not clear enough, Mr Cannon. 

CANNON, MR: Certainly. 

SCOTT J: If you want, when we get to that stage you will make your application and I will 
close the court, Mr Bates. 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases. 

SCOTT J: All right. Could we have the jury back, please? 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Yes, if your Honour pleases. I call David John Caporn. Page 723 of the papers. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. 

CANNON, MR: I have indicated to my learned friend he may lead, sir. 

CAPORN, DAVID JOHN sworn: 

BATES, MR: Is your full name David John Caporn?---Yes, it is. 
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Are you presently the superintendent in charge of the west metropolitan district of the Western 
Australia Police Service?---Yes, I am. 

If I can take you back to 2 September 2001, on that particular day were you appointed to the role 
of commander of a major investigation code named Operation Zircon?---Yes, I was. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what Operation Zircon is?---Operation 
Zircon was the investigation mounted to investigate the deaths of Lawrence William Lewis and 
Donald Leslie Hancock who had been killed at Lathlain on 1 September.

Now, a male person by the Sidney John Reid, was he the subject of extensive investigation by 
Operation Zircon?---Yes, he was. 

At the time that he was investigated, was he a member of a particular motorcycle club?---Yes. He 
was a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club. 

Can I take you to the early hours of 15 February 2002 at Curtin House. Did you conduct a video 
record of interview with Sidney John Reid in the presence of a Detective Sergeant De La 
Motte?---Yes, I did. 

During the video record of interview, were certain admissions made?---Yes, there was. Mr Reid 
admitted - - - 

SCOTT J: I don't know that we need to know the details, do we? 

BATES, MR: All right. 

As a result of admissions made, was Mr Reid then charged with the wilful murder of Mr 
Hancock and Mr Lewis in the car bombing at Lathlain on 1 September 2001?---Yes, he was. 

Now, on that particular morning, Friday, 15 February 2002, did you provide any advice to Mr 
Reid in relation to any matters?---I advised Mr Reid that himself and his de facto would be 
provided with security in relation to their safety. 

Was his de facto a young lady by the name of Natasha Moutinho?---Yes, it was. 

If I can move forward to 27 February 2002, on that particular day did you speak to Sidney John 
Reid at the Casuarina Prison complex in company with an Inspector Brandham?---Yes, I did. 

During that meeting did - - -?---Can you just reiterate that date again, please? 

Yes. 27 February 2002?---That's correct, yes.

During that meeting, did Mr Reid indicate certain things?---Yes. He indicated  that he may be 
further willing to assist police in their investigation, and by that I mean the investigation into the 
murders of Lawrence Lewis and Don Hancock. 

Following that conversation with Mr Reid at the Casuarina Prison complex, did you attend 
somewhere with Inspector Brandham?---Yes. On the same day I attended at the DPP where I 
spoke with yourself and the head of the DPP, Mr Robert Cock QC. 

That's Mr Robert Cock QC, director of public prosecutions. Is that correct?---That is correct, yes. 

Did you advise Mr Cock and myself of certain things on that occasion?---Yes, I did. 

What was the purpose of that particular meeting then?---The purpose of that meeting was to 
inform the DPP, Mr Cock and yourself, that Reid had indicated that he had a willingness to 
further assist police and to see what the position of the DPP was in relation to this matter. 
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As a result of attending on the DPP and advising that Reid may be prepared to assist, 
did, Mr Cock provide you with a letter signed by him dated 27 February 2002 outlining the 
potential for Mr Reid to achieve a reduced sentence by assisting police further with inquiries?---
Yes, he did. He provided it to me that day. 

Thank you. I show you a letter addressed to yourself, Detective Superintendent Caporn, from Mr 
Cock QC, director of public prosecutions, dated 27 February 2002. Just have a look at that letter. 
Is that the letter or a copy of the letter that Mr Cock provided to you on that particular day after 
the meeting with him, 27 February 2002?---Yes, it is. 

Thank you. I will just get you to read that letter commencing at the second paragraph of it?---The 
second paragraph: 

I confirm my oral advice to you that on the information presently available to me and Mr Bates, 
the submission that the crown will put upon his conviction for the purpose of his consideration as 
to whether he would be prepared to assist you further. 

Signed, “Yours sincerely, Robert Cock QC.” 

Yes, thank you. I tender the letter from Mr Cock QC to Superintendent Caporn dated 27 
February 2002. 

SCOTT J: That letter will become exhibit 7. That's the letter from the director of public 
prosecutions. I think it's addressed to yourself and another of 27 February 2002. 

EXHIBIT 7 Crown DATE 27/2/02 Letter from Mr Cock QC to Superintendent Caporn 

BATES, MR: After obtaining that letter from Mr Cock on 27 February 2002, later in that day 
did you re-attend at Casuarina Prison in company with Inspector Brandham?---Yes, I did. 

When you re-attended out there, did you present Mr Reid with the letter signed by the director of 
public prosecutions, Mr Cock, to which you have just referred?---Yes, I did. 

Did Mr Reid agree to do anything at that stage?---He agreed to consider it and I advised him that 
I would return to the prison the next day and speak to him about it. 

Was something done with the original of that letter?---The original of that letter was retained by 
me as I recall, sir. 

All right, but its contents, were they made known to Mr Reid?---Yes, they were. Certainly, he 
was able to read the letter and consider it. I took it away with me, as I recall, and later on that 
letter was provided to his counsel.

If I can move on to the next day, 28 February 2002, on that particular day did you attend at the 
Casuarina Prison complex and speak with a Detective Sergeant John,Robertson?---Yes, I did. 

Did Sergeant Robinson supply you with a piece of paper said to be written by Mr Reid earlier 
that day indicating some areas that he could give evidence and assistance to the police in relation 
to?---Yes, he did.

Thank you, and I don't need to go into the detail of that particular document but I just show you 
that document. Is that a one-page document with some hand-written notations on it?---Yes, this is 
a copy of the document. that Sergeant Robertson handed me on the 28th.

Did you understand or did Sergeant Robertson advise you that Mr Reid had written that out?---
Yes. 

Did it relate to various areas where he could assist in relation to your investigation of the death 
of Messrs Hancock and Lewis in the car bomb at Lathlain on 1 September 2000?---Yes, it did. 
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Yes, thank you. Would you just put that to one side? After Sergeant Robertson giving you 
that document, did you then speak to Sidney John Reid at the Casuarina Prison complex in 
company with Inspector Brandham?---Yes, I did. 

Did Mr Reid advise you of something at that stage?---Yes. He advised me that he was still 
considering the offer that was put out by the DPP and wished to further consult with his counsel, 
who at the time was a Mr Robert Mazza, in relation to the matter before proceeding with any 
agreement. 

Did Inspector Brandham and yourself then, after he advised you of that, have an informal 
discussion with Mr Reid during which he told you a number of things about the murder of 
Lawrence Lewis and Don Hancock?---Yes, we did. 

And upon returning to the office, did you make a typed summary of the information that he had 
provided to you during that informal interview?---Yes, I did. 

Thank you. I don't want to go into the detail but just for completeness I will just show you a two-
page document. Just have a look at that two-page document. Is that the two-page document of 
notes that you compiled upon your return to the office after the informal interview with Mr Reid 
at Casuarina Prison complex on 28 February 2002?---Yes, it is. 

Does the information contained therein relate to Reid's knowledge of the car bomb killing of 
Hancock and Lewis at Lathlain on 1 September 2000?---Yes, it does. 

Thank you. Just put that to one side. Now between 28 February and 26 March 2002, did you 
consult on behalf of the West Australian Police Service with both Mr Reid's counsel, Mr Robert 
Mazza, and myself as the director of public prosecutions' representative?---Yes, I did. 

If I can move forward to 6 March 2002, on that particular day, did the commissioner of police 
sign a letter providing Mr Reid with certain security undertakings in return for his assistance in 
the investigation into the murder of Lawrence Lewis and Donald Leslie Hancock?---Yes, he did. 

I will show you a letter dated 6 March 2002. It's signed by the commissioner of police, B.E. 
Matthews. It's addressed to Mr Sidney John Reid, care of Casuarina Prison. If you have a look at 
that document, is that the letter that the commissioner of police signed on 6 March to Mr Reid 
providing him with certain security undertakings in return for his assistance - - -?---Yes, it is. 

- - - in the investigation into the deaths of Lewis and Hancock?---Yes, it is. 

Thank you; and was that letter subsequently given to Mr Reid?---Yes, it was. 

I just ask, Superintendent Caporn, if you could read that letter out to the court? 

---Dear Mr Reid, I have been informed that you have requested to be included in the state 
witness protection program as a result of your involvement in the events of 1 September 
200 ................... serving prisoners are not eligible for inclusion in the program. 

Yes. Thank you. I tender the letter from the commissioner of police to Mr Reid dated 6 March 
2002. 

SCOTT J: Very well. That letter will become exhibit 8. 

EXHIBIT 8 Crown DATE 6/3/02 Letter from commissioner of police to Sidney John Reid 

BATES, MR: Can I move now to 12 March 2002. On that particular day did you authorise the 
purchase of a television and PlayStation for Mr Reid?---Yes, I did.

Can you tell the court why you did that at that time? ---A duty of care issue. We were proceeding 
at that stage with taking a deposition from Mr Reid. He was incarcerated but had some feelings 
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of suicide that he had communicated to some of my officers, plus he was also in a position at the 
times that he was alone, he could actually communicate with other prisoners who we felt that he 
may be at risk from given the extent of his involvement and assistance with the police so we 
wanted to provide him with something that would replicate some activities he was conducting 
prior to being incarcerated and might take up some of that time when he might have feelings 
about other issues.

If I can move now to 15 March 2002, did Mr Reid provide police with a signed statement on that 
date in relation to his knowledge of the deaths of Mr Lewis and Mr Hancock?---Yes, he did. 

Was that the first signed statement that he had made in relation to the matter?---It was the first 
signed deposition that he had made, yes. 

On 18 March 2002, was a gentleman, Graeme Slater, arrested and charged with the wilful 
murder of Lewis and Hancock?---Yes, he was. 

If I can move now to 24 March 2002, on that particular day did Mr Reid advise Operation Zircon 
that he had witnessed a murder carried out by a male person, Gary Ernest White?---Yes, he, did.

Did he refer to the name of the person who had been killed?---Yes. At that time he referred to 
this person was known to him as Ant. 

Were inquiries subsequently conducted by operation Zircon to identify a person Ant?---Yes, 
investigations were commenced to follow up the allegations that were made by Mr Reid. We 
identified that a person by the name of Anthony David Tapley had gone missing, had been 
reported missing, in November 2001. 

On 24 March 2002, being the day he made the disclosure about witnessing this murder, did Mr 
Reid provide a signed statement in relation to his knowledge of the death of Mr Tapley?---Yes, 
he did.

The oral disclosure, followed by the written statement, was that the first time this disclosure had 
been made about the death of Mr Tapley?---Yes. 24 March was the first time Mr Reid had 
mentioned witnessing the murder in relation to this issue. 

As a result of his disclosure and the statement that he provided on that date did you instigate a 
sub-operation of Zircon code-named Andros to investigate Mr Reid's allegation that Mr Tapley 
had been murdered by Mr White?---Yes, I did. 

On 25 March 2002 did Mr Reid provide police with a further signed statement in relation to his 
knowledge of the deaths of Mr Lewis and Mr Hancock?---Yes, he did. 

On 25 March did you agree to support a submission by the director of public prosecutions that 
Mr Reid receive a sentence of life imprisonment with a minimum of 15 years for the murder of 
Lewis and Hancock?---Yes, I did.

Can you tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury why you agreed to support such a 
submission?---Yes. This was based on the level of co-operation that Mr Reid had provided and 
was continuing to provide. Of course it wasn't only about what he had provided to date but it was 
also what he could provide in the future in relation to giving evidence in relation to these 
matters. The support was about not what he had already done but what he intended to do in the 
future. 

How would you describe the level of his co-operation?---Unprecedented. 

What do you mean by unprecedented?---Well, it's a very rare situation. There's many instances 
where people will give something to police in relation to assisting their investigations and that 
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even comes in the form of talking about what their partners, their comrades, their friends and 
associates have done but to the extent where not only had this person assisted us in relation to his 
own action but had gone into great detail and depth of detail in relation to three matters that 
related to serious police investigations; of course, not only in telling us about them but the 
preparedness to front up to court and give evidence in relation to the matter as well. 

Thank you. You mentioned earlier that Mr Reid was a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle 
club. Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury whether you experience dealings 
with the members of the motorcycle clubs giving evidence against other people who are 
members or associates of motorcycle clubs?---Yes, and of course that's all part of it as well; the 
fact that this person was prepared to get up and give that evidence when he come from the 
culture of a motorcycle gang and certainly in our experience and experience throughout the 
world it is certainly unprecedented and a rare event that this happens. It happens rarely. 

On 25 March 2002 did Assistant Commissioner Tim Atherton, crime investigation support, West 
Australian Police Service, sign two letters of comfort addressed to the presiding judge at the 
Supreme Court detailing Mr Reid's assistance to police investigations for consideration when 
determining sentence upon him?---Yes, he did. 

I show you two letters; a two-page letter addressed to the presiding judge of the Supreme Court, 
Perth, WA, 6000 signed by Tim Atherton, assistant commissioner, crime investigation support, 
dated 25 March and there's a similar letter similarly headed and addressed. I will just show you 
those two documents. Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what a letter of 
comfort is?---A letter of comfort is a letter stating out details of assistance that's provided by a 
person who is accused and to be sentenced in regards to a crime or an offence and it is handed up 
in private to the judge who is presiding over the matter to allow him to take into consideration 
the assistance that has been provided by that person when making a consideration of their 
sentence. 

Is there a certain procedure for the way in which decisions are made about whether letters of 
comfort will be given and the circumstances in relation to their forwarding to the court for 
consideration by the judge in sentencing a person?---Yes, most certainly. The internal procedures 
are certainly - it is - in this case it was myself as the officer and overall commander of Operation 
Zircon that consulted with the assistant commissioner. Obviously right throughout this period I 
was also in consultation with the DPP in relation to this matter, so everyone who had a 
significant involvement in the assistance given by Reid was being made aware of what was 
occurring. Then we are to detail in each instance assistance that has been given. Approval is 
given by the assistant commissioner, who is the only one who can sign off in the Police Service 
and that is then forwarded to the director of public prosecutions, who then afford its conveyance 
to the judge. 

If we can deal with the first one, is it headed, Letter of Recognition for Sidney John Reid?---Yes, 
it is. 

All right. I will just get you to read out that first letter? 

- - - This letter is forwarded for you consideration when determining sentence on one Sidney  
John Reid, otherwise known as Reid his decision to take this course of action is considered rare. 

The reference there to, “The West Australian Police Service has also acknowledged the need to 
consider Reid as a protected witness at the expiry of his imprisonment,” does that relate to the 
letter given to him by the commissioner dated 6 March 2002?---Yes, it does. 
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Yes. Thank you. I tender the letter in relation to - the letter of comfort dated 25 March 2002 in 
relation to the murder of Hancock and Lewis. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 9. 

EXHIBIT 9 Crown DATE 25/3/04 Letter of recognition for Sidney John Reid 

BATES, MR: Now, did Mr Atherton, assistant commissioner of the West Australian Police 
Service, also on the same date give a letter of comfort in relation to the current matter before the 
court?---Yes, he did. 

Could you read that one out to the court? 

---Dear sir; Letter of recognition for Sidney John Reid. This letter is forwarded for your  
consideration when determining sentence on one Sidney John Reid on 24 March 2002 at  
Casuarina Prison Reid expressed a willingness to assist the WAPS - 

that's the West Australian Police Service - 

by supplying information regarding his knowledge of a murder that he witnesses in August 2001.  
Reid has since provided information his decision to take this course of action is considered rare. 

Mention was made during that letter to 24 March 2002 of Reid to express the willingness by 
supplying information in relation to this matter and this letter was written on 25 March 2002. 
Since the information was disclosed have some preliminary inquiries been conducted in relation 
to the matter?---Yes, they had. 

If I can move on and move to 26 March 2002. On that particular date did the commissioner of 
police sign a letter providing Mr Reid with certain visitation undertakings in relation for 
assistance in the investigation of Lawrence Lewis and Donald Hancock?---Yes, he did. 

I will show you a letter dated 26 March 2002 from B.E. Matthews, commissioner of police, to 
Sidney John Reid, care of Casuarina Prison. will you just read that particular letter out to the 
ladies and gentlemen of the jury? 

---Dear Mr Reid, I have been informed that you have requested to have the West Australian  
Police Service facilitate visits with facilitate a visit at intervals of not more than every 4 months. 

Yes, I tender the letter to Mr Reid from the commissioner of police dated 26 March 2002. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 11. 

EXHIBIT 11 Crown DATE 26/3/02 Letter from commissioner of police to Sidney John 
Reid 

BATES, MR: On 26 March 2002 did Mr Reid sign two undertakings in relation to this 
matter?---Yes, he did. 

Was one of those undertakings agreeing to give evidence at any proceedings that may be 
instituted against Graeme Slater for his and Reid's involvement in the death of Lawrence Lewis 
and Donald Hancock?---Yes, it did. 

Did that undertaking also include an undertaking to give evidence against any person charged in 
relation to the bombing of certain properties at Ora Banda in October and November 2000, being 
the house, the mill and the state battery?---Yes, it did. 

Was there a further undertaking by Mr Reid agreeing to give evidence at any proceedings that 
may be instituted against any person in relation to the death of Anthony David Tapley?---Yes, it 
did. 
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I will show you two undertakings. They are both dated 26 March 2002. Just have a look at those 
two undertakings. Is there a two-page undertaking and a one-page undertaking?---Yes, there is. 

I will just get you to read firstly the two-page undertaking out to the ladies and gentlemen of the 
jury? 

---Undertaking by Sidney John Reid. I, Sidney John Reid, undertake: (a) to give evidence for the  
crown in any proceeding as against depositions dated 25 March 2002 which is attached  
herewith. 

I will just stop you there. That one dated 25 March 2002, was that the second deposition Mr Reid 
had given in relation to his knowledge of the deaths of Hancock and Lewis at Lathlain on 1 
September 2001?---Yes, it was. 

Did that deposition also include Mr Reid's and others involvement in the damage to various 
properties at Ora Banda in October and November 2000?---Yes, it did. 

Thank you, if you would just continue reading that to the end? 

---I acknowledge that my counsel has fully explained to me the effect of section 37A of the  
Sentencing Act 1995 the extent to which the reduced sentences have taken effect and the extent to  
which I have complied with any orders made under them. 

All right. It's signed by Sidney John Reid and dated 26 February 2002?---26 March. 

26 March 2002?---That's right. 

Yes, I tender the undertaking by Sidney John Reid in relation to the deaths of Hancock and 
Lewis. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 12A. 

EXHIBIT 12A Crown DATE 26/3/02 Undertaking by Reid in relation to deaths of 
Hancock and Lewis 

BATES, MR: Is there a one-page document, an undertaking by Sidney John Reid dated 26 
March 2002 in relation to this particular matter?---Yes, there is. 

All right. Can you just read that to the court, Superintendent Caporn? 

---I, Sidney John Reid, undertake (a) to give evidence for the crown in any proceedings which  
may be initiated against any person or persons and the extent to which I have complied with any  
orders made under them. 

Is that signed by Sidney John Reid on 26 March 2002?---Yes, it is. 

Yes, I tender the single page undertaking in relation to the death of Anthony David Tapley dated 
26 March 2002. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 12B. 

EXHIBIT 12B Crown DATE 26/3/02 Undertaking by Sidney John Reid in relation to 
death of Anthony David Tapley 

BATES, MR: On 27 March 2002 were you present at the Perth Supreme Court when Mr Reid 
pleaded guilty to the wilful murder of Don Hancock and the murder of Lawrence Lewis?---Yes, I 
was. 

Page - 112 Day 2 – Tuesday 6 May 2003



Supreme Court of Western Australia The Queen and Gary Ernest White

Was he sentenced to life imprisonment with a minimum of 15 years for the wilful murder of Don 
Hancock and life imprisonment with a minimum of 8 years for the murder of Lawrence 
Lewis?---Yes, he was. 

After Mr Reid disclosed the information on Sunday, 24 March 2002, were inquiries immediately 
commenced into the death of Mr Tapley at that stage?---Yes, they were under way at that stage; 
yes. 

Are you able to tell the jury whether they were overt or covert at that stage?---They had gone 
overt following his sentence in relation to the matter. 

On 28 March 2002 was Gary Ernest white arrested and charged with the wilful murder of 
Anthony David Tapley?---Yes, he was. 

If I can move on to 11 April 2002, on that particular day did you approve an application to 
withdraw a total of nine charges which were then pending against Sidney John Reid?---Yes, I 
did. 

Is there a certain procedure that applies in relation to matters when charges are to be 
withdrawn?---Yes, there is. 

Can you just explain to the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what the procedure is?---Before the 
matters go before the court with an application for withdrawal, they have to be approved by a 
senior commissioned officer that they are being asked to be withdrawn under appropriate 
circumstances, so an officer who is handling those particular charges or had overview of those 
charges puts a report together, an application basically to myself outlining all the details as to 
why those charges would be appropriate to withdraw. I then consider those matters, make a 
decision in relation to them. In this case, my decision was that they should be withdrawn in the 
public interest. I signed some particular forms that we've got in the agency to ensure that this 
matter is open and accountable and the matter then proceeds to the prosecutions branch who will 
go to the court, in this case a magistrate, to make application to withdraw the charges. 

I show you a document dated 11 April 2002 to which is annexed a memorandum dated 11 April 
2002. I also show you various statements of material facts in relation to those charges. Just have 
a look at that document, or those documents. In relation to those documents, was a report 
submitted to you by a Gregor Hart dated 11 April 2002?---Yes, it was. 

And as a result of receiving that report, did you make a decision not to proceed with those nine 
charges against Sidney John Reid?---Yes, I did. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury why you made the decision not to 
proceed with those charges at that point in time?---The primary reason is he'd been sentenced to 
a minimum of 15 years imprisonment in relation to the wilful murder of Donald Leslie Hancock. 
Therefore none of these charges would've had any impact in relation to sentence. The security 
issues that would've arisen would've certainly outweighed - putting that resource into it would've 
outweighed the public interest in seeing these charges pursued, and they were the primary 
reasons. The other reasons that were put forward by the officer that were also considered by me 
were that they were - the relatively minor nature of the accumulated offences. They were all 
simple offences. They weren't higher court offences, they were lower court offences; the fact that 
all offences are victimless offences; that there is no substantial public interest in pursuing these 
matters; again, the fact that Reid is currently serving a life sentence with a minimum of 15 years;  
and the cost of ensuring the safety of Reid in the court environment would be substantial. 

In relation to eight of those nine matters, had Reid been jointly charged with Moutinho in 
relation to those matters?---Yes. Eight of the charges relate to seizures from Reid's premises at 
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various occasions where neither Reid or Moutinho had - both had basically said in relation to 
some drugs and some unlicensed firearms that they didn't - they didn't provide any explanation 
as to who owned or who was in possession of those items so they were both charged jointly with 
those charges and it was a matter proceeding down the path of court proceedings. 

Just in relation to those charges where Reid and Moutinho were jointly charged, was there one 
offence of unlawfully possession an explosive without a licence, contrary to section 152 of the 
Explosives Regulations 1963?---Yes. 

Did that relate to 86 non-electric detonators that were found at Reid's house?---That's correct, 
yes. 

Were there also some offences for possess a prohibited drug, cannabis, and possess a prohibited 
drug, amphetamine?---Yes. 

Did they relate to small quantities of amphetamines?---Yes.

Were there also offences of one possession unlicensed firearm and one possess unlicensed 
ammunition?---That's correct, yes. 

Did that relate to 80 rounds of .22-calibre Winchester ammunition in relation to the unlicensed 
ammunition?---Yes. 

And the unlicensed firearm, did that relate to a .357 magnum calibre firearm loaded with six 
rounds of .357 magnum ammunition?---Yes, it did. 

Thank you; and was there also a breach of bail matter that related solely to Mr Reid?---Yes, it 
did. 

I will just get you to check the statement of material facts there. Do you have the statement of 
material facts for both Reid and Moutinho for unlawfully possessing the explosive; four possess 
drug, cannabis; and one possess amphetamines, a two-page document?---Yes, I do. 

Do you also have a one-page document, possess unlicensed firearm and unlicensed 
ammunition?---Yes, I do. 

Thank you; and there was also a breach of bail matter. Is that correct?---Yes, and I have that here. 

That's there as well. Thank you. I tender the submission from Greg Hart dated 11 April. I also 
tender the write-off sheet of Superintendent Caporn as well as the statement of material facts for 
those particular matters referred to. 

SCOTT J: They will all as a group, I think, become exhibit 13, because there's no point in 
giving them separate numbers. 

BATES, MR: As your Honour pleases. 

EXHIBIT 13 Crown Bundle of documents 

BATES, MR: Now, those charges, those nine charges in relation to Sidney John Reid, were they 
taken before the Court of Petty Sessions and withdrawn on 28 June 2002?---Yes, they were. 

If I can take you through now to December of 2002, in December of 2002 were a number of 
people charged in relation to various explosions, or explosions that damaged property at Ora 
Banda in October and November of 2000, namely the house, the inn and the old state battery?---
Yes, they were. 

If I can take you to 5 December 2002, have you seen a document dated 5 December 2002 
indemnifying Mr Reid,from prosecution in respect of the any offence of criminal damage which 
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he may have committed and which he has disclosed in statements to police relating to bombings 
at Ora Banda?---Yes. 

I show you an indemnity under the hand of Robert Cock QC, director of public prosecutions, 
dated 5 December 2002. Just have a look at that document. If you could just read that document 
out to the - first of all, if you could just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what that 
document is?---It's an indemnity to Sidney John Reid: 

I, Robert Enos Cock, one of her Majesty's counsel, hereby grant you an indemnity from  
prosecution in respect of any criminal 2002 and signed by Mr Robert Cock QC, director of  
public prosecutions. 

You previously mentioned in a statement dated 25 March 2002 Mr Reid deposed to various 
matters relating to the bombing of various properties at Ora Banda and also the deaths of 
Hancock and Lewis at Lathlain on 1 September 2001. After that deposition of 25 March from 
time to time did Mr Reid give further depositions in relation to those two matters, the Ora Banda 
bombing and the deaths of Hancock and Lewis?---Yes, he did. 

Thank you. The reference to 20 September 2002 is that a reference to a later statement taken by 
police in respect of both of those matters?---Yes, it is. 

I tender the indemnity for Mr Reid dated 5 December 2002.

SCOTT J: Exhibit 14. 

EXHIBIT 14 Crown DATE 5/12/02 Indemnity for Sidney John Reid 

BATES, MR: Your Honour, I'm about to go onto some other matters and I make application to 
close the court at this stage. 

SCOTT J: All right. At this stage in the light of the ruling I made earlier all persons other than 
counsel and the accused and security personnel and, of course, the sheriff's officer and people 
who are connected with the trial, are now to leave the court please. 

(Continued in Closed Court) 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Yes, thank you, your Honour. 

Superintendent Caporn, if I can now take you back to the early hours of Friday, 15 February 
2002. You have already indicated to us that certain statements were made to Mr Reid about his 
safety and that of his de facto, Natasha Moutinho. Is that correct?---That's correct, yes. 

As a result of - or perhaps you could just recap what was said to Mr Reid on that occasion and 
what happened thereafter?---I advised him that we would take measures to ensure the safety of 
himself and Natasha Moutinho in relation to, obviously, the assistance they were giving police. 

At that stage were negotiations then commenced for Ms Moutinho to be admitted into the 
witness protection program?---Yes. They were commenced that day. 

Was she admitted into the witness protection program on an interim basis on that day, 15 March 
2002?---Yes, she was. 

And later was she formally admitted to the witness protection program?---Yes, she was. 

Does she remain in that program up until today's date?---Yes, she does. 

In relation to Natasha Moutinho, if I can take you to 6 March 2002. On that particular day did 
you approve the withdrawal of a total of nine charges pending against her?---Yes, I did. 
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I show you a three-page report of Gregor Hart dated 5 March 2002 and a sheet with your 
signature on it dated 6 March 2002, as well as a statement of material facts relating to possess 
amphetamine and also some correspondence with the community based services people in Perth. 
I show you all those documents. In relation to Ms Moutinho, you have told us that you approved 
an application on that date, 6 March 2002, to withdraw a total of nine charges against her. Is that 
correct?---That is correct. 

Once again, was some documentation filled out to record the decisions that had been made and 
the reasons that they had been made?---Yes, it does, and it has my approval sign-off on 6 March. 

All right, so is there a report from a Gregor Hart dated 5 March recommending that those charges 
be withdrawn and then a covering sheet dated 6 March where you approved the withdrawal of 
those charges?---That's correct, yes. 

Thank you. Are you able to just briefly tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury why you made 
the decision to withdraw those particular charges then pending against Natasha Moutinho?---Yes, 
and to clarify, as stated before eight of these charges were the same charges that Mr Reid stood 
as a co-accused in relation to the matter, the ones I've read out before. Now that Mrs or Ms 
Moutinho had gone into witness protection, there were significant security issues in relation to 
having Natasha Moutinho in court in relation to these matters. Given that circumstance and the 
public interest attached to that, bearing in mind that she was assisting the investigation into 
wilful murders and also in light of the application that had been made to me that they were a 
relatively minor nature of accumulated offences, the facts that all offences are victimless 
offences, that there was no substantial public interest factor in pursuing these matters, that the 
cost of ensuring the safety of Moutinho in the court environment would be substantial and also 
the fact that she was co-operating in relation to the investigations into the murders of Donald 
Hancock and Lawrence Lewis, all those things were considered by me and it was upon all that 
information that I made the decision to approve the application for withdrawal which then went 
forward to the court. 

When a person is on the witness protection program, are there difficulties in bringing that person 
to court to face charges that are pending?---There are significant security issues that arise when 
having to take someone, particularly under their own identity, into court to face charges. It would 
have created a significant security issue and a very large resource implication for the Police 
Service. 

You've told us already that the facts in relation to eight of the charges that were withdrawn were-
the same facts and the same charges as had been preferred against Mr Reid. Is that correct?---
That's right, so they related to the explosive material, the prohibited drug, being cannabis, the 
four charges, the possession of a small amount of amphetamine and the unlicensed firearm and 
the unlicensed ammunition charge. All of those charges, as I explained before, Mr Reid was also 
charged with those offences after those items were seized from the premises they had jointly 
occupied and no admissions were forthcoming as to who was the person actually in possession of 
those. 

Thank you, and as well as those charges when Mr Reid was charged as well as Ms Moutinho, 
was there also possession of a small amount of amphetamines, some 4 grams, that was also 
withdrawn?---Yes, there was and that was possession of amphetamine found on the person of Ms 
Moutinho. 

Do you have a statement of material facts that relates to that particular offence?---Yes, I do. 

Also at that stage, was Ms Moutinho on a number of community based orders?---Yes, she was. 
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Did you write a letter to a person or the general manager at community based services some time 
in March 2002 requesting that community based services withdraw any of those particular 
matters?---Yes, I did. 

All right, and it was a situation that Ms Moutinho had failed to meet the conditions of some 
orders that she had been placed on by the courts?---Yes, and in fact her participation in witness 
protection at that time also caused her to miss some of her commitments in relation to those 
orders as well, and obviously it was untenable to try and continue with those given that she was 
in witness protection. 

Thank you, and did you write accordingly in March 2002 by letter to the general manager of 
community based services requesting that no action be taken against Ms Moutinho for any 
failure to meet conditions of orders that had previously been made in respect of offences 
committed by her?---Yes, I did. 

Do you know whether those matters were pursued or not by community based corrections?---No, 
they were cancelled. 

Yes, if your Honour pleases, I tender those documents. It's a three-page letter or a three-page 
memorandum from Gregor Hart dated 5 March 2002 and a write-off by Superintendent Caporn 
dated 6 March 2002, and I also tender the statement of material facts for the possess 
amphetamine and the letter to community based services of March 2002. 

SCOTT J: That group of documents will become exhibit 15 unless you want them separately. 

BATES, MR: No, that's fine, sir. 

EXHIBIT 15 Crown - Group of documents relating to Natasha Moutinho 

BATES, MR: The charges, were those charges - that's the nine charges - then taken before the 
Perth Court of Petty Sessions and officially withdrawn on 20 March 2002?---That's correct. They 
were. 

Thank you. All these actions that were taken, the admission of Ms Moutinho to the witness 
protection program and the withdrawal of these various charges, were they all taken in relation to 
at that stage the fact that Reid and Moutinho were co-operating in relation to the bombings at 
Ora Banda and the death of Messrs Hancock and Lewis at Lathlain on 1 September 2001?---
That's correct, yes. They are all relating to the murders of Don Hancock and the Lou Lewis 
investigation and the investigations at Ora Banda.

And various things that were done up until 24 March when Mr Reid first disclosed his 
knowledge of the circumstances surrounding the death of Mr Tapley - were all matters prior to 
24 March addressed towards his assistance in relation to the bombings and the murders of 
Hancock and Lewis?---Yes, they were.

Perhaps at this stage I no longer - I have got some other question of Superintendent Caporn but 
the court no longer is required to be closed. I have dealt with the matters concerning Ms 
Moutinho so I don't have any difficulty with the court being reopened. 

SCOTT J: In that event we will reopen the court but in the event that you wish to wish to cross-
examine in the area, Mr Cannon - - - 

CANNON, MR: I was just going to ask general questions, Sir. 

SCOTT J: Would you like to do that now while the court is closed? 
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CANNON, MR: Yes. I thought I would do it now: any material advantages associated with the 
witness protection and nothing to do with security, only to do with economic benefit. 

SCOTT J: I think it would be preferable if you do it now and then we will open the court and 
proceed with the trial. 

CANNON, MR: Certainly, sir. 

Superintendent Caporn, would you explain to the jury the economic advantages to a person 
under the witness protection operation?---Well - - - 

Are there any payments? - - Well, I'm not sure of what payments, I'm afraid, sir, as to what they 
get in relation to the matter. Economic advantages would depend on the circumstances of the 
individual, but I can honestly say, your Honour, I am not aware of the payments that are made to 
any person in witness protection. 

I notice that you indicate he would have to serve his term of imprisonment outside the state and 
you are guaranteeing one visit every 4 months. Would that be in the form of a free air fare for her 
to fly to wherever he is incarcerated?---Absolutely. The agreement was that in facilitating those 
visitations, it would depend at the time where the accused - sorry; where Mr Reid was 
incarcerated. If it was that Mr Reid in that period was incarcerated out of this state and we were 
to facilitate the visitation, most certainly the cost of that visitation would be afforded by the 
Police Service. 

And the cost of the visitation would be return air fare if she continued to reside in WA?---
Absolutely. 

And accommodation whilst she was there?---Yes; all the costs related to facilitating a visitation 
to another state would be met by the Police Service.

And the length of the visitation, was that cut down in any way, that she could only spend 4 days 
on each exercise of the visitation benefits?---There was no - nothing in the agreement in relation 
to the length of the visitation but obviously we are talking about minimal visitations here and it  
was time, place and circumstances, depending on what the situation was in relation to travel at 
that time. 

Of course Mr Reid was very interested in - if he had to serve his term of imprisonment outside 
the state, that he would be visited by this particular young lady?---There's no doubt he was keen 
to be - - - 

Is there a child involved in this?---Not - - -

Have they a child or - - -?---No, they do not. Any other material benefits to her whilst he is 
incarcerated?---Not that I'm aware of. 

In your experience with people under similar protection, what is the usual expenditure, say, per 
year for a person here if the prisoner is out of the state? I realise it depends whether it's Sydney, 
Melbourne or wherever it is but - - -?---Look, I've personally got no idea. I've never worked 
directly in the field. I've put a lot of people into that program but I've never administered the 
program myself so I'm - I can't help you there, sir.  

Certainly. I have no further questions relating to the protection program, sir, which would have to 
result in the court not being open. 

SCOTT J: Very well. Thank you for that. In that event we will reopen the court. Take down the 
notices, please, and indicate that the court is now in open court. 
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(Continued in Public Hearing) 

SCOTT J: Now, Mr Bates, is there other evidence that you would like to lead? 

BATES, MR: Yes. There is some other evidence. Do you wish me to commence now, sir? 

SCOTT J: As soon as you're ready.

BATES, MR: Thank you. 

There was an earlier letter from the commissioner of police. I believe it was dated 6 March 2002. 
Do you recall that letter in relation to certain security undertakings provided to Mr Reid by the 
commissioner in relation to once he has completed his sentence?---Yes, I do. 

Mr Reid, is he presently incarcerated in prison serving his sentence of life imprisonment with a 
minimum of 15 years?---Yes, he is. 

That letter dated 6 March 2002 - what has the commissioner of police undertaken in that 
letter?---Undertaking at the end of his sentence - providing he fulfils the obligations of the 
witness protection program - and they're significant restricted obligations - if a person does not 
fulfil them they will be rejected from the program. So it is very important and it was stipulated in 
the letter that as long as Mr Reid, upon his release from prison, adhered to the obligations of the 
program then he would be admitted into the program. 

So he has to do 15 years in prison and then if he agrees to meet certain conditions he may be 
admitted into the witness protection program?---That's correct, yes. 

That's dependent upon him being released on parole after 15 years?---That's correct. I mean what 
we know is that he has a minimum of 15 years to serve and after that - - - 

He is currently serving a life sentence?---That's right.

If I can just go back to various charges, you indicated that various charges were withdrawn again 
Mr Reid and that they were summary matters. Is that correct?---Yes, they were. 

Are they matters falling within the jurisdiction of the Court of Petty Sessions?---Yes, they did. 

Was there a further charge of grievous bodily harm in respect of Mr Reid and some associated 
charges that were not withdrawn?---That's correct. Yes, there was. 

Is that a matter of charge in the District Court of Western Australia?---Yes, there is. 

Is that a charge that's still pending today?---That is still pending. 

Can I just ask you some final questions? You have told us that Mr Reid is serving a sentence in a 
prison. Has the West Australian Police Service given Mr Reid any amounts of money whilst he 
has been serving his sentence in the prison?---Yes, there have been at times small amounts of 
money put into his account in the prison to enable him to buy things like cigarettes and things 
like that. 

Cigarettes and snacks and things of that nature?---Yes. From time to time has he also been 
given cigarettes and snack foods?---Yes. 

Yes, thank you, superintendent. Just wait there.

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Superintendent Caporn, Reid was apprehended I think for the murders of 
Lewis and Hancock on 14 February 2002. Would that be correct?---He was brought in for 
questioning on that date, yes. 
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He remained in questioning overnight. Was he actually charged with any offence on the 14th?---
No, he was not. 

On the 15th there was an interview by you with him?---Yes, that is correct; in the early hours of 
15 February. 

What time of the morning would that have been?---From my recall it was somewhere in the 
vicinity of between 2.00 and 3 pm (sic). 

Had there also been an interview on the 14th?---There had been an interview; not by myself, by 
other officers on the 14th. 

In respect of that interview it was on the basis that the interview would not be admissible in any 
criminal proceedings?---Well, that would be questionable. He chose not to participate in a video-
recorded interview, so it was always going to be open to discussion but I don't know necessarily 
we can say it was not admissible. 

You started the interview on the 15th and you questioned him and I think you told him, “The 
time by my watch is 25 minutes to 3 am” and you obtained an interview with him about the 
Hancock/Lewis deaths?---Yes. 

You obtained as much information as you thought was relevant to enable you to prefer charges at 
the end of it?---Given the circumstances I obtained as much as I could get at that point in time. 

SCOTT J: You did say earlier it was between 2 pm and 3 pm. Did you mean a.m.? 

CANNON, MR: A.m. A.m. Sorry?---If I said p.m. I certainly meant a.m., your Honour. 

SCOTT J: It wasn't you, Mr Cannon. 

CANNON, MR: I'm sorry, sir. I'm getting so forgetful?---Certainly it was the very early hours of 
the morning. 

SCOTT J: Yes, all right?---Given the time of 25 minutes to 3 am. That's why I was surprised to 
hear you say it was p.m.

CANNON, MR: I realise it's a long time ago and if you ever need time to refresh your memory - 
because I have to do it every hour. During the course of that interview I think you were the 
person asking him the questions?---Initially. 

Yes; and you put the question to him, “No-one has really ever threatened him.” You asked him 
had he ever been threatened in connection with speaking to you and did you get the answer, “No-
one has ever really threatened me in regard to talking to the police and that aspect of things. It's  
just a common part of club things. If you talk to the police and make statements, be prepared for 
the consequences”?---Look, I can only take your word that's from the transcript. 

That's from the transcript?---Certainly, there was some discussion in relation to the matter but do 
I have independent recollection of that question and answer? No, I don't. 

If you want to have the transcript to refresh your memory, this is what you provided to me?---I'm 
quite happy to have a look at the transcript. 

BATES, MR: There's a matter that I wish to raise in the absence of the jury, your Honour. 

CANNON, MR: Yes, certainly. 

SCOTT J: All right. Mr Foreman, ladies and gentlemen, would you leave us for a while? I did 
warn you that these things could happen from time to time. 

(At 3.37 pm the jury retired)
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SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Yes, in our submission, these are matters that should be put to Mr Reid himself 
and if Mr Reid denies making these statements, then - - - 

SCOTT J: They may be put to Mr Reid but what's the difficulty with having them put to this 
witness in the context of evidence that talks about the police having given Mr Reid advantages? 

BATES, MR: We would submit that the matter should be put to Mr Reid. If he doesn't accept it - 
- - 

SCOTT J: It might be. It either will or it won't be but we're not talking about that at the moment. 
We are talking about why it shouldn't be put to this witness. 

BATES, MR: We say that it shouldn't be put to this witness because it's something that Mr Reid 
has said, and it should be put to Mr Reid first and if Mr Reid doesn't accept it, then it can be 
proved against him. If there's some difficulty, then Superintendent Caporn can be recalled to 
prove it. 

SCOTT J: But it's in the context of a witness's evidence who says these are material advantages 
that were given to a person. You have led the evidence. 

BATES, MR: That's right. 

SCOTT J: The cross-examination now goes to the way in which all that emerged in terms of the 
interviews with Mr Reid. I don't understand your difficulty with that line of cross-examination 
with this witness. Certainly, there's another question as to whether it was put to Mr Reid or not. 

BATES, MR: We just simply say that the appropriate way to do it is to put it to Mr Reid rather 
than this witness, sir. 

SCOTT J: I will certainly permit you to do that, Mr Cannon. 

CANNON, MR: If I explain to my learned friend so that it will put him at ease, had Mr Reid 
been called first before this witness, I may have been able to adopt it. 

SCOTT J: I'm going to permit you to do it. 

CANNON, MR: Certainly. Now - - - 

SCOTT J: Hang on. We need the jury back. 

CANNON, MR: Sorry, sir. They disappear under my eyes and I don't notice.

(At 3.41 pm the jury returned) 

CANNON, MR: Superintendent, before the jury withdrew, I asked you certain questions that 
you had put to Reid at this interview on 15 February and he indicated that no-one had threatened 
him. I'm reading from the transcript?---I haven't got the benefit of that transcript and I don't have 
independent recollection of those questions and answers as you can imagine. Perhaps if you 
furnished me with it. 

Perhaps if I postpone your cross-examination because I don't want to waste my time. I was 
provided with the transcript and you have been called but to tell you the purpose of my 
questions, when you got all the admissions required from Reid to support a charge of wilful 
murder against him in respect of Hancock and Lewis, was there a difficulty which required you 
to adjourn the record of interview? - Yes there was, yes. 

That interruption was when you at the end of the interview asked him had he been given any 
inducements to answer the  questions. He indicated to you that he thought he had been told on 
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the 14th that if he made that record of interview, he would not be charged?---He indicated to me 
that he felt that he would not be charged, yes. 

He indicated that that was the understanding that he had been given on the 14th by Detective 
Robertson. I think you referred to him as Jock?---That's what he - well, he used that term. That's 
what he initially indicated to me, yes. 

And you went out of your way to point out to him that under no circumstances were you offering 
him any inducement to make a statement about the double murders by saying that he wouldn't be 
charged?---In fact what I did was completely remove inducement and started again. 

Exactly. You adjourned the record of interview so that Detective Jock Robertson could talk to 
him?---In my mind at that particular time - as far as I was concerned, once he said that there was 
- that interview was not admissible without me re-interviewing him, so I considered that being as 
something that wouldn't be admissible until I re-interviewed him under the circumstances that he 
felt that he had a right to speak or remain silent without any such inducement.

That came as a shock to you because you made it quite clear to him that as far as you were 
concerned, you had never been a party to suggesting he make a video record of interview on the 
basis that he would not be charged?---I was dealing with his perception of the situation. What 
was quite clear to me was that I needed to remove that and start again so I basically considered at 
that point in time that all prior interview, albeit very beneficial to police, really didn't mean  
anything without giving him the opportunity to make it quite clear to him that that wasn't the 
case, and then if he wanted to tell us what had occurred, well, that was up to him, and I did that 
and I did that on video. 

I think in an effort to make sure that you were not in any way associated with any inducement, 
you offered to bring Detective Jock Robertson or allow him to speak to Detective Jock 
Robertson?---He requested to speak to Sergeant Robertson. He had a perception of what had 
been said and, as I say, I considered from the time he said that that that - in my mind, that that 
interview that we'd conducted was null and void and if he wanted to, once clarifying the 
situation, conduct another interview, then I would. He did agree to that and I conducted a further 
interview. 

He said at one stage , “Better get Jock back in here. I was under an understanding from Jock that 
I wouldn't be charged,” and you told him, “Look, that's not my understanding so we stop this 
interview and we get Detective Sergeant Robertson in”?---Again, without referring to the 
transcript - but certainly, most certainly, he had a perception. That perception didn't become - I  
didn't become aware of that perception until the end of a - what I thought was going to be the end 
of the interview. As soon as I became aware of that perception, I removed it, and then basically it 
was up to him as to whether he wanted to conduct another interview which would have been the 
first admissible one, depending on what he said about the previous one. 

Exactly, and you said to him, “We'll get Detective Robertson here, okay?” because you were 
doing the right thing. I'm not criticising you in any way?---I'm not - - - 

This came as a big surprise to you, didn't it?---I'm not taking it as a criticism. Obviously it was a 
surprise to everybody. It was a surprise to Sergeant Robertson - - - 

And then he - - -?--- - - - it was a surprise to me, and it was very important that I clarify that and 
then if he did decide to participate in another interview, well, well be it; if he didn't, of course,  
there's no way that that first interview would've been admissible and I was well aware of that. 

In fact he expressed his feelings about how you obtained the first interview by saying, “All I can 
sort of feel at this moment, I've just been fucked over.” Do you remember him saying that?---
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Well, Mr Reid was certainly forthright a number of times in the interviews that I conducted with 
him so again, without having the transcript in front of me, I can't confirm that but certainly it's 
possible he made a comment like that, yes. 

I have got the transcript here. Then there was a pause in the recording and you said, “And we 
will start recording again very shortly with - and we'll talk in relation to Detective Robertson.” 
There was a pause and then you all come back?---Yes---I mean what I had to do was - - - 

Start all over again? - -No, but if I can clarify to answer your question. 

Yes?---Firstly, we had to find Sergeant Robinson because obviously we had an operation going. 
Throughout the building there are a number of things happening. So the interview was paused so 
we could locate him, clarify any issue, any perception that existed, and then as you saw on the 
second interview which he agreed to participate we carefully went through each of those issues 
to make sure that if he decided to go ahead, as he did, that we would be quite clear in our mind 
that there was no agreement not to charge. 

I think you started off quite properly the second interview, “Okay, now the video is rolling now” 
and you started it afresh, “For the purpose of identification my name is David John Caporn” and 
you just treated it as a separate interview?---Yes, I - - - 

And this time De La Motte was with you?---Yes. 

You took him through the statements all over again and in fact you said, “Okay, we've now 
clarified to you both on the video what the understanding is” and you also got him to 
acknowledge what he told you in the first part of the video was correct?---Yes, because most 
certainly once he decided to go down the path of the second interview, then the issue of the 
admissibility of what he told me in the first one becomes back on the table again and so I refer to 
that, most certainly. 

He told You when you started the second video, “Make it quick. I' m tired?” - - -He certainly did 
make some reference to being tired, yes. 

You went through and - I'm not criticising you in any way got everything from him and at that he 
was pretty depressed and said, “You might as well take me out and shoot me now”?---Again 
without having it in front of me - but he certainly spoke at times in that sort of manner. 

Then a bargaining process started after that about how he could co-operate with the police in 
respect of two charges of wilful murder with the possibility of having his sentence reduced?---
No, it didn't, no. 

Wasn't he told by anybody that the minimum - he had to get life imprisonment for each count of 
murder and that the minimum parole period would be either 30 years or 15 years?---I think it's 
important to clarify in relation to your question that after the interview had been conducted that  
night he was charged, in fact no-one went near him in relation to any potential for further 
assistance for a couple of weeks.

Again, I'm not criticising you but he had a lawyer appointed?---Yes, he did. 

Mr Mazza?---Yes, he did. That's correct, yes. 

Who appointed the lawyer?---He did, yes. I think it was also in consultation with some club 
members. 

Gypsy Jokers?---Yes. See, my first contact with him after the interview and when he was 
incarcerated was not in relation to him approaching him about the deal. I did not go out on the - - 
- 
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I'm not suggesting you approached him about a deal, but like all good lawyers his lawyer brought 
up a deal?---No, that's not right. That's not right at all. 

How do we get to these letters with the DPP offering to bring down the minimum parole period 
from 30 years to between 15 years and 19 years?---I can explain that. 

Yes, go right ahead?---What had happened is that I went out to see Mr Reid about an issue that I 
saw as being perhaps a conflict of interest and that conflict of interest was that we were at the 
stage where we needed to serve a video - the video that he had in fact conducted with myself and 
Detective Sergeant De La Motte - and I was concerned at that stage because members of the 
Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club who were initially visiting Mr Reid whilst he was incarcerated 
were also - had some involvement engaging Mr Mazza. I was concerned about handing over the 
video to Mr Mazza - as I didn't know Mr Mazza and I must point that out and at that stage. 
I had some concern over handing over that video on the basis that it might get into the hands of 
persons that he did not want to know that he had admitted to police not only his role but the role 
of others in the murder of Don Hancock and Lou Lewis. It was in that discussion with him about 
Mr Mazza that he indicated to me, not me to him, but he indicated to me that he may be 
interested in further assisting police for a reduced sentence. 

You couldn't reduce the life imprisonment but it was to get the minimum parole period for 
wilful murder? - - -Well, at that stage there was no discussion in relation to that. I took it away, 
as you know, and there was discussions commenced with the DPP and you have heard the rest of 
the process. 

I have heard the rest of the process and I will sum it up that the result of all these negotiations 
were that when he was to be sentenced there would be a recommendation for a minimum parole 
period of 15 years instead of 30 years?---That was the end decision, yes, after several weeks. 

The next decision made would be that in respect of Lewis, he would only be charged with 
murder, which is less serious than wilful murder?---And that was a decision that I had no 
involvement in. It was a decision - again, all those were decisions between the DPP but it was all 
after considerable work had been done in relation to getting the information concerning the 
deaths of Don Hancock and Lou Lewis. 

But it was an advantage to him to have his charge reduced in respect of Lewis?---Yes, and it's 
commonplace in cases. 

Yes, I'm not suggesting it's otherwise?---Yes. 

Then usually if a person is charged with wilful murder, he's brought before the magistrate and 
then the magistrate commits it to the Supreme Court. This was bypassed, was it not? An ex 
officio indictment was filed and he appeared before the court on the same day?---Yes, and it's a 
very rare case we get a plea of guilty like that. 

It would be the quickest wilful murder trial probably you've ever been involved in?---
The quickest one I've been involved in, yes.

He pleaded guilty by a video-link-up. He didn't appear before the Supreme Court judge?---That's 
correct, yes. 

Then he was given a chance to plead and he pleaded to wilful murder of Hancock by bombing 
and the wilful murder in respect - - - 

SCOTT J: Sorry, I thought you said murder.

CANNON, MR: Hancock was wilful murder. 
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SCOTT J: Wilful murder and then you said wilful murder in relation to - - - 

CANNON, MR: I'm sorry, sir.

Wilful murder, and in respect of Lewis, he pleaded guilty to murder? - - -That's correct, yes. 

The judge indicated that he would give him a minimum parole period of 15 years in respect of 
Hancock's death and I think 8 years in respect of Lewis's death?---Yes. 

Of course, that's academic because you can't do two life sentences. I'm not suggesting for any 
moment there's any advantage in that?---He must serve 15 years' minimum, yes.

Yes, it looked nice on paper. He got 8 years for one and 15 for the other. The judge indicated, did 
he not, that without him offering to co-operate in respect of many matters,  he would have got 25 
years? - - Yes he did, certainly, I understand. 

So by his co-operation in respect of Hancock and Lewis, helping you with your investigations 
there, and in respect of the Tapley investigations, he obtained a considerable advantage but he 
had to continue to co-operate?---Certainly, the agreement is such. I mean, as you can understand 
it and as you are well aware, if he did not continue to co-operate and tell the truth, then he would 
be re-sentenced and I think that's clear in the agreement. 

He was pretty sure that he was going to get the benefits, was he not, because his first statement 
about White and Tapley was dated 24 March?---The first statement about Tapley and White was 
24 March. That's correct, yes. 

He was sentenced by the Supreme Court judge on 27 March?---That's correct, yes. 

So that when he did come before the judge, he had had the benefits of the co-operation in respect 
of Hancock and Lewis's death and investigations into another suspected wilful murder by White 
of Tapley?---Yes, but importantly in clarifying your question is that right from the start in co-
operating with Hancock and Lewis, he was given a letter which was provided to him by me or 
shown to him by me that was provided to me by Mr Cock QC to say that he would get 15 to 19 
years' recommendation out of assisting us with the Lewis/Hancock alone. 

But he got an extra bit, 15 to 19. He got it reduced from 19 down to 15 because of the extra co-
operation regarding Tapley?---We never knew. It was never decided it was going to be 19. It 
could well have been and I put this on - it could well have been 15 just simply for the Hancock 
and Lewis. It was certainly being discussed at the time. 

The firearm charges which were withdrawn both against Moutinho and Reid, there wasn't much 
point in going ahead with those, was there?---There was absolutely no point in going ahead with 
any of the other charges. 

No point at all. In respect of Moutinho, she was only charged because neither of them would 
own up as to who was in possession?---That is correct, yes. 

When you raid a de facto couple occupying the same house where the goods are found, if the 
man doesn't take the blame, you have no alternative other than to charge them both?---
Depending on what the other extenuating circumstances are. There may be other evidence and 
information which leads us not to charge but certainly in light of there being no other evidence, 
the potential is that they would be charged. 

It was rather unusual for a woman to be in possession of explosives, wasn't it, ammunition and a 
gun?---I'm never surprised by anything, sir. 
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Anyway, it was an advantage to him when those charges were withdrawn that she was not 
charged?---He may have perceived it that way. I mean, we didn't discuss the charges in relation 
to him. He was certainly aware that she was charged with him. You must understand that in our 
discussions with Mr Reid these charges become irrelevant. They weren't discussed. 

I can understand it from the police point of view but he was always very interested, if he was 
going in for wilful murder, in doing what he could to protect Ms Moutinho?---He was concerned 
about her safety. I don't know - - - 

What about the charges?---Look, I don't have any direct evidence he was concerned about that. 
He was concerned about her safety from the night that he decided to tell me in relation to what 
had happened to Don Hancock and Lou Lewis, his involvement and the involvement of others. 
He was concerned about his safety and her safety. 

The grievous bodily harm charge of course was not withdrawn?---That's correct, yes. 

It's still on the books?---Yes, it is. 

And you have no intention of prosecuting that, have you? If you have got to wait for 15 years for 
him to come out - - -?---Well, no, that's not - - - 

The witnesses will have well disappeared?---That is certainly not a decision for me to make. 
What the decision that I have made certainly and it hasn't even been put forward as an 
application to me is that at this point in time we have no intentions of making a recommendation 
to withdraw that charge. Now, the circumstances may change, they may not, in the future but 
certainly at this stage there is no intention to withdraw that charge, and that's as much as I can 
say about that.

Have you ever suggested that it proceed?---It certainly won't proceed until these matters are 
cleared. 

You see, when you apply for parole in 15 years' time, the Parole Board looks at your overall 
record, whether or not you are a suitable candidate. Isn't that correct?---That's correct. I'm certain 
- - - 

And a grievous bodily harm and two wilful murders don't get you many points with the Parole 
Board. He is better of having two wilful murders instead of having a grievous bodily harm as 
harm as well?---My consideration is that thought hasn't even entered his mind about that, so it's 
an opinion. 

That was a particularly bad grievous bodily harm, wasn't it not? He and another man got 
involved and beat up another man with a hammer?---It is certainly a grievous bodily harm and 
that in itself makes it a serious offence. I mean we don't walk away from that. It's not even 
considered for - - - 

Would you agree that by postponing that case, he gets an advantage?---Not at all. I mean, the 
case had been postponed through the legal process for many times. Given the circumstances, 
given his sentence, given the security arrangements, it is obvious that that needs to be adjourned 
and it needs to be looked at when these matters are cleared. Now - - - 

But he is presumed innocent on that until proven guilty, so it will never go on his record, will 
it?---Well, it could if it goes to trial.

You know that it's never going to go to trial?---No, I don't know that but if we'd have gone down 
that path, sir, we would've made application to withdraw that charge. 
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He insisted, did he not, that grievous bodily harm didn't go on his record?---No, I have no 
knowledge of that whatsoever. I mean, he has pleaded not guilty to that charge and I don't know 
whether he intends to contest it when it comes to court or not. 

He got no advantage by withdrawing any of the minor cases simply because he had two life 
imprisonments?---That is correct, yes. 

But Ms Moutinho got an advantage?---She certainly got an advantage in not having to face those 
charges. 

And he was very interested in seeing what he could do for Ms Moutinho?---Negotiations with 
Ms Moutinho in relation to withdrawal of those charges were solely based on two issues. One 
was the security because of her situation and the second was because of the fact that - I've lost 
my train of thought now, thank you. No, the second was in relation to the fact they were - the 
type of charges they were, the circumstances under which they were alleged to have been 
committed. 

Do they sum up the results as follows: initially he did not want to be called a dog by talking to 
the police. He used that term?---He used that term when? 

Yes. In the interviews?--In the interviews? 

He did not want - - -?---This is - this is a common thing with bikie gang members; that they don't 
want to admit to police what they've done and what others have done. 

And he made an off-the-record interview on 14 February, the day of his arrest or taken into 
custody, and then he started off another interview on the 15th and then protested that he had been 
trapped and then after consultation went ahead on the basis that you had the evidence and then he 
started bargaining?---He was interviewed on the 14th and he did not make any admissions. He 
was interviewed on the 15th and he made some admissions. There was an issue in relation to a 
perception that he had. I dealt with that, clarified the issue, recommenced the interview and made 
it quite clear that the first one didn't mean anything - it depended on what he wanted to do now 
conducted a second interview and he was charged. At that stage there was not even a hint or a 
mention that he might do anything further for police. There was no discussions in relation to him 
giving evidence or giving police a deposition whatsoever. 

Wasn't Mr Jock Robertson the go-between?---Mr Robertson was an officer who was heading up 
a line of inquiry in relation to this person. He was heading up investigations in relation to Sidney 
John Reid being a person of interest for the Zircon investigation. As you can understand, there 
are many people who were under investigation and we had a number of teams working and he 
was allocated the job to work on Mr Reid. 

Wasn't he brought in to reassure Reid that he would get a lighter sentence because he was caught 
cold, make the interview, and, “If you co-operate, your life sentence you'll get the different 
parole period"? Wasn't that the whole campaign plan from the start?---Absolutely not. 

Jock Robertson saw him on the 14th when he wasn't under arrest but was a person of interest?---
Absolutely not. He - Jock - sorry; Sergeant Robertson did not interview him on the 14th. He was 
interviewed by two other officers. It is true that Sergeant Robertson had built a rapport with him 
over a long period of time leading up to that interview. At the completion of that interview, 
Sergeant Robertson had a short conversation with him. 

And then?---And then - and then Mr Reid asked to speak to me about security issues. 

After he had talked to Detective Robertson?---No. After he had been interviewed in relation to 
the offence by two officers, and then spoke to Sergeant Robertson. 
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And immediately you completed the second record of interview, in the sense that the first one 
was interrupted, he was charged with two wilful murders?---There is no doubt in my mind - 
that's right, and there is no doubt in my mind that Mr Reid was very close on 14 February to 
making the admissions in relation to his involvement and the involvement of others in relation to 
these - to this crime. 

You had good evidence, apart from any confession, didn't you?---We had some evidence. We 
didn't - we didn't have what I would call evidence that we would have perhaps proceeded on that 
night. We were still deciding what to do in relation to - it was dependent on the outcome of what 
he said.

I'm suggesting to you that the minute Reid had realised that he had made a video record of 
interview, all he was concerned with from the point on was having his minimum parole period 
reduced?---No. We can prove that that's not the case. The fact is, is that from that day it was 
almost 2 weeks before I went and saw him about another issue and at that time he first raised the 
potential to further assist police, and, you know, he - I could certainly observe the internal 
struggle that was going on from the 15th when I interviewed him and I certainly observed it in 
him on the 27th.

He was conscience-stricken?---sorry? 

He was conscience-stricken?---No. What I'm saying is a situation where I could quite clearly see 
that we had a person who was in a very strong criminal culture who was (a) making a decision to 
firstly tell the truth about what he did and then secondly, going through the process of deciding 
to tell about what his mates did. 

He was never conscience-stricken about the death of Hancock because in all these interviews he 
more or less indicated Hancock deserved to die for what he had done to Billy Grierson, “But I'm 
sorry about Lewis”?---He's very honest about that yeah. In - through all of this internal struggle 
that was going on, I could quite clearly see that he had no remorse for Hancock but he certainly 
indicated to me strongly that he had remorse for Lewis. 

Wasn't he struggling to get a lower penalty rather than struggling with some internal guilt?---No. 
He was - - - 

BATES, MR: I don't know that this witness knows what is in the mind of Mr Reid, your Honour. 

CANNON, MR: You're probably correct. 

SCOTT J: He really only - - -

CANNON, MR: No further questions.

BATES, MR: Thank you. 

SCOTT J: Anything arising out of that?

BATES, MR: Yes, thank you, your Honour. 

If I can just take you back to the events of 14 February 2002, was Mr Reid interviewed by some 
officers on that particular evening on video?---Yes, he - - - 

Was that interview - - -?---Yes, he was; very shortly on video, yes. 

Was that interview conducted under caution?---Yes, it was.

At that stage did he make any admissions in relation to the car bombing deaths of Messrs 
Hancock and Lewis? - - -No, he did not. 
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After that interview - take us through the sequence of events - what the next thing was that 
happened?---Well, he wouldn't agree to participate in a extended interview on video so he was 
then interviewed off video by the same two officers. That interview extended for some time. At 
the completion of that interview he spoke to Sergeant Robertson and others. It was then I was 
called, and this is leading now into the 15th, the early hours of 15 March. He asked to see 
myself, the person in charge of the investigation. I spoke to him and he indicated to me that if I 
put him in a safe place, that he would tell me the truth about what happened. 

And you said that if you put him in a safe place, there was also mention of his girlfriend 
Moutinho?---And his girlfriend, as I said in my earlier evidence, Natasha Moutinho. 

Did you say certain things to him about his request in relation to that?---Yes. I advised him that I 
would give him - I would not put him into a safe place. I would give him no undertaking until he 
had told me the truth. 

Thank you. What was the next thing that happened then?---He agreed to tell the truth and 
participate in a video-recorded interview and in the early hours of February 15 I commenced a 
video-recorded interview with him in the presence of Detective Sergeant Peter De La Motte. 

And the earlier officers who had interviewed him on video, were they Brown and De La 
Motte?---Yes, that's correct. 

That second interview in the early hours of 15 February 2002 was that conducted under 
caution?---Yes, it was. 

Tell us what the caution was?---He was advised that he didn't need to tell us anything unless he 
wished to do so, and anything he did say would be taken down and recorded and may be used as 
evidence. 

During that interview, did he then make admissions in relation to the deaths of Hancock and 
Lewis and the car bombing attack at Lathlain on 1 September 2001?---Yes, he did. 

At the conclusion of the interview, is there a standard format in relation to - that you advise a 
person who you are interviewing about inducements?---Yes. 

How does that generally run?---Yes, and I certainly - at the completion, in the winding-up of that 
interview, after he told me what had occurred on the day and in the events preceding and after 
the deaths of Don Hancock and Lou Lewis, I went through a fairly standard format and will ask 
him whether he had given me this information without any threats, promises or inducements 
being made to him and it was at that point that he indicated to me that it was his perception that  
he would not be charged in relation to the matter. I then proceeded to make that quite clear to 
him that that wasn't the case. I mean, this was a significant issue in the fact that I knew from that 
point in time that - with the perception that he had, that basically we needed to give him the 
opportunity to back out of this interview if he wished to. So we made that - I made that quite 
clear to him and allowed him at his request to talk to Sergeant Robinson. I also made a phone 
call to you at the time, sir, and spoke to you about the issue and then after that I went back in and 
spoke to Mr Reid, again sat down with him, went through the situation on video and he advised 
me that he was - it was quite clear in his mind and that he wished to participate in an interview, a 
fresh interview, and that he was of the understanding that the only issues that we could take up 
for him were security issues for him and Ms Moutinho. 

Had you been present during the earlier conversations when Sergeant Robinson had spoken to 
him earlier?---I was not present during that interview nor that discussion. 
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When he raised the issue of his understanding that he wouldn't be charged, how did that strike 
you at that stage?---I was surprised most certainly and I certainly went to great lengths to make it 
quite clear to him that that was not the case and that we needed to understand what position was 
on the interview, so we would know which way to proceed in relation to the matter. I mean, I'll 
say right now that as far as I was concerned, that interview become null and void with the 
comment being made like that. I had, you know, no intention of looking at that interview as 
being admissible at that point in time unless of course he clarified the situation, decided that he 
wanted to go ahead on the basis of no such perception and then it would be a different story. I'd 
give him the opportunity to do it again. 

That first interview, was that then terminated on video?---Yes, it was. 

Then after that was he given the opportunity of speaking to Sergeant Robinson?---Yes; he was, 
yes, at his request. 

And after that did you re-interview him again on video in the presence of Detective De La 
Motte?---Yes, I did. 

And at the commencement of the second interview, did you caution him in the normal way that 
anything that is said could be used in evidence?---Yes, I did. 

Did he agree to participate in the second video interview?---Yes, and I suppose the difference in 
this interview was we spent a bit of time at the start of it clarifying the issue and making quite 
clear right from the start that there was no inducement in existence; there was no potential that  
any interview that he gave would mean he would not be charged, et-cetera et-cetera, so there was 
a fair bit of work put into that to make it quite clear to him before he proceeded down the path of 
doing that interview - that there was no such agreement in place. 

After explaining that to him at the start, did he then make admissions in relation to being 
involved in the deaths of Messrs Hancock and Lewis?---Yes, he did. 

At the conclusion of the interview was he then charged with the wilful murder of both Messrs 
Hancock and Lewis?---Yes he was, yes. 

During that interview did he maintain that he did not know that Lewis was in the car at the time 
the bomb was exploded?---Yes, he did. 

Reference has been made to Mr Lewis's charge being downgraded from wilful murder to murder. 
I think you have told us he was initially charged by the police with counts of wilful murder - or a 
charge of wilful murder in respect of both Hancock and Lewis. Is that right?---That's correct, 
yes. 

Did you have any role in the decision to charge him with the murder of Lewis rather than the 
charge of original murder that had been laid?---I was certainly aware of it and I was consulted. 
At the end of the day it was a decision between the DPP and Mr Mazza who was the counsel for 
Mr Reid. 

Thank you. Now reference has been made to him being interviewed in the early hours of the 
morning. Prior to conducting interviews on the 14th and the 15th, had observations been made of 
his times during the day when he was awake and times of the day when he was asleep?---Yes. Mr 
Reid spent most of his time awake at nights and slept a hell of a lot during the day. This was the 
reason why we made the decision to engage him in an interview fairly late on the 14th, because 
from our observations of him - and that was over a significant period of time, we had actually 
been working on Mr Reid for several months by that time - were that this was a man who did all 
of his business, did all of his activities by night and slept by day. So it wasn't a circumstance of 
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approaching a normal interview of a person who basically kept daylight hours. We approached it 
with the view of observing a person who kept awake at night-time and asleep in the daytime. 

Thank you. You have told us earlier in evidence your next contact with him after 15 February 
was on 27 February 2002 when you and Inspector Brandham went to see him at Casuarina 
Prison?---That is correct, yes. 

You were asked by my learned friend some questions about going to see him on that occasion. 
Are you able to just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury the reason why you went to see him 
on that occasion?---Yes. We had become aware that Mr Reid had engaged Mr Robert Mazza as 
his counsel. At that time I had - I mean, I knew of Mr Mazza but I didn't know him personally. 
We had also become aware that members of the Gypsy Jokers were trying to gain a copy of the 
video-recorded interview that Mr Reid had conducted with myself on the 15th. We were also 
aware that Mr Reid had had meetings with members of the Gypsy Jokers and certainly wasn't 
portraying that he was co-operating with police to any extent. So I wanted to make it quite clear 
to Mr Reid that before we handed over the video to Mr Mazza that I was concerned about that 
video getting into the hands of other members of the Gypsy Jokers, basically as a conflict of 
interest issue. If I can say, sir, it has certainly been clarified and it has certainly been my 
experience since that day that there was no need to be concerned about the integrity of Mr 
Mazza, but at that stage I didn't know and I was certainly covering all the bases. 

Thank you. On 27 February 2002 are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury who 
first raised the question of further assistance?---It was Mr Reid during that conversation who first 
raised the issue of being able to assist police further in relation to this matter. 

At that stage it was in relation to the deaths of Mr Lewis and Mr Hancock. Is that right?---Yes, 
that's right. We were well aware that he - we suspected strongly that he had not told us all of the 
information that he knew during his interview on the 15th, so it was no surprise to us to learn 
that he had some more to offer. 

As a result of Mr Reid indicating that he may be prepared to assist further in relation to your 
investigation into the deaths of Mr Lewis and Mr Hancock, I think you told us earlier that you 
then approached the DPP to see what assistance could be provided to Mr Reid. Is that correct?---
Yes, most certainly. Legally we're not in any position to start making offers or deals or anything 
with him. It was very important that I consulted with yourself and Mr Cock to basically say that 
if we're going to go down this path what is the potential outcome. 

The offer at that stage was, depending on his co-operation in relation to the deaths of Hancock 
and Lewis, the DPP would support a sentence of life imprisonment with a sentencing range of 15 
to 19 years. Is that correct?---That is correct. 

Later that day you attended back out at the prison and showed him the letter. Is that right?---
That's right. 

Then the next day you spoke to him informally?---Yes. We went back there on the potential that 
we might start to cement an agreement in relation to the matter on the 28th. That wasn't to be the 
case because he wanted to consult with Mr Mazza further about this issue and that's 
understandable, but I took the advantage of having an informal discussion with him. At that stage 
I wasn't sure whether he would proceed to go ahead with the agreement or not and as the head of 
the investigation I was keen to glean as much as I could informally so that if he didn't go ahead 
with the agreement I could maybe use the information as leads to follow further lines of inquiry. 

Then after that date was access to Mr Reid governed solely through Mr Mazza by the Police 
Service?---That is correct, yes. 
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Did you liaise then with the director of public prosecutions and also Mr Mazza in relation to 
putting into place the various things you have spoken about earlier in your evidence?---Yes, had 
several, discussions with both yourself and Mr Mazza during a period of about 3 to 4 weeks. 

The sentence that Mr Reid ultimately had imposed upon him, did you or the Police Service have 
any say over that?---Certainly. At the end of the day, the decision lie with Mr Cock, in relation to 
Mr Robert Cock QC, director of public prosecutions, but we were certainly consulted along the 
way and most certainly we agreed to the proposition that was being put forward that he be given 
a minimum sentence of 15 years given all the circumstances, and of course we're talking about 
life imprisonment with a minimum of 15 years for the wilful murder of Donald Hancock. 

Originally, it was 15 to 19 after he indicated he may be prepared to provide information in 
relation to the death of Mr Hancock and Lewis. Is that right?---That's right. That's correct, yes. 

Subsequently, did he also provide information in relation to the bombings at Ora Banda of 
various properties?---Yes, he did. 

Was that after he had been already offered the 15 to 19 years?---That's right. 

Then I think you told us on 24th March he told police for the first time about being a witness to 
the death of Mr Tapley?---Yes. 

Was it after that stage, after he provided the Ora Banda bombings and that information in relation 
to the death of Mr Tapley, that rather than arranged, it was agreed that 15 years would be 
submitted to the judge as being the appropriate minimum sentence?---Taking into account all the  
circumstances, yes. 

The sentence ultimately imposed, who was that up to?---Up to the judge. 

Mention has been made by my learned friend that the judge indicated that he would have given 
him 25 years but it was reduced to 15 years. Was that because of his co-operation in relation to 
the deaths of Hancock and Lewis, the Ora Banda bombings and the death of Mr Tapley?---Yes, 
and also he made mention - I was in the court - it was because he pleaded guilty. 

Thank you. Now if I can just deal quickly with some other aspects, you were asked questions 
about some GBH and associated charges that were pending. Were those charges that were 
pending during your investigation in relation to the deaths of Mr Hancock and Mr Lewis?---Yes, 
they were. 

The future conduct of those charges, who is responsible for determining when and if those 
charges progress?---The DPP. 

Does the Police service have any say over that?---We could probably put a proposition and 
submission forward, but that's as much as we could do with it. We could put a submission to Mr 
Cock giving our viewpoint on the matter which we certainly have not done at this stage, but at 
the end of the day the decision is with the DPP in relation to that matter. 

The decisions in relation to dropping charges in respect of Moutinho, were those decisions taken 
at all to assist Mr Reid?---No, those decisions were taken to facilitate the 

issues of things that were occurring in relation to security with Natasha Moutinho and were 
nothing to do to benefit Mr Reid and, of course, the fact that in her own right Ms Moutinho is a 
witness in this case and the Hancock-Lewis - - - 

Yes, thank you, superintendent. I have nothing further.

SCOTT J: Yes, very well. I take it there's no reason why this officer can't be excused? 
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Thank you for your assistance. You're free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

SCOTT J: We will adjourn until 10 o'clock tomorrow.

BATES, MR: I've just got an application, your Honour, before you rise. 

SCOTT J: Very well. I wonder if you would leave us then? We won't go any further today. If 
there's a matter I need to deal with, I will deal with it now and we will start again at 10 o'clock 
tomorrow morning. Please don't discuss the matter. 

(At 4.28 pm the jury retired)

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Yes, if your Honour pleases, it's just in relation to the earlier matter where the 
court was closed. The act in 32(1) (c) says, “The proceedings shall be held in private and make 
such order as to suppression of publication of the proceedings,” so we would seek a suppression 
order in relation to the application which was made in open court and also in relation to the 
evidence that was given in closed court by Superintendent Caporn. 

SCOTT J: As to the evidence in closed court, there was nobody in court to deal with it. 

BATES, MR: The act still provides - it says “and.” 

SCOTT J: All right. I take it there's no difficulty with that, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: No difficulty. 

SCOTT J: I will make such an order if that's the case. There will be a suppression order both in 
relation to the application itself and in relation to what was said. 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases. 

SCOTT J: Very well. 

BATES, MR: We will have Sidney John Reid first thing tomorrow at 10 o'clock, sir. 

SCOTT J: Presumably you will arrange the video-link?

BATES, MR: Yes, that will be arranged. 

SCOTT J: All right, we will adjourn until 10 o'clock tomorrow. 

AT 4.29 PM THE MATTER WAS ADJOURNED UNTIL WEDNESDAY, 7 MAY 2003 
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TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

AT PERTH ON WEDNESDAY, 7 MAY 2003, AT 10.02 AM

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Thank you, your Honour. We are just about to have Mr Reid's evidence. I've just 
got an application to make. It's in respect of the witness Natasha Moutinho who will be giving 
evidence tomorrow and we would seek a closed court when she gives evidence, suppression of 
her closed court evidence, and we would also seek suppression of her name generally. We would 
seek those orders under the same section as yesterday, section 32, and also under the general 
section in the code, 635A. The reason for the closed court is essentially because she has changed 
her appearance somewhat since when she was first arrested and it's for security reasons and the 
name is also related to those security reasons. 

My learned friend does have some concerns about the jury drawing adverse inferences against 
his client but I think it has been made plain yesterday that the security measures were taken 
primarily in relation to the other matter and not this matter and, if necessary, your Honour can at 
the appropriate time give the jury certain directions which would cure any prejudice. That's the 
application we make, if it please the court. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: I am sympathetic to my learned friend in this matter, sir, but it does worry me. 
As you know, I appeared in respect of the application to close the court and I indicated certain 
concerns. Unfortunately, we are the first case to come to trial and, of course, there's another 
person charged with the wilful murder of Hancock and Lewis, and then we've got the Ora Banda 
bombing which is insignificant when one looks at these particular trials, and there's no way I can 
avoid, in view of the history of the matter, delving into the Hancock-Lewis murders, the Ora 
Banda situation. I'm not very troubled by her evidence, but I do realise apparently she has some 
fears in this matter but those fears don't stem from any conduct that could be attributed to my 
client. 

I indicated to you when I appeared in respect of the closing of the court that I personally would 
say that nobody connected with the other cases would be in attendance in this court and the only 
people who have been in attendance who are members of the outlaw bikie organisation have 
been witnesses summonsed by the prosecution and Mr Bates I think has sent them home 
immediately to be called back when it's necessary but if you have kept your eye on the gallery, 
there is nobody from any organisation and the only people sitting there have been relatives or 
friends of the accused.

I appreciate again that security is necessary and in view of what happened in the Hancock 
situation, it must alarm everybody but I am - - - 

SCOTT J: I don't see any direct link between this trial and that at the moment. 

CANNON, MR: There isn't any direct link except the circumstances which led to him 
nominating my client, and while I can see the necessity of protecting witnesses, I really think 

Page - 134 Day 3 – Wednesday 7 May 2003

Comments, 17/02/09
But none of the bikies are on the witness list so why were they excluded? Two of the bikies, Rainbow and Samuels should have been called for the defense as they are allegedly at the murder scene. What authority did Mr Bates have “to send them home” when he had no intention of calling them?



Supreme Court of Western Australia The Queen and Gary Ernest White

that a very strong direction is going to have to be given in respect of the total security 
arrangements which do not reflect on the accused in the sense that he at any time has been party 
to any threats or anything of that nature, and provided that direction is given - not just a passing 
direction because whether we like it or not, it does influence people's perceptions. I sit here now 
and I see how long it takes to bring up the witnesses and I know the reason for that and I've got 
to adapt myself that it's not a question of the usher going out the door and somebody walks in 
next, but the whole procedure has been altered, and let's  say the connoisseurs who come to this 
court regularly have already noticed that the jurors' names are not read' out and they are given 
numbers. 

Now, I can understand and I appreciate the necessity for safety but the build-up is such that I 
think we're going to have to have a strong direction in respect of these matters. Other than that, 
sir, I'm not going to oppose the suppression order. The young lady is entitled to anonymity in 
view of what happened, but provided it's noted on the record, the situation. I do hope that the 
investigators in this matter are not exaggerating the fears and thereby obtaining orders for 
suppression and for evidence to be given by video and things of that nature. 

SCOTT J: Mr Cannon, it's really beyond my control in that sense. 

CANNON, MR: I appreciate that. It's beyond - - -

SCOTT J: I have no idea. 

CANNON, MR: It's beyond my control and I realise that the prosecutor doesn't have much 
leeway either if he has been told certain things, but I find it uncomfortable, that's all I say, but I 
have been uncomfortable most of my life. 

SCOTT J: I understand why that might be so, Mr Cannon. I will grant you an order, Mr Bates, 
in the terms that you seek in relation to only to Ms Moutinho's evidence. 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases. 

SCOTT J: All right. Now, where are we going from there?

BATES, MR: I'm going to call Sidney John Reid now. It's at page 295 of the papers and I have - 
Mr Reid has made four statements all together and I have provided your Honour's associate with 
the other three statements that he has made. 

SCOTT J: We will need the jury back. That's the first step. 

BATES, MR: Yes. 

(At 10.1l am the jury returned)

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases. I call Sidney John Reid. That's page 295. 

SCOTT J: That's by video-link?

BATES, MR: Yes, it is, sir. 

SCOTT J: All right. Mr Foreman, ladies and gentlemen, let me just say this to you before we 
take this evidence. 

You will see that the next witness is going to give his evidence by video-link and we will see him 
on the screen there. Video-link is now a common practice in this court. It's a cost-saving 
exercise. You will see it's done in relation to a number of witnesses. It's an easy and convenient 
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way to take someone's evidence in this court. In this case that's how a number of witnesses will 
give their evidence. 

Let me make it quite clear to you that it has got nothing to do with the accused man and certainly  
no inference can be drawn against the accused man because of the use of the procedure. It's 
simply now a routine procedure in use of the court for giving evidence of certain witnesses. As I 
say, you will hear it in relation to a number of other witnesses as well, I think - experts, and 
matters of that sort. I wanted to make that clear to you before the evidence is called. Yes, Mr 
Bates? 

BATES, MR: Yes. I call Sidney John Reid and it's at page 295 of the papers. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. 

REID, SIDNEY JOHN called: 

SCOTT J: Now, Mr Reid, can you see and hear me?---Yes.

Very well. Do you have a Bible and an oath card there?--- (indistinct) 

You have it. All right. Do you have an oath card?---Yes.

Or do you have an oath on the screen?---Yeah, that's it no; one on the screen. 

All right. Now, your full name is Sidney John Reid?---Correct. 

Would you hold the Bible in your right hand and read the oath. 

REID, SIDNEY JOHN affirmed: 

SCOTT J: Very well. I will switch you over now to Mr Bates to lead the evidence from you. 
Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Thank you, your Honour. 

Mr Reid, can you see and hear me?---Yep. 

Is your full name Sidney John Reid?---That's correct.

Can you tell the court your date of birth?---19/5/63. You're currently 39 years of age?---Yep. 

In the latter part of the year 2000 were you living in Kalgoorlie at that stage?---Yep. 

Whilst living in Kalgoorlie did you travel to Leonora from time to time?---That's correct. 

In Leonora did you meet a young lady by the name of Natasha Moutinho?---That's correct. 

Was Ms Moutinho working in Leonora at the time?---Yeah. She was working at the White House 
Hotel in Leonora. 

Whilst living in Kalgoorlie were you a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club?---Yep. 

Whilst you were living in Kalgoorlie in the latter part of 2000 were you living with a lady by the 
name of Megan Bresland?---That's correct. 

Towards the latter part of the year 2000 were you and Graeme Slater arrested in relation to an 
offence of grievous bodily harm and some other offences concerning a gentleman by the name of 
Hayden Viddens?---Yep. 

As a result of being arrested for grievous bodily harm and some related offences were you 
remanded in custody?---Yeah, Hakea Prison. 

Were you later released from Hakea Prison on bail?---That's correct. 
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Was it a condition of your bail that you not go back to Kalgoorlie apart from collecting your 
belongings?---That's correct. 

In the start of 2001, in the early stages, were you released from the Hakea Prison to bail in 
respect of those offences of grievous bodily harm and the other related offences that related to 
Mr Hayden Viddens?---Yep. 

After you were released from custody from Hakea Prison on bail on those charges did you then 
settle at an address at 50 Weston Street in Maddington in Perth?---Yep. 

You have mentioned a lady by the name of Megan Bresland who you were living with in 
Kalgoorlie. Around this time did the relationship with her break up?---Yes. 

When you commenced to live at 50 Weston Street, Maddington in the early part of 2001 did the 
lady who you had met up in Leonora, Natasha Moutinho, come down and live with you in 
Weston Street?---Yes. 

Did you and Natasha Moutinho then commence to live together in a relationship at 50 Weston 
Street in Maddington?---Yep. 

When you came down from Kalgoorlie to Perth - you have told us in Kalgoorlie you were a 
member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club. Was that the Kalgoorlie chapter initially?---Yes. 

When you came down to Perth did you join the Perth chapter of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle 
club?---Yes. 

The Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club, did they have a club headquarters somewhere near where 
you were living?---Yeah, Lower Park Road, Maddington. 

Did you used to go from your house and from time to time go down to the Lower Park Road, 
Maddington headquarters of the Gypsy Jokers for club meetings and other reasons?---Yes. 

When you came down and commenced to live at 50 Weston Street in Maddington did you get to 
know a gentleman by the name of Gary White?---Yes. 

In the latter part of 2001 was Gary White living at an address in Jade Street, Maddington?---
Yeah, 12 Jade Street, Maddington. 

How would you describe your relationship between you and Gary White?---We were mates, 
yeah. 

Did you have some of your property stored at Mr White's property at 12 Jade Street, 
Maddington?---Yes. I had two sea containers stored there with bits and pieces in them, yeah. 

From time to time when you were living at 50 Weston Street and Mr White was living at 12 Jade 
Street did you go around to see him at his place?---Yeah, I frequented the property; probably 
once a day, maybe more. 

Did he also go around and see you at your place at 50 Weston Street in Maddington?---Yes. 

Do you know a gentleman by the name of Les Hoddy?---Yes.

Was Les Hoddy a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club in Perth?---Yes, that's correct. 

Are you able to tell ladies and gentlemen of the jury his position in relation to the club?---He was 
a senior member of the Gypsy Jokers and he was the founder of the Gypsy Jokers in WA. 

The property at 12 Jade Street, Maddington, did Mr Gary White operate any business out of that 
property?---Yeah. There was a partial trucking business operating out of the property. 
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Was Les Hoddy also involved in that trucking business with Gary White?---As far as I know, 
yes. 

Are you able to describe the relationship between yourself and Les Hoddy?---Yeah, well, he was 
a member of the Gypsy Jokers obviously and, yeah, we were friends, yes. 

From your observations are you able to describe the relationship between Les Hoddy and Gary 
White?---Inseparable mates I'd probably go as far as to say. 

Gary White, was he a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club?---Just an associate. 

When you say an associate can you just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what you mean 
by an associate?---Just someone that was welcome down at the clubhouse as long as there's 
members there and - yeah, he's well known amongst the club members. 

If I can ask you about another person, when you came down to Perth, did you get to know a 
gentleman or did you know a gentleman and see a gentlemen by the name of Richard 
Samuels?---Yeah, he's a member of the Gypsy Jokers. 

When you came down to Perth, did you see him from time to time through your membership of 
the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club?---Yeah, on a weekly regular basis. 

Did he have a nickname that you knew him by?---Yeah, Lionel or Ritchie. 

If I can take you to the month of August, at that stage did you know a lady by the name of 
Rhonda Howe?---Yes. 

In August did she contact you and ask you something?---Yes, she contacted me in regards to 
some guns and some amphetamines as well. 

Did she ask you something in relation to guns and amphetamines?---Yeah, she wanted to 
purchase some guns and asked me if I was interested in purchasing some - she asked me if I was 
interested in purchasing some guns that were coming up on the market and she wanted to 
purchase some amphetamines from me. 

All right, and at that stage when you came down to Perth were you involved in dealing in 
drugs?---Yes.

What sort of drugs were you dealing in?---Amphetamines, marijuana. 

I beg your pardon? Amphetamines?---Marijuana, LSD. 

When you had this contact from Rhonda Howe, how long had you known Rhonda Howe at that 
stage?---Just a couple of months.

Had you been supplying her with drugs in the course of your drug-dealing business?---Yes. 

What sort of drugs had you been supplying her with?---Mainly amphetamines 

I will just go through again. You say that she contacted you in August. Just tell the ladies and 
gentlemen of the jury again what she said to you?---Just asked me if I was interested in 
purchasing some hand guns that were coming up for sale that she knew about. 

Did she mention anything about the price of the hand guns?---Yeah, they would probably 
average between 1500 and 2000 dollars each, depending.

Did you say anything to her about whether you were interested in purchasing the hand guns?---
Yeah, I said when it's a definite thing, make contact with me and I'd definitely purchase some. 
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You've told us that at that stage you had known Rhonda Howe for 6 to 8 weeks. Are you able to 
tell us how you first met Rhonda Howe?---Through a person I know as Big Al or Alan Wishaw. 

Did Alan Wishaw used to live at the relevant time at 17 Albourne Way in Balga?---That's correct. 

Did Alan Wishaw allow Rhonda Howe to stay at his house at 17 Albourne Way in Balga?---
That's correct. 

How long had you known Alan Wishaw for?---Nearly a couple of years, I suppose. I met him 
first originally down in Perth buying drugs a couple of years previous. 

Did he have a nickname?---Yeah, Big Al. 

Is he still alive?---No. 

As well as Rhonda Howe and Alan Wishaw at the house at 17 Albourne Way in Balga, did 
anyone else live at that house?---Yeah, by the name of Tony Sarros. 

When you were in the business of drug dealing and supplying drugs to Rhonda Howe, did you 
used to attend that address at 17 Albourne Way, Balga on a regular basis?---Yes. 

What sort of drugs were you supplying to Rhonda Howe?---Amphetamines. 

After the approach from Rhonda Howe about whether you were interested in purchasing hand 
guns, did you make any inquiries with anybody else as to whether they were interested in 
obtaining any hand guns?---Yes, I inquired with a few people and one of those people being Gary 
White as well. 

When you inquired of Gary White, can you just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury as best 
you can what you said to him about it?---Well, I said I had some hand guns that were coming up 
shortly and just asked him if he was interested and he said yeah, he was chasing a .357 Magnum 
for someone else though. It wasn't actually for him but it was for another person. 

Did you get any money off Gary White at that stage?---Not at that stage, no. 

On what basis was it left then?---Well, it was just left that I'd get back in contact with him when I 
knew it was going to be a sure thing or things were looking positive. 

All right, and are you able to tell us when in August this was that you had this conversation with 
Gary White about these hand guns?---It was on the weekend of the shooting. The purchase of the 
hand guns or prior? 

No, when it was first raised?---It was a couple of weeks before that weekend in question. 

If I can ask you about some people, Cliff O'Connor, was he someone you knew?---He's a friend 
of mine from Leonora. 

Did you also know his partner, Elena?---Yes. 

To your knowledge, you and Cliff O'Connor and Elena and Natasha Moutinho, were all the four 
of you friends?---Yes. 

Was that through meeting up in Leonora when you used to go up there when you were living in 
Kalgoorlie?---Yes, I originally met Cliffie up there when I worked up there. 

What sort of work were you doing up in Leonora when you were working?---I was working for 
Bruce Transport. I was running a road train out that he had; running road trains to one of the 
mines up there. 

Were you employed as a driver of one of those road trains?---No. I was the foreman. 
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Foreman. Thank you. Now, was there a Saturday night when Cliff O'Connor and his wife Elena 
came to your house where you and Natasha were?---Yes. 

What did the four of you do at your house then?---We were just having - just, sort of, drinks; just 
catching up. Hadn't seen each other for a while. 

At the time, were you using a mobile telephone with the number 0402-572-982?---Yes. 

Where did you get that mobile phone from?---From Megan Bresland. 

Do you know approximately when she gave you that mobile phone?---I think it was when I was 
still in Kalgoorlie, but she give it back to me when I got out of prison. 

Thank you. Now, on this particular Saturday night when there was yourself, Natasha Moutinho, 
Cliff O'Connor and Elena, did someone get in contact with you on that particular night?---Yes, 
Rhonda Howe. 

What did she say when she contacted you?---It was regarding the guns, that - - - 

Just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what she said about the guns?---Just said they were 
there, ready to be had a look at if we were still interested. 

Did she tell you to do anything at that stage?---Yes. I said, “I'd get back to you.” I had to organise 
a few things. I then rang Gary White and asked him if he had that money and that I was going to 
go and have a look at the guns. 

Did you ring Gary White from your mobile to his mobile?---Yes. 

Just tell us as best you can what you said to Gary White when you rang him on your mobile to 
his mobile from Weston Street on this Saturday night?---I just said I needed to catch up with him 
as soon as I could. I didn't actually mention anything over the phone. 

Now, soon after that phone call, did someone come to your house?---Yeah. Gary White turned up 
at my place. 

Did he give you some money?---Yes. He gave me - well, he ended up giving me $2000, and I 
think he was a bit short. He had to borrow some money off Cliff O'Connor at that stage. Him and 
Cliffie had known each other too.

Later that evening, did you leave the house at 50 Weston Street, Maddington?---Yeah. It was 
directly after that conversation with Gary White that I left. 

What sort of a vehicle were you driving at the time?---A blue Holden Statesman. 

Did you go somewhere when you left 50 Weston Street, Maddington, on the Sunday evening 
after Gary White had given you the money?---Yes. I went up to Big Al's house to see Rhonda. 

Is that the house up at 17 Albourne Way in Balga?---That's it. 

Now, as well as Gary White, had you obtained money from other people to purchase hand guns 
off Rhonda Howe?---Yep. 

Do you know how much money you had on you when you - or did you have money on you when 
you headed up to Rhonda Howe's house in Albourne Way, Balga?---Yeah. I had roughly $10,000. 

Did that include the money that Gary White had given you?---Yes. 

And was that money to purchase these hand guns that Rhonda Howe said she may be able to 
obtain?---That's correct. 
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Now, when you got up to - do you recall approximately what time it was that you got up to 
Albourne Way in Balga?---I'm not - it was early evening. 

Were there people in the house at Albourne Way, Balga, when you arrived?---There was Big Al, 
Rhonda Howe and Tony Sarros. 

Shortly after you got there, did Rhonda Howe go off somewhere?---Yes. She went off to grab the 
guns, but before she left she grabbed $2000 off me, or around about 2000. 

Did she say why she needed the $2000?---The bloke just wanted to see some money before he'd 
give her any guns to bring back for me to have a look at. 

And you gave her $2000. Is that right?---Yes. 

Did she then take the $2000 and go off?---That's it. 

When she went off, where did you stay then?---I stayed at Big Al's place in Balga. 

How long did you stay at Big Al's place for?---I was there for the rest of that night and all the 
next day. 

Now, you say you were there the rest of that night and all the next day. Are you able to tell the 
ladies and gentlemen of the jury why you waited at Albourne Way for so long?---Because 
Rhonda hadn't come back with any of the guns and stuff so I was just basically waiting to see 
what was happening. 

And when - - -?---The whole deal ended up - - - 

I beg your pardon?---And the whole deal ended up falling through for some reason. I don't know 
why, but she didn't get back till late that afternoon.

During that period from the previous evening until late in the afternoon the next day when she 
got back, did you try and contact her at all?---Yes, on numerous occasions. 

Was that by your mobile phone to her mobile phone?---Yes. Now, eventually you say that she 
came back. What part of the day did she get back to the house at Albourne Way?---Sort of early 
evening. I think it was around about - - - 

Did you say something - - -?---between 6.00 and 7.00. 

6.00 or 7.00. Did she say something to you at that stage about what had gone wrong?---She just 
said it fell through. I was a bit pissed off about it. I didn't hang around. I had to go and report in 
for bail and I was late for that so I virtually left straightaway. 

Did you leave the house driving your Holden Statesman vehicle?---Yes. 

Where were you due to report for bail?---Cannington police station. 

Did you go - where did you go when you left Albourne Way in Balga then?---Straight to 
Cannington police station to report in. 

When you got to Cannington police station did you sign for your bail at the Cannington police 
station?---That's correct. 

Just tell us in your own words what was the next thing that happened then?---From there I left 
there and went directly to my place, which is only 4 or 5 minutes away from there. 

What happened when you got to your place then?---I just walked into the house and I received a 
phone call from Gary White basically straightaway. 
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When you received that phone call from Gary White did Gary White ask you to do something?---
He asked me if I could go around to the block at Jade Street and make sure the gates were locked 
and not to let anyone come or go on the premises. 

Did he give you any further explanation as to why he wanted you to do that?---No, none at all. 

Did you ask him why he wanted you to do that?---No. 

What was the next thing that occurred after that?---I left my place. I headed off around there and 
I realised I didn't have my key for my lock. So I've rung Natasha, asked her to have a look for the 
key because I was coming back to pick it up; got back there, couldn't find it. I didn't waste too 
much time. I just headed off around there anyway. 

Did you drive around to Gary White's house at 12 Jade Street in Maddington?---Yeah, I drove 
around there. When I got there the gates were open, so I just drove inside and parked near my sea 
containers and Rainbow was there so I asked him to go and lock the gate because he has got a 
key as well. 

Are you able to describe where you parked the car when you got around to Jade Street?---Behind 
the house, in front of my sea container. 

The gates at 12 Jade Street, Maddington, can you just describe those gates for us?---Two gates, 6 
foot high, chain-mesh fence with three strands of barbed wire on top; probably 8 foot all up, 7 
and a half, 8 foot. 

The locks on the gates, can you just describe those?---Yeah. There was two padlocks on there. 
One belonged to bench warrant. One belonged to myself. We just interlocked them - locked - so I 
had access to the property at all times anyway. 

Did you have a key for your padlock and your chain that locked the gate?---I did but I didn't have 
it on that day, no, because (indistinct) someone. 

Did Gary White have a key for his padlock, for his chain to unlock the gate?---Yes. 

If Gary White's padlock was locked did you use your key to unlock the padlock to gain access to 
the property?---Yes. 

Just explain how that worked?---A few padlocks were just locked together. So it didn't matter 
who was there, you could unlock it regardless. 

You mentioned a fellow by the name of Rainbow. Do you know where Rainbow was living as at 
this particular day?---He lived on the premises at Jade Street. 

The day we're talking about is that Sunday, 19 August 2001?---Yes. 

Just describe Rainbow for us. Are you able to tell us how old he was approximately at the 
time?---At a guess I'd say around 50. 

Just tell us his appearance?---Short with a scruff sort of beard, not a big beard, greyish hair. 

Do you know what sort of occupation he had?---Yeah, he's a concreter. 

Did he have a vehicle at all?---Yeah, a yellow F100 tray back. 

Had you previously seen Rainbow at Gary White's house at 12 Jade Street, Maddington?---Yeah, 
on numerous occasions, yes. 

Just take us through - you have told us that you pulled up near your sea containers and that 
Rainbow locked the front gate after you had driven in. Is that correct?---Yeah, well, I pulled up 
there and Rainbow come out to see who was there and I asked him if he could go and lock the 
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front gate. Gary had rung me and asked for the gate to be locked. I didn't have my key on me, so 
I got him to lock it. We both went out there and locked the gate and then wandered back into the 
house. 

Inside the house did you recognise anybody there?---Yeah. There was Julie, which is Gary's 
girlfriend, Tara, which I believe to be his daughter. There were two other young girls there. 

When you say Tara you believed to be his daughter, whose daughter?---Gary White's. 

There was two other young girls. Is that right?---Yep. 

Did you see anyone else in the house?---There was two males sitting at the kitchen table that I'd 
never seen before. 

Did you speak to them?---I just said a general hello when I walked in there. 

Did they say anything to you?---Just g'day back. Like I didn't sort of know half the people there. 
It was just a general hello when I walked in. 

Apart from that did you speak to them at all?---No. 

Did you see anyone else in the house?---Yeah. I went out the back and got a drink out of the 
fridge and there was Susie Wong that I'd seen at Gary's place on previous occasions and some 
other bloke. 

The young girls, do you know whether any of the young girls were related to Susie Wong?---I 
think one of them may have been her daughter. 

There was two gentlemen inside the house. There's Rainbow there, three young girls, one of 
whom is Tara, one may have been Susie Wong's daughter and another girl you didn't know the 
name and then there was Susie Wong. Is that right?---And Julie as well. 

And Julie. Did you see anyone - which part of the house was Susie Wong in?---They were sitting 
out on the - they weren't actually in the house. There was a patio area out the back of the house, 
paved area, with a barbecue table setting there. She was sitting out there talking to Ant. 

You say she was sitting out there talking to Ant. Had you met Ant before this particular night?---
No. 

Can you just describe Ant's build for us?---Not real tall, sort of shortish, skinny, scruffy sort of 
appearance. 

Was he shaved or unshaved?---No, he was unshaven, scruffy hair. 

Do you recall what clothing he was wearing?---Just a pair of shorts and a singlet. 

Just as best you can just tell us where you saw Susie Wong and Ant and what they appeared to be 
doing?---They were just out at the back table talking between themselves. 

Did you talk to Ant?---No. I said g'day when I walked out the back but that was it. 

Did he talk to you at all?---Just said g'day back. 

Did you make any observations of him at that stage?---No, I didn't take much notice really. 

You have told us about those people that were at the property on Sunday, 19 August 2001. Did 
anyone else come to the property?---Gary White and Lionel Ritchie, which is Ritchie Samuels. 

Are you able to tell the court how you were at the property that Gary White and Richard Samuels 
turned up?---I'd only been there 10 or 15 minutes. 
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You had been there 10 or 15 minutes when Gary White and Richard Samuels turned up. Is that 
correct?---That's correct. 

Richard Samuels, he's the gentleman you have referred to as Lionel, a member of the Perth 
chapter of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Just tell us what you observed when those two gentlemen arrived?---They just pulled up out the 
front. Gary and Lionel got out of the car and unlocked the gates and come inside and locked the 
gates behind them. 

Did you observe which part of the car Gary White got out of?---Front passenger side. 

Did you see which part of the car Lionel or Richard Samuels got out of?---Yeah, the rear 
passenger seat. 

Did you observe what sort of a car it was?---Yeah, it was a white Commodore, late model. 

What happened to the car after Gary White and Richard Samuels got out of it?---It just left. 

Have you seen that car before?---Yes. 

Where have you seen that car before?---At White's place. Apart from Gary White's place have 
you seen that car anywhere else?---Later on that day, yes. 

Thank you. I will ask you about that in a minute. I will just get you to describe - are you able to 
tell us what Gary White was wearing at the time?---A pair of jeans, a blue singlet and a 
flannelette shirt and a pair of boots. 

His general appearance, can you just describe that for the ladies and gentlemen of the jury; as he 
appeared at that time on Sunday, 19 August 2001?---What do you mean appearance? How his 
mood was or - - - 

What - his general description?---General description is like I was saying, what he was just 
wearing, goatee, glasses, yeah, short hair, balding. 

Richard Samuels, Lionel, are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what he was 
wearing?---He was wearing black jeans, black T-shirt and a black denim jacket. 

Just take us through - so the car pulls up. Gary White and Richard Samuels or Lionel get out of 
the car. Just take us through what was the next thing that happened then?---Gary unlocked the 
gates. They both come in. Gary re-locked the gates behind him and then they walked over to the 
house. 

We were standing at the corner sort of looking at the gates. They've walked over to the house, 
gone inside and Gary sort of straight off the bat told the girls to virtually fuck off. He didn't want 
them there. They had words because the girls were actually cooking tea there and they were 
jumping up and down about the food and he eventually told them, “If you're that worried about it 
take the food with you and fuck off.” 

Do you know what sort of food they were preparing?---Yeah, it was a roast dinner. 

Are you able to describe how Gary was when he told the girls to fuck off?---Seemed agitated, 
yes. 

Did he say the reason why he wanted the girls to leave?---No. At that stage I went outside. It was 
none of my business. 

When you were outside, do you know where Richard Samuels or Lionel was?---Yeah, he was 
outside with me. We'd both gone back outside.
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You mentioned two gentlemen had been inside the house. Do you know where they were at this 
stage?---They're still at the table as far as I know. 

You mentioned that Gary told the girls to fuck off. Did you see anything happen in relation to the 
girls, as to whether they left the property or not?---Yeah, they all jumped into a car that Susie 
Wong was driving and Rainbow went and unlocked the gates and they left. 

You say they all jumped into a car. Are you able to say who jumped into the car?---All the girls 
that were on the premises; Susie Wong, Tara, Julie and the other two.

Susie Wong's car, are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury where it was 
parked?---It was over near the shed which is sort of on the western side if you're looking in - the 
eastern side if you're looking in towards the yard from the road. 

Did you see who was driving Susie Wong's car?---Yeah, Susie Wong. 

Did you make any observations about what happened to Ant, where Ant was at this stage?---
Yeah, he just started sort of wandering around and then he'd actually started to wander off down 
towards the back of the yard. 

Did you make any observations of where Gary White was at this stage?---I didn't know. I 
couldn't actually visually see him but I just assumed he was still in the house at that stage. 

Did you later see Gary White?---He came out of the house. When he came out of the house, did 
he go somewhere?---He walked down to the back of the yard towards Ant. 

At some stage did Gary White say something to Ant?---Yeah, something about - I don't know 
exactly but it was about some money that he'd owed Gary.

Just tell us as best you can what Gary White said to Ant?---Just asked him basically, “Where' s 
me fucking money?” and Ant sort of didn't have a reply and he said, “Well, I'm going to make a 
fucking example of you, cunt,” and that was basic all. It was a heated, quick heated moment with 
words like that. 

Are you able to describe the tone of Gary White's voice?---Agitated, very agitated actually. 

You mentioned that Ant had walked towards the back of the property. Where was Gary in 
relation to Ant, Gary White?---While he was talking, he was actually still walking towards him 
and then when he got sort of - I don't know 4 or 5 foot from him, I suppose, he reached into the 
back of his jeans and pulled out a hand gun with his right arm, levelled it off towards Ant and 
shot him in the left shoulder. 

Did you make any observation about what sort of hand gun it was?---Yeah, it was a .38 Special, 
wooden handle, black metal chrome. 

Had you seen that particular gun before?---No. 

Have you seen that gun since this incident?---Not since then, no.

Thank you. I just want to take you back over this, 

Mr Reid, and just make sure that we've got it right. When you mentioned that Susie Wong and 
the women left, just tell us where you saw them go off to?---They just left the premises. I don't 
know which way they went when they went out the gate. I didn't take much notice. I know that 
Rainbow went up there and re-locked the gate and - - - 

Where were you at that stage when they left and Rainbow went over to lock the gate?---Sort of 
just near the corner of the house, between the house and the shed. 

Day 3 – Wednesday 7 May 2003 Page - 145

Comments, 15/02/09
Re-enforces the notion that he would not know it had a wooden handle as it would have been obscured by the hand.

Comments, 15/02/09
The other factor not covered by Mr Cannon is sunset on the 19 August 2001 was at 5:52 PM, so by 8 to 9 pm the area would have been in full darkness. In fact this is the day of a new moon so it was pitch black. (0.1% illumination and new at 10:55 AM)

Comments, 15/02/09
Wooden handle, black metal and chrome. Where was he standing. How would he know it had a wooden handle at a great distance.

Comments, 17/02/09
Again time-line is sketchy but would have taken at least 5-10 minutes to pack up unlock the gate and leave especially if they took the roast with them. So approximately 8:40 pm. At 8:39 on the phone records Susan Miller is supposed to have called Gary White requesting to come back.

Comments, 17/02/09
Again Julie. The suggestion that Julie and Samuels were there indicates Reid real intention to inflict the maximum level of revenge on Gary and Ritchie.



The Queen and Gary Ernest White Supreme Court of Western Australia

Richard Samuels - Lionel - where was he at this stage?---He was there with me. 

Just tell us where Ant was at this stage?---He was down towards the back of the yard. There's a 
trailer parked down there near the shed. He was sort of over near the trailer. 

Thank you, and had he walked down to the back of the yard near the trailer from the patio area 
where you had seen him previously?---Yep. 

Just tell us where you saw Gary White and what Gary White did?---When Ant walked down to 
the back of the yard? 

Yes?---Well, at that stage I didn't know where Gary was. As far as I knew, he was still in the 
house at that stage. 

All right, and did you later see Gary White?---Yeah, Gary White came out of the house not long 
after that. 

Where did Gary White go when he came out of the back of the house?---Just headed straight 
down to where Ant was. 

All right, and how close did he get to Ant?---Only 4 or 5 feet. 

You mentioned that he said something to Ant. How far away was Ant when he said something to 
Ant?---Well, while he was saying that, it was while he was progressively walking to Ant and 
when he actually got to Ant, that's when he reached out and just shot him. 

As he was progressively walking to Ant, was it then that he said the words that you've mentioned 
before?---Yes.

Just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how far away was he when he said those words 
from Ant, Gary White?---Well, like I say, he was - like, he was progressively walking. Like, he 
probably started halfway between the house and where Ant was, like, “Where's me fucking 
money, cunt?” and, “I'm going to make an example of you,” and as soon as - when he got within 
range of Ant, he - that's when he just reached in, pulled the gun out from the back of his jeans 
and shot him in the shoulder. 

When he pulled the gun out and shot him in the shoulder, are you able to tell us the position of 
Ant in relation to Gary White? Were they facing each other? Facing away from each other?---
Directly in front of each other, facing each other. 

Had Ant turned around to face Gary White at some stage?---He was facing Gary when he was 
walking down the yard. They were facing each other at that stage. 

Did someone turn around so they were facing each other?---Well, when Ant was down the back 
of the yard - he was just standing there and when Gary started about the money, Ant turned and 
faced him, yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how far away Gary White was from Ant 
when he pulled the revolver out and shot Ant in the shoulder?---4 or 5 feet. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how far away from the two of them you 
were at that stage?---15, 20 feet. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury where Richard Samuels, Lionel, was at 
that stage when Gary White shot Ant for the first time?---He was still with me. 

Do you know where Rainbow was at that stage?---No. I didn't take much notice where Rainbow 
was. 
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Now, after Gary White fired the shot that hit Ant in the shoulder - just tell the ladies and 
gentlemen of the jury, did Ant do something after that?---Yeah. He spun around and bolted 
around the back of the trailer and up the side of the block between the shed and the concrete 
wall. 

When Ant ran around the side of the trailer and behind the shed, did Gary White do something at 
that stage?---Yeah. He took off after him. 

Just tell us, did they go out of sight at some stage?---Yeah. Once they've gone around the back of 
the trailer - they were sort of behind the trailer and the shed so they were out of my sight at that 
stage. 

And as they ran out of sight, did you hear Gary White say anything?---Just still, “Going to make 
an example of you, cunt,” and there was another three shots were fired.

Did you hear Ant say anything?---No.

So you heard another three shots fired. Did you see those other three shots fired?---No, only 
heard them. I didn't actually see them. 

Was something obscuring your view at this stage?---Yeah, the shed and the trailer. 

Was Gary White and Ant on the other side of the shed and the trailer when you heard those three 
shots fired?---Yes. 

Did Ant and Gary White come into view again?---Once they passed the shed, Ant was running 
towards the front gates.

Did you make any observation of Gary White at that stage?---I still couldn't see Gary at that 
stage. I didn't see Gary until Ant was nearly at the front gates and Gary come into view. 

Where did Gary White come from?---Round behind the shed. Are you able to tell - - -?---Same 
path Ant was - - - 

I beg your pardon?---It was the same path Ant had taken. 

Thank you. Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury when Gary White came into 
view how far behind Ant he was?---Ant was not far from the gates and Gary just - when I 
actually seen Gary, he wasn't - he probably just come out of view of the shed; like, come out past 
the shed, so - Ant was probably three-quarters of the way to the gate when I first seen Gary. 

Just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury - so Ant is going towards the gates and Gary has 
come in view from behind the shed?---Yes. 

Just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what was the next thing you observed?---Ant 
jumped up the gate to try and climb over the gate and Gary was still running - - - 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury which gate he had jumped up?---Well, 
looking out towards the road, it was the right-hand gate. 

Just describe how Ant climbed up the gate?---Just ran and grabbed hold of the gate and just tried 
to scramble over it as best he could. 

Did you make any observations of Gary White at that stage?---He was still running towards the 
gate. 

Just take us through in your own words what happened next?---We'd actually turned and we were 
walking towards the gate slowly and - - - 
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When you say “we", who is the we?---Myself and Lionel, and by that stage Rainbow was in 
view of us because he - that's - he must've been behind us when we turned. We were all in view 
of each other and we were slowly sort of walking towards the gate and Gary - by this stage, Ant 
had just got to the top of the gate and Gary'd caught up to him, and Gary just reached up and shot 
Ant straight up through the arse. 

What happened when Gary shot Ant straight up through the arse?---He managed to get over the 
gate. I don't know exactly how, but he did manage to get over the gate; fell on the ground outside 
- on the other side of the gates. Gary's just grabbed his key; had to unlock the gate, walked out to 
the gate, stood over Ant and shot him straight in the head.

Now, when Ant went over the gate and landed on the other side of the gates on the footpath side, 
are you able to tell us what position Ant was in?---His feet were facing the gate and his head was 
facing out towards the road and he was on his back. 

Did you notice anything about whether he was alive at that stage?---He was still alive at that 
stage, yes. 

Did you see anything to indicate he was still alive at that stage?---He was breathing, but 
struggling to breathe, yes. 

I just want you to take us through; so Ant is on his back on the other side of the gate, breathing. 
Then what was the next thing that happened after that?---Gary just unlocked the gate, walked 
outside, virtually stood right beside him, levelled the gun to his head and shot him through the 
head. 

How far away was the barrel of the gun from Ant's head?---Well, he was standing upright so as 
far as your arm hangs down. 

All right, so Gary White - - -?---So virtually round about the middle of your thigh, knee high. 

So he was standing upright and he had his hand down and the gun was about the middle of his 
thigh?---Yeah. 

And Ant was lying on his back on the ground. Is that right?---Yep. 

When Ant was climbing over the fence when he was shot up the arse, how far were you away 
from him when Gary shot Ant at that stage?---At that stage we were - we were roughly about 
halfway between the shed and the gate. 

And when Gary White unlocked the gate and went outside and shot Ant in the head when he was 
lying down on his back on the ground, how far were you away from Gary White and Ant at that 
stage?---Just inside the gates at that stage. 

Did Gary White say anything at this stage?---No, not at that stage. Lionel and I just sort of 
looked at each other and decided we were leaving, and Gary turned round and said, “Youse two 
better fuck off.” He said, “It's nothing to do with the club. Youse better get out of here.”

After Gary White shot Ant when he was on the other side of the gates - - -?---Yep. 

Did you notice anything about whether Ant was alive at that stage?---No. He was stone cold dead 
then. He wasn't breathing any more. He was - - - 

Did you see any blood when he was lying there on the ground outside the gates?---Yeah. There 
was a small amount of blood near his head and that was about it.

Now, did you and Richard Samuels do something at that stage?---Yeah. We just walked over and 
both jumped in my car and then - we got in that and left. By the time we'd got into the car and 
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going out the gate, Gary'd dragged the body back inside the gate and dragged it round the front 
of a truck that was parked near the gate out of sight of the road. 

Did you then drive Richard Samuels out through the gate at 12 Jade Street, Maddington?---Yes. 

Did you give Richard Samuels a lift somewhere?---Yes, around to a person I believe rents the 
house by the name of Lisa. 

Does Lisa have anything to do with any members of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club?---She 
knows Gary White and Les Hoddy and Lionel and a couple of the other members. 

Do you know the name of the street where you dropped Richard Samuels off at?---No. I know 
how to get there from - by a street directory but at that - no; don't know the name. 

If you looked at a street directory, could you refresh your memory and tell us what the name 
was?---Yep. 

I will get to that. I'll show you a street directory later but we will move on at this stage. Now, 
after dropping Richard Samuels off at his house - first of all, do you know the suburb where you 
dropped Richard Samuels off?---It's - it's round Maddington. I don't know if it's still actually in 
Maddington but it's in the Maddington area. It's not far from Jade Street. 

After dropping Richard Samuels off in the car, your car, did you then go somewhere?---Yeah. I 
went back to my place. 

When you dropped Richard Samuels off at the house in the Maddington area, did you see any 
vehicles at that particular house?---Yeah, the white Commodore that they'd arrived at Jade Street 
in was there. 

When you got back home to 50 Weston Street, was Natasha Moutinho at the house?---Yes. 

Did you say anything to her about what Gary White had done to Ant?---No. There was never 
ever a conversation had about it. It was never spoken about. 

After you got home, did you receive a call from anybody?---Yeah. I received a call from Gary a 
little while later just regarding that gun, and I said - told him that it'd fallen through and he asked 
me if I could drop the cash round to him because he needed to give it back to the bloke that he 
got it off. 

Where were you when you received that call?---I was at home. 

After receiving that call, did you then go somewhere?---Yeah. Shortly after that I went back 
round to Gary's place and he met me out on the road; didn't bother going into the house. He just 
met me out on the road. I gave him the money back and I seen Ant was still over where Gary'd 
placed him in front of the truck and I just - I just asked Gary if he was right to clean up, if he 
needed a hand or anything. He said no, he'd be right; he'd do his own dirty work.

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how long you were at Gary White's 
house for?---A minute, a minute and a half, just long enough to give him that money and 
basically say what I just said. 

You told us that when you went home, you didn't tell Natasha Moutinho anything about what 
Gary had done to Ant. Was there any reason why you didn't tell her what had happened?---I 
didn't discuss anything that I used to do with Tash. Anything like that never got discussed. It was 
just you don't talk about things like that. She hardly even knew about half of my drug dealings. 

I beg your pardon?---I hardly even mentioned my drug dealings to her. 
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After you went over to Gary White's place, did you go somewhere else after that?---Yeah, I went 
back up to Big Al's place. 

Was that at Albourne Way in Balga?---Yep. 

How long did you stay up in that particular area in the northern suburbs?---I was up there again 
most of the night doing a bit of wheeling and dealing. 

When you say doing a bit of wheeling and dealing, what sort of wheeling and dealing?---Selling 
drugs and - - - 

Selling drugs. Was that in various parts of the northern suburbs?---Yes. 

If I can take you to the following morning - that's Monday, 20 August 2001 - did you go 
somewhere the following morning?---Yeah, I called into Gary's place sort of late morning, sort of 
getting close to lunchtime, probably. 

When you arrived at Gary White's house, did you see anyone at the house?---Yeah, Rainbow was 
out raking up the area where Ant's body was on the other side of the gates where he got shot. 

When you got to the house, did you drive your car somewhere?---Yeah, I drove it in and parked 
it in front of my sea container again. 

When you drove your car and parked your car near the sea container, did you go somewhere at 
that stage?---Yeah, I went into the house and seen Gary. 

You mentioned that you saw Rainbow when you arrived. Did you say anything to Rainbow?---
No, I just give him like a hello wave when I drove past. I didn't stop and talk to him or anything. 
I just drove in. 

Was Gary White in a particular part of the house when you arrived?---He was in the kitchen area. 

Did you say something to Gary White?---Yeah, I made a comment sort of along the lines that, “If 
it took you six shots to do that, you want to go and get some target practice.”  

What did he say?---He returned the comment to the effect of, “Don't worry about that. All six hit 
the target.” 

Did he say anything about the effect that that had on Ant?---That he was dead. 

Did Gary White say anything else to you on this occasion then after he told you or after you 
made the comment about it took him six shots?---He said he'd been up to Northam and the 
barbecue had gone well.

Did he say what had happened to Ant after he'd been shot?---Yeah, he'd been taken to Northam. 

Did he say what had happened to him after he'd been taken to Northam?---No, he just made a 
comment like, “The barbecue went well.” By that I'd just assumed that he'd disposed of the body 
that way.

Did he tell you who was the owner of the Northam property?---Not at that stage but I knew of a 
property in Northam that they used to use, take the kids up there for weekends, let them ride their 
motorbikes and stuff around and stay overnight and stuff like that. 

Did you know who the owner of that property was?---A person that I know of as Vance. 

Do you know what sort of occupation Vance had?---He's an owner-driver of a truck. He's got a 
yellow and white Mack. 
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Had you seen Vance before?---Yeah, at Gary's place. He'd be there on a regular basis. I think he 
was pretty close with Gary. 

Do you know whether Vance knew Les Hoddy at all?---Yep.

Have you ever been to that Northam property yourself?---No, I've never been there. I don't even 
know where exactly it is. I just know it's in the Northam area. 

Thank you. I just want to take you through that again.

Mr Reid, so you arrived. Gary White's sitting at the kitchen when you arrived at the house and 
then there was some conversation between you and Mr White. Is that right?---Yes. 

I'll just get you to go through it again. Did you say something to Gary White about what had 
happened the night before?---I just made a comment along the lines of his shooting ability, like 
he needed to get some target practice and he said, “Don't worry. Don't worry about that. All six 
hit the target.” By that, I obviously thought that it meant that all six had hit Ant. 

Did Mr White then tell you what had happened to Ant?---He said he'd been up to Northam and 
the barbecue had gone well. 

Did he tell you the type of property that he'd been taken to at Northam?---No, but I knew of the 
property, that they'd been up there on several occasions, taken the kids up there riding bikes and 
stuff for the weekend. 

Did Mr White say what had happened up at the Northam property?---He just said, “The barbecue 
went well.” By that I assumed that held chucked Ant on the fire. 

Did Mr Gary White in this conversation tell you anything about what the fire had been prepared 
for?---Well, they used to have it up there for the kids but he said it had been prepared for another 
reason but I don't know what it was.

After this particular incident did you ever speak about this incident, apart from speaking with 
Gary White, to any other person?---No. 

Did you ever discuss it with Lionel or Rainbow?---No. 

A week or so after this conversation with Gary White at his house on the Monday morning did 
you have another conversation with Gary White about the disposal of Ant's body?---Yeah. I'd 
gone around to see Gary and he said he'd been up to Northam and he made a comment like, “I'll 
never do it like that again. I didn't expect to see what I seen. Next time it'll be off the back of a 
boat.” 

Was there any further conversation apart from that?---No, not really, no. 

You mentioned that apart from Gary White you didn't discuss it with anyone. You didn't discuss 
it with Lionel or Rainbow in particular. Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury 
why you didn't discuss it with anybody?---Nothing to talk about. Nothing to do with me. It was 
none of my doing. It was just things you don't talk about. 

If I can move you on now to Sunday, 24 March 2002, on that particular day did you tell police - 
provide a statement to police about these events that related to the shooting of Ant by Gary 
White?---Yes. 

During the course of that day were you shown a number of photo-boards by Detective 
Beesley?---Yes. 

Thank you. I would ask that the witness can be shown those photocopies of those photo-boards. 
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I will just get you to look at those in order. When you were shown the photo-boards have you 
written on them as to the image you have picked out?---Yes. 

Do you have a board there numbered - or a photocopy of board number 5135?---Yes. 

Did you pick a photo out of that particular photo-board?---Yes. I picked out image 5. 

Image 5. On the photo-board does it read, “Selected image 5” with your signature there?---Yes. 

Has it also got your name, Sidney John Reid, a time 3.25 pm and a date 24 March 2002?---Yes. 

Is there a signature of Jason Beesley as witnessing that particular identification?---Yeah, and 
rank and number. 

Yes. Thank you. My learned friend - who is that particular person you identified there?---That is 
the person identified as Ant. 

If your Honour pleases, my learned friend agrees that number 5 on the photo-board is in fact Ant 
and I tender that particular photo-board number 5135. 

SCOTT J: Photo-board number 5135 will become exhibit 16. 

EXHIBIT 16 Crown Photo-board number 5135 

BATES, MR: My learned friend agrees that that's a photograph of Anthony David Tapley. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. 

BATES, MR: Apart from Ant did you know him by any other name?---No, just Ant.

Do you have the next numbered photo-board in the sequence there, number 5136?---Yes. 

Did you select an image on that particular photo-board?---Yeah, number 3. 

Who is number 3?---Lionel. 

Lionel is the nickname for Richard Samuels. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

Did you sign the photo-board as your named appeared, Sidney John Reid, with the time 3.26 pm 
on 24 March 2002?---Yes. 

Was that the time and date you made the photo-board identification?---Yes. 

Is it witnessed by Jason Beesley with his rank and number?---Yes. 

I tender the photo-board number 5136 and my learned friend accepts that number 3 is a 
photograph of Richard Lee Samuels. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 17 will be photo-board number 5136; photograph number 3 of which is said 
to be Richard Samuels. 

EXHIBIT 17 Crown Photo-board number 5136 

BATES, MR: Next I show the witness photo-board number 5137. 

Do you have that in front of you, Mr Reid?---Yes. 

Did you make an identification on that particular board?---Yes, number 9. 

Number 9. Who is number 9?---Rainbow. 

Have you signed the identification there?---Yeah, signed it, written me name, time, 3.26, 24/3/02. 

And you have selected photograph number 9 as being Rainbow. Is that correct?---Yep. 
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And is it witnessed by Detective Beesley?---Yeah. 

I tender photo-board number 5137. My learned friend accepts that number 9 is Rainbow, or 
Dennis Walter Jardin. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 18 will be photo-board number 5137, photograph 9 on which is accepted to 
be the man who has been called Rainbow. 

EXHIBIT 18 Crown Photo-board number 5137 

BATES, MR: I will show you photo-board number 5138?---Yep. Did you make an identification 
from that particular photo-board?---Number 11. 

Who is number 11?---That's Vance. 

Have you signed it and dated it and put the time of the identification, namely 3.27 on 24 March 
2002?---Yes. 

Has it been witnessed by Detective Beesley?---Yes. 

Yes, and my learned friend agrees that number 11 is a photograph of Vance Ronald Stratton. I 
tender the photo-board number 5138. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 19 will be photo-board 5138 showing as number 11 the person known as 
Vance. 

EXHIBIT 19 Crown Photo-board 5138 

BATES, MR: Do you have a final photo-board there?---Yeah, 5193. 

Did you make an identification off that particular photo-board?---Yes, number 6. 

Who is number 6?---A person I know as Susie Wong. Is there a date that you made that particular 
identification on?---26/3/2002. 

Have you indicated a time that you made it, 2.53 pm?---Yes. Is it witnessed by Detective Beesley 
with his rank and serial number?---Yep. 

Yes. Thank you. My learned friend accepts that number 6 is a photograph of Susan Kaye Miller, 
also known as Susie Wong. 

SCOTT J: Is the photo-board number 5193 or 5139?

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases. 

SCOTT J: What is the photo-board number, please?

BATES, MR: 5193, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: 5193. All right. Photo-board 5193 will be exhibit 20, showing number 6 which is 
accepted as Susie Wong. 

EXHIBIT 20 Crown Photo-board 5193 

BATES, MR: My learned friend also accepts that the reference to Gary White is the accused 
man, Gary Ernest White. 

Now, those photo-board identifications, four of them were made on Sunday, 24 March, and one 
on 26 March. Is that correct?---Yes. 
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On 24 March when you told police about this and made a statement in relation to the matter, did 
you also draw for police a sketch of the property at 12 Jade Street depicting what happened on 
this particular day, Sunday, 19 August 2001?---Yes. 

Thank you. I have got copies of the sketch and I would ask if Mr Usher can hand those out to the 
ladies and gentlemen of the jury. 

CANNON, MR: No objection, sir. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. Does the witness have a copy of the sketch? 

BATES, MR: He does, and I would ask if Mr Reid could be provided with a copy of the sketch 
that he has drawn. 

Could you hold the sketch, Mr Reid, up so that the words “sea containers” are in the top right-
hand corner of the sketch?---What, hold it up facing you? 

Can you have the sketch so you can read the word Shed on it with the sea containers in the top 
right-hand corner? Have you got - - -?---Yep. 

Thank you; and perhaps if you just take us through in your own words what you have set out on 
the particular sketch there?---Just a rough plan of where things were situated in the yard and 
where the first shot was fired and the path they took leading to the final shot. 

All right. I will just take you through the sketch first of all. On the top right-hand corner, are 
there two rectangles with the words Sea Cont - c-o-n-t - for sea container?---Yes. 

Were they the sea containers containing your property and being your sea containers that were 
stored at Gary White's property at 12 Jade Street in Maddington?---That's correct. 

And then to the left of that as you look at the plan, have you set out a sketch of the house at 12 
Jade Street, Maddington, with the various areas inside the house?---Yes. 

Have you also indicated there with some crosses, cross sketching and written the words Brick 
Paving?---Yeah. That was where the barbecue table was out the back of the house. 

Was that the area where you first saw Susie Wong talking to Ant when you got to the property?---
Yes. 

You have indicated in your evidence or you have a referred to a shed and semitrailer. Are those 
depicted there in the bottom right-hand corner of the sketch?---Yes. 

There's a semitrailer to the right of the shed. Is that right?---Yeah, at an angle. 

Then you have got written in there First Shot and two circles and a dotted line in between. Just 
tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what that is showing there?---Well it's showing where 
Ant was and Gary was when Gary fired the first shot, facing each other. 

Just tell us the letter that's below - which one is Gary and which one is Ant?---Gary is closest to 
the house and Ant is furthest from the house. 

You said they are facing each other. Is that right?---Yes. Then after that shot what have you 
shown next?---I've shown a series like a dotted line of the path that Gary and Ant took after Ant 
had spun around and taken off from Gary. 

You have got Semitrailer there and the words there 10 to 15 Foot. Is that right?---No, that trailer 
was 40 foot, so that would be 10 or 15 metres I suppose.10 or 15 metres, all right. Then just take 
us around - you have showed the three shots around the back of the semitrailer and the shed. Is 
that right?---Yeah, that vicinity between the shed and the wall and progressing from the trailer. 
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There was three shots fired around there. They were the three shots that I didn't actually visually 
see, I only heard. 

Thank you. Then after those three shots what else have you shown in the plan there?---Another 
shot being fired on the inside of the property which is Ant - - - 

Thank you. What was the - go on?---That was where Ant was shot when he was climbing over 
the gate. 

You mentioned he was still inside the property at that stage. Is that right?---Yes. 

Then what else is shown on the plan there?---There's like a stick representation of a body on the 
outside of the gate where the final shot was fired in the position Ant was sort of lying in when he 
was shot. 

Inside the plan there you have got 25 Metres written. Are you able to tell the ladies and 
gentlemen of the jury what that 25 metres relates to?---That's just a rough representation of the 
measurement between the gates and the shed. 

After Ant was shot by Gary White outside of the gates, on the outside of the gates, you have told 
us that his body was taken and put somewhere. Have you shown that on the plan?---Yeah. 
There's a rectangle partial drawing that's part missing off the actual paper, but there's a 
rectangular side just inside the gate, to the left if you were looking out from the inside of the 
property towards the road, and his body was placed just in front of that furthest away from the 
fence. 

You have also got a representation of a concrete wall that runs along that eastern side of the 
property. Is that correct?---Yes. 

If your Honour pleases, I tender a copy of the sketch of Mr Reid. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 21 will be the sketch prepared by the witness. 

EXHIBIT 21 Crown Sketch prepared by S.J. Reid 

BATES, MR: Was that sketch drawn on this particular day, 24 March 2001 (sic) when you 
signed the statement and made the photo-board identifications of the four people Ant, Lionel, 
Rainbow and Vance?---Yes. 

SCOTT J: Mr Bates, it may help if we know where the witness was when he says he saw the 
first shot. 

BATES, MR: Yes. 

SCOTT J: I don't know how we can do it but perhaps we can do it and hold it up to the 
screen?---I can actually describe where I was. 

BATES, MR: Yes, I will just take - - -?---I was just near the - see where Ant and Gary were 
standing? If you come back to where the end of the semitrailer ends I was in that vicinity just 
there. We had actually slowly walked from the house down that way and we were sort of just 
near the end of the shed, beginning of the trailer. 

SCOTT J: That helps us?---So it's sort of directly behind them but - - - 

BATES, MR: So you were basically at the end of the semitrailer close to the shed. Is that 
right?---That's correct. 

Yes, thank you. I would ask that the witness could be shown the street directory open at the page 
of the Maddington area. 
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Are you able just by reference to that street directory to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury 
the name of the street where you dropped Richard Samuels, or the gentleman Lionel, when you 
dropped him off after the shooting at 12 Jade Street, Maddington?---Yeah, I'm just trying to find 
Jade Street and then I'll be able to tell you. 

SCOTT J: Does the witness have the same map that we have? BATES, MR: Yes, he does. 

SCOTT J: It's on page 436 at the foot of the page?---Very well. Yep, I've got it. Warrida Way. 

BATES, MR: Warrida Way. That's W-a-r-r-i-d-a. Is that right?---Yes, that's it. It goes up and then 
does a right-angled turn and the house was just near the corner. 

Yes, that's Warrida Way and it's at C3 of the map. Yes, thank you, Mr Reid, if you could just put 
that to one side. You've described doing drug business in the early hours of the morning. Are you 
able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury around this time in August of 2001 what periods 
of time during the day you used to be awake and what periods of time you used to sleep?---I used 
to be awake generally all night every night and sleep during the day. 

I used to go out and do my business at night. 

If I can take you through on 15 February 2001, did you participate in a video record of interview 
in relation to the bombing deaths of Hancock and Lewis at Lathlain on 

1 September 2000?---Yes. 

Did you confess to involvement in that particular bombing?---Yes. 

Subsequently, were you charged with the wilful murders of Don Hancock and Lou Lewis?---Yes. 

Then later on 27 March 2002 did you plead guilty in the Supreme Court to the wilful murder of 
Don Hancock and the murder of Lou Lewis?---That's correct. 

Were you sentenced to life. imprisonment for the wilful murder of Don Hancock and Lou Lewis 
with a minimum of 15 years for Don Hancock and 8 years for Lou Lewis before you could be 
considered eligible for parole?---That's correct. 

Are you presently serving the sentences of imprisonment that have been imposed upon you?---
Yes. 

Prior to coming to court, have you seen a video film of the property at 12 Jade Street in 
Maddington?---Yes. 

Does that set out the property as it appeared, minus various items that have been removed, on 19 
August 2001?---Yes. 

Have you also seen some photographs which were taken at a later date of the property at 12 Jade 
Street in Maddington?---Yes. 

Do those photographs also show the general layout of the house and the shed and the gates and 
the front fence of the property?---Yes. 

Yes, thank you, Mr Reid, if you would just wait there.

SCOTT J: It might be a convenient time, I think, to take our break. We will have a break for 
about 15 minutes and then we will resume. 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases. I - - -

SCOTT J: Just bear with me. Yes, Mr Bates? 
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BATES, MR: Yes, thank you, your Honour. I just seek to formally seek to do two things: firstly, 
to tender by consent the plan that's up on the board of 12 Jade Street, Maddington. 

SCOTT J: Very well. That plan will become exhibit 22. 

EXHIBIT 22 Crown Plan of 12 Jade Street, Maddington 

BATES, MR: I would also seek to tender, also by consent, a photo-board of photographs of 12 
Jade Street, Maddington. 

SCOTT J: That will become exhibit 23, the photo-board of Jade Street, Maddington. 

EXHIBIT 23 Crown photo-board of photographs of 12 Jade Street, Maddington 

BATES, MR: That's the evidence of Mr Reid if your Honour pleases. 

SCOTT J: Yes. Thank you. Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mr Reid, to make sure that I have heard your evidence correctly, the first shot 
that you have described as hitting Tapley - did I hear right when you said it struck him in the 
shoulder?---Yeah, the left shoulder. 

In the left shoulder?---Or shoulder area.

Can you remember making statements on previous occasions in this matter?---Yes. 

I think you have made at least four statements concerning this matter?---Yes. 

The last statement you made is dated 16 September 2002 and paragraph 132 - I will read it to 
you. You can correct me if I'm wrong, “He then fired one shot that hit Ant in the upper left chest 
area”?---Well, chest, shoulder. It's the same area: upper chest, shoulder. It's all part of the same 
area.

In other statements that you have made in this matter, you have also referred to the first shot as 
hitting him in the upper left chest area?---Yep. 

And you say that that's the same as what you have said today. The first shot hit him in the 
shoulder?---Well, I refer to the chest and the shoulder as the same area. 

Now, again in case I have misheard you, you describe the revolver today?---Yep. 

Would you give that description again?---It's a short, snub-nosed 38 revolver with a brown 
wooden handle, with a black body - metallic body. 

You know about guns, do you not?---Yes, I do. And you recognise guns?---Yes. 

Have you ever described it as a .38-calibre revolver?---Yes, which is the same thing, a snub-nose 
38 Special. 

You have just described it as a snub-nosed 37, haven't you?---No. 

SCOTT J: I think the witness said 38, Mr Cannon.

CANNON, MR: Certainly. 

Then I must have misheard you because you have always described it as a 38 with a brown 
wooden handle?---That's correct. 

Now, how far would you have been from Gary when the shooting took place, the first shot?---
Around 20 feet.
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I note in your statement of  3 June you referred to the fact that, Gary levelled the gun at Ant and 
said, “I'm going to make an example of you,” and he fired one shot that hit Ant in the upper left 
chest area, and at that stage you say you were that distance behind him?---That's correct. 

Now, you had a key to the gate - - -?---Yes. 

- - - did you not?---Yes. 

Rainbow had a key to the gate?---Yes.

And Gary had a key to the gate?---Yes. 

The trucks in the yard always had a gate key attached to the truck key kept in the truck?---I 
wouldn't know about that part. 

Why would Gary need to ring you to bring a key?

BATES, MR: I object to the question because it's seeking the state of mind of Mr White. 

SCOTT J: Yes. Don't answer for the moment. I think what you are seeking can be put another 
way if you are asking the witness about Gary's state of mind. I don't think that's really what you 
want to know. 

CANNON, MR: Yes, certainly. 

Were you surprised when you were asked to unlock the gates or lock the gates?---No, because 
I've been asked to go around and unlock gates and let people in before. 

But people were already in there, were they not, when you got there?---Yeah, but I didn't know 
that. 

Didn't you ask him, “Why not Rainbow unlock or lock the gates”?---Why would I ask him to, 
“Why not let Rainbow do it” when I didn't know if there was anyone there. I just got asked to go 
around and make sure the gates were locked. 

You couldn't find your key?---No, because it was at home.

When you drove there, the gates, you had to get somebody else to unlock the gates for you?---
No, the gates were open. I drove in and asked Rainbow if he'd go and lock the gates because you 
needed a key to unlock the lock, to lock it. 

So they were open when you got there?---Yes. 

Were they locked after you left?---Well, I don't know. I drove out. The gates were open for me to 
drive out. 

Next day when you went back around about lunchtime and you drove in, were the gates open or 
locked?---Open. 

Had you found your key by then?---No. 

In your evidence you said that you had an arrangement on 18 August 2002 that you were going 
to get guns and Gary was interested in purchasing a gun, Gary White?---That's correct. 

He went around to your place when Mr O'Connor was there?---That's correct.

You say he came in connection with the gun or guns?---That's correct. 

You say that he was short of some money that you had to take to get the gun?---That's correct. 

That he only had approximately 1500 in cash for the gun?---That's what I believe, yes. 
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He was $500 short?---Yep. 

You said that Cliff - that's Cliff O'Connor - lent him the money to make it up to $2000?---Yep. 

You're quite sure of this?---Yes. 

You couldn't be mistaken?---No. 

When you, as you say, gave him back the money later on the 19th, how much money did you 
give him?---$2000. 

How was Cliff O'Connor going to get back his $500?---Gary gave it to him before he left to go 
back to Leonora. They went out down the pub after I left to go and get the guns. 

You see, Cliff O'Connor denies ever lending Gary White any money at all at any time?---That's 
his prerogative, I suppose. 

The lady you referred to as Rhonda Howe, she has been at the house, I think it is 17 Albourne 
Street or Way, Balga. Is that correct?---Yep. 

She was residing there with Alan Wishaw, also known as Big Al?---Yep. 

And a man called Tony Sarros - S-a-r-r-o-s?---Yep.

You say she was going to arrange guns?---Yep. 

You have dealt with Big Al and Tony Sarros and Rhonda Howe for some time as a drug dealer, 
have you not?---That's correct. 

Is this the first time that you have ever dealt with Rhonda Howe in respect of guns?---Yes. 

Were you surprised that she would have access to guns?---Not really. Guns are pretty easy to 
pick up anywhere. 

You gave your first statement to the police on 24 March 2002?---That's correct. 

You had been arrested or taken into custody on 13 February - - -?---15 February. 

I think it was the 14th you were at the police station and on the 15th you were arrested?---That's 
correct. 

It was then on the 15th that you made your first confession to being a party to the killing of Don 
Hancock and Lewis?---Yep. 

You did not at that stage mention anything to them about having witnessed the execution of 
Tapley?---No. 

And it wasn't until 24 March, some time after your arrest for the wilful murder, that you decided 
to make a statement implicating Gary White in the murder of Tapley?---Yep. 

Can you tell us why you decided to make a statement about Gary White being involved in a 
murder?---I'd been asked if there was any other incidents I'd like to clear up. 

Were you told at that stage that the prospect, if you were going to plead guilty to the two 
murders, Hancock and Lewis, that with these murders you could be sentenced to a minimum 
parole period of, say, 30 years?---What do you mean by minimum parole period of 30 years? 

You're not considered for parole until you have served 30 years in custody?---15. 

You were given 15, were you?---Yeah. 

And the judge, when he sentenced you on 27 March - - -?---Was 15 to 19 years. 
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Who told you about the 15 to 19 years?---DPP. 

Did you see the DPP in custody?---It was all done through the police. 

What about your lawyer Mr - - -?---I spoke to Dave Caporn. I spoke to Robert Mazza, my 
lawyer. He organised it. 

When had you engaged Mr Mazza?---From when I got charged. What date was that?---15th. 

So you had Mr Mazza as your lawyer from the 15th?---Robert Mazza has been my lawyer since 
the GBH. I got charged on the 15th for the murders of Hancock and Lewis and then Mazza come 
and seen me out at Casuarina Prison after that. 

In respect of the GBH you had another lawyer, did you not, Mr John Price?---Only for me bail. 

Only for your bail. When Mr Mazza came to see you did he give you advice on what your 
minimum parole period would be if you pleaded guilty to two murders?---He didn't give me a 
specific time period. He told me if I pleaded guilty I would get a percentage off. 

Did he tell you if you co-operated with the police and involved other people who may be 
responsible for serious crimes that you could get a further deduction in your parole period?---He 
said the more I had to tell the more I got. Basically if I wanted to clear the air about anything it 
was all in my favour.

Had the police indicated to you that the more you told the less time you would serve?---Well, I 
got told it would be a minimum of 15 or a maximum of 30. It was up to me which way I 
wanted to go.

It was up to you which way you wanted to go. You saw Mr Mazza and Mr Mazza is not an 
appointed lawyer by the Gypsy Jokers, was he?---No, he's not an appointed lawyer by the Gypsy 
Jokers at all. 

He was selected by yourself?---That's right, on my GBH matter. 

Mr Mazza is noted for not only being an extremely competent lawyer but an extremely honest 
and respectable person?---Yes. 

Did Superintendent Caporn bring and discuss with you the video record of interview that you 
had made on the 15th day of February when you were arrested for the two murders?---Yes. 

Did he suggest that it would be dangerous to hand this video to Mr Mazza because it may be 
passed on to the Gypsy Jokers?---He made a comment like that and I reassured him there would 
be no problem with that because Rob Mazza does not work for the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle 
club. He works for me, not the club. 

I am suggesting to you that you were more frightened of the Gypsy Jokers finding out that you 
had talked to the police on 15 February than you were of going to prison?---I was more 
concerned for my partner than myself. 

More concerned for your partner than yourself. Is that correct?---Yeah. 

When guns, explosives and drugs were found on your premises, you were both charged, your 
partner and yourself?---That's correct. 

You were charged because they were found in the house and neither of you would admit to being 
in possession?---That's correct. 
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You did not then consider your partner by deciding to plead guilty to being in possession to spare 
her because it was made obvious to you that if you pleaded guilty, she would be not charged?---
No, we just both refused any knowledge of anything. 

You say you were concerned about your partner?---Different situation. 

When Hancock and Lewis were killed on the 1st day of September 2002, you indicated that you 
had no remorse over Hancock but you were sorry about Lewis?---That's correct.

Would you regard yourself as a person who shows indifference to the fate of others?---No, I feel 
remorse for Lewis because he's an innocent victim. 

According to you, shortly before the death of Hancock and Lewis, on the 19th day of August 
2002 you saw, according to you, Tapley executed in a brutal way?---That's correct. 

You did not endeavour to say anything?---No. 

In fact you offered to tidy up, which means assist in getting rid of the body?---That's correct.

When you came back on the Monday, you made comments about what a poor shot the accused 
was that it took him six shots to bring down Tapley?---That's correct. 

You treated it as a joke?---I wouldn't say joke. I just made a comment.

I'm suggesting to you that you're an extraordinary selfish man who only thinks of himself?---If 
that's your opinion, then you're right.

You were indifferent to the fate of any person that you nominated?---Can you repeat that? I didn't 
hear you. 

You were indifferent to any person that you nominated. You didn't care who you nominated as 
long as you got your own sentence reduced?---That's your opinion, yes.

Slater had been your mate in Kalgoorlie. Is that correct?---Yep. 

And the unfortunate Mr Billy Grierson who got shot in October was also your friend?---Yep. 

In respect of Grierson, you blamed him for the grievous bodily harm in respect of the assault on 
the man Viddens V-i-d-d-e-n-s?---No. 

He was angry with you, was he not?---Who? 

In one of your statements you refer to the fact, “He seemed angry”?---What - what are we talking 
about? Are we talking about Billy getting shot or - - - 

No. We're talking about Viddens and your relationship with Slater after you were charged?---
Viddens? Viddens got a good flogging because he stole from me and he copped a flogging for it, 
and we got charged with the GBH. 

When you got charged with the GBH, you blamed Slater for going too far, losing his cool?---I 
believe he did, yes. I played a part in it; I'm not denying that. I give it to Viddens too, but Slater 
went over the top, I - I believe. 

So - - -?---Irrespective, I'm just guilty as him. I don't deny that. 

As far as you were concerned, however, he played the major part?---He done the major damage 
with the hammer, yes. 

And in respect of the bombing of Hancock, Slater was also involved with you there?---Yep. 

You told the police that only the two of you were involved?---Yes. 
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You told the police that the Gypsy Jokers organisation had nothing to do with the plan?---Not the 
bombing. There was surveillance that - - - 

And in fact you - I'm sorry?---There was surveillance that the Gypsy Jokers were involved in, 
there was a plan to shoot Hancock that the Gypsy Jokers knew about, but the bombing itself was 
not - was not approved by the club. It wasn't sanctioned. 

In fact you told them that Les Hoddy, who was a lifetime member of the Gypsy Jokers and a 
founder, would not have sanctioned the bombing?---Not the bombing, no. He would've 
sanctioned shooting. 

And of course the bombing, as the judge told you when he sentenced you, not only killed two 
men but also risked the lives of many others who were in the vicinity of the blast?---That's 
correct. 

He said it was a very bad act of terrorism. You heard him say that?---Yep. 

He said he would have given you 25 years - - -?---Correct. - - - except that you had agreed to co-
operate in respect of Slater?---Yep. 

And also you had offered to solve something that had been a mystery, namely Tapley's 
disappearance?---That's correct. 

And in respect of Ora Banda where there were a number of charges, that in October 2002, before 
the bombing of Hancock on 1 September 2002?---Yep.

You were told that you were going to escape those damage charges?---For Ora Banda? 

Yes?---Yes. 

And you were told that they were going to put the grievous bodily harm charges on hold?---Yes. 

You then proceeded to give statements whenever they requested you because if you did not, you 
put in jeopardy the lower sentence that you received on the 27th day of March?---Yep. 

You were prepared, I put it to you, to say anything to anybody to save your own skin?---No. I 
wouldn't go as far as to say that. I was going as far as to say that, “I'd give you the crimes that I 
knew about.” 

Now, after the alleged shooting of Tapley, you never discussed it with anyone?---No. It was none 
of my business; just a couple of conversations I had with White. 

You went home to your lady friend?---Yes. 

And then went out drug dealing for the evening?---That's correct. 

And after the explosion that killed Hancock and Lewis, after seeing it on the television and 
knowing that Hancock and Lewis were dead, you also went out drug dealing?---Went about me 
life, yeah. 

Went about your life. In fact because you knew you would be a suspect in the Hancock bombing 
you went home and got your colours, which is the uniform that you wear in the Gypsy Jokers?---
All Gypsy Jokers were going to be suspects. I didn't want my colours in the house when the 
house got raided, if it got raided. 

You went home and got your colours. Also you told the police you took your jewellery in case 
they came and searched the place and didn't account for your jewellery?---That's correct. 

Big Al - correct name is Alan Wishaw - committed suicide, did he not?---As far as I know, yes.
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You were told this on the day before you were apprehended by the police on 14 February 2002. 
Tony Sarros told you that?---Yep. 

According to you, after witnessing the death of Tapley you went to Big Al's house in 17 
Albourne Way, Balga and went north to deal in drugs, came back and stayed there and didn't go 
home till the next day, which would have been the Monday?---Yeah. 

You went dealing drugs?---Yep. 

Were you completely indifferent to the death of Tapley?---What do you mean by completely 
indifferent to the death of Tapley? What do you mean by that? 

Just shrugged it off and didn't worry about it. Another Sunday?---If that's the way you want to 
look at it, yeah.

I'm suggesting to you that when you had found yourself charged with the murder of Hancock and 
Lewis and could not go back on your statement you didn't care what you did so long as you got 
put in a prison where no-one could reach you and got the minimum parole period?---That's your 
opinion, yes. 

Then you started negotiating with them for visiting rights for your lady friend?---Yes. 

And you knew that by visiting rights you were going to be sent to the Eastern States?---Do I 
know that? 

Did you know it then?---Eh? 

Did you know it then?---What? 

When you asked for special visiting rights that you were going to go to the Eastern States?---No, 
I just asked to see me girl. 

What, four times a year or every 4 months would be three times a year?---That's correct. 

But you can see visitors if you're in Western Australia on a regular basis, can you not?---Yeah, 
but I'm not going to put her at risk. 

I'm suggesting to you that the deal was to get out of Western Australia and you would go to the 
Eastern States and she would be paid to visit you there?---I don't know. You will have to ask Ken 
about my deal in regards to that. 

Didn't you look at the deal and make the decisions?---Yeah.

Did you know what was going to happen to you?---Yeah, I was going to serve 15 years in a 
prison. 

And you knew also from previous experience that anybody who confesses himself and pleads 
guilty is left alone in the prison; that if he turns against any other person he's what is known as a 
dog?---Yep. 

And the other prisoners make your life a misery?---Yep.

In fact the day before you were apprehended, which would have been 13 February 2002, Tony 
Sarros came to see you because he wanted you to believe that he wasn't a dog telling anything 
about the Hancock affair?---Yep. 

And he reassured you that Al Wishaw and him would not drop you in it?---Yeah. 

Of course, the next day you were picked up by the police, the 14th?---Yep. 
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On the 14th what time were you picked up at?---I don't know what time it was. It was after 9 
o'clock at night. 

At night. They were very considerate. You're a night person?---That's correct. 

When you went to the police station, who did you see at first?---Police. 

Did you see Officer Robertson?---Not at first, no. 

When was the first time you saw Officer Robertson?---I'd been there a few hours. 

A few hours?---Yep. 

Did you have an off-the-record discussion with Detective Robertson?---Yep.

I think he's referred to as Jock. That's his - - -?---That's him. 

That record of interview was given on the basis that you're not to be charged with the murder if 
you told them certain things?---No, that was given on the basis that my girl went into protection. 

What about you?---Well, I was going to get charged regardless.

Did he tell you that then?---Well, I was never going to walk away from it.

Right but you knew that that interview was not going to be used in evidence, the first interview 
on the 13th day of February?---On the 14th. 

The 14th, I'm sorry. 

BATES, MR: Perhaps you should clarify which interview. With whom? 

CANNON, MR: Yes, I'll get to that. 

So on the 14th you made a record of interview, a video, that was agreed would not be admissible 
in evidence. Is that correct?---No, the only video interview I done was with Dave Caporn. 

Did you make a statement off the record?---Spoke to Jock about getting my girl into protection if 
I pleaded guilty and told the story.

In that initial discussion you nominated your good friend I think you call him Slim Slater - as 
being the only person involved with you in the bombing?---On the day of the bombing, yes. 

And exonerated the club?---Yep. 

The next day Detective Sergeant Peter De La Motte and Detective Superintendent David Caporn 
interviewed you and that was on video, was it not?---That's correct. 

When they got near the end of the video, it was put to you, “Has anyone ever made a threat to 
you in relation to talking to the police” and your reply was, “No-one has really ever threatened 
me in regard to talking to the police and that aspect of things. It's just a common part of a club 
thing. If you talk to the police and make statements, be prepared for the consequences”?---That's 
correct. 

Did Superintendent Caporn ask you, “And those consequences being for the purpose of the 
video” and your answer was, “Depends on how bad you fuck up. You just get a flogging”?---
Well, it depends. It depends on what you do. 

Did you say that to Superintendent Caporn?---I could have said something along them lines, 
yeah, but I don't know. I haven't seen the video - - - 
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Then it was Detective Superintendent Caporn who put to you, “And what's the worst that could 
happen” and you said, “I might not be sitting here doing this.” Can you remember saying that?---
That's correct, yes. 

It was Detective Superintendent Caporn said, “So you are talking about a threat of death” and 
you replied, “Yeah”?---Yep. 

You say you wanted to protect the young lady, and you refer to her as Tash?---Yep. 

Short for Natasha, and you were asked by Detective De La Motte, “Have you ever passed any 
information on to her about this” - this is referring to the bombing - and your reply was, “No, but 
she's not a silly girl either”?---That's correct. 

What did you mean by that?---Well, she would have known something was going on. 

As you said later, “Okay, has anyone else told her that you're aware of,” and that was Detective 
De La Motte, and your reply was, “No, not that I'm aware of but, just like I say, she is no 
idiot”?---That's correct. 

Was it ever suggested to you that she could be charged with some offence relating to the death of 
Hancock and Lewis?---Nope. 

Never suggested by anybody?---No. 

Why were you so interested in protecting her and not looking after yourself?---Well, if the club 
want to get to me and they can't get to me, they're going to go through her to get to me, aren't 
they? 

In fact you wanted to visit a friend on the night of the bombing, a girl who you knew in 
Kalgoorlie, Rana, so that she would be out of the house if the police came; told her to take the 
two pit bulls with her?---Yep. 

Now, when the video came to an end there seemed to have been a misunderstanding?---Yep. 

You thought that you were not going to be charged and that that video would not be used against 
you?---No, that's not correct. 

What was the disagreement?---The disagreement was because when I spoke to Jock, he said, 
“you'd probably have to do 7 years for murder,” right, and when I spoke to Caporn, he said “The 
minimum is 15 years for wilful murder.” That's what the discrepancy was. 

Reading from the transcript of the tape, when the disagreement - - -?---I asked to see Jock. 

Superintendent Caporn said, “Okay, all right, but at no stage have we given you any undertaking 
in relation to your involvement and exonerating you for your involvement in this crime. Is that 
correct?” and your answer was, “Run that one by me again,” and Detective Superintendent 
Caporn explained it again, that it would be improper for him to offer you any inducement, and it 
was at that stage you said, “Better get Jock back in here for that one”?---That's right. 

Did Jock Robertson come back in again?---Yes.

And you insisted on speaking to Jock?---Yes. 

Were you told by Jock that you were only do 7 years?---Well, 7 years is the minimum for 
murder, apparently 7 to 14, but I was - - - 

And after speaking to Jock - - -?---But I was to be charged for wilful murder, which is a 
minimum of 15. 
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They also indicated that you would have to do some nominating of other names and other crimes 
before they made any recommendation for your parole period to be reduced. Does that - - -?---
No. That was - that was offered. 

What was offered?---I offered to give them the whole story: 

Ora Banda, Hancock, and then Ant come at a later date. 

At that stage you haven't said anything about Tapley?---No. Then Superintendent Caporn started 
a completely new video?---Yep. 

And you went through it all over again?---Yep. 

And told them everything, and did you tell them at one stage because you had been told you 
could get a better deal that you felt you have been fucked over by the police?---I was just pissed 
off about the 7 years and 15 years. I'd all I wanted was to be told straight up from the start. It was 
just a misunderstanding on Jock's part. 

You made the second video record of interview and then you were before the Supreme Court on 
the 27th and you left it to Mr Mazza so ably to present a plea of mitigation on your behalf?---
Yep. 

Then where were you taken after you had been convicted in the Supreme Court on 27 March?---
It's not up to me to say. 

Certainly. If you don't want to reveal that, that's - that was a question - I didn't really want to get 
that sort of an answer, but on the 24th, the day before you went to court, that was the first time 
that you spoke about the Tapley matter?---Yep. 

So that when you went to court on the 27th you not only had letters in respect of Ora Banda and 
in respect of Hancock and Lewis but now you also had an additional letter of comfort, as it's 
called, indicating that you were going to co-operate in helping them solve the disappearance of 
Tapley and you gave the name of the accused as having disposed of him. Let's go to your 
statement. You say you have never been to the Northam property?---That's correct. 

Did you not go up there to sight a sniper's rifle to see whether or not it shot accurately?---That's 
incorrect. 

Secondly, in your first statement on 24 March you indicated that after the shooting you and 
Samuels - this is of Tapley - took off in the car. You dropped of Samuels and you went home to 
Tasha's?---Yep. 

Did you tell them in the statement that a phone call came through that Gary wanted his money 
back in respect of the gun and you got Tasha to drive you back?---No. I drove back. 

Mm?---I drove back. 

You drove back. Just wait a minute till I find that particular statement and we will see what it has 
got to say?---There was one statement where I said I wasn't sure, I would have to think about it, 
but I'm sure I went back by myself because I went straight to Balga afterwards. 

I'm referring to your statement, which is your first statement, the statement of 24 March 2002, 
paragraph 128: 

After dropping of Lionel I drove home and went inside the house and saw Tash. 

That's correct?---Yep. Paragraph 129: 

I didn't tell her anything about what Gary had done to Ant? ---Yep. 
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Paragraph 130: 

A few minutes later Gary rang me on my mobile and asked me if I had got the gun for him. I told 
him that it didn't eventuate, so he asked me to bring his money he had given me for the gun back 
to him? ---Mm'hm. 

Paragraph 131: 

I think Tash drove me over to Gary's place because I didn't have a driver's licence and I thought 
there would be coppers all over the place. I thought someone would have reported hearing the 
gun shots. When Tash and myself arrived at Gary's place he came out and talked to me when I 
was still sitting in the car with Tash. We had stopped on the roadside out the front of his property 
near to the gates. I returned his money for the gun and told him that the deal had fallen through. I 
said to Gary, “Are you right?” referring to tidying up what happened and getting rid of the body 
and he said, “I clean up my own dirty work.” I saw that Ant was in the same place as when we 
left. Tash didn't see the body as you had to know where to look and so she knew nothing about 
what had occurred. Tash and I then headed home. We had only been there 30 seconds or so - 

When you took off again. Now, that's a clear indication, is it not, that Tash drove you back 
there?---It sounds all right, yeah.

And you say now that didn't happen?---Well, I said I had to think about it. 

You wouldn't have a driver's licence in any event, would you? You were under suspension?---
Been under suspension most of me life. It doesn't stop me driving. 

Exactly. It doesn't stop you driving. You drive all over the north on that particular night not 
worrying about your driver's licence?---Yeah. 

But Natasha wouldn't back you up that she drove back with you, would she?---I don't know. I 
never asked her to.

Did she visit you in prison?---Has she? 

Yes?---I've spoke to her, yes. 

Have you discussed this particular matter with her?---No.

I'm suggesting to you that all your statements concerning what allegedly happened on 19 August 
2002 (sic) at 12 Jade Street is a fiction. There was no murder?---Well, I'd sure like to believe 
that.

Who was present at the time of the shooting?---Two blokes that were in the house that never 
come outside, myself, Richard Samuels, Rainbow, Gary White and Ant. 

What time did the ladies leave?---Only about 5 minutes before the shooting. 

5 minutes before the shooting, and you got home and you've told us you received a call at 9.20, 
is it, or 8.20? What was the time of that call you allege that Gary asked you to come back and 
give him back the money?---I don't know exactly what time it was. I got a phone call. I didn't 
look at what time it was.

But the detectives when they took your statement from you - - -?---It wasn't that long after the 
shooting. 

You attended at the Cannington police station?---Yep. We know what time you booked in there 
at?---Yep. 

You said you received a call from Gary White?---Yep. 
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That wouldn't be on your phone records, would it? It would be on Gary White's records. Isn't that 
correct?---I don't know. 

We're left with the shooting between 8.00 and 9.00. You can't get it any closer, can you?---No, 
because if I don't wear a watch, I don't walk around asking everyone the time all the time. 

The ladies had left?---Yep. 

It happened how long after the ladies had left?---10 minutes at the most. 

That's when the shots were fired?---Yep. 

Now, you certainly didn't go to Northam on the night of the 19th or the early hours of the 
morning of the 20th?---No. 

If anybody saw you on the Northam property, they would be completely mistaken?---That's 
correct. 

You had a grudge against Gary White, did you not? He had reported you to Les Hoddy over 
drugs. You're not allowed to inject drugs in the bikie organisation?---Yep. 

So you didn't have any difficulty nominating him because you were very angry - - -?---Well, he 
never reported me he never reported me to Les Hoddy for injecting drugs.

What did he report you for?---Because I owed him some money for drugs that I hadn't paid him 
for just yet.

Now, in your first statement, you indicated at paragraph 61 that Gary's girlfriend Julie was there 
on the night of the 19th?---Yep. 

Would you be surprised to know that she was not there?---Yeah. 

You actually saw her?---Yep.

Spoke with her?---Said g'day, yes. 

You say you had only met Tapley on that night?---Yep. 

Now, you drink at the Maddington Tavern, do you not?---No.

Never been there?---Maddington Tavern? I've been to one pub over near the Maddington 
shopping centre for tea one night with Gary White, Julie, myself and Tash, and that's the only 
time I've been to a pub in Perth. 

You say you had never seen Tapley before?---That's correct. Prior to going to 12 Jade Street, 
where was Gary White living? I know you came down from Kalgoorlie to live near him in 
Weston Street in February of 2001?---Yes. 

Where was Gary White living at that stage?---At some bloke's house by the name of Gordon. 

Where was that?---It's in Maddington. 

Now, Gary White you had met in Kalgoorlie before?---Yes. And he with one of his trucks that 
was coming down got your furniture down to Weston Street?---One of Gary's trucks? 

Well, he arranged it because he is in the trucking business with trucks going backwards and 
forwards?---No. Granno actually organised someone to do mine. Gary organised someone to 
bring a car down for me but as for all my possessions and that, that was organised through a mate 
of Granno's. 

I'm suggesting to you that you had met Tapley on previous occasions?---Well, I haven't. 
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When he was doing gardening for Gary White, you were a pretty frequent visitor to Gary White; 
every day, you said?---At Jade Street.

What about before that?---I picked him up fucking twice from that house in - that other house at 
Gordon's place. 

When did he move into Jade Street, number 12?---I don't know the exact date. It wasn't long 
after I'd got to Perth. 

You got to Perth in February. Would it a month afterwards?---Mm. 

At that stage, was there another man, Murdoch, living there?---Yep. 

And Gary White was also living there?---Used to stay there every now and then; wasn't actually 
living there. 

He used to stay there. Now, did not you see Tapley come to those premises, number 12 Jade 
Street, on occasions?---Well, he may have come there while I was there but I never took much 
notice. I never knew who he was or - he may have come there but I'm saying I haven't seen him 
before that time. He may have come to them premises; I don't know. 

Were you dealing in stolen property?---Yep. 

Was not Tapley stealing goods such as whipper-snippers, drills, and you were buying them off 
him or giving him amphetamines in return?---No. I don't buy stolen whipper snippers and drills. I 
buy and steal cars. 

Did not Gary White at one stage indicate to you that he was worried about you having in your 
containers on his property stolen goods?---No. 

And explosives?---I didn't have explosives on the property. Did he not ask you who was going to 
be responsible if the police raided and you told him not to worry, you would take 
responsibility?---I never ever had explosives or guns stored at Jade Street at Gary White's 
premises.

Did you have - - -?---I had explosives stored at another place in Jade Street which I told the 
police where they were and they went and collected. 

Perhaps I will break off before I move on to the next aspect. 

SCOTT J: Yes, very well. We will adjourn until 2.15. (Luncheon adjournment) 

SCOTT J: Can you still hear us, Mr Reid?---Yep. You still have television viewing?---Yep. 

All right. I'll hand you back to Mr Cannon. Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mr Reid, what I suggest is that you apply your mind to 19 August at 12 Jade 
Street. What time did you arrive there at?---Around eightish. 

Did you see Susie Miller there?---Yes. 

Was she drunk and under the influence of drugs?---I didn't know. I don't pay much attention to 
her. I said hello and that's it. She was sitting out the back. 

What about the girls? Were they also drunk and under the influence of drugs?---Not to my 
knowledge, no. 

Was not Ant Tapley drunk and under the influence of drugs?---Not to my knowledge, no. 

Gary came home after you had arrived and after those people were there. Is that correct?---Yep. 
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When he came, he quarrelled with Susie Miller, did he not?---Not that I know of, not that I seen. 
I know he told the girls to fuck off.

Didn't he tell Susie Miller that Tara was an epileptic and she was leading the girls astray?---No, 
not that while I was there. I was outside at that stage. 

Didn't he then tell her, “Get going and take the roast” and she went to her car and drove off with 
the three girls, not four girls, three girls?---No, four. 

You didn't hear him tell her to go?---No, I heard him tell - when we went in the house he told 
them to fuck off and when that happened, myself and Lionel walked back outside the house, so 
anything else that happened after that I didn't hear. 

After they had gone, he wanted to talk to Ant Tapley and you went with him to talk to Ant 
Tapley?---No, I didn't go with him; no. 

Did not he tell Ant Tapley to get stolen goods that he'd stored there in your containers off the 
premises?---No. 

Did not he tell both of you that if the police were looking for Tapley, they would eventually come 
to 12 Jade Street and everybody would be in trouble?---No. 

Did he not tell you to get any goods that you had off the premises before there was any 
trouble?---No. 

Did not you have a discussion with Tapley about goods that he had that you wanted to buy?---
No. 

Did he not when he could not agree with you that you would take all of Ant's goods to give Ant 
$400 for the balance 0 the goods that were remaining?---No. 

Did he not say that he would pay this money on Monday the 20th as he did not have the money 
on him?---No. 

Were not the goods that were left after you had taken some goods for amphetamines a wood 
heater and flue and a hot water system?---No. 

Did you not tell White that you had to go to your house in 50 Weston Street, Maddington which 
was only a couple of minutes away?---No. 

Did you suggest to White that you'd had quarrels with Natasha because you'd been away 
Saturday and Sunday and come back late on Monday and she was annoyed and could he give 
you a ring and say he was required so he could get out the house without an argument?---No. 

Has he not given you an alibi with Natasha on other occasions?---No. 

Did you ask him to give you some minutes to get home and then either to call or he would call 
you?---No. 

Did not you have a discussion with Ant to take him with you?---No. 

Did not you go off with Tapley in your vehicle?---No.

Did you not take Tapley to 17 Albourne Way or Street in Balga where the drug dealers Big AI, 
Rhoda Howe, or Rhonda Howe, and Sarros lived?---No. 

Did not he partake of further drugs?---No. 

And did you not drive off with him when you were doing your drug deals?---No. 

Did you go north - - -?---No. 
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- - - on that night?---No. We all stayed in the Balga area. 

Did you go near the Gnangara pine forest?---No.

You're quite sure of that?---Yes. 

Did anything happen to Tapley by way of an overdose?---No.

There are lots of rumours after 19 August that something had gone wrong at Big Al's house?---
No. 

Did you not hear either at 12 Jade Street when people were going backwards and forwards that 
missing persons were making inquiries about Tapley?---No. 

Were you worried that something had happened to Tapley at Big Al's?---No. 

Did Tony Sarros approach you on 13 February 2002, worried that you might think he was 
making a statement to the police?---Yes, regarding another matter. 

What was that other matter?---About the Hancock killing.

About what?---The Hancock bombing. 

But he knew nothing about the Hancock situation, did he?---No. 

SCOTT J: This witness may not know.

CANNON, MR: I beg your pardon, sir? 

SCOTT J: I don't know whether you're asking about Mr Sarros's state of mind of this witness. 

CANNON, MR: No. He has already made a statement, but I will ask him - - - 

SCOTT J: Yes, I know, but I think you need to put it another way. 

CANNON, MR: You have already in your statement said that Big Al and Tony Sarros never 
knew anything about the Hancock, Lewis bombing?---That's correct. 

So why did Sarros approach you on the 13th day of February, worried about something? 

BATES, MR: I object to that question. He is asking - - -?---Because they knew I got - - - I object 
to the question because it's asking about Mr Sarros's state of mind. This witness doesn't know - - 
- 

CANNON, MR: Well - - - 

SCOTT J: It's easier to ask what Mr Sarros said. 

CANNON, MR: What did Mr Sarros say to you when he approached you on 13 February, 
worried you might think he was a dog?---It was in regards to some explosives I've purchased 
from someone he knew and he knew about it, in regard to the Hancock killing. 

I'm suggesting to you that you were worried about Tapley?---No. 

I'm suggesting to you that there was a possibility of an overdose - - -?---No. 

- - - at Big Al's place on that night of the 19th?---No, because he was never there. 

You say he was never there?---That's correct.

Now, you say you saw Samuels at 12 Jade Street on 19 August?---Yep. 

Are you quite sure you saw him there?---100 per cent positive. 

The accused said he wasn't there; you say he was there?---I'm saying he was there. 
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Now, the detectives have indicated that when they question you, they prefer to do it in the night 
because you're wide awake. Were you very tired when you made your statement to the detectives 
on the 24th day of February?---Yep. That may be the wrong date. 

SCOTT J: March. 

CANNON, MR: March, I'm sorry?---On 15 February. 

When they came back for the second time after the first statement was queried?---Yes. I was 
tired. 

You told them you were tired?---Yep.

Were you very tired?---Yep. 

You had been on the go, had you not, doing drug deals?---Yep. I was on me way out to do a drug 
deal when I got pulled up. 

I'm suggesting to you that this conversation that White had admitted to you that he had buried the 
body at the farm and later said - - - 

BATES, MR: He didn't bury the body at the farm. 

SCOTT J: No. I don't think there was any suggestion that he had buried the body. 

CANNON, MR: Sorry; burnt the body at the farm.

I suggest to you that conversation never took place?---I'm telling you it did. 

Coming back again when he told you how hard it was to burn that's a figment of your 
imagination?---No. 

Because you have assisted the police in every way you have been treated exceedingly well, have 
you not?---I'm in gaol, aren't I? 

But I notice you call the police officers Dave. You even call the prosecutor Ken?---Who's Dave? 
Caporn?---I know him as Dave Caporn. I don't know what his rank is. 

I didn't ask you his rank. I asked you were you familiar with all of them, calling them Dave, by 
their Christian names - Jock?---Yeah, I would call you by your Christian name if I had to. It's 
generally how you speak to people, isn't it? 

They allowed you to do this despite the fact you had killed a former CIB luminary; namely, 
Hancock. Were you surprised?---No. 

I'm suggesting to you that you were prepared to do anything to reduce the sentence?---Just told 
them what I know. 

You were very annoyed because the police had tricked you into more or less making a confession 
on 14 February 2002?---They never tricked me into making a confession. I agreed to make a 
confession. There was just a bit of a dispute about the sentence. 

Did you not tell the police officers interviewing you, namely Superintendent Caporn, when he 
told you there seems to be a different understanding - did you not tell them, “All I can sort of feel 
at this moment is I have just been fucked over”?---Yeah, about the sentence. There's a difference 
between 7 and 15 years. 

Were you not told you would have to do better if you wanted your sentence reduced?---Yeah, I 
had given the whole story about Ora Banda and Hancock. 
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Then after that, before you went to the Supreme Court, which was the 27th, on the 24th you 
nominated something about knowledge of the disappearance of Tapley?---Yep. 

And at that stage I suggest to you you did not know whether Tapley was alive or dead but 
Maddington is a very small area with many bikies and everybody was discussing the missing 
persons looking for him. 

SCOTT J: I think you need to break that up.

CANNON, MR: Certainly. 

SCOTT J: The first part was whether Tapley was alive or dead and the answer you would get for 
questioning comprehensively wouldn't help. 

CANNON, MR: Certainly. 

Did you know whether Tapley was alive or dead?---Yeah, I seen him shot at in front of the house. 

Did you hear rumours amongst the bikies in the Maddington area that missing persons were 
seeking information from various people?---No. 

Did you use that as a basis for your invention that you had seen Tapley shot?---No. 

Did you use that in an effort to get a bigger reduction in your minimum parole period?---No. 

Do you use speed yourself?---Yep, and cannabis. 

Were you using speed on 19 August when you were at 12 Jade Street?---No, because I'd actually 
been asleep up at Albourne Way waiting for Rhonda to get back and then I come back down 
home and I had amphetamines afterwards, yes. 

Where had you been asleep at?---What was that? 

Where had you been asleep at?---Up at Big Al's place waiting for Rhonda to get back. I'd been 
up there all night and all day. 

You had been busy all night dealing in drugs, had you not?---Yeah, at Balga. 

And you had tried to ring the accused, had you not, about a drug deal?---No, about some guns. 

Later on in the evening when - the police had a later stage showed you your phone records did 
you indicate that probably you were ringing about drugs?---That's all I ever rang Rhonda about - 
was whether she had the money for the drugs I'd given her or whether she wanted more. 

I'm sorry. What about contact with White? Did you indicate to him anything about a drug 
deal?---Yeah, I was always getting drugs off White. 

So it would be true to say that if you had any calls to White after you left for good on 19 August 
that was in connection with drug deals?---That's correct. 

Did you ring Samuels that night?---No. 

How many drug deals would you have done that night?---I just go up and give them the bulk of 
the drugs. They go and do the peddling. 

Would it be true to say that you never let a killing interfere with business?---Well, I just went 
about my own business. 

No further questions. 

SCOTT J: Yes, very well. Mr Bates?
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BATES, MR: Yes, thank you, your Honour. 

When you told the police about what had happened in relation to Mr White shooting Mr Tapley 
on 24 March 2002, did you expect the police to make inquiries into what you had told them?---I 
gathered they would, yes. 

Thank you, and later on 26 March 2002 before you were sentenced on 27 March 2002, did you 
sign two undertakings, one in relation to the deaths of Hancock and Lewis and the Ora Banda 
bombings and one in relation to the death of Tapley?---That's correct. 

In those undertakings, in one of them did you undertake “to give evidence for the crown in any 
proceedings against Graeme Slater arising from his and my involvement in the deaths of Donald 
Leslie Hancock and Lawrence William Lewis on 1 September at Lathlain in the state of Western 
Australia; (b) to give evidence for the crown in any related proceedings which may be initiated 
against any person or persons for their involvement in the deaths of Hancock and Lewis on 1 
September 2001 at Lathlain, and (c) to give evidence for the crown in any proceedings which 
may be initiated against any person or persons for their involvement in the criminal damage of 
various properties at Ora Banda in the state of Western Australia in October and November of 
2000, and (d) that in giving evidence in any proceedings referred to in (a), (b), (c) above, I shall 
fully, frankly and honestly detail my involvement and that of all other persons concerned as set 
out in my deposition dated 25 March 2002 which is attached herewith?” Did you sign an 
undertaking to that effect?---That's correct. 

Did you continue on in relation to that undertaking - did it also contain these words, “In 
particular, I understand that if a court reduces the sentence it would otherwise have imposed on 
me for the offences of wilful murder of Hancock and the murder of Lewis on 1 September 2001 
at Lathlain, in the state of Western Australia because of my undertaking to assist law 
enforcement authorities and I subsequently fail wholly or partly to fulfil the undertaking, the 
court may recall the orders imposing the sentences and impose sentences based on the full 
sentences but taking into account the extent to which the reduced sentences have taken effect and 
the extent to which I have complied with any orders made under them?” Did you sign an 
undertaking to that effect?---Yes. 

Did you also sign a similar undertaking on the same day, 26 March 2002 in relation to the death 
of Anthony David Tapley?---Yes. 

In that undertaking did you, Sidney John Reid, undertake “(a) to give evidence for the crown in 
any proceedings which may be initiated against any person or persons for their involvement in 
the death of Anthony David Tapley at Perth in the state of Western Australia in August 2001, and 
(b) that in giving evidence in any proceedings referred to in (a) above, I shall fully, frankly and 
honestly detail my involvement and that of all other persons concerned as set out in my 
deposition dated 24 March 2002 which is attached herewith”?---Yes. 

Did you also state in that undertaking in relation to the death of Tapley, “In particular, I 
understand that if a court reduces the sentence it would otherwise have imposed on me for the 
offences of wilful murder of Hancock and the murder of Lewis on 1 September 2001, Lathlain, 
in the state of Western Australia because of my undertaking to assist law enforcement authorities 
and I subsequently fail wholly or partly to fulfil the undertaking, the court may recall the orders 
imposing the sentences and impose sentences based on the full sentences but taking into account 
the extent to which the reduced sentences have taken effect and the extent to which I have 
complied with any orders made under them?” Did you sign an undertaking to that effect?---Yes. 
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What did you understand would happen if you didn't give evidence fully, frankly and honestly 
about both the Ora Banda bombings, the death of Hancock and Lewis and the death of Tapley?---
I could be bought back before the courts and have my sentences re-evaluated.

Thank you, and when you were sentenced on 27 March 2002, did the sentencing judge say to 
you, “You've pleaded guilty and that has facilitated the course of justice and for that you must be 
rewarded by a sentencing discount and I accept your plea of guilty truly reflects your deep 
remorse and shame for the conduct in which you have been involved and for the consequences of 
it. I have also been provided with letters from the assistant commissioner, crime investigation 
support, detailing the level of your co-operation with the authorities and the extent to which your 
assistance and co-operation will also facilitate the course of justice not only with respect to these 
horrendous crimes of which you are now convicted but also the other very serious unsolved 
crime.” Did the sentencing judge say that to you when he sentenced you?---Yes. 

As a result of you pleading guilty to the death of Hancock and Lewis and undertaking to give 
evidence in relation to the death of Hancock and Lewis, the Ora Banda bombings and also the 
death of Anthony Tapley, did the sentencing judge reduce your sentence from a minimum of 25 
years to one of 15 years?---That's correct. 

You've told the ladies and gentlemen of the jury that Mr Slater was a good friend of yours. Is that 
correct?---Yes. 

Are you able to just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how good a friend of yours Mr 
Slater was?---He was the person that bought me into the club. 

How close to him were you?---As close as you could get. When you were interviewed on 15 
February 2002, did you tell the police about Slater's involvement in the killing of Hancock and 
Lewis?---Yes. 

The Hancock bombing - you were asked some questions about whether you discussed that with 
Natasha Moutinho. Did you ever discuss the Hancock bombing and your involvement in it with 
Natasha Moutinho?---No. 

Did you ever discuss the Hancock bombing with anyone else after the bombing had been 
committed?---No. 

Is there a reason why you never discussed the bombing with anybody else?---Because the club 
had a meeting and - - - 

I beg your pardon?---The club had called a meeting and said it's never to be discussed at all. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury in relation to motorcycle clubs if crimes 
are committed are these sorts of matters discussed by members?---Generally once they're over 
it's never discussed again. It's just a forgotten subject. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury why crimes are discussed once they're 
committed?---There's just no need for people to know. 

In relation to Natasha Moutinho, in relation to the shooting of Anthony Tapley, when you went 
back to your house in Weston street, Maddington and saw Natasha Moutinho did you tell her 
what had just occurred?---No. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury the reason why you didn't tell her what 
had just happened?---There's no need for her to know. It's just - she just didn't need to know stuff 
like that; for her own safety. 
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I beg your pardon?---For her own safety. It's in her best interest that she don't know anything 
about anything. She knew about me drug dealing and stuff like that but she didn't know when 
and who I dealt with and stuff like that. 

Apart from discussing the matter with Gary White that night and the next day and about a week 
later did you ever discuss this matter, the shooting of Mr Tapley, with anybody else?---No. 

Is there a reason why you didn't discuss it with anybody apart from Mr White?---No need. 

You were asked a question - you were taken to your statement of 24 March 2002 and asked a 
question from that statement and parts of the statement were read out to you. This was the bit 
that was read out: 

After dropping off Lionel I drove home and went inside and saw Tash. I didn't tell her anything 
about what Gary had done to Ant. A few minutes later Gary rang me on my mobile and asked me 
if I had got the gun for him. I told that it didn't eventuate so he asked me to bring his money he 
had given me for the guns back to him. 

At paragraph 131 you say there: 

I think Tash drove me over to Gary's place because I didn't have a driver's licence and I thought 
there would be coppers all all over the place. 

You told my learned friend on this question of whether Tash drove you over - you said there was 
one statement where you said you weren't sure. After the initial statement where you said you 
thought Tash had drove you over did you think about that matter at a later stage?---Yes. 

Once you thought about that matter at a later stage did you have any - did you come to any 
conclusions as to whether Tash had in fact driven you over to Gary's place after the shooting of 
Tapley?---Yeah, I come to the conclusion she didn't drive me over there because as soon as I'd 
seen White I left there and went straight to Balga. I didn't go back home after that. 

Did you clarify that in later statements as to whether Tash had driven you over to Gary's after the 
shooting or whether you had driven over yourself?---Yes, it was clarified later on, because I 
always stated from the start that I was never real sure about that. 

You were asked some questions about both you and Natasha Moutinho being charged with guns, 
drugs and firearms and you have told the court that both of you were charged but both of you 
never said anything about it and then you were also asked when you confessed, or around the 
time you confessed on 15 March (sic), you expressed some concern about your partner Tash and 
you said in answer to a question by my learned friend that that was a different situation. Are you 
able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what was the difference between you and Tash 
getting charged over guns, drugs and firearms and you expressing concern for her at the time you 
were confessing in relation to the Hancock bombing?---The difference being is when that goes to 
court that's just going to be - it's all petty fines stuff. It's not as if she knows something about 
something that happened. It was just a few very minor charges of drugs and there was a hand gun 
involved, which is all sort of trivial stuff. It's just all fines sort of stuff. 

Thank you. You were asked some questions by my learned friend about a conversation with Mr 
Sarros on 13 February 2002 shortly before you were brought in on 14 February and confessed on 
15 February. Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what Mr Sarros said to you 
on that occasion?---He just come over to clarify because he had heard a story that he had made a 
statement. He just come over and said that he hadn't made a statement and what he was referring 
to was a heap of explosives that I'd purchased from someone that he knew about which could 
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have linked the explosives to Hancock, but those explosives weren't linked to Hancock because 
they're actually in police custody now. 

Had you arranged for the purchase of some explosives which were different to the ones used in 
the Hancock bombing?---That's correct. 

And on the 13th, did you and Mr Sarros have a conversation about whether he had made a 
statement in relation to those explosives that were not used in the Hancock bombing?---That's it. 
I wasn't real concerned about it because none of what he could've said could've tied me to 
anything anyway. It was just about some explosives that I had that - that are now in police 
custody. They weren't linked to anything. 

You were asked some questions about referring to people by their Christian names, including 
Dave. In your dealings with Dave, being a reference to Dave Caporn, how did you get on with 
Dave?---How did I get hold of him? 

How did you get on with him?---I don't; hate his guts. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury why you have referred to him by his 
Christian name, as well as other people?---Well, that's how I generally talk to most people, by 
their name. 

Now, apart from speaking to Mr White on a couple of occasions after the shooting of Mr Tapley, 
did you speak to any other person about what had happened to Mr Tapley at Mr White's place in 
Jade Street on 19 August 2001?---No. The only person I spoke to was White on them two 
occasions and that was it; never spoke to anyone else about it at all.

Did you hear anything about the matter after the event on 19 August 2001?---No. 

Yes. I don't re-examine any further. 

SCOTT J: Is there any reason why the link shouldn't be terminated from either side? Very well. 

Thank you for your assistance, Mr Reid. We will now terminate the link?---Thank you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW)

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases. I call Susan Kaye Miller. 

MILLER, SUSAN KAYE sworn: 

BATES, MR: Mrs Miller, I will just get you to move in to that microphone and just speak into 
that?---Mm'hm. 

I will ask if you can speak up in a loud, clear voice because the ladies and gentlemen of the jury 
have to hear your evidence. Is your full name Susan Kaye Miller?---That's correct. 

Can you tell the court your date of birth?---8 March 57. You're currently 46 years of age?---Yes. 

Do you live at 1 Carita Court in the suburb of Maddington?---Yes. 

Do you live in a de facto relationship with a partner by the name of Gary Raymond Mills?---Yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how long you have been together for?---
Roughly about 12 years. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how long you have been living at the 
house at Carita Court, Maddington, for approximately?---About 6 years, 7 years. 
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Now, as at August 2001, was the home number at 1 Carita Court (08) 9459-0583?---Yes. 

Have you had that particular number for a number of years?---Yes. 

Is it also the situation that you have never owned a mobile phone number?---No. 

I have asked you about your partner. Do you have two children, Joshua, who is now 26, and 
Ramah, who is now 24; Jarrah, 22, and Boronia, 19?---Yes. 

I will ask you now about a gentleman by the name of Anthony David Tapley. Do you know - did 
you know a gentleman by that name?---Yes. 

Did he have a particular nickname?---Ant. 

When did you first meet Anthony David Tapley?---Be about 87 or 88. 

Where? What part of the - where did you meet him for the first time?---That was in Walpole. 

At the time, were you living in Walpole with your daughter Boronia and a partner at the time, 
David Leslie Bray?---Yes. 

Did something happen to Mr Bray?---He died on - on his motorbike. 

Was that around October of 1991?---Yes. 

Now, after you met Anthony David Tapley, or Ant, down in Walpole, did the two of you become 
friends?---Yes. 

From when you first met him, did you keep in touch with him over the years?---Yeah. He used to 
live with us off and on. 

All right. You say he used to live with you off and on. Was that a regular thing or how often was 
that?---Just every couple of months, and then he'd go away up north or come back again and stay 
with us. 

Now, did you leave Walpole in the early part of 1992 and come up to Claremont?---Yes. 

And shortly after coming up and living in Claremont, did you meet your current partner, Gary 
Mills?---Yes. 

Just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how you came to meet him?---We were living in the 
same block of flats and he was a friend of my brother's. 

Was that a block of apartments or flats in the suburb of Claremont?---Yes. 

Then later, did Gary Mills and the person he was living with and yourself and your children 
Jarrah, Boronia and Rahma, all move in together to a house in Claremont?---Yes. 

And at that stage, was your other son Josh with his father down in Bunbury?---Yes. 

And did Josh eventually come up and live with you in Claremont?---Yeah. 

Now, later, in about 1996, did Gary Mills, yourself and your children Boronia and Jarrah move to 
a house in Borden Street, Maddington?---Yes. 

Was something happening whilst you were living at Borden Street, Maddington?---We were 
getting a house built. 

Was that the house at Carita Court in Maddington?---Yes.

That house in Carita Court, was that a house that you and Gary Mills purchased?---Yes. 
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And from the mid-nineties onwards, have you lived in that house at 1 Carita Court in 
Maddington?---Yes. 

Now, around the time you were purchasing the house, was Ramah living somewhere at that 
stage?---Before we moved into the house she was in South Australia. 

When you were living up in Claremont before you moved over to Maddington, did you have 
much contact with Anthony David Tapley during that period?---Not that I remember, no. 

In late 1998, did you meet Gary White?---Yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how you came to meet Gary White?---
We met his girlfriend. We met him through his girlfriend from the Maddington Tavern. 

What was his girlfriend at the time's name when you met him?---Linda Murphy. 

And you say that you met Linda Murphy and Gary White at the Maddington Tavern. Is that 
right?---Yes. 

Did you and your partner, Gary Mills, both meet Linda and Gary White at the Maddington 
Tavern?---Yes. 

After you moved, into Maddington, did you used to drink regularly at the Maddington Tavern, 
both you and your partner?---Yes. 

After you met Gary White and Linda Murphy, did you socialise together with your partner at the 
Maddington Tavern?---Yes. 

Did you also go to each other's houses?---Yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury where Gary White and Linda Murphy 
were living at that stage when you first met them?---Nantellis Street in Maddington. 

Later on, after you first met Gary White and Linda, eventually did you and Gary Mills 
separate?---Yes. 

Did Gary Mills move somewhere?---Yes. He moved to Jubilee Street in Beckenham. 

After Gary Mills moved out to Jubilee Street in Beckenham did you still have some contact with 
Gary Mills?---Yes. 

What sort of contact would that be?---A few times a week he would come over. Sometimes he 
would stay over. sometimes we would go to the pub together. 

About 6 months prior to you and Gary Mills splitting up did you get involved in a relationship 
with Gary White?---Yes. 

What sort of relationship was that?---Casual sex. 

How long did that relationship last for?---Probably off and on over a year. 

What happened to the relationship eventually?---We just phased out; just went our own ways. 

Thank you. Did something happen to Linda Murphy after you and Gary White commenced to 
have a sexual relationship?---Gary and Linda ended up breaking up. Their relationship stopped. 

When Gary White was living at Nantellis Way did you use to visit him at that particular 
house?---Yes. 

Do you know who was living with him when he was living there?---A young girl Stacey was 
staying there and a bloke called Trevor. 
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Do you know if Trevor is alive or dead now?---Trevor is dead. 

Did Linda Murphy, after she had split up from Gary White, move somewhere?---To Jubilee 
Street in Beckenham. 

Was that the house where your former partner or partner from whom you were separated, Gary 
Mills, was living?---Yes. 

Did Gary White assist Linda in moving some of her possessions over to that house in Jubilee 
Street where Gary Mills was living?---Yes. 

Did you assist in any way in that?---I showed him where Jubilee Street was. I wasn't sure what 
the actual name of the street was but I knew where it was. 

Did you know whose car Gary White used to transport Linda Murphy's possessions over to 
Jubilee Street?---I think it was Vance's ute. 

Did you know a gentleman by the name of Vance?---Yeah, I've met him a few times. 

Do you know what his occupation is?---Truck driver.

Do you know where he's from?---Northam I think. 

Do you know what his relationship with Gary White was?---They're friends. 

Eventually did Gary Mills move back into the house where you were living at Maddington?---
Yes. 

Do you know approximately when you got back together again?---I'm not really sure of the year. 
Maybe it was 2000. 

I want to ask you some questions about Anthony David Tapley. You mentioned that you didn't 
have much contact with him when you were living in Claremont. When you moved over to 
Carita Court in Maddington did you have much contact with him when you were living at Carita 
Court in Maddington?---Not so much physical. He would ring up quite a lot and see how 
everyone was going. Sometimes he would ring from down south or sometimes from up north. 

Apart from ringing up to see how everyone was did he ever come around to Carita Court?---Yes. 
He has been around there a few times. 

You mentioned that your daughter Ramah had gone over to Adelaide. Did she come back from 
Adelaide at some stage?---Yeah. I think that was just after we had moved into the house. 

After she had come back from Adelaide did she go and live somewhere at that stage?---I can't 
remember if she moved in with us or - - - 

Later on did your daughter Ramah and Anthony David Tapley form a relationship?---Yes. 

When they first got together do you know where they stayed?---Ramah must've been staying at 
our house and I think Ant stayed at our house for a few weeks. 

After both of them staying at your house for a few weeks did they then go somewhere else?---I'm 
not sure if - I think they went down to Walpole then. 

Do you know when it was that Ant and Ramah got together and started a relationship?---I think it 
was just after her birthday, so it would've been like September. 

Do you know what year it was?---Not really. The baby is 4, so it would be like 3 years - 3 years 
ago.
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So there's a baby 4 years of age or who is now 4, and you think it's about 3 years ago. Is that 
right?---Yeah, 3, 3 and a half years ago. 

That baby, was that a baby from a relationship that Ramah Goodlet had with another man?---Yes. 

Was the baby given the surname of Bowman Tapley?---Yes.

After going down and living in Walpole at some stage, did Ramah and Ant come back up to 
Perth?---Yes, they come up and I think that's when Ramah was getting her compensation. 

All right, and when they came back up to Perth, where did they stay?---At our house, my house. 

When they came back up to Perth, did something happen when they came back up to Perth?---
Gary Mills and I had a big argument and he hit me, so we ended up splitting up and Ramah and 
Ant stayed at the house. 

Thank you, and after Ramah and Ant had come up to stay with you in Perth, was there an 
incident that your son Jarrah was involved in?---That was after Ramah I think received her 
compensation. 

All right, I will ask you about the compensation. Did Ramah receive some criminal 
compensation in the amount of $20,000?---Yes. 

After Ramah received that compensation, did you make any observations about how Ramah 
spent the money?---She bought a lot of stuff as well but most of it went on drugs. 

Was she with Anthony David Tapley at the time that she got that compensation?---Yes. 

When you say money went on drugs, was that drugs for both Ramah and Anthony?---Yes. 

Do you know how long it took them to go through the money?---I think most of it was gone 
within 3 months. 

In that 3-month period, around that time, did something happen to your son Jarrah?---He was 
convicted of armed robbery in company. 

In relation to Ramah, you mentioned that Ramah and Ant had gone through some $20,000 in 
criminal injuries compensation. Was there some money owed to Gary White around that period 
of time?---$500 but I think that was after they had spent most of their money. I'm not sure. 

The $500, do you know where that money had come from?---That was to get them back down to 
Walpole and to get them some food and stuff. 

All right, and was that money for petrol and food to get Ramah and Ant back down to 
Walpole?---Yes. 

Was that money from Gary White?---Yes. 

Was some of that money paid off?---Eventually, yes. 

How much was paid off initially?---There was $400 paid and they still owed $100 which they 
eventually paid. 

If I can take you to about September of 2000, at that stage did you and Gary Mills go down for a 
wedding in Albany?---Yes. 

When you went down to Albany for the wedding, after the wedding did you bring someone back 
up to Perth with you?---The two fellows went in one car and I came back in the car with Ramah, 
my daughter. 

After Ramah came back, did she stay with you at Carita Court?---Yes. 
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Shortly after that did she separate from Anthony David Tapley?---I think that was about like 4 
months later just after Christmas 2000. 

About 4 months later, so she came up with you to Perth and what happened after that then?---
Then she went back down to Walpole. Ant come up and they both went back down. They were 
only there for about a month and then they moved back up and then they stayed with us. 

Then did they move out to another house in the Perth area?---Forrestfield. 

If I can take you to early 2001, did something happen to you in an incident around that time?---
Ant pushed me over and hurt my head. 

Just tell us what happened to you?---My face went all swollen, I slept for about 2 weeks and had 
a rash all over my chest, stress rash. 

Was it shortly after that that Ramah and Anthony David Tapley broke up?---Yeah, a couple of 
weeks. 

At that stage was Ramah wanting to do something about her drug habit with amphetamines?---
Yes, she wanted to try and give it away. 

All right, and had Ant or Anthony David Tapley done anything about his use of drugs?---No. 

After they separated, was your daughter living out at the other address in Forrestfield when they 
separated?---Yes. 

After they separated, did you have much contact with Ant after that period of time?---Not really,  
no. 

What sort of contact would you have with him after that?---I actually only saw him once more 
after that and that was up at the Maddington Tavern when he was putting bets on. 

If I can take you through now to Wednesday, 15 August 2001, were you and Gary Mills home at 
your house in Carita Court on that particular morning?---Yes. 

Did someone arrive at the house?---Ant knocked on the door. Was he carrying anything with 
him?---Not to my knowledge, no. 

And after he knocked on the door, did he come into the house?---Yes. 

Are you able to describe his appearance at that stage?---Not too good; pretty skinny and his 
clothes weren't that crash hot either. 

Did he have anything with him when he arrived at the house?---Some home made alcohol. 

Home-brew alcohol, was that?---Yes. I think - yeah. 

Apart from the home-brew alcohol, did he have anything else with him?---No. 

Your son Jarrah, was he in prison at that stage?---Yes.

Had he been convicted of that armed robbery offence that you told us about earlier?---Yes. 

Were you working on this particular day?---Yes. 

When Ant arrived with the home-brew, did he do anything with that home-brew once he 
arrived?---Well, I basically had to go straight to work so from what - from what I've been told, 
they - Gary - - - 

Don't tell us what you have been told, but before you left for work, did anyone drink the home-
brew?---Ant and Gary were. 
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When you left the house to go to work, were Ant and Gary Mills drinking the home-brew?---Yes. 

Was Gary Mills due to work on that particular day?---Yes. Do you know what time he was due to 
start work on that particular day?---2 o'clock in the afternoon. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury approximately what time you got home 
from work on that particular day?---About 1.30. 

Was there anyone home when you got home?---Gary Mills. 

Are you able to describe Gary Mills' state of intoxication when you got home?---He was 
extremely drunk. 

After you got home and found Gary Mills extremely drunk, did he go off to work?---Yes. 

Did he later return back home to Carita Court, Maddington?---Yeah, about an hour or 2 later. 

Did you have an argument with him about him walking out on his job at that time?---Yes. 

Now, the next day, Thursday, 16 August 2001, did you go to work on that particular day?---Yes. 

Were you at the time working as a cleaner on the other side of town?---Yes. 

Had you been in that employment for several years?---Yes.

The next day, Friday, 17 August 2001, did you go to work on that particular day?---Yes. 

If I can take you to Saturday, 18 August 2001, did you go on that day to see your son Jarrah at 
the Karnet Prison Farm?---Yes. 

Was there a particular day of the week that you went to visit Jarrah in the prison farm?---Usually 
on the Saturday. 

Did somebody go with you?---Gary Mills, my daughter Ramah, my daughter Boronia, and my 
grandson Kane. 

Do you know approximately what time you went out to the prison, what part of the day it was?---
I think we usually used to get out there about 1.00, 1.30. 

How long would you usually stay at the prison?---Till about 4.00. 

Do you recall how long you stayed at the prison on this particular day?---We used to stay from 
finish to - you know, start to finish; from 2.00 to 4.00. 

Tell us what happened when you got home on that particular day then from visiting your son 
Jarrah at the prison?---I don't know if - whether we went home or went straight to the pub.

So did you end up at the pub after visiting Jarrah at the Karnet Prison?---Well, we used to usually 
go after visiting, yes. 

What pub did you end up at?---Maddington Tavern. Was that a regular pub that you drank at?---
Yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury who went to the Maddington Tavern 
after visiting your son Jarrah at the Karnet Prison Farm on Saturday, 18 August 2001?---Who 
went with me? 

I beg your pardon?---Did you say who went with me?

Yes?---Gary Mills. 
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Can I take you back to the Friday night, 17 August 2001. Do you recall going to the Maddington 
Tavern with Gary Mills on the Friday evening?---Yes. 

When you went to the Maddington Tavern on the Friday evening, 17 August 2001, did you see 
anyone you knew at the tavern?---Ant. 

Do you remember approximately what time it was that you saw Ant?---I think it was about 
nineish. 

Did Ant ask you and Gary something when you saw him at the hotel on the Friday evening about 
nineish?---He asked if he could stay the night. 

What was the response?---That he could. 

After saying he could did you and Gary Mills and Ant then go somewhere?---Went back to our 
house. 

Do you recall approximately what time you went back to your house?---It would've been just 
after 9.00, half past 9. 

How did you get back to your house?---Probably drove in my car. 

Who drove the car?---Probably Gary Mills. 

Did yourself and Gary Mills and Ant go back to your house in your car?---Yes. 

Did the two of you, yourself and Gary Mills - did you have one car in the family?---We've got 
two. 

At the time do you remember how many cars you had?---Two.

What sort of car did you have?---I've got a Ford. 

What make or model is that? 

It doesn't matter. Do you know what colour it is?---Pardon? 

Do you know what colour it is?---White. 

Thank you. Before you and Gary Mills and Ant went back to your house in Carita Court in your 
car was anything purchased from the Maddington Tavern?---Alcohol. 

What sort of alcohol was purchased?---Probably a couple of casks of wine. 

Once you got back to your house did the three of you drink the cask of wine?---Yes. 

Where did Ant stay that particular night?---Pardon?

Where did Ant stay that particular night, the Friday night?---I think he just sat up drinking all 
night, talking. 

The next day you told us that you went out to the Karnet Prison Farm to see Jarrah. Is that 
right?---Yes. 

Then later on that afternoon you went down to the Maddington Tavern. Is that right?---Yes. 

If I can take you through now to Sunday, 19 August 2001. On that particular day did you meet up 
with anybody?---Anthony. 

I beg your pardon?---With Ant. 

Page - 184 Day 3 – Wednesday 7 May 2003



Supreme Court of Western Australia The Queen and Gary Ernest White

With Ant. Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury where you met up with 
Ant?---I don't know if he knocked on our door or - it's a bit vague. I can't remember. Either that 
or it was down at the pub. I'm not sure. 

Eventually did you end up at your house at Carita Court, Maddington on Sunday, 19 August 
2001?---Yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury who was at the house at Carita Court on 
Sunday, 19 August 2001?---Gary and Ant and myself. 

That's Gary Mills, Ant, being Anthony David Tapley, and yourself. Is that right?---Yes. 

What were the three of you doing at your house on Sunday, 19 August 2001?---Drinking and 
talking. 

Do you recall what the three of you were drinking?---Wine.

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what time of the day the three of you 
started drinking wine?---I'd say it was pretty early. 

Are you able to - - -?---Probably about lunchtime. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how much wine yourself, Ant Tapley 
and Gary Mills were drinking?---Consuming quite a lot but I can't exactly tell you how many, 
how much. 

Were you drinking the wine in a particular part of the house?---In the kitchen. 

At some stage during the day did you make a phone call somewhere?---I made a phone call to 
Gary White. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what you said to Gary White when you 
called him?---About getting some amphetamines. 

What was his response when you asked about getting some amphetamines?---Come around. 

When he said to come around what did he do after that?---I actually sat there and waited for 
about and hour and then come back and Gary, Ant and myself shared the amphetamines. 

All right. I will just take that through step by step. So where did you ring Gary from?---My 
home. 

Was that 1 Carita Court, Maddington?---Yes. 

Did you ring on your home phone number to Gary White's mobile?---Yes. 

When he said to come around did you leave your house and go somewhere?---Yes. I went around 
to Jade Street, Maddington. 

How did you get around to Jade Street, Maddington?---I drove. 

Anthony Tapley and Gary Mills, where were they?---They stayed at the house.

When you got to Jade Street, Maddington are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury 
where you parked your car?---I'm not sure where I parked my car. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury - - -?---Probably driven into the 
driveway and parked near the house. 

You think you parked inside the yard of the house itself?---Yes. 

Once you got to Jade Street, Maddington did you go inside the house?---No. 
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Did you see anybody at Jade Street, Maddington when you got there?---My daughter and her two 
friends, Tara and Lisa.

Your daughter, is that a young lady by the name of Boronia?---Yes. 

You mentioned Lisa. Do you know what her surname is?---Firman. 

Tara, do you know what her surname is?---Ducker I think it is. 

As at this particular date, Sunday, 19 August 2001 do you know where Tara Ducker was living at 
that stage?---At Jade Street.

As at 19 August 2001, do you know where Gary White was living at that stage?---Jade Street. 

Was there some relationship between Gary White and Tara Ducker?---He's like an uncle. 

This property at 12 Jade Street, Maddington that you went to on this particular Sunday, 19 
August 2001, had you been to that property before?---Yes. 

How often would you used to go to that property?---Not that often. I've probably been there like 
three or four times, four times. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how long Gary White had been at that 
property for?---I couldn't be positive of how long, probably a few months. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how long Tara Ducker had been at that 
property for?---I'd say the same amount of time as Gary White. 

Prior to Gary White and Tara Ducker living at that particular property, had they lived at a 
previous property to your knowledge?---I think they lived in Weston Street for a while and 
Nantellis. 

As at 19 August 2001, around that period of time, Sunday, 19 August 2001, were you aware of 
some arrangements that the three young girls, your daughter, Tara Ducker and Lisa Firman, had 
in respect of accommodation?---Yeah, they were all shifting into a house in Weston Street. 

Did you know to what extent they had shifted in as at Sunday, 19 August 2001?---They had 
started to move most of their stuff, bits and pieces. 

When you got around to the house at Jade Street, Maddington, can you just tell the ladies and 
gentlemen of the jury again who was present at the house?---I just remember seeing the three 
girls. I was sitting there talking to them and I had a beer while I was waiting for Gary White. 

Did you go to a particular part of the house to sit and have a beer while you were waiting for 
Gary White?---Out the back from where Tara's bedroom was. There's a verandah type thing. 

There's an area out there?---Yes. 

What sort of an area is it?---Just at the time there was a couple of chairs there and there's like a 
bit of a bonfire area there. 

Did you talk to some of the girls?---Yeah. Yes, I talked to the girls. 

You've told us that day you had been drinking wine. Is that correct?---Yes. 

How were you feeling as a result of drinking the wine?---Pretty happy, pretty drunk. 

Around this period of time are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how often you 
would drink alcohol and to what extent?---I would drink pretty well every day. 
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How much would you drink when you drank?---Gary Mills and I can drink at least a 4-litre cask 
easy. 

That's a 4-litre cask between the two of you?---Yes. Is that per day?---Yes. 

Do you remember how long you had to wait for Gary White to come to the house on that 
particular day?---I was there for about an hour. 

Eventually did Gary White arrive at the house?---Yes. What did you do when he arrived at the 
house?---He might have even been at the house all the time but I just sat there talking to the girls 
and I got the amphetamines off him and went home. 

How much amphetamines did you get?---I'm pretty sure I paid $50 but he gave me like $100 
worth. 

Apart from the girls, do you remember talking to anyone else at the house?---A fellow called 
Rainbow. 

Rainbow, and do you know where Rainbow was living at the time?---I think he was living at 
Jade Street as well, yeah. 

Can you just describe Rainbow for us?---He'd be about like 5 foot seven inches maybe, stocky 
and - - - 

Go on. Do you know what occupation he is?---I think he's a builder. 

Do you remember what you've talked about with Rainbow?---About giving me the garden shed 
from out the back. 

After Gary White gave you the amphetamines, did you go somewhere at that stage then?---Yes, I 
went back home. 

Did you drive back home in your car from Gary White's house at 12 Jade Street back to 1 Carita 
Court in Maddington?---Yes. 

When you got back there, was there anyone at the house there?---Gary and Ant. 

That's Gary Mills and Ant. Is that right?---Ant Tapley, yeah. 

Did the three of you then share the amphetamine that you had been given?---Yes. 

Did you take the amphetamine in a particular way?---We injected. 

How many needles were used?---Three. 

Who injected who?---Ant injected Gary and myself. What about himself?---He did it himself. 

How much amphetamine was it that was used between the three of you?---It was like two points. 

After you injected the amphetamine, did you continue drinking the wine?---Yes. 

You've told us that you're a regular daily drinker of fairly large amounts of alcohol between 
yourself and Gary Mills. What about amphetamine? Did you use amphetamine around this 
period of time?---Just as a bit of a party favour. It's not very often. 

From time to time you would use amphetamine. Is that right?---Pardon? 

From time to time you would use amphetamine?---Yeah. 

In what sort of situations would you use it?---Just when we wanted to have a bit of a party or 
maybe score some and then we might not touch it again for another 6 months or so. 
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After you consumed the amphetamine, what effect did that have on you at that stage?---Pretty 
well out there. 

I beg your pardon?---Off me face. 

Off your face?---Stoned; stoned, yeah. Stoned?---Yeah. 

So you had the amphetamine and then continued drinking wine with Gary Mills and Anthony 
Tapley. Is that right?---Yes. 

Was there then some discussion amongst the three of you about going somewhere?---Yeah, about 
going over and maybe this is a few hours later but going over and scoring some more and 
partying with everyone over at Jade Street. 

So you say you continued drinking at Carita Court for a couple of hours. Is that right?---Yes. 

Was there some decision made as to who would go and where you would go?---Gary, Ant and 
myself were all going. 

What was the purpose of - where were you going, first of all?---To Jade Street. 

What was the purpose of going?---To go and try and get some more amphetamine and to just 
have a bit of a party over at the house. 

You mentioned that Gary Mills and Ant and yourself were going to go. Is that right?---Yes. 

Did Gary Mills end up going?---No. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury why he didn't go?---Because he stood up 
to go and he was that drunk and out of it that he just fell back down in his chair and that's - - - 

Did you and Ant - go on?---He didn't want - he couldn't come with us. He was too out of it, too 
drunk. 

Did you and Ant then leave and go over to Jade Street?---Yes. 

How did you get over to Jade Street?---I drove. 

Was that in your car, the white Ford that you have talked about earlier?---Yes. 

Was Ant a passenger in that car when you drove over to Jade Street from Carita Court?---Yes. 

Was it light, or day, when you drove over from Carita Court to Jade Street?---I think it was pretty 
well dusk; getting a bit dark. 

How long is it distance wise and time wise between Carita Court and Jade Street?---Couple of 
kilometres. Doesn't take long to get there at all. 

When you arrived at Jade Street in your car, with Ant in the car, just tell us what happened when 
you got there. Where did you go to?---We got out of the car and - - - 

I will just take you back. When you drove over there, did you go inside the actual yard itself or 
stay outside? Where did you go?---Drove inside the yard, into the yard. 

You drove inside; and did you park in a particular place inside?---Up near the shed. 

Up near the shed. The front of your car, was that facing in a particular direction?---Facing into 
the house, the car. 

Into the house. Now, you have told us before that you have been to 12 Jade Street on other 
occasions. Is that correct?---Yes. 
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Are you just able to describe the property at 12 Jade Street?---I think it's like a couple of acres. 
It's a whitish-coloured brick house. I'm not real sure of the details on - on the inside. 

Does it have a fence at the front of the property?---Yeah.

Are there any gates that you enter?---Yeah. There's gates at the front. 

When you got to the gates, are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury whether the 
gates were open or closed?---They were open. 

You have told us that you drove in and parked near the shed. Is that right?---Yes. 

The front of the car, where was that pointing towards?---In towards the side of the house. 

Thank you. I wonder if we have got a pointer there, Mr Usher. 

Have you seen to your left there is a plan of - do you recognise that as being a plan of 12 Jade 
Street, Mrs Miller?---Yeah. 

Have you seen that plan prior to coming to court?---Yes. 

Are you able to just point out the position where your vehicle was parked when you went around 
to Jade Street on this evening of Sunday, 19 August 2001?---Yes. 

If you just get up and just point it out, then I will ask some questions about it. Yes. You're 
indicating just below a tree adjacent to the actual house itself?---Yes. 

SCOTT J: And on the right-hand side of the plan as we look at it. 

BATES, MR: On the right-hand side of the plan as we look at it. 

SCOTT J: Almost in the middle of the yellow section.

BATES, MR: I will get the witness later to mark on the plan but I will continue on for the 
moment. 

So you parked at that particular spot. Did you and Ant then get out of the car?---Yes. 

Did you then walk over to somewhere?---Yeah. We walked over to the back of the house. 

All right. Did you stop somewhere then?---Yeah. I sat down in a chair and Ant leant up against 
the back of the house. 

Did you get any alcohol to drink?---I think one of the kids gave me a beer. 

A beer. All right. I will just get you to take your hand away from the microphone because it 
interrupts with hearing what you're saying. So you're sitting on a chair and Ant is leaning up 
against the wall. Is that right?---Yes. 

Are you just able to point out where it was, what position you and Ant were in?---I think it was 
over here but (indistinct) I was sitting over here and Ant was (indistinct) 

SCOTT J: It's not being transcribed.

BATES, MR: Yes. 

I will just get you to point it out first and then I will ask some questions. If you could just keep 
quiet for the moment because we need to get it on the microphone, so just point it out first. Yes, 
thank you, and could you now resume your seat. I will just get that on the transcript. The witness 
is indicating the top left-hand corner of the yellow-shaded part of the house on the brown-
coloured brick-paved area at that top left-hand corner. Is that right?---Yes. 
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You mentioned you were sitting in a chair and Ant was leaning against the wall in that back area 
outside the house. Is that right?---Yes. 

When you got back to the house - you mentioned that there had been three girls at the house 
earlier; your daughter Boronia, Tara Ducker and Lisa Firman?---Yes. 

Did you make any observations about whether they were at the house when you got back 
there?---They were outside, I think. 

As at that particular date, Sunday, 19 August 2001, did Gary White have a partner or a girlfriend 
at that stage?---Yes. 

What was her name?---I think her name's Julie. 

Do you know whether she was present at Jade Street when you got back there?---No, I don't 
know.

When you first arrived, did you see Gary White at the house?---No, not at first. I don't even think 
that we were there for very long before Gary White called me over.

You said that Gary White called you over. When he called you over, did you go somewhere with 
him?---Yes, over to the other end of the house out the back. 

I will just get you to point it out on the plan and I will just get you to describe where that is when 
you sit down again, but if you could just point that out first of all. Don't say anything. Thank you. 
I will just get you to sit down. I will get that on the transcript. You're indicating on the top right-
hand corner of the plan of the house as you look at it in the yellow shaded area. Is that right?---
Yes. 

SCOTT J: Between that and the blue-shaded area at the back. 

BATES, MR: That's correct, sir, yes. 

When Gary White called you over there, did the two of you go over to that location that you've 
indicated there?---No, just me. He just called me over. 

So he was over there and he called you over. Is that right?---Yes. 

Did you go over to where he was at that location?---Yes. Did you leave Ant where he was at the 
other corner of the house at the back?---Yes. 

Just tell us in your own words what happened when you went over to that far corner of the 
house?---Gary White started yelling at me. 

How far away was Gary White when he started yelling at you?---Right in my face. 

How far was his face away from your face?---About a foot.

When he called you over there, are you able to remember what he said to call you over there?---
He said, “What the fuck are you doing bringing him over here?” 

So when you got over there - I will just take it through step by step. You say that he called you. 
He was on the other side of the house, the top right-hand side of the house on the plan as you 
look at it, and you were on the top left-hand side of the house. You say that he called you over. Is 
that right?---Yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what words he used to call you 
over?---“Wong, get over here.” 
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“Wong, get over here.” Wong: can you tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury who Wong is?---
It's just my nickname the kids gave me. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury, Wong, is that the full extent of the 
nickname?---Susie Wong. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how you got the nickname Susie 
Wong?---Just in cooking Chinese food, I told them we were having Susie Wong, Chinese. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury the tone of voice that he used when he 
said, “Wong, get over here”?---Angry. 

When he said, “Wong, get over here,” did you then move from the back of the house on the left-
hand side or the eastern side over to where he was at the back of the house - sorry, moved from 
the back of the house on the eastern side over to the back of the house on the western side?---
Yes. 

When you got over to where he was, did he say something to you at that stage?---Yeah, he said, 
“What the fuck are you doing bringing him over here?” 

You say “him.” Did he use “him” or did he - - -?---He just said “him.” 

“Him.” How far away from you was he when he said that to you?---About a foot away from my 
face. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury the tone of voice?---Really angry. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury the volume of voice?---Loud. 

How did the way he spoke to you on this occasion compare with the way that he normally spoke 
with you?---It frightened me. He never talked to me like that. 

Up until him speaking to you in this manner on this occasion, had he ever spoken to you like that 
previously?---No, not that I can remember. 

How had you got on with Gary White previously in all the time you had known him?---Pretty 
good. 

How did the two of you get on together prior to him speaking to you like this on this occasion?---
Fairly good. 

When he said, “What the fuck are you doing bringing him over,” did you say something to him 
at that stage?---I just said, “I thought it would be all right because we just come over to have a bit 
of a party.” 

Did he say anything at that stage?---He told me to get into my car. 

Apart from telling you to get into your car, did he say anything else to you?---Not that I can 
recall. 

When he told you to get into your car, did you do something at that stage?---I got into my car. 

When you got into your car, did you look somewhere at that stage?---Yeah, I just looked up to 
the back of the property of the house. 

When you looked up to the back of the property, did you see somebody at that stage?---I saw two 
men coming from out the back of the house. 

Did you recognise any of those two men?---I didn't know who one of them was but the other one 
seemed - looked like Ritchie. 
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When you hopped in your car were you able to see where Ant was at that stage?---No. 

Can you just indicate on the plan where you saw the two men walking towards the block of the 
house? Don't speak and I will ask you some questions about it later. Thank you. You're just 
indicating to the right of the brown shaded area towards the middle of the back of the house. Is 
that correct?---Yes. 

You told us that you didn't recognise one of those men. Is that right?---Yes. 

The other man, did you recognise the other man?---Well, I'm not 100 per cent sure but I thought 
it looked like a fellow called - they called Ritchie. 

Do you know what Ritchie's full name is?---Richard Samuels I think. 

Do you know whether he's a member of any motorcycle club?---The Gypsy Jokers. 

Have you seen him prior to this particular occasion?---Only about once or twice. 

Where had you seen him prior to this particular occasion?---Nantellis Street. 

Is that the house that Gary White used to live at previously?---Yes. 

When you saw him at Nantellis Street previously was Gary White present at the house as 
well?---Yes. 

Have you ever seen Ritchie wearing his Gypsy Joker motorcycle club colours?---Just the once. 

Are you able to describe Ritchie's age for us?---I think he would be about like mid-thirties. 

Are you able to describe his build?---About like five nine, five ten. I don't recall him being very 
heavy set. 

After, did you hop into a particular part of your motor vehicle then?---I got into the driver's side. 

After you go into the driver's side did anyone else come over to the car?---The three girls, 
Boronia, Lisa and Tara. 

Did they also get into the car?---Yes. 

Do you remember who got into which part of the car?---I'm sure Boronia got into the front seat 
passenger and the two girls got in the back seat. 

Did you say anything to Boronia at the time?---I said I didn't want to leave Ant there. 

Didn't want to leave Ant there. Is that right?---That's right. I was a bit scared. 

Did she say anything at that stage?---That we just have to go; we had to leave and go now. We 
weren't allowed to do anything else. 

When you were told to, leave was there any reason why you are you able to tell the ladies and 
gentlemen of the jury why you went to leave when you were told to leave?---We were basically 
ordered off the property, the four of us. I didn't want to leave Ant there but my daughter kept 
saying that, “We just have to leave and we have to go now.” 

When you say you had to go are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how you 
were feeling at that stage?---I was crying. 

Did you then drive out of the property with the three young girls in the car, including your 
daughter Boronia, Tara Ducker and Lisa Firman?---Yes. 

Where did you drive to?---To Carita Court. 
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Back at Carita Court did you and the three girls, Tara Ducker, Lisa Firman and your daughter 
Boronia, all do something back at Carita Court?---We sat in the lounge room. 

What did you do in the lounge room?---I was crying. 

You have mentioned that you consumed some wine and some beer and also had some 
amphetamines. Did you continue to drink alcohol with the three young girls and yourself back at 
Carita Court?---I did. The girls didn't drink I don't think. 

How would you describe your state of intoxication at this point in time?---Depressed and very 
drunk. 

Do you know where Gary Mills was when you and the three young girls got back to the 
house?---I'm not sure if he was asleep at the table or if he had gone to bed, but I can't really 
remember him after we got back. 

Later was there a phone call made from your house?---I think Tara rang Gary White to see if it 
was all right for the girls to come home. 

Were you present when she made that phone call?---I think I was in the lounge room. 

Was that phone call made from your home phone number at your house at 1 Carita Court, 
Maddington?---Yes. 

Do you know how long it was after you got back to Carita Court that you made the phone call to 
see if it was all right - that Tara made the phone call to see if it was all right to go back around to 
Jade Street?---I think it was a few hours. 

After Tara Ducker made that particular phone call did you and the girls do something at that 
stage then?---We drove back over to Jade Street. 

Once again did you take your vehicle, the white Ford?---Yes. 

Were you driving that particular vehicle?---Yes. 

Were the three young girls passengers in the vehicle?---Yes. 

When you got back to the property did you go somewhere with the girls at that stage?---I think 
we sat in the lounge room, but I was pretty drunk at that stage. 

Did you continue to drink any more alcohol once you got back to Jade Street?---I don't know; 
probably, I don't know. 

When you got back to the house, do you remember whether a fellow by the name of Rainbow 
was still at the house?---Yeah. He was there. 

Do you recall something happening between you and Rainbow after you got back to the 
house?---Yes. I went into the bedroom with him. 

What happened in the bedroom?---We had sex. 

What was the next thing you remember?---Driving home. I think that was about 5 o'clock. 

About 5 o'clock; so about 5 o'clock the next morning you remember driving home. Is that 
right?---Vaguely remember. I was still - with the amphetamine and the alcohol, I was still - you 
know, I was pretty drunk. 

When you got back to Carita Court, was your partner, Gary Mills, at Carita Court?---Yes. 

Do you remember where he was?---I don't know if he was in the spare room or in our bedroom. 
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The girls - your daughter Boronia, do you know where she ended up, and the other girls, Tara 
Ducker and Lisa Firman, do you know where they ended up?---No, I don't know. I think they 
stayed at the house when I left. 

SCOTT J: Which house is that?---Jade Street, but I'm not a hundred per cent sure. I was just so 
vague then; I was so drunk. I don't know. I don't think they come with me, all the girls come with 
me. 

BATES, MR: You don't think all the girls came with you when you drove back to Carita Court 
at 5 o'clock in the morning?---No - yeah. 

When you got back, did you speak to Gary Mills - back to Carita Court, Maddington?---We had 
a bit of an argument because I got back to there at 5 o'clock in the morning. 

Did Ramah also come around to your house in Carita Court that morning?---Yes. 

Now, once you got back to Carita Court, later that day did you go somewhere?---I went to the 
shops with Ramah. 

Which shops did you go to?---The Maddington Village. 

Did you buy something from the Maddington Village?---I bought alcohol and tobacco from the 
hotel. 

What sort of alcohol did you buy?---A cask of wine. 

After buying the alcohol, did you go somewhere at that stage then?---Went back home. 

Do you recall how you got up to the shop to buy the alcohol and got back home?---Ramah drove 
me. 

That particular Monday, 20 August 2001, did you go to work on that particular day?---No. 

When you got back home, did you do something with the alcohol that you bought?---Continued 
drinking. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how long you continued drinking for?---
Till Tuesday. 

Did you go to work on Tuesday?---No. 

Now, a couple of weeks after Father's Day, did David Tapley ring up the house and speak to your 
partner, Gary Mills?---Yes. 

And then about a month after that phone call, did you go round to Gary White's house in Jade 
Street to score some amphetamine?---Yes. 

Did you say something to Gary at that stage?---I said to him that Dave Tapley had rung Gary 
Mills and said that he was going to report him as a missing person. 

Did Gary White say something when you told him that at his house?---He said he didn't know 
nothing about it and that he didn't really know Ant very well anyway. 

Subsequently, did you speak to the police about - speak to missing persons police about what had 
happened to Ant?---Well, I didn't really; I lied. 

Do you recall what you said to the police?---I said that Ant had stayed at our place on the Friday 
night and that when we got up in the morning, he'd gone. 

Was that the truth?---No. 
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Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury why you lied to the police about when 
you had last seen Ant?---Well, I didn't know what had happened to him and I was a bit worried 
for our safety, and I didn't also want to be a dobber. 

What do you mean by “a dobber”?---Put in some - put in someone's name when I didn't know 
really - you know, like, put them in. 

I just missed that, “Put in someone's name.” You didn't really know - - -?---Or telling that the last 
time I had seen Ant was around at Gary White's. I didn't want to dob on Gary White, that that 
was where I'd last seen him. 

All right. At the time when you last saw Ant at Gary White's house and when the police, the 
missing persons po lice, were speaking to you - well, did you still continue to see Gary White 
around that period of time?---No. The last time I saw Gary White was when I got that - the last 
bit of amphetamine and talked to him and I hadn't seen him again since. 

When you saw him that last time to get that amphetamine, are you able to tell the ladies and 
gentlemen of the jury your relationship with him, what was that was like?---Just friendly; 
friends. 

Did you make any inquiries yourself about what had happened to Ant?---No. 

Is there any reason why you didn't ask anyone what had happened to Ant?---Didn't want to know. 

Why didn't you want to know?---Well, I just didn't know what had happened to Ant so - I didn't 
really want to go around and see and talk to Gary White about it really. 

Did you speak to anyone else about it?---Just amongst ourselves as family. 

I beg your pardon?---Just amongst ourselves what might've happened to him. 

Family being?---Gary Mills, Boronia, Ramah, Josh, Jarrah.

Did you and Gary Mills, before you spoke to the police, make a decision about what to tell the 
police?---Yes. 

What decision did you come to?---Just to say that we - that Ant had stayed over the Friday night 
and that we hadn't he wasn't there when we got up in the morning. 

Was that in fact the story that you told the police?---Pardon? 

Was that the story that you told the police?---That we both did, yes. 

When you saw Ant at Gary White's house on 19 August 2001 have you seen Anthony David 
Tapley, or Ant, since that particular day?---No. 

You told us you haven't seen him since that particular day. Have you spoken to him since that 
particular day when you saw him at 12 Jade Street, Maddington on Sunday, 19 August 2001?---
No. 

I would just like to get you to mark a few things on the plan. I'm not quite sure how we are going 
to do this. If we bring the plan down, Mr Usher, and give Mrs Miller a pen. I just want to get 
some things marked in there. I will just get you to mark there first of all the - you told us that 
when you drove over to the house you went in through the gates and parked the vehicle and then 
went over with Ant Tapley and spoke to him in the back patio area. Just mark where you parked 
your car. Just write “car” next to it and just put an arrow where the car was facing, the direction 
the car was facing. I will just get you to put your initials SM next to the car as well. You told us 
that when you and Anthony Tapley first arrived you went over to a particular part of the house, 
the back of the house on the left-hand side, the western side?---Mm'hm. 
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Can you just put a cross and put “Ant and SM” where you went to first? You told us you later 
moved across to the other side of the house, the eastern side of the house, the top right-hand side 
of the house as you're looking at it where you spoke to Gary White. Can you just put a cross and 
put your initials and also the name Gary White? You told us that when you sat in the car you saw 
two men come out of the house. Can you just indicate - just put a cross and put “two men". If 
you could also put the name Ritchie; that one of them was Ritchie. Just write “Ritchie” - who she 
thinks was Ritchie. I will just get you to put your initials next to all of those markings you have 
done on the plan. I will just get Mr Usher to turn that around so we can have a look at that. 

SCOTT J: We will put it back on the board. 

BATES, MR: Would you just have a look at it first. Yes, perhaps if I could have it over here, Mr 
Usher. I will have a look at it and see if anything else needs to go on there. Yes, thank you, that 
can go back up on the board. I ask that the witness be shown the photo-board here, exhibit 23. 

If you could just turn that photo-board around, just hold it up, so the ladies and gentlemen of the 
jury can see it and you can also see it. Do you recognise that as showing the house at 12 Jade 
Street, Maddington?---Yes. 

Just have a look  at the one in the top left-hand corner as you look at it. Can you just point to that 
for us, thanks?---This one here. 

The gates that you went in and out of, can you see them there?---Yeah, there. 

Is there some cyclone fencing and then some barbed wire at the top of it?---Yeah. 

There are a couple of gates there. Is that right?---Yes. They are the gates that you drove in when 
you drove into the house and parked your car there?---Yes. 

Yes, thank you, Mr Usher. That can be returned. I just want to ask you some questions.

As at 19 August 2001, did you know a gentleman by the name of Les Hoddy?---Yes. 

How long have you known Les Hoddy for now?---I've known him for a few years but I've only 
really ever spoken to him just a few times. 

I beg your pardon?---I've really only ever spoken to him a few times. 

Where have you seen him when you've spoken to him?---Nantellis Street. 

When you saw him at Nantellis Street, was Gary White also present?---Yes. 

Do you know whether Les Hoddy is a member of any particular club?---Gypsy Jokers. 

Do you know of any relationship between Les Hoddy and Gary White?---They're friends. 

As at August 2001 did you know a fellow by the name of Sidney Reid?---No, I've never met 
Sidney Reid. 

If your Honour pleases, that's the evidence of the witness.

SCOTT J: Very well. Mr Cannon, would you like to start now? 

CANNON, MR: I would. I won't be very long.

SCOTT J: We will see how we go. 

CANNON, MR: Mrs Miller, you drove off from 12 Jade Street at approximately 5 am?---Yes. 

How did you get out? Did you have a key?---Rainbow opened up the gates. 

He let you out?---Yes.
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He had to go to work. Who let you in?---What do you mean? 

When you came back with Ant, who let you in?---The gates were open. 

When you came back, you can't remember bringing the girls back there?---Not really, no. 

You say you saw the man Samuels?---Yes. 

How many times had you seen Samuels before this?---Only about once. 

Where had you seen him?---At Nantellis Street. 

How many years ago would have that been from 19 August?---A couple of years ago. 

You say you're not 100 per cent sure?---No. 

Was there lighting in the area when these two men walked to the back?---It was getting pretty 
dark I think, so - - - 

It would be fairly late in the evening?---Yeah. 

It's August?---Yes. 

What clothing was Ant wearing?---I'm not really sure. I know my partner had given him some 
Levis and that. 

Somebody has described him as wearing shorts in August?---No, I don't recall him wearing 
shorts. 

He in fact was wearing clothes that Gary Mills had given to him?---Well, he must have been. I 
don't know, but I can't remember him wearing shorts. 

Do you know what top he was wearing?---I think Gary gave him a black T-shirt and a jumper. 

You were drinking with him and then injecting with him prior to taking him to 12 Jade Street?---
Yes. 

This was in your kitchen?---Yes. 

It was light?---Yes. 

Did you have the electric light on then?---No. 

It was daytime, was it?---Yeah, we were drinking and we had the amphetamines early in the day. 

What time would you have set off to take Tapley with you to 12 Jade Street?---It was some 
hours, much hours later. It was getting pretty dark. It was darkish. 

When you had got your first lot of amphetamines, what time would that have been?---That was 
in the afternoon. I'm not sure what time. 

You have been very honest with your drinking habits and I note that at one stage you have said 
that when you went back, “I drove back in the Ford Falcon. This would be for the final time. I 
can't remember who was there when we arrived back, whether the house was dark or there were 
lights on, whether the gates were open or closed or where I parked”?---True. 

What do you mean by “we”?---When I took the three girls back. 

This was for the final time, was it?---Yes, this is after Tara Ducker had rung Gary and asked if it 
was all right for them to come home. 

You have said, “From memory, we all went inside the house and either watched television or 
listened to music”?---I don't know what we done. 
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You said, “I can't remember because I was extremely drunk”?---Correct. 

At one stage did you think you had seen Les Hoddy there?---At one stage but I was sure that it 
was on another occasion. 

It could well be you're getting your occasions mixed up?---Yes. 

You're not sure whether it was Samuels?---No. 

Would you agree with me that a lot of bikies seem to look alike; a lot of hair and jackets on?---
Yeah. 

When Gary White spoke to you angrily was he annoyed about Tara - - - 

SCOTT J: I don't know that you can put it that way. Ask what was said but you can't ask what 
his state of mind was. 

CANNON, MR: Certainly, sir. 

You said that Gary White was angry?---Yes. 

Did he not chastise you for getting Tara so drunk because she's an epileptic?---I can't remember 
that. 

Could he have said that and you don't remember?---He could've but I honestly don't remember 
him saying that to me. 

There's lot of things you don't remember about that night?---True. 

When David Tapley, the father of Anthony Tapley rang, you knew that he was looking for his 
son?---Yes. 

You also knew when he rang that Ant had told you he missed a court appearance at Port 
Hedland?---Yes. 

And he expected the police would be looking for him?---Yes.

Did you decide that you wouldn't be involved simply because if he wanted to go away that was 
his business?---It was up to him what he did. 

Ant was very irregular, would you say that, in his visits?---Yeah.

If he was in Perth he would come and visit us. 

He would walk everywhere?---Pretty well. 

He would arrive at all hours?---Yes. 

Disappear?---Take off. Go up north or down south.

Wouldn't hear from him for months?---Yes. 

So as far as you were concerned then the last time you saw him he was at Gary White's. Where 
was he on that map when the two men walked out that you have identified? Did he walk towards 
the men or did he stay there?---By the time I got into the car I just looked up and I just saw the 
two men walking that way and then the next thing the three girls getting into the car. I didn't see 
Ant. 

Were the girls drunk or sober?---I don't know. I think they had been drinking. 

Can you remember speaking to Gary White at 12 Jade Street shortly before you set out to go 
home at 5 am?---Talking to Gary? 
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Yes?---No. 

He came to the bedroom where you and Rainbow - his name is Jardin - were in bed together?---I 
can't remember that. 

Could he have done that?---He could have. 

No further questions. 

SCOTT J: Anything arising out of that, Mr Bates?

BATES, MR: Yes, just two areas. 

You were asked some questions by my learned friend about various times that things happened 
on 19 August 2001. Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how accurate you 
can be with times that things occurred on this particular day, Sunday, 19 August 2001?---Pretty 
well roughly knew what the times were. 

In relation to Tara, where had - Tara Ducker. You were asked some questions about her drinking. 
Where had she been drinking during the day?---I think the girls had been drinking at Jade Street. 
I had - yeah. 

Yes, nothing further. 

SCOTT J: Again I take it there's no difficulty with this witness being excused? 

BATES, MR: No, sir. 

SCOTT J: Very well. Thank you for your assistance. In that event you are free to go?---Okay, 
thank you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

SCOTT J: That might do us for the day I think, Mr Bates, unless there's some pressing witness 
that you want to dispose of. All right. We will adjourn and start again at 10 o'clock tomorrow. 

AT 4.08 PM THE MATTER WAS ADJOURNED UNTIL THURSDAY, 8 MAY 2003 
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TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 
AT PERTH ON THURSDAY, 8 MAY 2003, AT 10.09 AM

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases, I call Natasha Geronimo Moutinho; page 113 of the 
papers. Her evidence will be taken by video-link. 

(Continued in Closed Court) 

SCOTT J: Yes, thank you. Can you hear and see me? MOUTINHO, MS: Yes, I can. 

SCOTT J: Is your full name Natasha Geronimo Moutinho? MOUTINHO, MS: Yes. 

SCOTT J: You have a Bible there and an oath card? MOUTINHO, MS: Yes. 

SCOTT J: Could you hold the Bible please and read the oath card? 

MOUTINHO, NATASHA JERONIMO sworn: 

SCOTT J: Very well. I will switch you over now to the prosecutor Mr Bates. 

BATES, MR: Is your full name Natasha Geronimo Moutinho?---Yes. 

Would you tell the court your date of birth?---5/1/79. Are you currently 24 years of age?---That's 
right. 

If I can take you back to the middle of the year 2000. Were you living and working somewhere at 
that stage?---Yeah. About June, July 2000 I started working at the White House Hotel in Leonora 
and I also lived on the premises. 

Were you working at the White House Hotel, Leonora as a barmaid?---That's right. 

Later in the year 2000 did you get to know a gentleman by the name of Sidney John Reid?---
Yeah. In about September 2000 another barmaid at the White House, Melanie Jorgensen, 
introduced me to Sidney. 

After you were introduced to Sidney John Reid did he used to come and visit you up at Leonora 
from time to time?---Yes. He would come up probably Thursday or Friday nights after the pub 
shut at about midnight and sometimes he would stay just for the evening. Other times he would 
stay for the weekend and we would go and camp out in the bush. 

At the time was he living in Kalgoorlie?---That's right. 

At the time was he involved in a de facto relationship with a lady in Kalgoorlie?---Yes, that's 
right. 

What was her name?---Megan Bresland. 

At some stage did the relationship become a sexual relationship?---Yes, in about October 2000. 

Whilst you were living in Leonora did you become acquainted with a gentleman by the name of 
Cliff O'Connor and his wife Lana?---Yes. I was introduced to them by Sid and sometimes we 
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would meet up and have a few drinks at their place and I sort of got to know them through living 
in the town in Leonora with them. 

Once you were introduced to them by Sid Reid did you socialise with Cliff O'Connor and his 
wife Lana up in Leonora?---Yes, that's right. 

If I can take you to the latter part of 2000. At that stage did Sidney John Reid and Graeme Slater 
get charged with an offence of grievous bodily harm and some other charges in relation to a 
gentleman Hayden Viddens?---Yes, in about November 2000 that happened. 

Did something happen to Sidney John Reid as a result of getting charged with that offence of 
grievous bodily harm?---Yes. He was remanded in custody at Canning Vale Prison. 

Was that Canning Vale Prison down in Perth?---Yes, that's right. 

Were you still in Leonora working and living at the White Horse Hotel as a barmaid at that 
stage?---At the time I was working at Analabs. 

Working where, sorry?---At a company called Analabs, a mining fire assay company. 

Where was that company based?---In Leonora. 

So whilst Mr Reid was in Canning Vale Prison you were still living and working in Leonora. Is 
that correct?---Yes, that's right. 

Whilst you were in Leonora and he was in Canning Vale Prison down in Perth did you 
communicate at all?---Yeah. I received a few letters from him and he used to phone me regularly. 

Later, did Mr Reid end up getting bail?---In about January 2001. 

When he got bail was it a condition of his bail that he not return to Kalgoorlie apart from picking 
up his belongings?---Yes, that's right. 

As a result of him not being allowed to live in Kalgoorlie did he commence to live at 50 Weston 
street, Maddington?---Yes. 

At some stage did you go down from Leonora and join him at 50 Weston Street, Maddington?---
Yes. On 15 February 2001 I moved to 50 Weston Street in Maddington. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how you can remember it was 15 
February 2001?---Because it was the day after Valentine's Day. 

Some time prior to you going down and living with Mr Reid at 50 Weston Street, Maddington on 
15 February 2001 did he separate from Megan Bresland?---Yes. 

The house where you lived in was that house a house rented by anybody?---It was rented by 
Rodney Jackson. 

Is he a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club?---Yes, that's right. 

Sidney John Reid, at some stage had you become aware that he was a member of the Gypsy 
Jokers motorcycle club?---Yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury when you first became aware of the 
Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club?---I don't recall. 

When you came down and commenced to live with him at 50 Weston Street, Maddington on 15 
February 2001 did he used to attend club meetings and also the clubhouse of the Gypsy Jokers 
motorcycle club in Lower Park Road, Maddington?---Yes. 

Day 4 – Thursday 8 May 2003 Page - 201



The Queen and Gary Ernest White Supreme Court of Western Australia

By the time you had come down to Perth and commenced to live with him, by that stage had you 
become aware that he was a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club?---Yes. 

Now, when you commenced to live with him at 50 Weston Street in Maddington on 15 February 
2001, was Rodney Jackson living at the house at that stage?---No, he wasn't. 

Had he moved out prior to you moving in?---Yes, that's right. 

Can you just now tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how the relationship went during the 
first couple of months that the two of you were living together once you commenced living 
together at 50 Weston Street Maddington on 15 February 2001?---Yeah. We were quite happy 
together. We spent most nights together and were a normal couple. 

After those first couple of months, did the relationship change at all?---Yes. It became to sour a 
bit. 

How did it change?---He stopped coming home at night and stopped talking to me and we argued 
at lot. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury during this period of time that you were 
living with Mr Reid in 2001 what his sleeping habits and patterns were?---Yes. He'd stay up all 
night; go out at night and sleep during the day. 

When he would go out at night, did you become aware that he was going up to an address at 17 
Albourne Way in Balga?---Yes. I knew he was going there sometimes. 

Did you know what he was doing when he was going out these nights, leaving you at home?---
No. 

Did you know who was at the house at 17 Albourne Way, Balga, where he used to go?---I know 
that Tony Sarros used to live there and Alan Wishaw. 

I will ask you firstly about Alan Wishaw. Did you ever meet Alan Wishaw?---Yes, maybe twice. 

Where did you meet him?---Once at 17 Albourne Way in Balga and another time at Weston 
Street. 

When you met him at 17 Albourne Way in Balga, how was your relationship with Sid Reid going 
at that stage?---Not very well. 

You mentioned that you only met him once up at the house at Balga. At some stage did you stop 
going up to that house in Balga?---Yes. 

Are you able to tell us when that was during the relationship?---Not really, no. 

Now, you mentioned another person by the name of Tony Sarros. Did you ever meet Tony 
Sarros?---Yes. He came to my house in Weston Street a few times. 

Apart from coming to your house in Weston Street, did you meet him anywhere else?---I think I 
saw him at Albourne Way once. 

When he came to the house in Weston Street, did you used to stick around when he came?---Not 
really. I didn't really like them. I was a bit jealous of the amount of time Sid was spending with 
them so I didn't really sort of have much to do with them. 

Was there another lady that you became aware of who lived at 17 Albourne Way in Balga, a 
Rhonda Howe?---Yes. 

Did you ever meet her?---She came to our house once in Weston Street looking for Sid. That was 
the only time I met her. 
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Thank you. Now, if I can ask you about your home phone number at 50 Weston Street in 
Maddington, did you have a home phone landline of 9493-0140?---That's right. 

Was Sid using a mobile telephone service 0402-572-982?---Yes. 

Did you also have a mobile telephone service, 0403-549-414?---Yes. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury whether you and Mr Reid predominantly 
used mobile telephones or the home phone?---All three. 

I beg your pardon?---Sorry. Could you repeat the question?

Yes. Are you able to tell the jury which sort of telephone you and Mr Reid used to use 
predominantly? Was it the mobile phones or the home phone?---He'd largely use his own mobile. 

Would the two of you communicate regularly over the mobile telephone?---Yes. 

If I can take you now to Saturday, 18 August 2001, on that particular evening did some friends 
from Leonora that you have referred to earlier, cliff O'Connor and his partner Elena, come down 
and visit you and Sidney Reid at the house at 50 Weston Street in Maddington?---Yes. They 
came over at about 8 o'clock on Saturday, 18 August 2001. 

Did they come to a particular part of the house when they first arrived?---When they first arrived, 
Lena and I stayed in the lounge room and Sid and Cliff were out the front talking. 

When they were out the front talking, could you hear what they were talking about?---No. 

Now, later did anyone else come over to the house?---Yeah. About half an hour after Cliff and 
Lena got there, Gary White came over. 

Do you recall approximately what time that is?---About 8.30. 

Now, Gary White - had you met Gary White prior to this particular evening when he came 
over?---Yes. I've met him on several occasions. 

Where had you met him prior to this particular evening?---At our house on Weston Street and at 
his place at 12 Jade Street in Maddington. 

Is that a house where he was living at 12 Jade Street in Maddington? Is that right?---Yes, that's 
right. 

Are you able to describe the relationship between Gary White and Sid Reid when you and Sid 
Reid were living at the house in Weston Street, Maddington?---Yes. They were friends. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury to your knowledge and from your 
observation would they see each other on a regular basis?---Yes. 

When you were staying at 50 Weston Street, Maddington did you also get to know a gentleman 
by the name of Les Hoddy?---Yes. I met him on several occasions as well. 

Where did you meet Les Hoddy?---I had seen him at Weston Street and at Jade Street in 
Maddington. 

Les Hoddy, did you make some observations about his relationship with Sid Reid?---Yes. They 
were quite close. 

Did you make any observations about Les Hoddy's relationship with Gary White?---Yes. They 
seemed to be quite good friends. 

Gary White, was he using a particular vehicle when you saw him on this evening of Saturday, 18 
August 2001?---Yes. He was driving a white LTD, Ford LTD sedan. 
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The house at 12 Jade Street, Maddington, are you just able to describe that house for us?---Yeah. 
It was a three-bedroom house. It was on a fairly large property and it had big cyclone gates out 
the front and barbed wire fences. 

Those particular gates, were they locked in any particular way?---Yes. There was a chain with 
two padlocks on them. One padlock belonged to Gary and one padlocked belonged to Sid; so if 
either one of them wanted to get into the yard they could use their own key to unlock the gates. 

To your knowledge did Sid Reid have any need to access Gary White's house at Jade Street, 
Maddington?---Yes. He had a sea container on Gary's property with tools and that sort of thing 
that belonged to Sid. 

Thank you. If I can just take you back. You have told us - just tell us what time it was 
approximately that Gary White came over to your house on Saturday, 18 August 2001 when you 
were there with Lana and Cliff O'Connor?---Yeah, about 8.30. 

Were you and Lana in a particular part of the house?---Yes, we were in the lounge room. 

Sid and Cliff O'Connor, were they in a particular part of the house?---Yes, just out the front. 

When Gary White came to the house where did he go?---He was out the front and spoke to Cliff 
and Sid.

Could you, from where you were, hear what they were talking about?---No. 

At that stage were you aware of any business that Sid Reid and Gary White were involved in 
together?---I knew they dealt in drug business together but that was about it. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury how long Gary White was at your place 
for?---About 10 minutes. 

After 10 minutes what happened?---Cliff and Gary went to the pub and Sid went out. They all 
left in separate cars; 

Are you able to tell us what vehicle Cliff and Gary White went to the pub in?---Yeah, in Gary's 
white LTD sedan and Sid left in his own car. 

Did you see Sid again that night?---No, I didn't see him until about 7.30 the Sunday evening. 

Did you know where he was going when he left?---No. 

Did you and Lana stay at home after Gary White and Cliff O'Connor had left in Gary White's 
LTD and Sid Reid had left in his own car?---Yes. 

Did anyone return back to your house that evening?---Yeah. Cliff came back about an hour later. 
I assume he was dropped off but I didn't see him get dropped off. 

After Cliff O'Connor came back did the three of you that's Lana, her partner Cliff O'Connor, and 
yourself continue to socialise at your house at 50 Weston Street, Maddington?---Yes. They stayed 
there till about 2.30 that morning. 

Did they then leave at about 2.30 on the Sunday morning, 18 August 2001?---Yes, that's right. 

You mentioned that Sid Reid didn't come back until about 7.30 on the Sunday evening?---No. 

Did you attempt to make contact with him during the period after he left on the Saturday evening 
until he returned on the Sunday evening?---Yeah, I tried to ring him a few times and sent him a 
few text messages but I couldn't get through to him. 
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You mentioned the next time you saw him was 7.30 on the Sunday evening, 19 August 2001. Is 
that correct?---That's right. 

Can you tell us where it was that you saw him at that time?---Yeah. He come back to our house 
at 50 Weston Street in Maddington. 

After he came back to your house did something else happen at that stage?---Yeah. About 2 
minutes after he got back he received a phone call on his mobile. He was probably on the phone 
for about 30 seconds and he got off the phone and said that he was going to Gary's place. 

Do you know who the phone call was from?---Pardon? 

Do you know who the phone call was from?---He just said he had to go to Gary's house. 

So he said he had to go to Gary's house. What was the next thing that happened?---He left the 
house at Weston Street, Maddington and about 2 minutes after leaving I received a phone call 
from Sid asking me to meet him out the front of our house with the key to the padlock for Gary's 
gate. He hung up the phone and I was looking for the key. I couldn't find it. Then about 2 
minutes later he came in the house and he was pretty angry that I couldn't find the key and went 
to where we kept the keys and grabbed a key and stormed out again. 

Thank you, so he left the house after returning at that stage. Is that right?---Yes. 

Do you recall when you next saw him again?---I didn't see him until probably the Monday 
afternoon.

Sidney Reid, did he ever tell you about an incident on that Sunday evening, 19 August 2001, 
where he said he witnessed Gary White shoot someone at the 12 Jade Street, Maddington 
property?---No. 

Does it surprise you that he didn't tell you about that incident?---No, he didn't speak to me about 
things like that. 

Are you able to tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury in relation to Gypsy Jokers motorcycle 
club matters, did he ever speak to you about those matters?---No. 

About other activity that he got up to of a criminal nature, did he ever speak to you about that 
other activity?---The only activity he referred to was selling drugs. 

Yes, thank you, Ms Moutinho, if you would just wait there?---Thank you. 

SCOTT J: Yes,Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Ms Moutinho, you never ever on 19 August drove Sid back to the 12 Jade 
Street property?---No. 

When were you told that he had said he had done this?---Pardon? 

When were you told that Sid Reid had made a statement that you had driven him back to 12 Jade 
Street on the 19th? 

BATES, MR: The statement is irrelevant. It's the evidence that matters and the statement says “I 
think” and the witness clarified that. 

SCOTT J: I think the question is quite legitimate, when the witness became aware, if she did, of 
there being a statement to that effect. That's the question. 

CANNON, MR: That is the question, sir. 

Did you become aware that he had said you had driven him back?---No. 
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BATES, MR: He said he thought you had driven him back?---Sorry, could you repeat the 
question? 

CANNON, MR: It's not thought. He said it in two statements. 

Did Sid Reid ever tell you that he had made a statement about you driving him back?---No. 

Did you go and see him in gaol at all?---Yes. 

He was arrested, we know, on 14 or 15 February 2002?---Yes.

Did you go and see him in gaol when he was there?---Yes.

How often would you see him?---Every 4 months or so. 

In relation to Gary White, you knew him socially?---Yes, through Sid. 

You used to visit the house at 12 Jade Street?---Yes, that's right. 

I think on your birthday he took you and Sid out?---Yes.

He was always very kind to you?---Yes, that's right. 

If you had problems with Sid Reid, would you often go around and see him?---Not really, no. 

You had never been around when you had any problems?---Well, he was Sid's friend so if I was 
having problems with Sid, I wouldn't go to his friend about it. 

Were you taking amphetamines at that time?---Yes, that's right. 

Was Sid Reid taking amphetamines?---Yes. 

On the 18th were there any amphetamines consumed by - I had better get the exact date. On 19 
August did you see Sid Reid take any amphetamines?---No, I only saw him for a minute or two. 

You say that he came home on the 19th after him being out all night?---Yes. 

Can you remember at what time he came home?---At about 7.30. 

That would be in the evening, would it?---That's right. Did he indicate to you that he had called 
in on Gary White on that day?---No. 

Did you ask him where he had been until 7.30?---Yes, I had.

Did he give you any reply?---No. 

No further questions.

SCOTT J: Very well. 

BATES, MR: No re-examination, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Again, is there any reason why this witness should be retained any longer, Mr 
Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: No. 

SCOTT J: All right, thank you for your assistance. In that event, we will now terminate the link 
and you are free to go so far as this trial is concerned?---Thank you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

(Continued from Closed Court) 

BATES, MR: Call the next witness, Stephen James Elliott; 628. 
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SCOTT J: Stephen? 

BATES, MR: James Elliott. That's page 628.

SCOTT J: Thank you. 

ELLIOTT, STEPHEN JAMES sworn: 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases. Before we begin I will tender some telecommunications 
records by consent. 

CANNON, MR: That is so, sir. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. 

BATES, MR: I tender the telephone records under the name of Mary Pearson and it's agreed that 
it's a number used by Sidney John Reid, 0402-572-982. I tender the phone records for the 
telephone service used by Sidney John Reid. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 24 will be the telephone records for the phone used by Reid. 

EXHIBIT 24 Crown Telephone records for telephone used by Sidney John Reid 

BATES, MR: Thank you. I tender the telephone service details for Natasha Moutinho, indicating 
her phone service is 0403-549-414 at the relevant time. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 25 will be the telephone records for the phone used by Moutinho. 

EXHIBIT 25 Crown Telephone records for telephone used by Natasha Moutinho 

BATES, MR: I tender the telephone records of Gary White.

SCOTT J: Exhibit 26 will be the telephone records concerning a phone in the name of White. 

EXHIBIT 26 Crown Telephone records for telephone used by Gary Ernest White 

BATES, MR: I tender the telephone records in the name of Kim Hunt, and it's agreed that this 
was a telephone service used by Richard Samuels. The telephone service number is 0438-731-
089. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 27 will be phone records in the name of Kim Hunt, being a phone used by 
Richard Samuels. 

EXHIBIT 27 Crown Telephone records for telephone used by Richard Samuels 

BATES, MR: I tender the phone records of Susan Kaye Miller, and the service number is 9459-
0583. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 28 will be the phone in the name of Susan Miller, the phone records in the 
name of Susan Miller. 

EXHIBIT 28 Crown Telephone records for telephone used by Susan Kaye Miller 

BATES, MR: I tender the phone records of Boronia Miller for the telephone service 0404-284-
729. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 29 will be the phone records in the name of Boronia Miller. 

EXHIBIT 29 Crown Telephone records for telephone used by Boronia Miller 

BATES, MR: I tender the phone records for Tara Ducker for the service number 0403-683-527. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 30 will be the telephone records in the name of Tara Ducker. 

Day 4 – Thursday 8 May 2003 Page - 207



The Queen and Gary Ernest White Supreme Court of Western Australia

EXHIBIT 30 Crown Telephone records for telephone used by Tara Victoria Ducker 

BATES, MR: And I tender the phone records finally of Leslie Thomas Hoddy, a service number 
of 0412-562-079. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 31 will be the telephone records of Leslie Hoddy. 

EXHIBIT 31 Crown Telephone records for telephone used by Leslie Thomas Hoddy 

BATES, MR: Thank you. I will proceed with the witness now. 

Is your full name Stephen James Elliott?---Yes, it is. 

Are you an intelligence analyst employed by the West Australian Police Service based at the 
bureau of criminal intelligence?---That's correct. 

Are you currently seconded to the major crime investigation unit?---That's correct also. 

On 21 February 2003, did you receive a request from a Senior Sergeant Greenshaw to prepare a 
chart depicting telephone traffic on 19 and 20 August 2001 between certain phone numbers?---
That's correct. 

Were those phone numbers phone numbers belonging to the following people: Sidney Reid; 
Natasha Moutinho; Gary White; Susan Miller; Boronia Miller; Richard Samuels; Ramah 
Goodlet; Les Hoddy; Rhonda Howe; and Tara Ducker?---That's correct. 

The phone services for Sidney John Reid, was he using a phone service that was registered in the 
name of Mary Pearson?---That's correct also. 

And the phone service for Richard Samuels, was he using a phone service registered in the name 
of Kim Hunt?---That's correct. 

From telecommunications information, were you able to prepare charts for both those days, the 
19th to the 20th, depicting the phone traffic between each of those named persons?---Yes. I 
prepared two charts for the 19th and one for the 20th. 

Thank you. Now, I will just ask you about those two charts. Does one of those charts deal with 
all telephone traffic between those people on that particular day?---Yes, it does. 

And the other telephone, is that a smaller one which deals with a period of time from about 7.30 
through to midnight on the evening of 19 August 2001?---Yes, it does. 

And then do you have one telephone chart depicting telephone traffic between those people on 
20 August 2001?---Yes, that's correct. 

Now, the telecommunications information that you had - did you have information that has been 
tendered belonging to Sid Reid, Gary White, Susan Miller, Boronia Miller, Richard Samuels, Les 
Hoddy and Tara Ducker?---Yes, that's correct. 

And as a result of accessing that information, were you able to also ascertain calls between those 
people and Natasha Moutinho, Ramah Goodlet and a Rhonda Howe?---Yes, that's correct. 

I will show you firstly a chart for 19 August 2001. I have smaller charts for the relevant period 
later for the ladies and gentlemen of the jury but I just commence with a few preliminary 
questions from the larger chart. Do you we have a microphone at all, Mr Usher? 

If you can just pull that chart out on the - down the left-hand side of the chart as you look at it 
have you go the various names of people whose telephone records you had a look at?---Yes, 
that's correct. 
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Going down the chart there you have got Reid, Moutinho, White, Samuels, Susan Miller, 
Boronia Miller, Tara Ducker, Ramah Goodlet, Les Hoddy and Rhonda Howe. Is that right?---
That's correct. 

Perhaps if in your own words you just describe how you have set up the chart?---Okay. As you 
said there's the various persons here depicted on the left-hand side of the chart and across the top 
here is the various telephone services that have been used at particular times. The arrows coming 
down and up the chart indicate the direction of the call, such that you have got Natasha 
Moutinho here - there's an arrow going in that direction indicating a call was made by her to Sid 
Reid. Also on that line is the time the call was made and in the case of Sid Reid and Richard 
Samuels we have indicated the cell site that that call was made from. 

Can I just ask you about that cell site data? Were phone records obtained from Mr Reid and Mr 
Samuels both being members of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club for the purpose of the 
investigation into the death of Hancock and Lewis at Lathlain on 1 September 2001?---Yes, that's 
correct. 

Were you able to obtain, because that was information was requested at an early stage, cell site 
data for both of those people?---That's correct. 

Just tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury what cell site data is?---Basically it's a record kept 
by the telecommunications companies of where a particular call was received or made from. It's 
basically the cell tower, or the nearest available cell tower, which was used to transmit the signal 
from the mobile phone. 

If you have cell site data for Reid and Reid calls someone other than Samuels which cell site will 
show up there?---The one for Sid Reid. 

So if it's Sid Reid that made the call will it show up the cell site where he was when he made the 
call?---It relates to his particular phone. 

SCOTT J: I take it he wouldn't be at a cell site?---No, it's the nearest available cell site, your 
Honour. 

What are we talking about there in terms of distance?---Anything up - - - 

I don't know - what - how far?---It depends on the atmospheric and geological conditions but 
anything up to 15 kilometres. 

On the cell site?---Yes. 

BATES, MR: It depends where the nearest tower is. Is that correct?---And it depends on 
whether that tower is in fact available. During some times of the day the particular tower 
becomes overloaded. In that case it switches to the nearest available tower. 

Thank you. So if persons making the call, that call will be transmitted through the nearest 
available tower to where that person is who is making the call?---That's right. 

If that person is receiving a call the call will be transmitted to that person's mobile phone to the 
nearest tower where they are?---That's correct. 

In the case of Mr Reid and Mr Samuels where you have cell site information for both people are 
you able to pick up both cell sites, one relating to Reid, one relating to Samuels?---That's correct. 

Just explain to ladies and gentlemen of the jury how that would work?---Sorry? 

Just explain to the ladies and gentlemen of the jury where you have got the cell site data for both 
Reid and Samuels, how that works?---They were from individual call event records. A call event 
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record is a record kept by the telecommunications company of all incoming and outgoing calls to 
that particular phone and it also records the cell site data as well. 

In an instance where Mr Reid and Mr Samuels have communicated by mobile phone do you get 
two cell sites?---One from each of the call event records. 

So if Mr Samuels calls Mr Reid you will have the cell site that the call has gone out from Mr 
Samuels' phone?---That's correct. 

And the cell site that Mr Reid's phone has received the call from?---Yes, that's correct. 

And if Mr Reid calls Mr Samuels you will have the cell site through which the call is transmitted 
nearest to where Mr Reid is?---Yes. 

And you will have the cell site nearest to Mr Samuels where the phone call from Mr Reid is 
received from. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

Thank you. When you have commenced to look at information as a result of this particular 
matter was any cell site information available from telecommunications companies for persons 
other than Sid Reid and Richard Samuels where the information had been obtained earlier?---No. 

Unfortunately, by the time we started this investigation the data was unavailable. The telephone 
companies for storage reasons only keep the data for a particular period of time and after that it 
drops off the record. 

Thank you, so you've got cell site data for both Reid and Samuels but no cell site data for any 
other person on the chart?---No. 

Is that correct?---Yes. 

The particular cell site that relates to the particular person, does that cell site appear underneath  
the number of that particular person?---Yes. Basically, I've put it underneath each, under the 
occurrence of each call for 

Mr Reid and Mr Samuels. 

I will just ask you a few general questions and then we will move on and deal with the chart 
which we have on A4 sizes which we can hand out to the ladies and gentlemen of the jury. I will 
just get you to hold that chart out and these will go into the jury room a little bit later, so we're 
dealing with 19 August 2001?---Yes. 

Just on the top left-hand hand of the chart are there a couple of calls in the early hours of the 
morning from Moutinho through to Reid's telephone service?---Yes, there's one at 0151 hours 
and one at 0757 hours. 

All right, and does that show the cell sites through which Mr Reid received a telephone call at 
that time?---Yes, it does. The cell site is Balcatta. 

That's the first one?---In both instances. 

In both ones, so Mr Reid was in the northern suburbs area at that particular time?---That's 
correct. 

His telephone was there, yes?---Telephone. 

Then later there's a number of arrows we can see in a fairly concentrated period between Mr 
Reid and Rhonda Howe in the bottom of the chart. Is that right?---That's correct. All of them are 
from Sid Reid to Rhonda Howe. 
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Is the cell site where Mr Reid's telephone was shown at various cell sites in the northern 
suburbs?---All are Balcatta except one which is in Koondoola. 

Thank you. Can you just generally point out that block of calls there and perhaps if you could tell 
us the hours of maybe the first one and the last one in that general block?---The first one was 
made at 0837 hours or 8.37 am, and the last one is here at 1109 hours. 

All right, and then there's a couple in the middle there and then there's another three between 
Reid and Howe. Is that right?---Yes, there's another block here, the first at 1220 and one at 1302 
hours. 

I notice there's a call in between those two blocks of calls between Reid and Moutinho, between 
Reid and Gary White?---That's correct. 

Can you just tell us what that one is?---That's a call from Mr White to Mr Reid. 

What's the time of that?---That's 1219 hours. 

The cell site for Mr Reid at that stage was - - -?---He's still in Balcatta. 

Thank you. If we move across the chart a fair bit hopefully you can see it from there - between 
about 6.30 or 6.28 and 7.38 in the evening, are there a number of calls between Mr Reid and Mr 
White?---That's correct. 

SCOTT J: There's a pointer there?---Indicated here at 1828, 1907, 1909, 1917, 1925, 1938, 
1945. 

BATES, MR: All right, we will just go up to 1938. Are they all calls that are going in one 
particular direction?---Yes, they're from Mr Reid to Mr White with the exception of this one here 
which is from Mr White to Mr Reid. 

That last one that's the exception, what's the time of that?---Yes, that's 1945. 

That earlier call between Mr White and Mr Reid that you referred to earlier in the day between 
the Rhonda Howe-Reid calls, are you able to tell us who that was between?---That was from Mr 
White to Mr Reid at 1219. 

So Mr White has rung Mr Reid earlier in the day or 

Mr White's telephone service has contacted Mr Reid's telephone service?---Correct. 

Then later between 6.28 and 7.38 Mr Reid has contacted Mr White's telephone service. Is that 
right?---That's correct. 

Yes, thank you. At this stage I would seek to hand out an A4 chart showing calls for the rest of 
that particular day, if they could be passed out to the ladies and gentlemen of the jury. 

SCOTT J: This is not a summary of that chart. This is another chart altogether? 

BATES, MR: No, this is a chart. I will just clarify that with the witness. 

Have you prepared an A4 chart which shows the calls from approximately 7.45 through until the 
end of that particular day, 19 August?---That's correct. 

SCOTT J: I'm trying to understand. Is it from this chart? 

BATES, MR: It's on this chart. 

SCOTT J: So it's an abbreviated version or a selective version of - - - 

BATES, MR: That's correct, your Honour, yes.
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SCOTT J: All right. 

BATES, MR: I have one for the witness. 

I will get you to sit down, Mr Elliott, and you can do it off the smaller one. Does this essentially 
show telecommunications between those 10 people initially or any calls that were made between 
any of those 10 people between 7.45 and basically the end of that particular day, 

19 August 2001?---It does. 

You have listed down the left-hand side the people who communicated between those hours, 
being Reid, Moutinho, White, Samuels, Susan Miller, Les Hoddy and Rhonda Howe. Is that 
correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

Thank you; and I will just perhaps get you to explain it now the ladies and gentlemen of the jury 
have got it in front of them. If we take the reference to Sidney John Reid in the first entry there, 
does it show Mr Reid's telephone service number, 0402-572-982?---Yes, it does. 

Just explain that first entry on this reduced chart?---Okay. The first call shows Gary White 
ringing Sidney Reid at 1945 hours. The cell site location for Reid is Cannington. 

Mr White's service is 0408-505-668. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

And the direction of the arrow is from Mr White to Mr Reid, indicating that Mr White has called 
Mr Reid at that time. Is that right?---That's correct, yes. 

Thank you. Can you just move on to the next entry there?---Okay. The next entry is from Sidney 
Reid phoning Natasha Moutinho. The call occurred at 1951 hours and the cell site was 
Maddington. 

The next entry - is there some traffic between Susan Miller's telephone service and Gary White's 
telephone service?---Yes, there is; from Susan Miller calling Gary White at twenty thirty - 2039 
hours, and the cell site is unknown. 

And the next entry?---The next entry is from Richard Samuels to Gary White at 2042 hours, and 
the cell site for Mr Samuels is Maddington. 

So Mr Samuels' telephone service has communicated with Mr White's service and because you 
have got cell site data for Mr Samuels, that has gone through a tower at Maddington. Is that 
right?---That's correct. 

So that tower at Maddington indicates - gives some idea of the location of Mr Samuels when he 
has made that call to Mr White. Is that right?---That's correct. 

And because you don't have cell site data for Mr White, you're unable to say which cell site 
received the call from Mr Samuels to transmit it to Mr White's mobile telephone service. Is that 
correct?---That's correct, yes. 

If we then move on to the next one there?---It's from Mr White to Leslie Hoddy at 2053 hours. 
Once again because of lack of data there's no cell site. 

All right; and the next one?---Next one is between Richard Samuels and Gary White at 2054 
hours and the cell site for Mr Samuels is Maddington. 

Next is there one where Sidney Reid has contacted Rhonda Howe?---Yes, there is. That was 
made at 2054 hours also, the cell site being Maddington. That was Sidney Reid calling Rhonda 
Howe, sorry. 

2054, that's a 24-hour clock. 8.54 pm. Is that - - -?---Correct, yes. 
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Thank you. Now, next you have shown an entry there to Swan Taxis. Can you just tell us about 
that?---Yes. The call was made from Mr Samuels to Swan Taxis at 2056 hours. The cell site for 
Mr Samuels was Maddington. 

Is there then a call where Gary White rings Sidney John Reid?---Yes. That was at 2120 hours. In 
this case the cell site was unknown. 

Then is there a further call between Mr Samuels' telephone service and the taxi company?---Yes, 
there is. That occurred at 2128 hours and the cell site for Mr Samuels was Maddington. 

So at 9.28 - - -?---Yes. 

- - - Mr Samuels' telephone service rings Swan Taxis through a Maddington cell site. Is that 
right?---That's correct. 

Thank you; and just take us through the remaining four entries on the page there?---Okay. At 
2156 hours we have Mr Reid ringing Mr White. The cell site for Mr Reid was Maddington. Then 
we have Mr White phoning Richard Samuels. That occurred at 2212 hours. The cell site was 
unknown. 

At 2215 hours, Mr Reid rings Mr Samuels. The cell site for Mr Reid was Orange - sorry; I will 
correct that. 

Mr Samuels rings Mr Reid at 2215 hours. The cell site for Mr Samuels is Morley and the cell site 
for Mr Reid is Orange Grove. 

So when Mr Samuels rings Mr Reid, his call is transmitted through the Morley cell site. Is that 
correct?---Yes. 

So he is somewhere is in the vicinity - or his phone service is somewhere in the vicinity of the 
Morley tower. Is that right?---Correct. 

And it's picked up and transmitted to Mr Reid through the Orange Grove tower. Is that right?---
That's correct; and the final call is from Mr Reid to Mr White at 2335 hours. The cell site for Mr 
Reid was Stirling.

Yes. Thank you. I tender the large chart showing telephone traffic between various telephone 
services on 19 August 2001 and I also tender the small chart which shows telephone traffic 
between those various people between 7.45 pm and midnight on 19 August 2001. 

SCOTT J: The large chart of telephone calls will be exhibit 32A and the smaller extracted chart 
in the A4 size will be exhibit 32B. 

EXHIBIT 32A Crown Large chart of telephone calls 

EXHIBIT 32B Crown Extract chart of telephone calls 

BATES, MR: As your Honour pleases. 

You have told us earlier, Mr Elliott, that you have also looked and prepared a chart in relation to 
calls between those various people, those 10 people on the next day, Sunday, 20 August 2001. Is 
that correct?---That's correct. I used the same method to construct that chart. 

Yes, thank you, and were there any calls between Mr Samuels and any of those other nine people 
on Sunday, 20 August 2001?---No, there was not. 

Thank you, and do you have a chart with you for 20 August 2001?---Yes. It's outside, sir. 

All right. I would ask if the witness could be shown that particular chart for 20 August 2001. 
Thank you. 
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I could probably move through this fairly quickly. Have you indicated in some way the fact that 
there were no calls between Mr Samuels and those other nine people in some way in that 
chart?---That's correct. As you can see, there's calls from the other persons indicated on the chart. 
However, there were no calls detected for Mr Samuels on that day. 

All right, and I will just move through fairly quickly. Is there a call at 2.12 am that Mr Reid has 
made to Rhonda Howe through the Balcatta cell site?---There is. 

Is there another call between where Ms Moutinho has rung Mr Reid at 7.25 am in the morning 
and it's been picked up and transmitted through the Beckenham cell site to Mr Reid?---Yes, that's 
correct. 

Is there then a further call between Mr Reid and Rhonda Howe at 9.27 am which has been 
transmitted from Mr Reid's phone through the Warwick cell site?---That's correct. 

Is there then a further call between Ms Moutinho and Mr Reid at 9.52 transmitted through the 
Maddington cell site to Mr Reid?---That's correct. 

All the calls for the rest of the day on the cell site with the exception of the last one, are they all  
from Maddington cell sites indicating the particular area where Mr Reid has been or to make or 
receive the call?---Yes, that's correct. 

Thank you. I will just move through them quickly. At 11.44 am is there one from Mr Reid 
through the Maddington cell site through to Rhonda Howe?---Yes, there is. 

Is there one then between Gary White and Mr Reid at 1303 or 1.03 pm?---Yes, there is. 

Is that a call that Mr Reid has received through the Maddington cell site?---Yes, it is. 

Is there then a further call at 1354 or 1.54 pm that Mr Reid has made through the Maddington 
cell site to Rhonda Howe?---That's correct. 

Then later on in the day is there a call at 2015 or 8.15 from Mr Hoddy to Mr White?---Yes, there 
is. 

Then later on are there two telephone calls, one at 2154, 9.54, and one at 2356, 11.56, from 
Sidney John Reid to Rhonda Howe, one through the Maddington East cell site and one through 
the Claremont cell site?---Yes, that's correct. 

Yes, thank you. If your Honour pleases, I tender the second chart of 20 August 2001. 

SCOTT J: That large chart for that date will become exhibit 33. 

EXHIBIT 33 Crown DATE 20/8/01 Chart of telephone calls 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases, that's the evidence of the witness. 

SCOTT J: Very well. Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: In one word, Mr Elliott, in respect of the time of the calls, how long the caller 
was speaking to the sender, have you got that information?---That information is contained in the 
call event records. 

You haven't made any separate chart to see how long the calls were?---No, that wasn't requested 
of me. 

It would be necessary to go through the telephone records that have been produced and marked 
as exhibits to find out the length of the calls?---You would have to do that, yes. 
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Where the sender makes a call and the receiver just lets the call ring and doesn't pick it up, what 
is shown on in the record?---Those weren't recorded. Any unanswered calls were not recorded. 

Any unanswered calls are not recorded?---Were not recorded by me. 

For instance, I saw a duration of some calls of 30 seconds. That's very, very brief?---It's very 
short, yes. 

Very short; barely time to say hello and put down the phone?---Some people talk very quickly on 
the phone. 

Yes. Thank you. 

SCOTT J: Just clarify for me, if, for example, there was an answering service or something - - 
-?---If you - if it was, say, directed to voice-mail? 

Yes, or something of that sort?---That would be recorded on the - - - 

It would be recorded, would it?---On the call event record, generally with the notation 101. 

Would that show up as well on your chart?---No, no. For the sake of clarity, we would've had a 
chart probably 3 or 4 metres long. 

All of these a mobile phones in any event that you refer to?---I think with the exception of one. 

All right, so when you referred to 101 - - -?---Yes. - - - what was that a reference to?---A 
reference to voice-mail. 

A reference to voice-mail?---Mailbox. Yes. Thank you. Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Yes, just a couple of matters. 

Mr Elliott, all these calls are telephone calls between the various phone services as indicated. Is 
that correct?---That's correct, yes. 

In those instances where a call is not answered, does that information show up on the source data 
from the telecommunications companies?---Yes, it does. 

You have only recorded there calls where the services have been answered and there has been 
some communication?---Yes. 

Yes. Thank you. I have nothing further if your Honour pleases. 

SCOTT J: Very well. Thank you for your assistance in that event, Mr Elliott. You're free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW)

SCOTT J: Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases. I call a short witness, Graeme Lloyd Edwards. 720. 

EDWARDS, GRAEME LLOYD sworn: 

BATES, MR: Is your full name Graeme Lloyd Edwards?---It is. 

Are you currently employed as an operations assistant for Swan Taxis?---That's right. 

On Friday, 17 May 2002, were you spoken to by a detective from the major crime investigation 
unit?---That's right, yes. 

Did he request certain documents from the records of Swan Taxis?---That's right. 
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Did you arrange for searches to be conducted of the records and certain documents obtained?---
Correct. 

Thank you. Is there a system that Swan Taxis has for recording taxi bookings that are made?---
The system's called Raywood system. All the records come in and they are stored on there. We 
get the car number, where the car is going to, where it's come from, time, date. 

When are those records made?---They come out straightaway and they're stored in a database 
and I can get them back there or the next day or whenever. 

Thank you. Did the police ask you to look at certain records in respect of a particular taxi 
journey?---That's right, they did, and I had to get one out of the archive because it was a while 
ago. It's gone out of the database and it's been stored in the archives. 

Do you have the printout from the computer system with you there that shows that particular taxi 
booking?---Yes. I've got it in front of me. 

Does it show a job number for this particular booking, 231200300?---Yes, it does. 

Does it show a time of the booking?---Yeah. The time is booked at 2059 on the 19th of the 8th. 

Does it have any details to indicate anything to identify the person who made the booking?---
Yeah. It's got a name and the pick-up address. 

What is the name?---The name is Rick. 

And the pick-up address?---297 Warrida Way, Maddington. That's Warrida, W-a-r-r-i-d-a. Is that 
correct?---Pardon?

Warrida, W-a-r-r-i-d-a. Is that correct?---That's correct, yes. 

Thank you; and does it have the name of the operator who took that particular booking?---Yes, 
the name of Sharon. 

There's a column there, Enter, and date, 19 August 2001. Does that indicate something?---Enter - 
that's the time and the date that Sharon actually entered that job into the system. 

If you just go through, is the phone number for Swan Taxis 9444-444?---Yes, it is. 

Does it show when a taxi was despatched to that particular address?---Yeah. The taxi was 
despatched at 2119 on 19/8/2001. 

In the taxi system, you can book taxis for a particular time. Was this taxi booked for a particular 
time?---No, it wasn't. It was booked - if you go to the left-hand side, the person that wanted the 
taxi wanted it straightaway because both times are at 2059. 

All right, so - - -?---That's when it was entered into the system. 

It was booked at 2059, or 8.59, on 19 August and it was that time is - the same time is entered to 
indicate the taxi is required straightaway. Is that correct?---It was referred to as an as soon as 
possible, yeah. 

Are there some details as to the particular car and driver that was despatched to attend to that 
particular booking?---Yeah. Car number 781 received that booking at 2119. 

What did that car do then according to the records?---The car, 781, then picked up the passenger 
at 2133. The journey took place and they dropped them off at 2151. 

And the pick-up address was 297 Warrida Way in Maddington. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

And the destination was Morley. Is that correct?---That's correct. 
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It has got a time there for meter on and meter off. Meter on, 9.33. Is that the time that the pick-up 
was made at Warrida Way, Maddington?---Correct. 

And then the meter off, 2151,9.51. Is that the time that the person was dropped off at Morley?---
Correct. 

Yes. If your Honour pleases, I tender the Swan Taxis computer data sheet in relation to that 
particular journey on 19 August 2001. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 34 will be the Swan Taxis data sheet of 17 May 2002. 

EXHIBIT 34 Crown DATE 17/5/02 Swan Taxis data sheet 

BATES, MR: Yes. As your Honour pleases. That's the evidence of the witness. 

SCOTT J: Yes, very well. Mr Cannon?

CANNON, MR: No questions, sir. 

SCOTT J: In that event, thank you for your assistance?---Thank you. 

You're free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

BATES, MR: Your Honour, I was wondering whether we could break for the morning break and 
whether the plans and the phone charts could go in to the ladies and gentlemen of the jury. 

SCOTT J: By all means. You have no difficulty with that, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Quite happy, sir. 

BATES, MR: Along with the photo-board of Jade Street.

SCOTT J: Yes. There are other matters that the jury haven't seen as well, some photographs and 
- - - 

BATES, MR: Yes. I'm happy for any photographs and plans and charts to go in to the jury. 

SCOTT J: We might just at least - the photographic board I don't think the jury has seen yet at 
all so if we provide that and the telephone records and the two charts at this stage? 

BATES, MR: Yes. Thank you. 

SCOTT J: All right. We will do that while we have our morning break. We will break for about 
15 to 20 minutes to give you a chance to look at those items. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, I call Russell John Bright; page 817. There's also a 
statement at page 813, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. You will be pleased to know that my pages terminate at 790. 

VANDONGEN, MR: I think I provided Madam Clerk of Arraigns with a bundle of documents 
yesterday which would have included the document I have just spoken about. 

BRIGHT, RUSSELL JOHN sworn: 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you, your Honour. 
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Mr Bright, the microphone in front of you does amplify your voice but you do need to sit 
forward into it and I would ask you to keep your voice up so that all the members of the jury can 
hear you, including the two down the back here. All right?---No worries. 

Thank you. Mr Bright, you currently reside in South Hedland. Is that correct?---Yes, that's right. 

What do you do in South Hedland?---I manage a real estate office for Ray White. 

Ray White Real Estate?---Yes. 

Your voice is very low. You do need to keep it up?---I'm sorry. 

When did you start becoming the manager of Ray White in South Hedland?---On 1 July 2001. 

Shortly after you become the manager of Ray White in South Hedland did somebody come into 
your office?---Yes, they did. 

Who was that?---Anthony Tapley. 

What date? Do you recall what date?---Well, roughly I think about the 11th or 12th, something 
like that. 

Of?---Of July. 

2001?---Yeah, 2001. 

When he came in what did he want?---He wanted to rent a premises from us, a one-bedroom 
unit. 

A particular premises?---Yes, 21 Boogalla. 

Boogala. How do you spell Boogala?---B-o-o-g-a-l-l-a. 

When he came in and asked to rent the property did you ask him for some references?---Yes, I 
did and he filled out an application with a couple of names on it - just off the top of my head I 
can't remember them - which I rang; one that I could contact. He said he didn't - - - 

Don't worry about what anybody said but you contacted his referees?---Yes. 

After you contacted the referees were you then willing to allow him to have the property?---No, 
not first up, no. 

Did your opinion about that change at a later date?---Yes.

Do you recall when you reversed your decision?---A couple of days after; 2 or 3 days after him 
coming in, yeah. 

As a result of you reversing your decision did Mr Anthony Tapley take up residence at that 
property?---Yes, he did. 

Do you recall when he began the residential tenancy?---About the 14th I think, 14 August. 

14 August?---14 July, I'm sorry; sorry, yeah.

14 July 2001?---Yeah. Yeah. 

Whilst he was at Boogalla Crescent was anybody else living with him to your knowledge?---Yes, 
there was a fellow that I know of for a weekend for sure, yeah. 

Do you know his name?---Yes. 

What was that?---Kevin Drage. 

How long did Mr Tapley stay at that property for?---Approximately a month. 
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When did you learn that he had left the property?---About a month after he moved in he rang me 
from Perth. 

Can you recall the date he rang you from Perth?---I think it was either the 13th or 14th, yeah. 

Of?---August. 

So either 13 or 14 August 2001?---Yeah. 

Where were you when he telephoned you?---In my car. 

So you received a call presumably on your mobile phone?---Yes. 

Did you make a record of when he called you?---Yes. I jotted it down in my diary. 

When he telephoned you what did he say?---He said that he had left town and he wanted his 
bond first up, yeah. 

He wanted his bond money back?---Yeah, he wanted his bond money back. 

Did he give you a reason as to why he had left town?---Yeah. He said that Kevin Drage had 
belted the shit out of him or something and he left town and wanted his money. 

So Kevin Drage had belted the shit out of him I think you said?---Yeah, something like that. 

And he, as in Anthony Tapley, wanted his bond money back?---Yeah. 

What did you say to him?---I said that I just couldn't give him his bond. I would check the house 
and get back to him, yeah. 

Did you check his house?---A couple of days later, yes, when I could get access. 

Sorry, when you - - -?---When I got access to it, yeah.

When you got access to the property, what did you find?---There were two guys. Well, there was 
only one guy home at the time, another guy I hadn't seen with dreadlocks, and I spoke to him and 
asked him what he was doing and asked him to leave basically. 

All right. Did you receive any further contact from Mr Tapley?---Yep, regularly. 

Mr Anthony Tapley?---Yeah, regularly. Regularly?---Three or four times a day. 

All right. You said that you first had phone contact with him on 13 or 14 August 2001?---Mm. 

How many times a day did he telephone you after that time?---Three or four times a day for 5 or 
6 days, maybe 7 days, and also rang the office. 

On the occasions that he telephoned you after that initial call, did you keep a record of those 
telephone conversations?---No, no. 

Are you able to tell the members of the jury when the last telephone conversation that you had 
with him was?---Only guessing, because I think it was about 6 or 7 days. It would have been 
about a week after he had first made contact, yeah. 

You say that's a guess?---Yeah, roughly. 

Were you spoken to by the police in relation to Mr Tapley?---Yes. 

On how many occasions?---Twice. 

When was the first occasion that you were spoken to?---In December. 

Of 2000 and - - -?---2001, yes. 
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2001, and at the time that you spoke to them on that occasion, were you asked to provide a 
statement?---Yes. 

Whereabouts did you provide that statement?---At the South Hedland police station. 

Can you just tell us the circumstances in which you provided that statement?---It was a fairly 
informal statement. I think the police officer said that Anthony's dad had reported him missing 
and just wanted some details of where he lived and when I'd last seen him and that sort of thing, 
yeah. 

When you spoke to the police on that occasion, were you able to tell them a date, being the last 
date that you spoke to Mr Anthony Tapley?---It was a guesstimate at the time, yeah. 

Do you recall what date you told them?---Not just off the top of my head now, yeah. 

So the date that you told them, being the last date that you had conversation with Anthony 
Tapley, was a guesstimate, was it?---Yeah, yeah, a guesstimate in that case; yeah. 

You were spoken to by the police on a second occasion. Is that correct?---Yes, yes. 

Do you recall when that was?---April 2002, I think. Was that on 23 April 2002?---Yeah, yeah, it 
would have been. 

When you were spoken to by the police on that occasion, were the circumstances the same or 
different?---No, Officer Miller came into my office and asked me if I had any data and my diary 
and all that sort of thing, and could I bring any relevant information over to the police station. 

All right. I missed most of that because your voice is very soft?---Sorry, yeah, Officer Miller, the 
detective, came into the office in South Hedland and asked me if I had any information and could 
I talk to him about Anthony Tapley and he gave me time to collect the information, the 
application for residency and the lease and that sort of information that we had in the office, and 
then I went over to the police station a couple of days or the next day I think, yes. 

When you went over to the police station and spoke to - was it Officer Miller again?---Yes. 

Were the circumstances in which you spoke to Officer Miller the same or different?---No, I was 
more informed. Before, it was just off the top of my head, yeah, basically; yeah. 

Thank you, Mr Bright. I have no further questions. 

SCOTT J: All right, thank you. Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mr Bright, I think your first statement is dated 31 December 2001 and you 
indicated in that that on 13 August 2001 Tapley phoned you from Ray White's Real Estate in 
Maddington and he called around about 11 o'clock in the morning?---Yes. 

Would that be correct?---That would be correct roughly, I think, yeah. 

Again, you indicated that in the afternoon of 14 August he phoned your office again asking about 
the bond and he told you that he was calling from Ray White's office in Maddington?---Yes. 

You said that on 15 August 2001 Tapley phoned you again and he called your mobile phone?---
Mm. 

On 16 August you returned to Tapley's unit and found it vacant and it was in a terrible mess. Can 
you remember that?---Yes, that's right. 

You told the police officer that. In paragraph 27 you said, “Tapley called my office and my 
mobile telephone continually up until 21 August 2001. He would call at least three or four times 
a day”?---Yes, that's correct. 
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Then you concluded that after 21 August 2001 you never heard from Tapley again and on 5 
September you telephoned Ray White Real Estate at Maddington to see if they had had any 
contact with Tapley over the bond and you got no reply?---Yeah, that's right. 

Did the officer who took your statement on 31 December 2001 indicate that it was in connection 
with a missing person?---Yes, that's right; a missing person's report, yeah. 

Was he the local police officer?---Yes, one of the local police officers. 

Then the next statement that you made was on 23 April 2002 and this time it was a detective?---
Yes, Detective Shaun Miller. 

Did he indicate that there was an investigation into a murder this time?---That's right. 

And he gave you time to try and collect your records to see what records you had. You came 
back to him the next day after you had looked at your records as best you could and gave him the 
second statement which was signed by you on the basis that it was true as far as your knowledge 
was concerned and it would be tendered if evidence. If it was tendered in evidence you had to be 
very careful because this could well happen. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

In that statement you were quite sure in the afternoon of 14 August Tapley phoned your office 
asking about the bond?---Yes. I said the 13th or the 14th but I put it down as the 14th because 
when he rang me I was in the car and I stopped and just wrote it on the page of the 14th, so as far 
as I remember it was definitely the 14th, yeah. 

In paragraph 69 of the statement you said on Wednesday, 15 August 2001 Tapley phoned your 
office again and he called your mobile number and you're pretty sure that that's the correct 
date?---Yes. 

Did you have any records available to you to get the 15th?---No, not really, no. 

Then you continue at para 71 that on Thursday, 16 August you went to Tapley's unit and found it 
vacant and in a terrible mess with all sorts of stuff strewn around?---Yes, that's right. 

And you checked that date?---Yeah.

Then at para 7 (sic) you said: 

Tapley called my office and my mobile telephone continually. He would call at least three or four 
times a day. After the middle of August 2001 I never heard from Tapley again. 

When the police officer was questioning you - the detective - in respect of the second matter he 
was questioning you in connection with a murder case. Is that correct?---Yes, that's right. 

Did you know that one of the crucial dates that the investigation was interested in was 19 
August?---No, I wasn't - - - 

He never told you to particularly look at 19 August?---No, not at all.

In your original statement you said that 7 days he would have been ringing you after you last saw 
him?---As I said, that was an guesstimate at the time. It seemed like every day for a while. 

Why, when the detective come, did not the detective ask you to concentrate on the 19th? Did you 
overlook it or you weren't asked?---No, to my knowledge I weren't asked on the 19th. 

Could he have been contacting you up to 21 August?---Well, it seemed a lot at the time. When 
you're running a business and you're busy and you're getting a lot of phone calls from the one 
person day after day and you can't do anything, you know, it seems a long time. It could have 
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been 4 days. It could have been 3 days but it seemed longer to me at the time. That's why I said 
it's more of a guesstimate with the 6 to 7 days. 

Of course when you made your first statement it was 31 December 2001. When you made your 
second statement it was 23 April 2002. Could your recollection have been more accurate?---I 
don't really know. It could have been, yeah. 

Certainly. No further questions, sir. 

SCOTT J: Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you, your Honour. 

Mr Bright, you were asked some questions about the first statement you gave to the police and it 
was read to you that you told the police on that occasion that Mr Tapley had called your office 
continually up until 21 August 2001?---Yeah. 

Do you recall telling the police that?---Yes, I do. 

When you told the police that did you have any records upon which to base that date?---Not 
really; not that I can recall. 

How did you arrive at the date of 21 August 2001?---Well, I thought it was about a week from 
the time that he had rung me first to when I never heard from him again. 

Thank you, Mr Bright. I have no further questions thank you, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Yes, all right. In that event, thank you for your assistance. You are free to go?---No 
worries. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, I call Pamela Antoinette Yates; page 780 and 793. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. 

YATES, PAMELA ANTOINETTE sworn: 

VANDONGEN, MR: Ms Yates, I think you live in Karratha. Is that correct?---Yes. 

How long have you lived in Karratha for?---18 years.

Whilst you were living in Karratha, did you come to know a person by the name of Anthony 
David Tapley?---Yes. 

What was he more commonly known as?---Ant. 

Where did you first meet Ant?---Late 1998.

Whereabouts?---The official meeting would have been the Karratha Tavern. 

At the time you met Ant, was he going out with anybody? Was he seeing anybody?---Yes, a girl 
called Shelley. 

During the time that you knew Ant, did he stay in Karratha all of the time to your knowledge?---
Not all the time, no. 

Where did he go?---Perth, I think a couple of times Onslow through work. That's all as far as I 
knew. 

In 1999 did you and Ant have a sexual relationship?---Yes.

Do you recall the months during which you had that relationship?---Around about 4, 5 months. 
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Which particular months in 1999?---It would have been the beginning of 1999, new year, and 
end of April. 

During that time did Ant live with you or did he live somewhere else in Karratha?---With me. 

At some point in time your relationship obviously ended. Did Ant then shift out?---Yes. 

Do you know where he went to stay?---Pamela Wilkes.

Anybody else?---Shane Ellison and Kim Palmer, Max Bell.

Were these people all living in the same house or in different houses?---No, in Karratha but 
different areas. 

Who was Pam Wilkes?---She was the local prostitute. 

In Karratha?---Yes. 

Did Pam Wilkes and Ant get involved in a relationship?---Yes. 

Do you recall when that was?---The day he moved out and apparently he had relationships with 
her prior to myself. 

During the time that you knew Ant in Karratha, did you see him taking drugs?---The only drug I 
ever saw Ant take would have been marijuana. 

Did he tell you that he had taken any other drugs?---Yes.

What sort of drugs?---I suppose speed, what you inject.

Amphetamine?---Yes. 

You said that he moved backwards and forwards from Karratha. At some stage did he go away to 
Walpole?---Yes. 

Do you recall when that was?---Late 2000. 

Did he come back to Karratha at some stage?---Yes, he did.

Do you recall when that was?---I saw him the beginning of June and apparently he had been 
back in town 6 weeks prior to that. 

Is that something that he told you?---Yes. 

You said June. What year are you talking about?---2001.

June 2001, all right. When he came back in June 2001 and when you saw him, did he then end 
up staying with you?---He came over and stayed for one night. 

For one night?---Yes. 

After that night that he stayed with you, what happened then? Where did he go, do you know?---
I'm not really sure, no. 

Did you see him again some time later?---Yes.

When was that?---August. 

Of 2001?---2001. 

In what circumstances did you come to see him in August of 2001?---Again, he came to my 
house. 

Was he by himself or with other people?---He was by himself. 
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When he came and saw you in August of 2001 by himself, how did he appear?---Agitated, 
scared, frightened. 

Do you recall what time of the day he came and saw you?---9 pm. 

At night?---Mm'hm. 

Okay. You said that he appeared to be scared and frightened. Did he talk to you at all?---Yes. 

What did he talk to you about?---Well, he got himself into some trouble in Hedland. He said that 
four black fellows took him out bush, chained him to a tree. They intimidated him and terrified 
him for about an hour. Three of them were carrying batons and one was carrying a gun, and an 
hour later - about an hour anyway, the person with the gun had a mobile phone and he received a 
phone call and he turned round to Anthony, said, “You're lucky. It's not this time,” and with that, 
they unchained him and took off. 

Where was Ant telling you all of this?---In my home. 

Did he give you any indication about what his intentions were?---Yes.He was going back to 
Perth - to Walpole, his family. He had a court appearance. He was going to go back, tidy up his 
affairs, sort his life out, come clean. 

Did he tell you when he intended to return back to Perth?---That morning. 

That morning?---Yeah. 

So he was there at 9 pm, the evening?---Mm'hm. 

Had you discussed things with him into the early hours of the next morning?---Yes. 

And during those early hours of the next morning he indicated to you that he was intending to 
leave that morning?---Yes. 

To go back to Perth?---Yes. 

Did he tell you how he intended to leave by?---By truck.

Did he indicate to you that he had a ride already?---Yes.

Now, did he stay for the rest of the evening or the early hours of the morning at your house?---
Well, I finally crashed out round about 8 o'clock and when I awoke at 10.00, Ant had already 
gone. 

The date that he had already gone after you woke up, can you tell us that date?---I'm not exactly 
sure about this. I know it was August sometime; maybe mid-August. I can't be sure. 

All right. I will come back to that in a moment. After Ant left, was that the last time that you saw 
him?---Yes. 

Did you speak to your sister at any stage about Ant?---It would've been the next afternoon. 

So the morning that you woke up - the afternoon of the same day?---Yes. 

And what is the name of your sister?---Paula Bawden. 

Paula Bawden. Did she tell you anything?---Just that she'd seen Ant at the coffee shop. 

Where is the coffee shop?---Karratha City. 

Is that a shopping centre in Karratha?---Yes. 

Now, you were spoken to by the police. Is that correct?---Yes. 
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On how many occasions were you spoken to by the police?---Three times. 

Were you asked to provide a statement or statements?---Yes.

How many statements?---Two. 

Two. The first statement that you provided, was that on 7 December 2001?---Yes. 

In that statement, did you tell the police of a date that you thought Ant had left?---Yes, I did. 

What date was that?---I think it was 26 August. 

When you told them 26 August, what did you tell them?---That he had stayed at my house the 
night prior to that. That would've been the 25th, and I told them that he was afraid, he was - and - 
- - 

Perhaps I can deal with it this way?---Sorry. 

Could you have a look at this document, please. If you can take that document out of the sleeve, 
is that a four-page document?---Yes. 

Is it headed on the first page with your name, Pamela Antoinette Yates?---Yes. 

Have you signed each page?---Yes. 

And you have signed the last page on 7 December 2001?---Yes. 

Is that the first statement that you gave to the police about this matter?---Yes. 

All right. Now, you have mentioned a date that you advised the police of, 26 August 2001. Can 
you see paragraph 8 on page 1 of your statement?---Yes. 

Does that help you remember what you told the police?---I just told them that he had been at my 
house that evening and - - - 

Could you just concentrate on what you told the police about the date that he left Karratha, or left 
you?---The date? I thought it was round about the 26th. I wasn't sure. 

What words did you use when you told the police?---I said, “I think it's the - - - 

Just have a look at the statement. What words did you use in the statement?---“Ant more or less 
left town on 26 August 2001, intending to live with his father in Walpole.” 

When you said “more or less” what did you mean by those words?---I wasn't sure of the date. 

All right. You can hand that document back now. Ms Yates, can you recall how it was that you 
arrived at the more or less 26 August 2001?---Normally I keep a diary and there was lot of other 
sort of activities going on with my life at the time and I sort of worked it out round about - we 
have like, what is it, the Panawonica rodeo and I sort of roughly worked it out around about that 
time. 

I don't mean to embarrass you but you mentioned that at that time you had some issues in your 
life?---Sorry? 

You had some issues in your life at that time?---Correct.

What were they?---Emotional issues. Family issues. 

Any other issues?---Yes. I had a drinking problem and I was also involved with some unpleasant 
people that I was trying to get out of my life. 

Thank you, Ms Yates. I have no further questions.
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SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mrs Yates, on 7 December 2001 when the detective interviewed you was it in 
connection with a missing person?---That's correct. 

They were asking you questions about Tapley on the basis that it looked as though he was a 
missing person?---That's correct. 

You saw the detective and presumably he typed out the statement and the statement reads at the 
bottom: 

I declare that this statement is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and that I have made  
this statement knowing that if it is tendered in evidence I will be guilty of a crime if I have  
wilfully included in this statement anything which I know to be false or that I do not believe to be  
true? 

---Correct. 

So you realise the serious nature of signing this document?---Yes, I do. 

You looked at your diary. You did your best?---Yes. 

More or less. Now, how much more and how much less would you have been prepared to admit 
as a margin of error for 26 August?---2 weeks, 14 days. 

14 days?---To the best of my knowledge, yes. 

You didn't say the middle of August or anything like that at all?---No. 

But you gave a specific date, 26 August?---I said some time around that time, yes. 

That would be towards the end of August, wouldn't it?---Yes. 

And you left it at that. After signing that statement a detective came to see you and you signed a 
statement on 23 April 2002?---Yes.

This time the detective indicated to you that there was a suspicion that he had been murdered?---
That's correct. 

Did he tell you the date on which it was thought he was murdered?---No. 

Did he refer to your previous statement, the one you had made in November?---No. 

He wrote out what you had to say and took it away and had it typed, did he?---Yes. 

Then brought it back to you and I see it was signed at 11.55 am?---It was all done in the office on 
the computer that same day, yes. 

He took a lot more information from you on this particular occasion?---Yes. 

You said at para 47 - and correct me if I'm wrong: 

In the early part 2001 Ant turned up at my place in Karratha. I didn't even know he was in town.  
He told me he had been in town for 6 weeks. 

When you say in “early part 2001” what would you have been meaning by the early part of 
2001?---The night I saw Ant would have been June. 

June?---So if we date back - yeah. 

Not halfway through the year but in June?---June. I'm not sure of the actual dates. 
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Once more you recounted to the investigating officer what Ant had told you as to why he was 
getting out of town?---Yes. 

In your first statement I think you told them that when he came he told you - and I'm reading 
from paragraph 18:

I remember Ant telling me that he wanted to clean his life up? 

---Yes. 

I remember him writing a two-page statement about what he had done and that he was going to  
hand it to the police? 

---Yes, but that was a four-page statement. 

He said he would probably end up doing a bit of time, but that it would only be for 
misdemeanour matters?---Yes. 

When the police officer came back again, this time investigating a murder case, he went into 
details again. Paragraph 76, “I could see Ant was distressed. He was frightened.” Was he 
distressed and frightened?---Yes. 

Did he have cuts, bruises?---The only part of his body that wasn't covered that I could see was 
his face and his hands. He had a heavy jacket on, long pants. I didn't go into the bedroom where 
he was sleeping. 

You recounted to the detective again about this incident with the men. He said three of them had 
pieces of wood and one had a gun?---Yes. 

He said that these men had chained him to a tree and that he had been beaten and then after the 
telephone call, he was unchained and they let him go?---Yes. 

He also told you that if the phone call had have gone the wrong way, he would have been dead 
by now?---Yes. 

I think you asked Ant who these people were and he said it was better that you did not know?---
That's correct. 

“He told me that he'd left South Hedland and was on his way to Perth”?---Yes. 

Of course, this was in Karratha where you lived?---Yes.

Did he tell you that he wanted out and that he was scared?---Yes. 

You told the police officer this in the second interview?---Yes. 

Did he ask you for the writing paper?---Yes. 

Did he tell you he wanted out, that it was big?---Yes.

Whatever he was referring to, and did he tell you that bent cops were involved?---Yes. 

Did he tell you that he wanted to come clean?---Yes. 

You told the police officer who had interviewed you on 23/4/02, para 95, “I gave Ant some 
writing paper and he sat down at the kitchen table across from me and started writing”?---Yes. 

You told the officer, “He wrote three or four pages but I don't know what was on them”?---That's 
correct. 

He told you it was best that you did not know what he was writing and he told you that he was 
supposed to appear in court and that he was going to Perth?---Yes. 
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You told the police officer you assumed by that he meant the court case was also in Perth?---Yes. 

He told you he didn't want to go to Casuarina Prison?---Yes. 

He told you that he was going to write, that he was writing to his lawyer so that he could avoid 
going to gaol?---Writing to his lawyer?

When he gave what he was writing to his lawyer, he might be able to avoid gaol? 

SCOTT J: Do you wish the witness to see the document? It might help. 

CANNON, MR: Yes, certainly, sir. 

SCOTT J: I don't know. I have a copy but I don't know if we have the original?---Thank you. 
Do you have the original? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Yes, sir. 

SCOTT J: Thank you, Mr Vandongen. 

CANNON, MR: I realise that it's a long time ago and your memory is still probably better than 
mine, so if you would go to the second statement and you've signed the bottom of each page and 
it's page 8 and if you look at paragraph 102, can you see that paragraph, “Ant said that when he 
gave what he was writing to his lawyer, he might be able to avoid going to gaol”?---Yes. 

This is paragraph 103, “He was hoping to do some sort of deal.” Is that what he told you?---Yes. 

You told the police officer at para 104 that you did not know what the deal was?---No. 

He told you that Pam Wilkes had arranged a lift and he was leaving Karratha the following 
morning to go to Perth. Is that correct?---Yes. 

I see that you've got at para 109, “We sat at the kitchen table until 2 am. Ant slept in the spare 
room.” If you go to page 9, did you tell the officer, “I stayed in the lounge room and I could hear 
him tossing and turning and calling out in his sleep”?---Yes. 

At paragraph 112, did you tell the police officer, “I was worried about him because of the state 
he was in”?---Yes. 

Paragraph 113. Did you tell the police officer that around 8 am you crashed and went to bed and 
as far as you knew, Ant was still asleep?---Yes. 

And you woke up at 10 o'clock and discovered that Ant had gone, and at para 115, you never saw 
Ant again?---That's correct. 

To assist the police, you gave them lots of names of people who he had been acquainted with to 
your knowledge and you were asked at paragraph 121 - “I am unsure as to the exact date when I 
last saw Ant.” Was this your reply to a question?---Sorry. Did you say one - - - 

121. It's page 11. Have you got that one?---Yep, yep.

Good. You can see in the statement, which is your statement, it says, “I am unsure as to the exact 
date when I last saw Ant”?---Yes. 

And at paragraph 122, “I know it was in the early part of August 2001,” and at paragraph 123, 
“In my previous statement I said I thought it was around 26 August”?---Yes. 

And at paragraph 124, “I now know that that is not right,” and at paragraph 125 did you say this: 
“I got confused about the date after I spoke to Ant's father, David Tapley”?---Yes. There was a bit 
of confusion on my behalf. I maybe - sorry. 
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Had the police officer indicated to you that their investigation had led them to believe that he 
was murdered on 19 August? That was the critical date that he wanted you to apply your mind 
to?---I wasn't informed of any dates of when he was murdered, what date he was murdered. 

Were you ever asked by the police officer - this is the second officer interviewing you in April 
2002 - to take your time and to check your records and your diary with 19 August in mind?---I'm 
not sure. 

What I'm trying to get at - and I realise that one doesn't always remember dates but there's a 
number of questions that you appear to have answered to change the date from 26 August to the 
early part of August and what I'm interested in, was anything put to you about the early part of 
August?---Yes, I do - his court case in Perth. 

What were you told about the court case in Perth?---He was due to appear. 

Was there any way that you could have checked through your diary, the social events that were 
occurring in Karratha or anything to pinpoint the date?---I went through my diary. Like I said, I 
used to keep a diary. I did not keep it for those couple of months because of other issues and I 
tried to pinpoint an exact date, to come up with an exact date, and I couldn't. The closest I could 
get was around the beginning of August. 

But you did the same in your first statement and you came up with 26 August?---That's correct. 

But when you repeated the exercise in front of the second interviewing officer, you once more 
got confused?---Yes, because I - the second one - I realised after the first one - I'd had time then 
to sort of go through and try and work out my notes and chat to my sister about what date she 
actually saw him and I could not come up with a precise date. 

You were also shown a photo-board, were you not?---Yes. 

And you were also asked did you know a man by the name of Gary White?---No.I was not asked 
that. I was shown this photo-board and I picked out Ant, and I was asked if I recognised anyone 
else and I believe I picked out Gary White. 

Why were you asked about Gary White?---I said, “I'm pretty sure I've seen his face before,” and 
they asked me where, and I said, “Karratha,” and then I was asked, “Do you know what sort of 
work he does?” and I said, “No, but I think it's something to do with trucks.” 

At paragraph 151 on page 13, you said - starting at page 12, 147 para, “I recognise the person 
shown in photograph number 4 as being a person I know I have seen in Karratha,” and if you go 
to the next page, you will see you continued, “It's about 18 months ago I saw him. I can't 
remember where I saw him.” Paragraph 149, did you say that, “It wasn't a crowded area like a 
pub or anything like that”?---“A person I know?” 

Yes?---That should be, “Being a person I know I have seen here in Karratha,” not, “I know the 
person.” I don't know the person. 

You don't know him at all?---No. 

Did you recognise him in the photograph?---Yes. 

And the detective told you that the person you had pointed out was Gary White?---Yes. 

Then you were surprised because you used to know, you told the detective, para 152: 

I used to know a person by the name of Gary White in Perth in 1978. It's definitely not the same 
person? 
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---That's correct. Yeah, I got confused with the Gary Whites, but there's also a Gary White that I 
know in Perth but it's not the same person. 

Did the detective make any suggestions to you that 26 August couldn't be the correct date 
because he was murdered on the 19th?---No, not that I can remember. 

No further questions. 

VANDONGEN, MR: No re-examination thank you, your Honour. I would ask that the witness 
be excused. 

SCOTT J: Yes, certainly. Thank you for your assistance. You are now free to go?---Thank you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, I call Paula Elizabeth Bawden at 797. 

BAWDEN, PAULA ELIZABETH sworn: 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Ms Bawden, you have an extremely soft voice and the microphone in 
front of you will amplify it to an extent but probably not to the extent necessary to enable all the 
jury to hear you, so I'm going to ask you to keep your voice right up. Okay?---I will try. 

If you can. I think you currently live in Karratha. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

How long have you lived in Karratha for?---It will be 12 years this December. 

12 years?---12 years this December. 

Do you have a sister called Pamela Yates?---Yes.

Does she also live in Karratha?---Yes. 

Whilst the two of you have been living in Karratha have you met several of her friends?---Yes. 

One of those friends you met was somebody known as Ant. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

Did you know him - at the time that you knew him did you know him by any other name?---No. 

Just Ant?---Just as Ant. 

How often did you see Ant during the time that you knew him?---Actually not very often. It 
would be about, I suppose, four or five times all up. 

Did you ever see him to speak to him?---When I went over to my sister's and if I saw him sort of 
like outside of the shops and that to say hello, yes. 

You will have to repeat that because if I didn't hear it I'm sure the members of the jury didn't?---
Yes, when I went over to my sister's and that and if I was sort of like out shopping and what have 
you, yes. 

So you would see him at your sisters and if you would go out shopping you would see him?---
Yes. 

When you went out shopping where did you go shopping?---Karratha City shopping centre. 

Was there a particular day of the week you used to go shopping?---Every second Thursday I 
would go. 

Why was it every second Thursday that you used to go?---Because that's when I get paid. 
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So you used to go on a pay day, did you?---On a pay week, yes. 

Did you ever see Ant at the Karratha City shopping centre when you went shopping on a pay 
day?---I did see him once. 

Did you see him on an off pay day?---At the shops?

Yes?---No, because I never usually go - sort of like really go in there. 

I think around 2000 you were involved in the Pannawonica rodeo. Is that correct?---Yes. 

What was your involvement in the Pannawonica rodeo?---I was helping a friend out because the 
staff they had employed let them down at the last minute and they asked me if I would like to go 
and fill in for them. 

Sorry, you start off really well and then you drop off towards the end?---Sorry. I'm just nervous. 

That's all right. Just take your time?---Yeah, I was asked to fill in for a friend of - well, it's a 
friend of Pam's who I've met sort of like through Pam and the staff that he had - some of the staff 
he had employed to go there let him down at the last minute, so - - - 

So you went in to fill in for them?---Yeah. 

What sort of job were you going to do in Pannawonica?---Cooking. 

Do you recall when the Pannawonica rodeo was on, what dates?---It was in August and that 
would have been around the time of the 16th or the 17th, 3 days. 

I'm sorry?---3 days. 

3 days?---Yeah. 

We know and I think it's common ground that the 17th was a Friday. 17 August was a Friday?---
Yes. 

16 August being a Thursday?---Was a Thursday. That's when we actually went up there to set up 
and that the night before. 

The Thursday that you went up to set up at the Pannawonica rodeo, was that a pay day?---No. 

That wasn't a pay day, all right. When was the last time that you saw Ant?---I'm actually not too 
sure if it was prior to the Pannawonica rodeo or afterwards. 

All right, the day that you saw him for the last time?---Was a Thursday. 

It was a - - -?---A Thursday. 

All right, and it was either before or after the Pannawonica - - -?---Yeah, I'm really not too sure. 

Are you able to say whether it was a week before or after, 2 weeks? Are you able to say anything 
of that nature?---It wouldn't be much longer than 2 weeks prior, sort of like either way if you sort 
of go - - - 

So 2 weeks either side of the Pannawonica raceway?---Yeah, I really couldn't be - - - 

Rodeo, I should say?---Yes. 

When you spoke to him at the Karratha City shopping centre, where was he?---Outside the 
chemist, the back entrance to the chemist, which is near the post office because that's where I sat 
down. 

What was he doing when you saw him?---He was walking up from - it's very hard to explain. 
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He was walking. He was walking, was he?---Yeah.

Okay, that's fine. Can you describe him? How did he appear when you saw him walking at the 
Karratha City shopping centre?---He was quiet but friendly, yeah. 

How did he appear physically?---Yeah, he seemed okay. 

Did you talk to him at all about what he was doing or what he intended to do?---Just sort of when 
you see someone, “Hi, what have you been up to” and that and he sort of said, “Not really much” 
and that and that he was leaving town. 

Did he say he was leaving town? Is that what you said?---He said that he was leaving town, yes. 

Did he say when he was leaving town?---That day.

That day?---Yeah. 

Did you speak to your sister Pamela Yates about that?---Yeah, because I saw Pam. It would have 
been on the weekend, and I said, “I bumped into Ant the other day,” I said, “and he said he was 
leaving town.” 

Can I get you to repeat that because I missed it?---Sorry.

It's all right?---I went over to my sister's on the weekend and mentioned to her that I had seen 
Ant and that he'd mentioned that he was leaving town. 

I think you were spoken to by the police at some stage?---Yes. 

Is that correct?---Yep. 

You were asked to sign a statement. Is that correct?---Yes. 

The statement, I think, was 23 April 2002?---Yes. 

Was that the first occasion or had you been spoken to by police on other occasions about Ant?---
No, that was - the police actually came to my door - it would have been the day before - and 
asked me to come down to the station to if I could make a statement in regards to that day that I  
actually saw Ant. 

Was that the first time that you were asked to recollect the occasion that you saw Ant?---Yeah. 

When you spoke to the police, were you also shown a photo-board?---Yes. 

Were you able to select a photograph?---Whose photograph was that?---It was Ant's. 

Ant's photograph. Yes, thank you, Ms Bawden. I have no further questions?---Okay, thank you. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Ms Bawden, the police approached you for the first time to ask you questions 
about Tapley on 23 April 2002?---That's the day I actually made the statement. 

Has any police officer approached you since that date?---No, only to sort of - not after that, no. 

Were you told on 23 April 2002 that you had to be very careful because they were investigating a 
murder? Did the police officer tell you anything?---It was in regards to the body that they had 
found and that's why I had to go down and sort of do an identikit. 

Did they tell you the dates that particularly interested them; namely, 19 August 2001?---No, they 
didn't give me any dates. They just asked me for the dates that I actually if I could recall the 
dates I saw Ant. 
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I think it was Detective Gartlan and Detective Froude?---Froude, yes. 

You were interested in centring on the 3 days of the rodeo simply because - - -?---Yeah, because 
it was around that time that I saw Ant. 

You never shifted from that at all?---No. 

You were shown a calendar, were you not, by the detectives?---As to sort of like when the actual 
rodeo - the dates of the rodeo, yeah. 

I think in paragraph 32 of your statement you said, “After speaking to Detective Gartlan and 
Detective Froude and being shown a calendar, I can say it was either Thursday, 9 August or 23 
August 2001 when I saw Ant at Karratha City”?---Yep. 

Had you spoken to your sister at all when you made this statement on 23 April 2003?---No. 

Was there any other method other than the rodeo that could have concentrated your attention on - 
- -?---No, because that's a pretty thing up there at that time of the year. 

And you still can't say today to the jury whether you had seen him before the rodeo or after it?---
Or after, no. 

Certain. Thank you very much. You have done your best.

VANDONGEN, MR: No re-examination, thank you, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Thank you. Thank you for your help then. 

You're now free to go?---Okay. Thank you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, could I just interpose a witness, Robert Nicholas Meeks, at 
page 364. 

MEEKS, ROBERT NICHOLAS sworn: 

VANDONGEN, MR: Mr Meeks, I think you're a senior constable. Is that correct?---That's 
correct. 

And you're currently attached to the ballistics forensic division in Maylands. Is that correct?---
That's correct, yes. 

You're a forensic investigation officer in ballistics?---Specialising in ballistics, yes. 

I think you have had about 9 years' experience in the ballistics field. Is that correct?---That's 
correct, yes. 

You have also had 10 years' experience in the forensic division. Is that correct?---A total of 10 
years. 

Total of 10 years?---Including those 9 years in - - - 

Does that include service in the crime scene unit?---Yes, it does. 

And the fingerprint bureau?---That's correct. 

Now, I want to ask you some questions about your attendance at a property in Northam during 
March and April of 2002. 

Beginning firstly - I think you went to this property on 28 March 2002. Is that correct?---Yes. 
That is correct. 
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Where is the property situated?---It was on Haddrill Road in Northam. 

Is Haddrill Road spelt H-a-d-d-r-i-l-l?---As I understand it, yes. 

As you understand it. How far out of Northam was it, to your best recollection?---20 kilometres, 
if that, but I didn't measure it at all. 

What sort of a property was it?---It was a - what I would see as a sheep farming property; 
paddocks that were basically bare with bush surrounding the boundaries of those paddocks, but 
sheep farming as I know it. 

You obviously didn't go there by yourself. Did you go there with other people?---I did. I was 
there with acting Inspector Chris Benson and Senior Constable Allyson Beaton of the crime 
scene unit. 

28 March 2001 was the first date that you went there. Did you also return there on the following 
2 days, 29 and 30 March?---I did, yes. 

Did you then return there on 4 and 24 April 2001?---That's correct, yes. 

On each of those days, did you and others attached to the Police Service of Western Australia 
conduct a scene analysis, or forensic crime scene analysis?---We - yes. We examined the area 
forensically, yes. 

Now, on 28 March 2002 when you arrived, was there a decision made at that stage and during 
the course of the investigation to designate various sites of the properties, or property?---Yes, 
that's correct; areas of interest for us, yes. 

Various areas of interest. Now, on your left-hand side you can see there a plan, and I think Mr 
Usher has a pointer somewhere which you can use, and he will also have a lapel microphone 
which you can strap to yourself?---How's that for volume? 

That's great. Now, before you stand up, could you just confirm for me that you have seen that 
plan before?---Yes. That's the plan I have seen before, yes. 

Is that a partial plan of the entire property that was looked at at Haddrill - - -?---Yes, that is 
correct. That's the area where there was a house, a tree. Leading to the east of that was a gully. 

Before you describe it, I will get you to stand up and we will go through it piece by piece and 
perhaps going in a clockwise direction from the top left-hand corner. We see there a grey box. is 
that the house that you referred to?---This is the house, yes. 

There are some green and brown things there that look like the top of trees. Is that correct?---
That's correct, yes. 

They are in fact a depiction of the trees that were on the property?---They are trees that were on 
the property, yes. 

You're pointing to a tree which is in the very top of the plan in the middle of the plan. Is that 
correct?---That's correct, yes. 

That was directly behind the house to the eastern side of the house. Is that correct?---That's 
correct, yes. 

To the right of that tree there is a gridded area. Is that correct?---Yes. 

We will come back to that area in a moment but was that area designated site 1?---That's correct,  
yes. 
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Who designated it site 1?---It was a team decision I think. Probably Acting Inspector Benson 
decided which one was going to be which. 

Could you just describe when you first arrived there on 28 March 2002 - if you remain standing, 
I'm sorry, but it's better than jumping up and down - just describe that site briefly?---It was a flat 
area. There was twigs and leaf matter on the ground. The soil was what I described as typical 
gold fields dust, red dust, fine red dust. The ground under that was quite hard. 

How much dust was there?---Between 10 and 20 millimetres of fine dust. 

We will come back to site 1, but if you could grab your pointer again I think there was another 
area that was designated site 2. Is that correct? Can you see that on the plan?---That's correct. 
That is this location here which is to the east of the gridded area. 

It is in fact designated site 2 on the plan, is it?---That's correct, yes. 

What was site 2? What was in site 2?---That was a natural gully. Obviously where the water had 
shed from the surrounding paddock in there was some rubbish. The soil was damp from water in 
that gully area. 

We will have some photographs in a moment. Was there also a site 3?---There was, yes. 

I promised that we would go in a clockwise direction so perhaps if we go to site 5. Site 5 is at the 
bottom of the plan; perhaps bottom is overestimating it, almost directly in the middle of the 
plan?---Almost in the centre of the plan, that's correct, yes. 

And it's designated site 5. Is that correct?---Yes. 

What was at site 5?---Site 5 was some rubble that appeared to be from a building that had been 
demolished. 

Site 3?---Is to the left of the plan as we view it. 

Again in the middle?---Yes. 

Directly almost to the west of site 5?---Correct. 

What was at site 3?---I didn't examine site 3 at all, so I don't know what was there. 

Thank you. Can you see at the bottom of the plan there's another grey box and a couple of yellow 
boxes?---That's correct; the grey box being marked as a shed which was there. Yellow boxes 
were mechanical farm machinery that was on the site. 

You can sit down for the moment and we will return to site 1. There was a site 4, wasn't there?---
There was, yes. 

But that's not marked on the plan?---It's not. That was further to the north of the house but within 
the same paddock area. 

You didn't examine that site either?---I did not. 

If we can return to site 1. When you arrived on 28 March 2002 - you have already given us a 
general description about the site - what did you do? What did you and others do in relation to 
site 1?---Part of our examination - or our examination started with assessing the area that we 
wanted to work with, which was just to the east of that tree. We raked the leaf matter and twigs 
to either side, north and south on that plan. 

So you raked the loose material to the north, which is to the top of the plan - - -?---Yes. 

- - - and to the south which is the bottom of the plan? ---Yes. 
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Where the gridded area is indicated on the plan?---That's correct. We then examined the soil and 
dust that was left there and noticed areas had been subjected to heat, as though there was burning 
in a few of those areas. 

What did you see? What do you mean?---The colour of the dust and of the underlying soil was 
black or grey with soot. 

After you had done the raking and you had done your initial visual examination of the site what 
did you find?---We then started to, if you like, follow the burnt areas by scooping the fine dust 
with a shovel and sifting through that. We found various objects from those siftings. 

You went through and followed the various burnt areas. Where did you take the shovellings that 
you had taken?---They were taken to the site of the gridded area where other members of the 
team would be sitting down operating the sifters. 

So soil was physically taken out of the area to another area nearby?---Yes. 

And it was there that the sifting was done. Is that correct?---Correct. 

On that day, 28 March 2003 (sic) did you record what was located?---I did, yes. 

An exhibit list?---I did, yes. 

Do you have that exhibit list there with you?---I have a copy of it with me, yes. 

I wonder, unless there's any objection, if you can refer to it. Does that exhibit list record a 
number of items that were located not only on 28 March but during the ensuing days the property 
was examined?---Yes, it does. 

If we could just concentrate on 28 March 2002, when the sifting was done to the area to the side 
of the gridded area and objects were located, what was done with the objects?---They were then 
packaged into plastic bags and the bags were marked with a description of their location and the 
initials of the person collecting them. 

In your case your initials are?---RNM. 

When things were put into bags, were solitary items put into bags or were there numerous items 
put into bags?---No, numerous items. Any item that was collected from a particular area were put 
into the bag. 

On that day did you locate a number of items or were a number of items located that you 
recorded as your initials RNM and then a number?---That's the process I used for marking or 
numbering the exhibits, yes. 

All right, and how many exhibits or items were located on that first day? Are you able to 
estimate?---Not without referring to my exhibit list. 

An estimate?---20. I would have to check. 

Of those 20 exhibits, how many items, pieces of - - -?---Actual items 100, because there were 
multiple items inside the bags. 

If you can refer to your exhibit list, did you locate on that day an item RNM1 which consisted of 
fragments from the first area searched and sieved, rear house?---That's correct. Yes, I did. 

What do you mean by “fragments from first area searched and sieved, rear house”?---When we 
made our decision to start following the burnt areas, we looked at the pattern and said, “Okay, we 
will designate this square as area 1.” All of the dust that was taken from that one area was sieved 
on its own. All of the objects from those were put into one bag. 
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So do I take it from that that the gridded area had not actually been laid out at that stage?---We 
hadn't done the gridding yet; that's correct. 

RNM1, fragments from first area searched and sieved, they were a number of fragments from 
that first area that you designated and searched and sieved. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

RNM2, what was that?---That was fragments from the second area that we sieved. 

Again, in that area to the right of the tree?---To the right as you view the plan, yes. 

Of the tree where the gridded area now sits?---Correct. There are a number of other items but if I 
can skip through to RNM5, was that also located?---In that area, yes. 

This time it was only a fragment of bone. Is that correct?---One fragment, yes, that's correct. 

One fragment of bone?---Yes. 

RNM6, what was that?---That was one fragment of bone. Again, RNM5 and RNM6 were found 
in that area to the right of the tree?---That's correct. 

RNM8, what was RNM8?---They were fragments from area 5, within that area. 

SCOTT J: We will have to break at some time, Mr Vandongen. 

VANDONGEN, MR: I think that's probably a convenient time.

SCOTT J: I don't want to break into your sequence if you're happy to break there. 

VANDONGEN, MR: Perhaps if I can ask a few more questions and then we will - - - 

SCOTT J: Certainly. 

VANDONGEN, MR: RNM8, if I can skip forward in time briefly, was RNM subsequently 
examined back at your office?---It was, yes. 

What happened to it?---We discovered when we were processing the exhibits for sending them to 
various laboratories for examination, we found that in the bag that was marked RNM8 was bone 
and metal objects. We separated those out and made a bag called RNM8A and a bag called 
RNM8B. 

The RNM8A, was that the bone fragments?---Yes. 

What were the metal fragments?---If my memory serves me correctly, they were objects like 
rivets from a pair of jeans, a piece of jewellery, a watchband or something like that. 

All right. On the plan, and I will finish here, but if you could stand up and show us on the plan, 
bearing in mind that the gridded area hadn't been laid out on this date, are there a number of 
arrows attached to which are the letters RNM and then a number?---There are shown those on 
the plan, yes. 

Can you point to RNM1, please? You're indicating where RNM1 was located. Is that correct?---
That's correct, yes. 

That's indicated by an arrow?---Yes. 

RNM2?---Is here. 

Yes, thank you, and RNM5? Thank you. RNM6?---Just next to that. 

RNM8 which became 8A. Is that correct?---That's correct, yes. 

Yes, thank you. That is a convenient time, if your Honour pleases. 
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SCOTT J: You will need to come back after lunch. Please take the microphone off before you 
leave and we will adjourn until 2.15. 

(Luncheon adjournment) 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you, your Honour. 

Now, Mr Meeks, just before the luncheon break you indicated to the members of the jury on the 
plan where the various exhibits numbered RNM1 to 5, 6 and 8 were located. Is that correct?---
That's correct, yes. 

And you indicated on 28 March 2002 that the gridded area that we see depicted on the plan had 
not actually been put there at that time. Is that correct?---Early - the earlier part of the day we 
hadn't put the grid out, yes. 

In the later part of the day, was the grid then set out?---Yes. We did set the grid out. 

The gridding, I think, was given numbers and letters, much as you see in a street directory. Is that 
correct?---That's correct, yes. 

And the letters, as we look at the plan, were on the bottom part. Is it from A to - what letter? Can 
you see?---A to I . 

A to I; and the numbering was 1 to 9. Is that correct?---That's correct, yes. 

And they're clearly marked on the plan. Is that - - -?---They are marked on the plan, yes. 

Now, you continued with your examination on the 28th and then returned on 29 March two 
thousand - - -?---Yes, we did, yes. 

On that date, did you continue examining what we now know as site l?---Yes. 

And you obtained or found a number of items on that date, did you?---Yes, we did, yes. 

And they were also recorded in your exhibit list?---That's correct. 

Your exhibit list, was that the complete exhibit list or were there other exhibits found that were 
not recorded in your list?---The exhibit list that I have were the exhibits that I took control of that 
were given to me. When other officers as part of our team collected exhibits, they recorded them 
on a separate list. 

Thank you. 29 March 2002, you located a number of exhibits, or took control of a number of 
exhibits?---Yes, I did. 

Then you returned on 30 March 2002. Is that correct?---Yes. 

This time you looked at site 2. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct, yes. 

Site 2 is the site to the right-hand side of the plan in the top right-hand corner in the gully area, or 
the watercourse area?---Yes, that's right, yes. 

And there a number of exhibits or items were also located on that date?---That's correct. 

Some of which were recorded in your exhibit list?---Yes. 

Now, on 4 April 2002, did you return to the site?---Yes, I did. 

What was the purpose of returning to the site on 4 April?---To examine more areas adjacent to 
the gridded area. 
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Was the gridded area itself examined again?---I believe we went through some of it. 

What particular areas were searched or looked at on 4 April?---We looked at the piles of soil and 
dirt that were left over after we sieved. On the first and the second day we would dig out, move 
the soil to the area where the sievers were and there would be basically a mound of soil where 
they were just sieving the soil down and then removing exhibits. We re-examined those mounds 
of soil basically. 

So if I can summarise it in this way, on 28 and 29 and into 30 March, you dug areas out of site 1 
and sieved them to an area off to the side of site 1?---Yes. 

And that sieving created mounds of dirt?---That's correct.

And then on 4 April you went back to that area and re-looked at those mounds of dirt created by 
the sieving?---Yes, that's right, yes. 

Were a number of items found on that day as well?---Yes, they were. We seized some - - - 

Some of which - sorry?---Yes. We did take exhibits. 

Some of which were recorded in your exhibit list?---That's correct. 

Now, on 5 April 2002 - and if you need to refer to your exhibit list, please do so, but did you 
receive some fragments of bone from a senior sergeant, Sergeant Sanderson?---Yes. If I may just 
refer to my list? 

Certainly?---Yes. It was on 5 April. 

All right; and did you label those two exhibits RNM50 and RNM51?---Yes, I did. 

RNM50, did that constitute a number of fragments of bone?---Yes, it did. 

And RNM51 likewise constituted a number of fragments of bone. Is that correct?---That's 
correct, in a single plastic bag. 

In a sealed plastic bag. Now, you didn't locate those items?---No. They were given to me by 
Sergeant Sanderson. 

All right, and we will ask him where he found those. On 24 April 2002, did you go back again to 
the Northam site?---Yes, we did. 

Why did you go back to the Northam site?---We went to then examine the mounds further, and 
also to extend the gridded area slightly and then sieve those grids, the extra - - - 

All right; so originally the grid was A to I and 1 to 9, a squared area?---That's correct. 

You went back on the 24th and made that gridded area bigger?---Yes, on two sides. We extended 
it slightly. 

Then did you conduct an examination of that area on 

24 April 2002?---Yes, along with other officers, yes. 

And a number of items again were located, some of which were recorded in your exhibit list?---I 
think all of the ones were - on that particular day I was the only exhibit officer, yes. 

You have referred to RNM1, 2, 5, 6, 8 and also 50 and 51. Of the other exhibits could you give 
us a brief outline about what sort of things were located in the various areas on the property?---
Certainly. In the gridded area that we described as site 1 there were pieces of charcoal, burnt 
wood. There were cartridge cases from rifle type ammunition, rivets from jeans - sorry, what I 
described as rivets from boots eye holes. There were some items of what looked like junk 
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jewellery, glass, melted chunks of metal from those burnt areas. In the gully, site number 2, there 
was general refuse in there, along with what appeared to be burnt matter, burnt soil, dark-
coloured soil and an ash type substance was there. 

What about the other sites? Site 5, did you examine that site?---No, we didn't exactly examine 
that as such. We looked at it on the first day and determined that it was the leftovers of a 
demolished building. 

Sure. You have already indicated that you didn't look at sites 3 or 4?---That's correct. I did not. 

Of the exhibits and the various items that were collected over those days what happened to 
them?---Some were retained at the crime scene unit exhibits forensic storage area. Some were 
conveyed to the pathology centre and the ammunition related exhibits, the cartridge cases, were 
conveyed with me to the ballistics section. 

The things that were conveyed to the pathology centre what were they?---They were items that 
were bone, some charcoal and ash and some soil samples. 

Yes, thank you. Were some photographs taken at the site?---They were, yes. 

Could you have a look at this photo-board for me please? I wonder if you could hold it up. 
Sometimes we get a bit of glare on the photographs, so if you could tilt it down a little bit away 
from the light so the members of the jury can see. In the top left-hand corner there is a 
photograph that looks to have been taken from the air. Is that correct?---Yes. That's an aerial 
photograph illustrating the farmhouse and the tree next to the gridded area. 

So if I was the photograph taking that photograph and I was in a helicopter would I be sitting in a 
helicopter somewhere towards the bottom of the plan?---That's correct, yes. 

Looking down towards the farmhouse?---That's correct, yes. Can you point the farmhouse out 
please in the photograph? Just with your finger will be fine?---The farmhouse is a white, bright 
object on that particular photograph. 

The second photograph as you move from your left to your right in the middle there at the top - 
there's another photograph again, an aerial photograph?---Yes. 

If I was the photographer sitting in my helicopter would I now be sitting at the top of the plan 
looking down towards the farmhouse and the shed?---That's correct, yes. 

Can you point to me and for the members of the jury the shed that's depicted at the bottom of the 
plan in the photograph please? Thank you. There's a shed at the top of the photograph in the 
middle of the photo-board?---Yes, that's correct. 

Finally, the third photograph in the top right-hand corner, is that now a close-up of the area that 
you have described as site 1, again taken from the air?---That is, yes. 

Would you point to site 1 for us please. That's an area immediately to the left of a green tree on 
the photograph in the top right-hand corner. Is that correct?---Yes, that is. 

If we move down to the next row of photographs are there a series of photographs that have been 
joined together to show a panorama?---Yes. There are five photographs brought together. 

Do you recognise that site?---Yes. That is site number 1. Perhaps if we can deal with it this way 
just to orient ourselves: in the top right-hand corner of that panorama of photographs is a house 
or a building. Can you see that?---Yes, there is a house there. 

Could you just use the pointer to point to that? Is that the farmhouse?---That is the farmhouse, 
yes. 
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As you stand looking at the photographs and turning to your left there is a tree immediately to 
the left of that farmhouse. Can you point to that tree? All right. In the shadows of that tree there 
appear to be some yellow tape and some red witches hats on the ground?---That's correct. That is 
our gridded area. 

That's the grid that you put down there later on 28 March 2002?---Yes, that's correct. 

That is what you have called site 1?---Yes. 

There are some dark areas on the ground. Can you see that in the gridded area?---Yes, there are 
dark areas there. 

Could you point to those for us please? From your observation what do those dark areas appear 
to have been?---Those darks areas are the areas that I believe were consistent with that area 
being burnt. The ground was black and there was ash. 

You've indicated to the jury that prior to the grid being put down, the area was raked. Is that 
correct---That's correct, yes. 

You indicated that it was raked to the north and to the south of the gridded area. Is that 
correct?---Yes, that's right. 

Has this photograph been taken before or after the raking has occurred?---After the raking. 

Can we see the piles of raking in those photographs or hasn't it been able to be captured?---Yes, 
it is there. You see them, again as you view the photograph, in the bottom right-hand corner and 
then an area just prior to a fence line basically in line with the far left-hand corner of the gridded 
area. 

Thank you. The first area, just for the transcript, that you indicated was a small dark area perhaps 
to the bottom right-hand corner of the gridded area. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Immediately underneath the tree shadow. Is that correct?---Yes. 

I will save your arm by asking you some final questions about the final photographs if you could 
just hold it there for a moment longer. If I was the person taking that photograph, would I be 
standing in a point between site 2 looking towards the house?---Yes, in the top right-hand corner 
of the plan as you view it. 

So if I was standing in the top right-hand corner of the plan in the paddock looking back towards 
the house, I would be taking that photograph or those series of photographs?---Yes, that's right. 

Would you point to site 2 for us, please? You're indicating an area that's just to the left of what 
appears to be a blue tarpaulin on a car. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

Could you tell the members of the jury what was located in that area just generally?---In there 
was general refuse, some burnt soil sand and charcoal type matter. 

Yes, thank you. Your Honour, I tender both the plan and the photo-board of the Northam 
property. 

SCOTT J: The plan of the Northam property will become exhibit 35 and the series of 
photographs on the photo-board of the Northam property will become exhibit 36. 

EXHIBIT 35 Crown Plan of Northam property 

EXHIBIT 36 Crown Series of photographs on photo-board of Northam property 

VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you, your Honour, and I have no further questions. 
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CANNON, MR: I have no questions, thank you. 

SCOTT J: Very well. In that event, thank you for your assistance. You are free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, I call Helene Joan McKellar at page 812. I think I may have 
misled your Honour; 804. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. 

McKELLAR, HELENE JOAN sworn: 

VANDONGEN, MR: Ms McKellar, I think that you reside in Karratha. Is that correct?---Yes, 
that's correct. 

You work at the Shell travel and truck stop on the North-West Coastal Highway in Karratha?---
Yes, that's correct. 

You've worked there since 7 December 1998. Is that correct?---That is correct. 

It's probably self-explanatory, but what's the Shell travel and truck stop?---It's a service station. 
We have truck drivers, public, serve fuel, do meals. It's a bit of everything. 

On what days do you work there?---I work 5 days a week. Does your husband work there as 
well?---No, he does not. Did you come while you were working there to know a person by the 
name of Ant?---Yes. 

At the time you knew him, did you know what his name was, his full name?---I know his first 
name was Anthony. 

Anthony, but you knew him as Ant?---Yes. 

How did you come to know him?---He was employed by my husband as a bricklayer's labourer. 

As a brickie's labourer?---Yep. 

Do you know how long Ant worked for your husband for?---About 2 and a half months. 

How often did you see him while he was working for your husband?---Every day. 

I want to ask you some questions about the last time that you saw Ant. Do you recall the last time 
that you saw Ant?---Yes. 

Where were you when you saw Ant for the last time?---I was at work. 

At the truck stop?---Yes, at the truck stop. 

Do you recall what day it was as in the day of the week?---It would have been a Friday morning. 

What time?---I saw him around lunchtime. I can't exactly say what time but it was around that 
period of time. 

Did he come into the truck stop?---Yes, he did. 

What happened when he came into the truck stop?---He recognised me and he said “Hello Mrs 
Mac. How are you?” 

He called you Mrs Mac, did he?---Yes. 

Is that what people call you?---Yes, it is. 
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After he asked you how you were, what happened then?---We got talking and then he said that 
he'd missed his lift and I said to him that there was a truck driver out the back and maybe he 
would give him a lift. 

Did he say where he wanted to go to?---He was going to Perth. 

So after you told him that there was a truck driver out the back, what happened then?---He 
proceeded to go out the back and ask the driver, and I served a few more customers and then he 
came back in and he thanked me and he said that he got a lift. 

Did you see him go?---No. I didn't actually see him go. Did you give him anything on that 
day?---Yes, I did. What did you give him?---I gave him $50. 

I will come to the $50 in a moment but perhaps you could give the members of the jury an idea 
of what he looked like on that day?---He looked quite well, quite healthy. He was in good spirits, 
yeah. 

What was he wearing?---He was wearing dark blue jeans they were a little bit faded at the top - 
and he had a long-sleeve shirt or - I don't know what colour exactly. 

Had you seen him wearing shorts before?---No. 

What was it about shorts?---His legs were too skinny, he kept saying. 

So on that particular day, the last day that you saw him at the truck stop, you gave him $50, did 
you?---Yes, I did. 

Why did you give him $50?---He was short of a dollar and he asked for a packet of smokes so I 
offered him $50. 

Did he take the $50?---Yes, he did. 

Where had the $50 come from?---Out of my own purse. 

Prior to it being in your purse, where had you got it from?---I'd actually obtained it out of the 
ATM the night before. 

The night before. Do you recall what date it was that you - - -?---The 9th. 

The 9th of what?---August. 2001?---Yes, that's correct. 

How do you know that it was 9 August 2001 that you obtained the money from the ATM?---
Because that was the night that I had actually got a receipt, because I was going to darts. 

I play darts on Thursday nights. 

So on the night that you got the money from the ATM, you got a receipt?---Yes. 

What did you do with the receipt?---Put it into my purse. Were you asked to look for that receipt 
on a later date, were you?---Yes, I was. 

That was on 9 August 2001?---Yes. 

Did anything else happened to you around that time?---My husband took me out to tea on the 
Saturday night. 

Where to?---To Trawlers Restaurant. 

Where is Trawlers Restaurant?---It is a little restaurant set back in a - like, behind some shops at 
the back of the BP service station, and he'd taken me out there for dinner. 

On what day was that?---That was on a Saturday night, 11 August. 
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So you saw Ant on a Friday. Was it the Saturday following it or was it some other Saturday that 
you went out?---It was the very next day that he'd taken me to tea. 

What date was that?---11 August. 

Now, were you asked to go back and look at the dates when you were working on a Friday 
shift?---Yes, I was. 

What dates were you working during the month of August?---I worked every Friday from the 
beginning of August to the end of August, which was the 3rd, the 10th, the 17th. 

24th?---24th. 

And the 31st?---And the 31st. 

And on those days, when did you start work?---I started at 4 am. 

And finished work?---Anywhere between 2.00 and 4.00 in the afternoon. 

Now, if I can just take you back to the Trawlers Restaurant, how do you know that you went to 
dinner with your husband on 11 August 2001?---Because I actually paid for dinner and it cost me 
$93 out of my own account. 

It cost you $93?---Yes. 

How are you able to say it was on 11 August?---Because it was on my statement. 

Were you asked to go back and look at your statement?---Yes, I was. 

Who asked you to do that?---The detective. 

Yes. Thank you, Mrs McKellar. I have no further questions. 

SCOTT J: Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mrs McKellar, you have told us that you were at work and the man you knew 
as Ant came along and he had worked for you previously?---Yes. He worked for my husband. 

He was a very friendly sort of person - - -?---Yes, he was. 

- - - and everybody liked him and you recognised him? ---Yes. 

How long had he worked for your husband then?---About 2 and a half months. 

When you saw Ant around Karratha after he had ceased working for your husband, you say it 
was in August 2001. Is that correct?---I beg your pardon? 

When you saw him again after he ceased to work for your husband, it was in August 2001?---
Well, you'd see him off and on in the hotels. I didn't go out a lot because I work a lot of nights. 

I can see that you have looked at your statements. When you had the $50 - and that's the last time 
you saw him?---Yeah. That was at work. 

What date do you put that at?---At 9 August. 

Is that the time you saw him when he came in and spoke to you and asked you how you were?---
I'd taken the money out of my account on 9 August. I'd actually seen Ant on the Friday, 10 
August, which was the last day I saw him. 

And you hadn't seen him before that for some time?---I hadn't seen him for some time, no. 

You were surprised to see him because you thought he had left the area?---Yes. 
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At that time when you saw him, he was wearing a pair of dark blue denim jeans that were faded 
on the front of the upper legs?---Yes. 

And you don't remember ever seeing Ant wearing shorts, even when he was labouring regularly 
for your husband?---That's correct. 

He had told you that his legs were too thin to wear shorts?---That's correct. 

Did you see whether he was wearing a wristwatch or anything like that at all?---No, he had a 
long-sleeved shirt on. 

I beg your pardon?---He had a long-sleeved shirt on. 

You sought to assist him with a lift?---Yeah, because he had said that he had missed his lift. 

Did he eventually get a lift?---Yes, he did. 

Who was the truckie? Did you know the truckie who gave him a lift?---Well, I suggested Stewie 
- - - 

But you don't know whether he went with Stewie or not?---No, not for sure, no. He just came 
back in and said he had actually got a lift and thanked me and then asked for a packet of smokes 
and I asked him was he short of a dollar and he said yes and that's when I offered him $50 and he 
took it. 

Thank you very much for your assistance?---Thank you.

SCOTT J: Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: No re-examination thank you, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: In that event thank you for your help. You are free to go?---Thank you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, I call Allyson Beaton; page 359. 

BEATON, ALLYSON sworn: 

VANDONGEN, MR: Ms Beaton, you're a senior constable. Is that correct?---That's right. 

And you're a forensic investigation officer currently attached to the crime scene unit?---That's 
right. 

You have had about 5 years' experience in crime scene investigation. Is that correct?---Yes, that's 
right. 

I want to ask you some questions about property in Northam that you went to in March 2002?---
Yes. 

Was that property situated in Haddrill Road and McPherson Road in Northam?---McPherson 
Road I believe. 

Just to the left of you can you see a plan?---Yes. Have you seen that plan before?---I have, yes. 

Is that a plan of the property you visited on - - -?---That's right, yes. 

I understand you visited that site on 28, 29 and 30 March 2002. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

On those days you and other officers conducted a forensic examination?---That's right. 

I think you also did some other tasks including taking some photographs. Is that correct?---I did, 
yes. 
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During the course of your investigation or your examination did you locate various exhibits and 
items?---I did, yes. 

Whereabouts were you examining the area?---I was examining around site 1 and also site 2 
according to the plan. 

We have already had some evidence about where site 1 and site 2 is. I want to ask you some 
questions in particular about 29 March 2002. At that stage we understand a grid had been laid 
down at the area known as site 1. Is that correct?---That's right, yes. 

Were you one of the officers on that day searching that grid?---I was. 

Whilst you were searching that grid were you also recording some exhibits that had been located 
there?---That's right. 

In particular items that had been located by you?---Yes, that's right. 

Can you estimate how many individual items you located during those 3 days?---Individually, 
no, because there was just numerous small amounts of items that we located within each grid 
square. 

Out of the numerous small items can I draw your attention to two items that you labelled D6 and 
E6?---Yes. 

I think these were located on 29 March 2002?---That's right. 

D6 and E6, what is that a reference to?---That refers to the grid squares. We numbered - along 
one side was numbers and along the other side we use letters so we can cross-reference. 

What was D6?---D6 was a number of bone fragments that was located. 

By yourself?---By myself, yes. 

In the square D6?---In that grid reference, yes. 

I will get you to point to that in a moment. E6, what was E6?---Again it was a number of bone 
fragments that was located in that grid reference. 

When those number of bone fragments were located by you what did you do with them?---I 
placed them in a plastic bag. I then sealed the bag and labelled the bag, stating the grid reference 
and my name and the date. 

They were subsequently sent off to be examined at the PathCentre, the pathology centre. Is that 
correct?---That's right, yes. 

If you could just point to - it's probably easy anyway but if you could just point, without saying 
anything, to where D6 is please firstly. All right; and E6. That's exactly directly opposite to it,  
isn't it? Yes, thank you. Yes, I have no further questions thank you. 

CANNON, MR: No cross-examination thank you, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Thank you for your assistance. You are free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, I call Kenneth Gordon Sanderson at 349 and 298. 

SANDERSON, KENNETH GORDON sworn: 

VANDONGEN, MR: Mr Sanderson, you're a senior sergeant. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

And a senior forensics investigation officer. Is that correct?---Yes. 
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Can I ask you some questions firstly about 29 March 2002 and then I will jump back in time and 
ask you some questions about an earlier period in time? On 

29 March 2002 did you attend at a property in Northam?---Yes, McPherson Road, a farm in 
McPherson Road. 

If you can just quickly look to your left-hand side, there's a plan there of a property and can you 
just confirm that that's a plan of a property that you attended on 

29 March?---That's correct. 

You then re-attended at that property on 4 April 2002. Is that correct?---Yes. 

In fact I think you attended before that, on 3 April 2002?---The 3rd and the 4th. 

On the 3rd, did you go by yourself or did you go with other people?---No, I went with Sergeant 
Bennie of the crime scene unit. 

Anyone else?---Not on that particular time, no. 

Was there a forensic pathologist, a Dr Cadden?---That was the 4th. 

On 3 April 2002 did you conduct any kind of an examination of the property?---I did. Actually, 
there's a creek bed. We had a look at a creek bed down there. 

We've heard some evidence about some rakings of some material into mounds off to the side of 
the gridded area on site 1. Did you look at those mounds on 3 April 2002?---I believe that was 
the 4th. 

On 4 April 2002?---That's correct. 

Whereabouts were those mounds located?---Can I just 

- - - Sure, without talking because you can't record, if you can just point to them. All right, and if 
you would just sit down and I will describe that for the transcript. You've indicated an area to the 
north of the gridded area on site 1 outside the gridded area?---That's correct. 

When you looked at the mounds that were found there, that you found there, what was in the 
mounds?---It was mostly burnt vegetation and dirt. 

Did you find anything in particular in those mounds?---Yes, I found some bone fragments. 

All right, and did you give those bone fragments to anybody?---Yes, I gave them to Senior 
Constable Meeks. 

I think you labelled those bones site 1 and site 2. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

Site 1 and site 2, is that a reference to anything in particular?---Probably that was a bad 
terminology because actually that's referring to mounds. I then found out that they had actually 
called different sites on this property. 

So your reference to site 1 and site 2 is your own reference?---Purely mounds, yes. 

Nothing to do with the other sites on the property?---No. You gave those to - - -?---Constable 
Meeks, Senior Constable Meeks. 

Do you recall the date that you gave them to him? If you don't, it's all right?---I believe it was a 
couple of days after, so it would have been about the 6th. 

Certainly. I think you re-attended on 24 April 2002?---That's correct. 
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Why did you go back on that date?---We went back again too because I believe there was some 
heavy rainfall and we wanted to go and see what happened after the heavy rainfall to see if we 
could locate any more. We also extended the grid, so we actually increased the grid area. 

Certainly. I think at some stage there was a decision, was there not, to take some bones to the 
United Kingdom?---That's correct. 

That decision was made by yourself in company with some other people?---Yes, Superintendent 
Caporn, Dr Buck and Dr Cadden. 

In particular, some bone fragments were identified as being the ones that should be taken with a 
label D6 RNM1 and RNM51?---That's correct. 

Who took those to the United Kingdom?---I did. 

When did you take them to the United Kingdom?---That would have been on 13 June. I handed 
them to a Mr Zahed Hussein. 

You've seen the results of the testing that was conducted over there?---That's correct. 

The testing that was conducted in relation to the bones was testing to see if there was anything 
called mitochondrial DNA. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

Is it the case in the United Kingdom they were unable to extract sufficient DNA to be able to say 
with any confidence whether or not the DNA matched the deceased; that is, Anthony Tapley, or 
anyone else for that matter?---That's correct. 

Yes, thank you. I said that I would take you back in time now, if I could do that now, back to 28 
March 2002. Did you attend at an address at 12 Jade street in Maddington?---Yes, I did. 

There, did you watch a forensic examination being conducted?---Yes. There was a Sergeant 
Webb there present at the time when I arrived, yes, and there were some gates that - - - 

Did you participate in that examination?---Not participate, but I actually saw what went on, yes. 

There were some photographs taken at the time, weren't there?---That's correct. 

I wonder if you could have a look at the photo-board of the Jade Street property which I think is 
exhibit 23. Have you seen those photographs before?---Yes, I have. 

Could you hold them up so the members of the jury can see them? You need to turn them around 
a little bit further than that and perhaps you can tilt them down a little bit away from the light so  
there's no reflection on them. Perhaps if you just hold it up - see where there board is? Just hold 
it up near the board and then tilt it down towards - that's it. Thank you very much. I won't hold 
your arms up there for too long. In the top left-hand corner, is that a picture taken from within the 
property at Jade Street looking towards the house at Jade Street?---That's correct. 

So we're now looking from the front of the property towards the front of the house at Jade 
Street?---That's correct. 

If you move to the next photograph along, if I was the photographer, am I now standing inside 
the property at Jade Street?---That's correct. This is the roadway here. 

I'm standing in the driveway?---That's correct. 

You actually need to turn around to make sure that you're being picked up by the microphone if 
you're talking. It's probably better - have to be an Indian rubber man to give evidence in this 
court. If I was the photographer, you're standing in the driveway, looking out through the gates. 
Is that correct?---That's correct. 
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Could you just point to the gates for us, please?---These are the gates here. 

Thank you. The next photograph, top right-hand corner. 

Now the photographer has walked outside the property and is looking inside. Is that correct?---
That's correct, and the gates are again here and here. 

Just for east of reference, can you point to the house at Jade Street, please. Top left-hand 
corner?---That's correct. 

Thank you. Can we go down to the second row, left-hand photograph. I'm now still standing 
outside the property. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

But I have moved closer to the right-hand side of the entrance of the gates. Is that correct?---
That's correct. 

And I have now taken a photograph looking at the gates again. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

If I now move to the second photograph, the photographer has moved around to the other side of 
the gates. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

But still photographing from outside the gates, looking towards the property. Is that correct?---
That's correct. 

And then the final photograph on the far right-hand corner. The photographer has moved even 
further around to the left-hand side, almost upon the fence, and is taking a photograph directly 
down the fence. Is that correct?---That's right. 

Now, of the gates, has one of the gates got a bend or a buckle in it?---Yes. If you were outside 
and looking into the property, it'd be this gate here. 

So you're indicating if you were outside the property looking in, it's the left-hand gate?---Left-
hand side. 

All right. Now, we will just ignore the next row of photographs, but the final row of photographs 
- can you see a photograph of that gate with the little buckle in it?---Yes. These are the 
photographs that I actually took myself. 

So the left-hand bottom photograph is a photograph of a gate with a bend in one of the vertical 
bars. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

And that is the gate that was taken from the left-hand side as you were looking into the 
property?---That's correct. 

Then in the next photograph along on the bottom row, has the gate been up-ended?---Yes, that's 
right. 

Who is that in the photograph?---That's Dr Gavin Turbett from the PathCentre and he's indicating 
to an area on the centre bar. 

He is pointing to an area on the centre bar. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

On the underside surface. Is that correct?---Yes. 

The final photograph, is that a close-up of that area that Mr Turbett is pointing at?---This is the 
area here. That's correct. 

Thank you. All right. You can hand that back now, thank you. Now, the area at the Jade Street 
property, could you describe it for us, please?---It appeared to be a trucking yard and an 
industrial area. 
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So the actual Jade Street property appeared to be a trucking yard?---Yes. 

What about the area surrounding it?---Surrounding it was a mesh fence, and I believe the top of 
the security gates had about three strands of barbed wire. 

If we can then move further outside - - -?---Yes. 

- - - the area in which the property was located, Maddington, and that particular area, what sort 
of an area was it?---It's an industrial area. 

Were there any residences around there that you can recall?---Not - not that I can recall. 

Yes. Thank you, Mr Sanderson. I have no further questions. 

SCOTT J: Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: The area itself on both sides of the road has got industrial properties?---That's 
correct. 

And 12 Jade Street would probably be, out of all the properties there, the only one with a house 
on it, or didn't - - -?---I can't really remember that actually, to tell the truth. 

Yes, certainly. That's quite all right. In respect of 12 Jade Street, would you agree with me that all 
the other properties in that street on both sides, apart from 12 Jade Street, have bitumen drive-
ins? If you didn't notice - - -?---Again, too, I didn't really take that much notice to that sort of 
aspect. 

This one did not have a bitumen drive-in, did it?---That's correct. 

Just as a matter of curiosity, the next question: why did you take the bones to England? I 
understand Prof Hilton, who was a former forensic scientist here, has a bone place in New South 
Wales University. It's just a matter of - - -?---They used to. They - - -

It has closed down?---No. There was nobody in Australia that could actually do the work for us 
and so it really meant going to England or America. 

Thank you. I was just curious because I knew they had set up a school there. Thank you. 

VANDONGEN, MR: Nothing arising, thank you, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Very well. In that event, thank you for your assistance. You're free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, I call Vance Ronald Stratton; page 208. 

STRATTON, VANCE RONALD sworn: 

VANDONGEN, MR: Mr Stratton, I will just ask you to sit forward into the microphone. Make 
yourself comfortable. Make sure you keep your voice up nice and loud so all the members of the 
jury can hear what you have to say. All right?---Yeah. 

Mr Stratton, I believe you're a self-employed truck driver. Is that correct?---Yes. 

I think you work from home but do you park your truck or have you parked your truck at an 
address in Jade Street in Maddington?---Yes. 

Which address was that? What number? Do you know?---I couldn't tell you, no. 

All right, we will come to that in a moment. Your father's name was David Ronald Stratton. Is 
that correct?---Yes. 
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I understand he has now passed away. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Did he own a property in Northam?---Yes, he did. 

Was that at Chitibin, spelt C-h-i-t-i-b-i-n, near Northam?---Yes. 

When he passed away did you inherit that farm?---Yes, I did. 

Before he passed away what was the farm used for? What was the property used for?---It was 
leased out to the Morgans. 

What were the Morgans' name?---Sorry? 

What were their first names, the Morgans?---Wayne and Brian. 

Wayne and Brian Morgan. What did they do with the property?---Cropped it and ran sheep. 

When your father passed away did the lease continue with the Morgans?---Yes, it did. 

Whilst it was being leased to the Morgans did anybody live on the property?---Yeah, a few 
people stayed there. 

Was there a person called Trevor who lived on the property?---Yes, he did. 

Did you visit the property at all after your father passed away?---Yeah - time - been there every 
now and again, yes. 

Every now and again?---Yep. 

When did your father pass away?---Coming on to 6 years now. Over those 6 years did you visit 
the farm regularly or not so regularly?---I suppose regularly. What is regular? 

Every now and then?---Yeah. 

Once a year?---Couple of times, yeah. 

When you visited the farm did you ever see anybody there?---The Morgans had been there and 
whatnot, shearing and whatnot. 

Did you know a person called Gary White?---Yes. 

How do you know Gary White?---Originally through my father.

What relationship was Gary to your father?---Just friends, yeah. 

How did they become friends? Do you know?---Through trucks I presume. 

Are you also friends with Gary?---Yes. 

You park your truck somewhere in Maddington. Do you park it in fact at Gary White's place?---I 
did, yes. 

You did. At Jade Street in Maddington?---Yes. 

How long have you known Gary for?---About 6 years or over, yeah. 

Do you also know somebody called Les Hoddy?---Yes. 

How do you know Les Hoddy?---Met him through Gary. 

Through Gary White?---Yep. 

Gary White, to your knowledge did he ever visit the property in Northam?---He has been up 
there, yep. 
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I'm sorry?---Yes. 

He has. Did he visit the property while your father was still alive?---I presume so, yeah. 

From what you know, from what you saw - - -?---Well, they were friends, yeah. 

Did he ever visit the property when you were at the property?---Yep. 

Do you recall when that was?---Had a barbecue and whatnot with some friends up there once. 

I will come to the barbecue. Was that the only occasion you saw Gary White at the property or 
were there other occasions?---Other times he could've been out there visiting. 

So there were other occasions that you saw Gary White at the Chitibin property?---Yep. 

How many times? Can you tell us?---No, I don't know that.

Do you recall the last time that you saw Gary White at the property?---When we had a barbecue, 
I guess. 

At the barbecue?---Yep. 

When was the barbecue. Do you know?---A couple of years ago. 

A couple of years ago?---Or more. Yeah, I don't know. I don't know off the top of my head, no. 

Okay. Where was the barbecue?---Just at the house there.

Were there any fires at the barbecue?---Yeah, we had a fire and whatnot; yeah. 

Where was the fire?---I don't know where it was situated. It's a long time ago. 

So you don't know; it was a long time ago. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Who was at the barbecue?---Friends and whatnot. Gary was there?---Yes. 

Was anybody else there that you can remember?---Brian Morgan, Les. 

Les Hoddy?---Yep, his family and friends, kids.

Kids were there?---Yeah, we all had our kids there. 

Did you stay the night at the property on that occasion?---Yes. 

Since that night have you stayed at the property?---I haven't, no. 

Do you know a person called Sidney Reid?---No, I don't.

Have you ever met anybody called Sid Reid?---No. 

Yes, thank you. I have no further questions. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mr Stratton, you inherited the property from your father?---Yes. 

I think your father inherited it from his father?---Yes. 

How long has that property been in the hands of the Stratton family?---A very long time because 
my great grandfather and grandfather got it together, yeah. 

Nearly over 100 years, wouldn't it be?---Could be, yeah.

From your own knowledge, rubble has been brought in, sand has been brought in from time to 
time?---Yes. 
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I think when the Northam Hotel burnt down, the rubble from the Northam Hotel was put on the 
farm as well?---Yes. 

Both dirt and brick and rubble?---Yes. 

I think that burnt down about 2 years ago, did it?---Yes.

No further questions, sir. 

SCOTT J: Anything arising out of that?

VANDONGEN, MR: No, thank you, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Thank you for your assistance then. You're now free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, I call Wayne Campbell Morgan at page 232. 

MORGAN, WAYNE CAMPBELL sworn: 

VANDONGEN, MR: Mr Morgan, you're 40 years of age. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

You're going to have to sit forward a little bit to the microphone and keep your voice up. It's best 
not to touch the microphones otherwise Madam Spark and Cannon will go off at you. Keep your 
voice up and make sure the members of the jury can hear you. You said you were 40 years of 
age. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

Where are you currently living? Not the address, just the place?---Northam. 

I think you're a forest maintenance worker. Is that correct?---I am now. 

You work for CALM. Is that correct?---That's right.

In the Mundaring area?---Yes. 

You haven't always been a forest maintenance worker though, have you?---No. 

Prior to that, what were you doing?---I was at the family farm. 

Whereabouts is your family farm?---Irishtown outside of Northam. 

That farm that you worked on, did you work on it with anyone else?---My family, brother and 
father. 

Your brother Brian?---Brian. 

Did you also operate another tract of land nearby?---Yeah, we leased an adjoining property. 

What was the name of that property?---Chitibin Farm. It belonged to the Stratton family. 

Vance Stratton?---Vance. 

So the two of you, you and Brian, leased the property from Vance and from his father before that. 
Is that correct?---That's correct. 

I understand that you are no longer leasing that property. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

Whilst you were leasing that property, did you visit it at any time?---I visited regularly. 

How regularly?---Daily to two or three times a week depending on season and work 
commitments. 

So what kind of things did you do on the property?---We ran sheep, cropping, all the general 
maintenance of the farm. 
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So you visited it daily, sometimes three to four times a week?---Yes. 

When you visited the property, did you ever see anybody who was living there?---Initially no-
one lived there but it would have been 2000, some people came to live there for a while, yeah. 

Did you meet those people?---I'd met them, yeah.

Who were they?---Trevor Thomson and Gary White. 

Were they living in the house on the property?---I believe they were, yeah. There was a camp 
there. 

There's a plan just to the left of you and I think you have seen that plan before. Is that correct?---I 
have. 

You have seen it; and we have heard evidence that - in the top left-hand corner there's a grey box 
which we have heard is a house. Is that correct?---Yeah. That will be the house. 

Now, when you saw Trevor and Gary at the property, where did you see them in relation to the 
house? 

Were they living in the house?---Yeah, living in the house, yes. 

Thank you. I'm moving on to 237, your Honour. 

Now, was there a particular occasion when you remember going around to the property?---I 
recall going there one Monday morning. 

What time in the morning?---Would've been around 8 am. 

Do you recall what date it was that you went round there?---I feel it was sometime after my 
birthday, which was 15 August. 

When you say it was sometime after your birthday, are you sure it was after your birthday or 
what is the situation?---No. I feel it's after my birthday but I'm not - not a hundred per cent sure 
about that.

So you feel it was after your birthday but you're not a hundred per cent sure?---Yeah, that's 
correct. 

When is your birthday?---15 August. 

Now, was this in - what year?---2001. 

2001. All right. You went around there and it was about 8 o'clock in the morning?---Yeah. 

Why did you go round there at 8 o'clock in the morning?---I was going round the farm, going 
round doing - - - 

Was there any particular reason?---Just looking at crop, checking that the sheep weren't on the 
roads. 

What crops were you having at the time?---Had a paddock of peas across the road from the 
house, Stratton's. 

So across the road from the house you had a paddock of peas that were being grown?---Yeah. 

Is that correct?---That's right. 

Was one of the reasons why you were down there to check out - - -?---Checking for insects and 
just see how the crop was growing. It was in a particularly dry spell; there hadn't been a lot of 
rain. 
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What kind of a morning was it temperature-wise?---I recall it being quite foggy. 

Foggy?---Cold, foggy morning. 

Temperature-wise?---Cold; low temperatures, you know. 

Now, when you went down to check out the peas and do the other things that you were doing, 
did you actually go into the Chitibin property?---I did. 

Where did you go?---I drove in the front gate off Haddrill Road in front of the house. 

Are we able to see the front gate on that plan that's next to you?---Yes. 

Is it actually marked Gate?---Gate. 

Thank you; and that's in the top left-hand corner in that brown area between some trees. Is that 
correct?---That's correct. 

Were you driving?---I was driving a ute, yes. 

You drove through the gate. Was the gate open or closed?---Open. I drove straight in. 

When you drove through the gate, did you see anybody at that time? 

At the time you drove through the gate, did you see anybody?---Yes, I did. That's why I drove in, 
yeah. 

What did you see?---I saw some people standing around and some vehicles. 

At that time, did you recognise who you saw?---I recognised Gary White. 

You said there were some vehicles there. What sort of vehicles were there?---I recall there being 
a semitrailer truck and a small white truck. 

Had you seen those cars before?---I had. 

When had you seen them before?---On previous occasions at the property. 

At the property; so you drove in. Where did you go in your car?---I drove in towards the house, 
then turned to the - to the left, through the next set of gates, and pulled up on what'd be the north 
side of the house. 

The north side of the house; so if we look at the plan, towards the top of the plan on the other 
side of the house. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

What did you see when you pulled up?---The two trucks, some people standing around, and there 
was a large - or had been a large fire burning to the rear of the house. 

All right. I will come to the fire in a moment. You said there were a number of people. How 
many people?---I feel there was three people there. 

Can you be sure?---I know of three people there. 

One of whom was Gary White, I think you said?---Gary White.

Did you recognise the other two people?---At that point I didn't know who they were.

At some later point did you come to think that you had recognised somebody there?---Later on I 
- later in the morning I shook another man by the hand who said his name was Les. 

Had you seen that man before?---I'd never seen him before. 

Could you describe him?---He was a shortish man, bearded, reasonably thickset. 
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Okay. I will just take you back now. You pulled up in your car. Did you get out of your car?---I 
can't recall getting out. 

At some point in time did you get out of your car?---On that initial - when I initially stopped, no. 
I don't think I got out. I'm certain that Gary white came over to me. 

So while you were in the car, Gary White came over to you?---Yeah. 

What happened to the other two people? What were they doing?---One man was standing over 
by the white truck over to one side, right at the back of the house, and he never came near me or 
never said anything to me. 

What about the other person that introduced himself as Les?---At that point in time I didn't - I 
didn't meet him. I think he was standing away as well. I met him later in the morning. 

So Mr White came up to you and you think you were still in the car at that stage?---Yeah. I think 
I spoke to him out of the vehicle. 

Did he say anything to you?---We just talked about the weather. I said hello to him. 

Did anyone else say anything?---At that point, no. 

What happened then?---I spoke to Gary White about - there was a large loader there and I asked 
him whether they could push some dirt around a tank that was further up the paddock that had 
been undermined, which he said he would have a look at if he could and - a bit of small talk and 
I drove off. 

I will just take you back again. When you drove up in your car did you hear anybody say 
anything?---I did actually, yeah. 

What did you hear?---The man by the truck who I never met, I heard him - he said something I 
couldn't distinguish and I heard Gary White reply back, “He doesn't know anything.” 

Are they the exact words you heard Gary White say?---I think that's what I heard, yes. 

Did he say anything else?---No, that's all. Then Gary over speaking to me. 

So Gary White said those words before he came over and spoke to you?---Yes. 

And he said it to the man who was standing over by the white truck?---Yes. 

That wasn't the man Les?---No. 

What was he wearing?---I thought he was wearing like a dark - dark clothes, like a duffle coat or 
something like that. 

Did you recognise him?---No. 

When Mr White came over and spoke to you in your car and you got out of your car you spoke 
about, what, the weather?---Just the weather, cold morning, and I asked about - if he could put 
some dirt up around the tank. 

You mentioned that you saw a fire. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

Was the fire still burning or what was the situation--The fire was still burning. It had burnt down. 
It had been a large fire.

What could you see of the fire? Were there flames?---Some flames; mostly ash and charcoal. 
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Whereabouts was the fire that you saw? You can use the plan that's immediately to your left if it 
will help you?---The fire would've been 80 feet from the back of the house behind a York gum 
tree that was growing. 

If you could have a look at the plan on your left-hand side. Perhaps Mr Usher could assist by 
unrolling the top so we can see it properly. Just before you go on there is a pointer. Can you see 
that? Just in front of you?---Yeah. 

When you stand up please don't say anything. Just point to where the fire was and then sit down. 

You pointed to an area which now has a grid on it. Is that correct?---Yes. 

At the time you saw it there wasn't a grid there, was there?---That's correct. 

Had you seen that area prior to this day?---I had done. 

When?---In the days preceding that morning. Several weeks before there had been a large pile of 
logs and timber had been placed there.

Did you know how that large pile of logs and timber had got there?---Well, no I didn't but I 
presumed - - - 

We won't worry about what you presumed; just what you know. You said that you had a 
conversation with Mr White and you noticed the fire. What happened then?---Not a lot. At that 
point I left. I drove off, going around me sheep and the crops. 

Where did you go?---Drove back out the gate, back onto Haddrill Road and from there I went 
across the road through the gate straight opposite and went around the next paddock, which was 
a pea crop and the up into the other paddock. 

So the pea crop as we look at the plan is off to the left-hand side of the plan; not on the plan but 
off to the left-hand side?---That's correct. It's off the map. 

Did you come back to the property?---I did come back. 

When did you come back?---l to 2 hours later I came back.

What did you see when you came back?---I came back and I saw - talked to Gary again and that's 
when I met the man Les.

That's when you met the man Les?---Yep. 

When you came back that second time where did you go?---Went over to the machinery shed. 

The machinery shed is marked on the plan?---It is marked on the plan, yeah. 

It's at the very far south point of the property on the plan. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

A grey box?---That's correct. 

So you went down there. Was Gary White down there already?---I think so, yes. 

What about Les?---Yeah, Gary and Les were there. 

What were they doing?---They were trying to start this industrial loader. They were having 
trouble starting it. 

Can you just tell us what an industrial loader is?---A Komatsu loader. 

What does it look like?---Four large wheels, big bucket - - - 

A big bucket on the front. All right. What were they trying to do with it?---Trying to start it. 
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Did you help them start it?---I did have a look but I didn't know anything about industrial 
equipment, only farming machinery. 

So you weren't able to start it?---I wasn't able to help them. 

What happened then?---I think they went off to town to get someone who could start it and I 
went about my business.

Did you return to the property at a later stage?---Not that day. It would've been a Wednesday, so 
another 2 days later before I came back. 

When you came back that time what did you see when you came back?---Where the fire had 
been burning it had been scraped over - I would say with the loader because of the wheel tracks - 
and pushed into a watercourse over near where the water trough is. 

You have told us where the fire was. It was in that gridded area on the plan. Now you're 
mentioning a water course. Whereabouts is the water course? Perhaps if you can stand up 
without talking and just point to it. If you could sit down now. You're indicating for the benefit of 
transcript an area that's now marked site 2. That appeared to be where the material that was on 
the fire area had been scraped into?---That's right, where the burnt material had been pushed over 
too and there was a lot of broken bottles and old household rubbish in that area and it had all 
been covered over. 

Was anybody there when you saw this?---No, no-one was there. 

What about the machinery?---The machine was gone and they built - in another creek they built  
a ramp out of old rubble that was there and had loaded the machine and it was gone. 

You've mentioned that when you first went there you saw three people and you haven't said 
much about the third person. Had you seen that third person before?---No, I'd never seen him 
before. 

Have you seen that third person since?---The person I think it was I saw on the front of The West 
Australian.

When was that?---Several months ago now. 

Was that a person named in the newspaper as Sid Reid?---That's right, yes. 

How certain can you be that that was him that you saw? Are you saying that that was him or 
what do you say?---Yeah, I would say it was him but he was a fair distance from me; yeah.

Later on were you shown some photographs by some police officers?---I was, yeah. 

They were contained in a manila folder?---Yes. 

There were a number of manila folders, weren't there?---There was, yes. 

Can I just get you to have a look at these folders, please? All right, do you have those folders 
there? Just before you open them, have you got a number of folders there?---There is a number 
of folders. 

If you could search through those folders and see if you can find one numbered 5315, please?---
Yeah, I've got it. 

You've got that one, and do you recognise that photo-board?---Yes. 

There are 12 photographs depicted in that photo-board. Is that correct?---That's right. 
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At the bottom of the photo-board there is a part where you have completed some words. Is that 
correct?---That's correct. 

What have you written there?---I've written my name, date and time and I've selected number 2. 

Who is the person that you say is depicted in photograph number 2?---I thought that was Gary 
White. 

I tender that photo-board, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: It's not one already in evidence? 

VANDONGEN, MR: No, sir, and I don't think there's any dispute that that is a photograph of 
him. 

SCOTT J: 37 will be the photo-board with the folio number 5315. 

EXHIBIT 37 Crown  Photo-board with folio number 5315 

VANDONGEN, MR: You were also shown a photo-board 5246. Is that correct?---Yeah, that's 
correct. 

Do you have that there? That also contains 12 photographs. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

At the bottom of the photo-board, is there some writing?---Yeah, there is; yes. 

Your writing?---Yes, my writing. 

What have you written there?---Name, time, dates and selected number 3. 

Who do you say was the person selected as number 3?---I thought that was this Les. 

Les, right. I tender that photo-board and I don't think there's a dispute that that's Les Hoddy. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 38, photo-board 5246. 

EXHIBIT 38 Crown Photo-board 5246 

VANDONGEN, MR: Do you also have some other photo-boards there, three? You should have 
three remaining ones. Is that correct?---Four. 

Four, all right. If you could just open one of them and see if you can find 5308, please?---Yeah, 
I've got it. 

Do you have that one there? Is there any writing at the bottom of that photo-board?---No, there's 
not. 

Were you shown that photo-board?---I'd say I was, yes. Were you able to select any photograph 
from that photo-board?---I've selected no photos there. 

I tender that photo-board, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Exhibit 39, photo-board 5308. 

EXHIBIT 39 Crown Photo-board 5308 

VANDONGEN, MR: Could you find 5312, please, Mr Morgan? Do you have that one?---I've 
got it, yeah. 

Again, that's a photo-board with 12 photographs in it?---Yes. 

You haven't written anything in the bottom of that. Is that correct?---I have not, no. 

Is this a photo-board that you were shown?---It is. 
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So you were unable to identify anybody in that photo-board. Is that correct?---That's correct. 

I tender that photo-board. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 40, photo-board 5312. 

EXHIBIT 40 Crown Photo-board 5312 

VANDONGEN, MR: 5471?---Yep. 

Again a photo-board with 12 photographs in it?---Yes. Again, you have been unable to identify 
anybody in that photo-board?---That's correct. 

I tender that photo-board, thank you, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Exhibit 41, photo-board 5471. 

EXHIBIT 41 Crown Photo-board 5471 

VANDONGEN, MR: The final photo-board that you have there, Mr Morgan, what number is 
that?---5201. 

If you could open that, and again 12 photographs. Is that correct?---Yes. 

At the bottom of that, have you recorded anything?---My name and I selected number 5. 

Who do you say is depicted at number 5?---I thought that was Trevor Thomson. 

All right, and I tender that, thank you, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 42, photo-board 5201. 

EXHIBIT 42 Crown Photo-board 5201 

VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you. 

Now, you mentioned that you saw a photograph in The West Australian. Is that correct?---That's 
correct. 

Was that a single photograph?---I think it was, yeah, on the front page, yeah. 

It wasn't 12 photographs?---No. 

It wasn't like the photographs - - -?---No. It wasn't like those, no. 

Thank you. I have no further questions, thank you.

SCOTT J: Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mr Morgan, Trevor Thomson was an alcoholic gentleman who used to live on 
the property. Is that correct?---That's how I thought he was, yeah. 

A very nice fellow but - - -?---I thought he was, yeah. - - - used to drink a lot?---He did. 

And he was more or less looked after by Gary White. He just let him stay there?---He was with 
Gary White, yes. 

And you had many conversations because he was a sick man and you used to drop in and he was 
pleased to have a chat?---Yes. 

Now, after you had seen the photograph of the man you say is Sid Reid, the police interviewed 
you on 9 April 2002.

Is that correct? I'm looking at your statement?---Yes. 
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And you made a statement to them. That's the day they had the photo-boards and you signed a 
statement. You had better have a look at the statement perhaps and then you can refresh your 
memory. 

SCOTT J: 232? 2, 3, 2? 

CANNON, MR: 232 it is, sir. 

Have a look at your signature on the bottom. You have signed each page?---Yep. 

And you have signed the final page and the date is 9 April 2002. Is that correct?---That'd be 
correct. 

My copy is a bit faded?---Yeah. 

Now, at that stage you knew the police were investigating a murder, didn't you?---On the day I 
did the photo-boards, yes. 

And the day you signed the statement?---That was - yes.

Was it after you had seen the picture of the man you know to be Sid Reid?---I believe it was Sid 
Reid, yes. 

And you knew that the crown were alleging, or the prosecution were alleging, that the body of a 
man was suspected of being burnt on that property leased by you?---That's right. 

Is that correct?---By that point, yes. 

And you knew the importance of being accurate in your statement?---Yes. 

Now, would you go to para 47. That's at page 6. Can you see para 47?---Yes. 

“After that, sometime in the dry spell, possibly late July, August, I went over to the property one 
morning”?---Yes. 

“It was a cold morning. There was a heavy fog in the air. It was a thick fog. I would only have 
been able to see clearly for about 150 feet”?---That's right. 

That was what you remembered when you made your statement?---Mm'hm. 

Was it impressed upon you the necessity of being accurate? I think at the back of your statement 
it has got the words: 

I declare that this statement is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and that I have made  
this statement knowing that if it is tendered in evidence, I will be guilty of a crime if I wilfully  
included in this statement anything which I know to be false or that I do not believe to be true. 

Do you remember reading that? Look at your statement if you can't. It's on the last page, which is 
13. Do you remember signing it?---I signed it all right, yeah. That's - that is my words, yes. 

And the map that you now see in this court on the board, had you seen that then?---I have seen it 
before, yeah. 

Yes, but had you seen it on the day that you made that statement?---No, no. 

When did you first see that map?---I first saw it last week.

Who showed it to you?---The prosecutor. 

Did you change your statement then to you thought it was sometime related to your birthday that 
this had occurred? 
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Why did you change from late July, August?---Well, me birthday is in August. 

Yes, but why did you change that as being the day when you saw people on the property, 
burning?---Because that's when I think it was. I'd given a lot of thought, trying to think when it 
was. 

Now, you're called down to be interviewed, were you, before this court case?---No, only - I met 
with the prosecutors in Northam.

You met the prosecutor where?---In - in the police station at Northam. 

In the police station at Northam; so you were asked to come to the police station at Northam?---
Yes. 

That was how long ago from today?---Last Thursday. 

And it was then you changed your statement to indicate that it was after your birthday?---That's 
when I thought it was, yes. 

Why did you change your statement?---I didn't think I had changed my statement. 

Doesn't your statement say it was possibly late July, August?---Yeah, but my memory now - I 
feel it is August. 

Weren't you told that they were interested in 19 or 20 August?---No. I have never been told that. 

Never been told that?---No. 

So who brought up your birthday as a method of calculation?---I did. 

The statement was changed because I only got the letter shortly before this case that you had 
changed your statement?---It's still - yeah. 

Did you smell anything at all?---No. 

Didn't smell any burning flesh or anything like that?---I did not, no. 

If you burn a sheep you can smell it, can't you?---I've burnt many sheep, but I never went 
downwind of the fire and I never went that close to the fire. 

You say it was more or less just coals and ashes?---Well burnt down fire when I got there. 

And you don't know when it was lit?---No, I don't. 

Would you agree with me that it could have been - August 19 was a Sunday, August 20 was a 
Monday, and it could have been lit the week before?---I doubt that. 

Why do you doubt it?---I doubt that a fire like that would've burnt for a week. 

So it was a smaller fire, was it?---No, it was a large fire, what I would call a large fire, but I don't 
think it would burn for a week. 

Anyway, it had burnt down?---It was well burnt down, yeah.

You don't know whether they were pushing the ashes into the dry bed. You didn't ask them why 
or anything like that?---When I saw that there was no-one there. The people had gone since then. 

The year 2001 was an extremely dry year, wasn't it?---It was, yes. 

If you light fires you're expected to put them out?---Not in August. 

But it's a sensible thing to do?---Well, it would be, yes. 

Page - 262 Day 4 – Thursday 8 May 2003

Comments, 19/02/09
So how long would it have taken them to put the fire out? Mr Cannon?

Comments, 19/02/09
Then how long? If he says 1-2 days then his testimony goes out the window. Mr Cannon I'm now thinking you are trying to lose. Bring an expert witness in if you have to. This is important.

Comments, 19/02/09
Really. So why didn't he think of it then?



Supreme Court of Western Australia The Queen and Gary Ernest White

And it's a sensible thing if there's a fire on the property to get whatever you have got in the way 
of a low loader and make sure it's extinguished?---You could be. In August there's very little 
chance of a fire escaping, even on a dry year. 

Again, it was one of the driest seasons ever, the year 2002, was it not? 

SCOTT J: 2002? 

CANNON, MR: 2001, I'm sorry, sir?---Yes, it was a dry season. 

You're a farmer. You would remember?---I do. 

You have been suffering. So it would still be a fire hazard if you didn't attend to putting out the 
fire?---Quite true, yeah. 

It does interest me that there have been changes in people's recollection and all these changes 
have always been - - - 

VANDONGEN, MR: With respect, your Honour, Mr Cannon is now making a speech. 

SCOTT J: It is a perfectly proper comment, Mr Cannon, that he would know. 

CANNON, MR: I can never resist. Thank you, sir.

SCOTT J: You might have to. 

VANDONGEN, MR: There's no re-examination arising out of the evidence or the speech thank 
you, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Very well. In that event thank you for your assistance. You are now free to go?---
Thank you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW)

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, at this point in time it's proposed to read some evidence in 
through the statements that have been provided without calling the witnesses in person. With 
your Honour's leave - and I think it has been - - - 

SCOTT J: We have been through that process before, Mr Foreman, ladies and gentlemen, so I'm 
sure you will understand what we're all about. Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you, your Honour. The first statement is the statement of Bruce 
Lindsey Chitty. Your Honour, this is at page 688: 

I am an intelligence analyst at the Hakea Prison complex in Canning Vale. I have worked for the  
Department of Justice for................. 18 August 2001 and provided these to Detective Beesley. 

Your Honour, I tender the prison visit information in respect of Jarrah Miller. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 43. Is that the document at page 690?

VANDONGEN, MR: That is correct, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Very well, exhibit 43. A two-page document?

VANDONGEN, MR: One-page document. 

SCOTT J: One-page document. 

 EXHIBIT 43 Crown Prison visit information in respect of Jarrah Miller 

VANDONGEN, MR: Statement of Kenneth Chadwick Richardson at page 678: 
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I am 56 years of age. I am an associate professor of veterinary anatomy at Murdoch  
University............................The relevant non-domestic or wild animals include kangaroo,  
numerous smaller marsupials and non-marsupials. 

The statement then ends with the usual declaration. 

I move to page 405, your Honour, the statement of Rebecca Suzanne Foster: 

I am 22 years of age and live in Padbury. I am employed at Royal Perth Hospital as a  
phlebotomist. This entails me collecting............................................  form shows that I delivered  
it on 10 June, 2001 at 10.08 am. 

I move on to the statement of Erica Jane Lambert, page 408, your Honour: 

I am 39 years of age and live in Kinross. I am employed at Royal Perth Hospital in the  
Department of Microbiology and Infectious Diseases...................................... John returned the  
remaining serum sample back to the minus 20 freezer. 

Finally, your Honour, for today the statement of John Angelo Epis at page 412. 

SCOTT J: I think you might have to keep your voice up a bit. 

VANDONGEN, MR: It sounds like it, doesn't it? 

SCOTT J: We're competing with the elements and we're coming second. 

VANDONGEN, MR: It sounds like an airport: 

I am 51 years of age and live in Inglewood. I am employed at the Royal Perth Hospital in the  
department of microbiology............................the remaining serum sample back to the minus 20  
degree freezer. 

That completes the readings for today, your Honour. 

Your Honour, we have reached a point in time where we have run out of witnesses for today. If 
your Honour is minded to adjourn early we can resume tomorrow morning with the remaining 
witnesses for the crown's case, bar one. 

SCOTT J: We have one witness who can't come tomorrow?

BATES, MR: We have one tomorrow, yes. 

SCOTT J: We have one who can't come tomorrow? 

VANDONGEN, MR: We have one who can't come tomorrow, yes.

SCOTT J: All right. Presumably on that basis you would anticipate completing the crown's case 
on Monday? 

VANDONGEN, MR: We will definitely finish on Monday, your Honour, yes. 

SCOTT J: I take it it doesn't cause you any difficulty if we adjourn early? 

CANNON, MR: No difficulty, sir. With reference to the noise, I have no objection if the 
documents that have been read out are handed to the transcript people because I don't know 
whether they could hear it. 

SCOTT J: All right. Perhaps you could make copies of them. 

CANNON, MR: Certainly, sir. 
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VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, just before we adjourn might I suggest that seeing as though 
we have some time some exhibits have been tendered during the afternoon that the jury may not 
have seen and perhaps - - - 

SCOTT J: Is there any particular exhibits you would like the jury to see at this stage? 

VANDONGEN, MR: I'm sure the jury would like to see all of the exhibits but in particular the 
plan that has been tendered of the property at Northam and the photo-board of the property at 
Northam has not yet been seen by them and perhaps the remaining time can be used, if they so 
wish, to view them. 

SCOTT J: I will make those exhibits available to you. I don't think it will take you very long. 
Then we will adjourn until 10 o'clock tomorrow morning. I'm sure you haven't forgotten my 
warning about not discussing the case with anybody but your fellow jury members, but I remind 
you again of it. We will start again at 10 o'clock in the morning. 

AT 3.52 PM THE MATTER WAS ADJOURNED UNTIL FRIDAY, 9 MAY 2003 
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TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

AT PERTH ON FRIDAY, 9 MAY 2003, AT 10.03 AM

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Yes. Your Honour, I indicated to Madam Clerk of Arraigns before court 
this morning that the prosecution and the defence had agreed a means of identifying those people 
that were referred to in the various photo-boards that have been tendered in evidence, both those 
people that were identified by the witnesses and those people that were not identified by the 
witnesses, and it was proposed at least yesterday - - - 

SCOTT J: I would be concerned if the names of the people not identified were supplied to the 
jury. 

VANDONGEN, MR: Yes. It was originally intended that we would supply a list of all of the 
people referred to in the various photo-boards, but I understand that your Honour has a difficulty 
with that and we certainly understand that difficulty. What we propose doing - - - 

SCOTT J: I have no idea who the other people are but I would have thought that it at least has 
the potential to be quite prejudicial, and perhaps needlessly so. 

VANDONGEN, MR: We understand that, your Honour, and what we propose doing is 
providing the members of the jury with a list, or a document, that will accompany each of the 
photo-boards which will show the names of the persons that have been identified, and in those 
cases where no-one was identified, the person of interest in respect of whom it was expected that 
there would be, or they may have been, an identification. 

SCOTT J: Could we not solve the problem this way, Mr Vandongen - and I will speak to Mr 
Cannon in a moment: the photo-boards have all got numbers. There are some where nobody has 
been identified and some where - say, photograph 1, 3, 5 or 7; just an index to show photo-board 
number, person number whatever it is, and a name in each of the photo-boards that have been 
produced. That's all the jury needs. 

VANDONGEN, MR: That is precisely what we intend doing.

SCOTT J: All right. Does that cause you any difficulty if it's done that way? 

CANNON, MR: No difficulty. 

SCOTT J: Do you agree with my observation that they shouldn't have the names of the other 
people? 

CANNON, MR: Yes, sir. I realised when you brought up the point that - 

SCOTT J: They don't know who they are and have no idea - - - 

CANNON, MR: They don't know who they are but - - - 

SCOTT J: There might be a suggestion of some association or - - - 
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CANNON, MR: I prefer to get rid of the suggestion now, sir, than at a later stage, even though I 
suppose we're presuming that the jury know more about life than probably they do. I can't 
identify one bikie from another because - - - 

SCOTT J: I haven't even examined the photo-boards but I would be concerned if they had all 
the names. 

CANNON, MR: Certainly, sir; that suits - - - 

SCOTT J: All right. Perhaps that's the easiest way, if a document could be prepared just in that 
form and you can tender it perhaps on Monday. 

VANDONGEN, MR: We certainly will, your Honour.

SCOTT J: All right. 

VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you. 

SCOTT J: All right. Now where are we up to at this stage? Would you like the jury back? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Yes, please. Thank you, your Honour.

SCOTT J: All right. Could I have the jury back, please.

VANDONGEN, MR: While the jury is coming back, your Honour, can I indicate that the crown 
intends calling four witnesses this morning, commencing with Dr Alana Buck at page 438. 
During her evidence-in-chief it's proposed that Dr Gerard Cadden sit in the back of the court. I 
understand from Mr Cannon that there is no difficulty with that. 

CANNON, MR: No difficulty, sir.

SCOTT J: Very well. 

(At 10.07 am the jury returned) 

SCOTT J: My apologies for keeping you waiting, Mr Foreman and ladies and gentlemen. There 
was a matter that I just had to attend to before we could start this morning and we're now ready 
to go. Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, I call Alana Margaret Buck, and I ask that Dr Gerard 
Cadden be allowed to sit in the back of the back of the court during her evidence-in-chief. 

SCOTT J: No difficulty with that, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: No, no difficulty, sir. 

SCOTT J: Very well. 

BUCK, ALANA MARGARET sworn: 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you, your Honour. 

Dr Buck, I believe you're a qualified forensic anthropologist. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

You currently work at the PathCentre at the QEII Medical Centre?---Yes, that's right. 

What is a forensic anthropologist?---My area of expertise is in the examination and analysis of 
skeletal remains. 

Do you have some educational qualifications?---Yes. My most recent educational qualification is 
a PhD in skeletal biology from the University of Western Australia. 
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And you have some other degrees and diplomas, do you?---Yes, I do. I have a diploma of 
teaching, 3-year diploma of teaching. I have an undergraduate bachelor of applied science with 
majors in anatomy and anthropology and I have a master of science prelim from the UWA as 
well. 

I also think you have some forensic experience. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

Could you give the members of the jury an outline of your forensic experience?---My forensic 
experience consists mainly of about 12 years clinical experience now working with the 
department of forensic pathology and that has included mostly examination of skeletal remains 
and interpretation of them over that time. 

Have you had any experience with incinerated human remains?---Yes, I have. I have worked on 
approximately six cases previously which have involved incinerated human remains. 

I think you were involved in the Bali bombings. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. I was called 
as part of the identification response team to the Bali disaster. 

If I can take you to 28 March 2002. I think that's when you first had contact in relation to this 
matter. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

On that date you were asked to examine some material. Is that correct?---Yes, it is. 

Some material provided to you by the West Australian Police Service?---Yes, that's correct. 

I think on 4 and 5 April 2002 you actually attended at a scene in Northam. Is that correct?---Yes, 
it is. 

That was a farming property in Northam?---Yes, it was. What was the purpose of your 
attendance on those two dates?---My purpose of attendance was to examine the scene and try and 
see if there were any more remains to be found and just to view the scene in general. 

Ultimately, you were provided with a number of articles. Is that correct?---Articles? You mean - - 
- 

Items?---Items, yes, I was. 

Are you able to give us an estimate of the number of items that were provided to you to 
examine?---In total probably about 3 and a half to 4 thousand small pieces and large pieces of 
bone. 

Small and large pieces of bone?---Yes. 

All right. Over what sort of period of time did you examine those pieces of bone?---Probably the 
main body of the analysis would've been over a period of a month approximately. 

When you went through those pieces of bone did you do it by yourself or did you do it with 
somebody else?---I had a little help. I had my colleagues, in particular Dr Gerard Cadden who 
was the attending pathologist of the case, and another pathologist also helped with some of the 
sifting. 

When you went through the bones and examined them and made decisions about those bones 
were they decisions made by yourself or in consultation with other people?---No, they were 
made in consultation with Dr Cadden. 

I will come to the bones in a moment but could I ask you at a later date did you take some of the 
bone material to a Kenneth Richardson at Murdoch University?---Yes, I did. 
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Which bones did you take to Kenneth Richardson?---I took a series of bones that I felt were of 
interest and that they were consistent with being human in origin and some other material which 
I felt wasn't human in origin to elicit his opinion of the material. 

Did you prepare a report in relation to this matter?---Yes, I did. 

Do you have a copy of your report with you?---Yes, I do. Unless there's any objection I would 
ask that you refer to your report. 

CANNON, MR: No objection.

SCOTT J: Thank you. 

VANDONGEN, MR: The report is at page 439, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Yes, thank you. 

VANDONGEN. MR: Dr Buck, before we go into the detail of the report, you mentioned that 
you examined 3 to 4 thousand bone pieces. Is that correct?---Yes, it is. 

All right, and of those bone pieces what did you conclude just in a general sense? Were many of 
them indeterminate?---Yes, many of the pieces were indeterminate. They were small and very 
fragmentary and it was impossible to tell what sort of bone they had come from. They were bone 
in nature but the actual shape of the bone was very hard to determine and there was a smaller 
portion which it was easier to tell where they had come from originally. 

Of the smaller portions that were easier to tell, did you conclude that some of them were animal 
in origin?---Yes, they were clearly animal in origin. 

Why do you say they were clearly animal in origin?---They were in fairly good condition and 
some of those bones were pretty complete, so it was easy to tell the anatomy from the anatomy. 

Were there other bones that were not animal in your opinion?---Yes, there were. 

What conclusions did you reach in relation to those bones, just generally speaking?---I 
concluded that those bones were highly consistent with being human in origin. 

Highly consistent with being human. What do you mean by “highly consistent with being 
human”?---The material that I viewed was in a fragmentary condition and it had been heat-
damaged. The reason for wording it as being highly consistent is that some of the very small 
pieces could possibly have been from a bone in another animal or skull, but given the 
consistency of the thickness and the condition and the general anatomy of the pieces of bone in 
total, I think it was clear that they were from a human skull.

Of the ones that were highly consistent with being human, in what condition did you find them, 
again just generally speaking?---They were very fragmented and it was clear that they had been 
subjected to high temperatures. 

When you say they were subjected to high temperatures, what physical characteristics did you 
see that led you to that conclusion?---There were several characteristics. When bone is burnt or 
subjected to very high temperatures, it changes colour depending on the degree of the 
temperature, so the hotter the temperature the more the bone will change colour till eventually it  
becomes what's called calcined or white and chalky in appearance, and many of the bones or all 
of the bones that were consistent with being human had that colouration. There was also warping 
and cracking. 

Bone bends and twists when it gets very hot, so they all had evidence of that cracking and 
warping as well as the colour change. 
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Are you able to give some indication about the intensity of the heat that would have been 
subjected to the bones that you examined?---I'm not an expert in that area but I can say that the 
temperature would have been hot, very, very hot, to have caused that, colour change and those 
other changes.

Again generally speaking, in relation to the bones that you found were highly consistent with 
being human, are you able to say when that person died?---No, I couldn't, unfortunately. 

Are you able to say when the bones were burnt?---No, I couldn't. 

Are you able to say when the bones were put in the location that they were found in?---No. No, I 
was not able to. 

In relation to the bones, are you able to say the age of the person who belonged to the bones?---
Several of the pieces had what we called fused end plates. They were vertebral bodies, and those 
end plates occur, the fusion occurs when a person becomes an adult. When a person stops 
growing, the plates fuse and they had fused plates, so I was able to determine that they were 
from an adult but a specific age was impossible to determine. 

What about the race of the person?---No, I was unable to determine that. 

What about how the person died? Were you able to tell that from the bone fragments that you 
examined?---No, I wasn't. 

Are you able to say whether all of the bone fragments that you had examined were from one 
source?---When you say “one source", can you just clarify? 

One skeleton?---A single individual. No, I wasn't able to determine they were from a single 
individual. 

Were some of the fragments able to be joined together?---Yes, there were several pieces of crania 
that were able to be joined together. 

When you say “crania", what do you mean?---The bones of the skull. 

I will come in detail then to the various bones that you examined. Were some photographs taken 
of the bones that you examined?---Yes, there were. 

There were photographs taken of the bones that you found were highly consistent with being 
human bones. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

Could you just have a look at this photo-board, please, and if it could be put on the easel next to 
Dr Buck? 

SCOTT J: You will find you have a pointer in front of you and if you need to stand and point to 
something - is there another microphone there, a remote microphone? I wonder if you could just 
put that on if you need to stand up so that we can record what you say. 

Have you seen that photo-board before?---Yes, I have. 

Just generally speaking, the top photograph - there are a series of 12 photographs on the top. Is 
that correct?---Yes. 

Is that underneath the heading Crania?---Yes, it is. If you could just point to the heading Crania 
for us. Thank you. Then directly beneath those series of 

12 photographs are two photographs. Is that correct?---These two here, yes. 

They're under the heading Lone Bone. Is that correct?---Yes, it is. 
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Then there are a series of four photographs on the bottom row of the photo-board. Is that 
correct?---Yes. 

Under the heading Vertebral Bodies. Is that correct?---Yes, it is. 

Are these the bones that you examined that you found were highly consistent with being 
human?---Yes, they are. 

If we could begin with the cranial bones, the top 12 bones. When you examined the bones were 
they labelled in any way?---The bones came in in bags and the labels from the bags were used as 
the label identifies for each of the crania - - - 

So in the photographs the label identifies appearing directly beneath each of the bone fragments. 
Is that correct?---Yes. These are the labels here. 

You have indicated in the top left-hand corner of the photo-board two photographs. Are they 
under a heading RNM5?---Yes, they are. 

In relation to those fragments what are you able to say about those that led you to the conclusion 
that they are consistent with human remains?---These two fragments - they are in fact the same 
fragment. They are just views of the top or outer side and the under side of the fragment. 

Perhaps before you go on if I can just have you explain that. The top or outer side, does that 
mean if you were standing outside somebody's head looking on the outer surface of head that is 
the surface you would see?---That's correct, yes. 

And the inside obviously from inside the skull?---Where the brain would be sitting inside the 
case. 

SCOTT J: Is that the same fragment turned over?---It's the same fragment flipped over, yes. 

VANDONGEN, MR: I think that's the case with all of the fragments underneath the heading 
Crania. Is that right?---Yes, that's right. There are the two views of all of the fragments, yes. 

On the left-hand side of the photographs - - -?---Is the outer surface and on the right is the inner 
surface. 

Thank you. If you can return to RNM5?---Right. The features that were distinctive were this sort 
of wiggly line - it looks like a broken line - along the top here. That's what's known as a suture 
line and that is what we find in crania where the large plates fit together. So the size of the suture 
line is very consistent with what we expect to find in human crania; also, the thickness and what 
we call the morphology or the shape. A human crania consists of a hard outer plate known as 
cortical bone. It has a spongy honeycomb like middle part and then the under-surface is another 
hard plate. This is very consistent with that anatomy. 

I believe you brought a plastic skull with you into court. Is that correct?---Yes, I have. 

It's in a box beneath the desk. If you could just retrieve that?---Yes. 

You mentioned a suture line in a skull. Are you able to show the members of the jury where the 
suture line is depicted on that skull?---Yes. It may be a little hard to see from here because it's 
white but essentially the skull is made up of a series of large plates and as an individual grows 
those plates eventually fuse together until in old age these lines eventually become obliterated,  
but during most of the life of an adult these wiggly lines, known as the suture lines, and they run 
across the front, down the middle and across the back, they're the main lines, they are quite 
visible during life. This piece of crania, RNM5, is from essentially this region, what we call the 
parietal region, of the skull. 
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SCOTT J: The top central region more towards the back perhaps?---It could've been more down 
towards the back but it's from these large parietal bones but essentially from the top of the skull. 

VANDONGEN, MR: Yes, thank you. You can put the plastic skull down for the moment. Were 
there any other features on RNM5 that you found were highly consistent with being human?---
No, they were the main features. The curvature of the bone also was consistent with the large 
plates that you find in - - - 

Is there something on the skull called the sagittal sulcus?---Yes. Where these large plates fit 
together there is, on the inside, on this surface, a bevelled edge and when the two plates fit 
together the bevelling forms a canal, a channel, and it's known as a sulcus and that appears 
clearly on one portion, on this surface here, of RNMS. 

RNM6 are two series of photographs immediately to the right of RNM5?---Yes. 

Are you able to make any comments in relation to RNM6?---Yes. I'll just briefly refer to my 
notes. 

Certainly?---Yes. In my notes I have made note of a meningeal groove. Like RNM5, RNM6 has 
that same morphology. It has the cortical bone on either side and it has the cancellous bone in the 
middle. 

The cancellous bone in the middle?---Cancellous, being the spongy bone in the middle. 

The honeycomb bone?---The honeycomb bone, which is very consistent with what we find in 
humans. Also on the surface there is what we call a meningeal groove. On the inside of the skull, 
because the brain requires a lot of blood, there's lots of what we call vascular channels where all 
the vessels run, and that is an example of one of those channels which we find consistently inside 
human skulls. 

The next fragment or series of fragments directly below RNM5, what do we have there - directly 
below RNM5?---Right. This is RNM8A, and there's a series of fragments. Is this the one that 
you're referring to?That's correct?---Yes. These are a number of fragments that appeared in one 
bag. Each of the fragments have those - that same morphology, that cortical bone with the 
honeycomb bone, and then the plate on the inside, so they're all very consistent with that. Many 
of them have small amounts of that suture line that I spoke about previously in RNM5. They all 
have a relatively consistent thickness. There's several of the fragments which can actually - you 
can find surfaces that can be fitted together so that you can form a plate of bone, and it's it's a 
reasonably large piece of bone that is very consistent with the size and shape of a human 
cranium. 

The fragments have been numbered in the title to those two photographs?---Yes. 

Perhaps not in the order in which you would expect them to be - - -?---No. 

- - - but what order have they been laid out there in? ---They order that they have been laid out in 
has been, in a sense, random to just get the photos at the time. We had so many pieces of bone 
that it was hard to get everything lined up. 

So the fragment numbers there, 1 through to 6, have been allocated by you after - - -?---Yes. 

- - - receiving them from the police. Is that right? ---That's right. They are purely identifying 
numbers and nothing else.

For your purpose?---For my purposes, yes. 
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All right. If we can move on to the next series of two photographs to the right of that, which 
exhibit number has been allocated to those photographs?---That reads RNM51, fragments 1 and 
2. 

Again, the outside fragments are on the left-hand side, the inside - sorry; and it's turned over for 
the right-hand photograph. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

Can you make any comments in relation to RNM51?---RNM51, in keeping with the other 
previous fragments that I've described, all have that same cortical - honeycomb, cortical 
arrangement. They're all consistent in thickness. When I say “consistent in thickness", they're all 
within the range of thicknesses that we see in a human cranium. Human crania vary in their own 
thickness in a single individual and between individuals but all of these bones are within that 
normal range of variation that we find in humans. They also have - this larger piece in particular, 
fragment 2, has evidence of the suture line which was also seen in the previous fragments. 

The last four photographs are exhibits D6 and E6. Is that correct?---Yes, it is. 

Could you make some comments in relation to those pieces of bone, please?---Those pieces of 
bone are consistent again with the previous descriptions of the other fragments. Cortical bone - 
the spongy or cancellous bone in the centre, cortical bone on the inside, and again the 
thicknesses are all consistent, and there's some - I think there's a couple of small bits of suture 
line on several of those fragments as well. 

Again, the fragments have been laid out perhaps not in a numerical order, but that's because of 
the way in which you have designated the fragments?---Yes. They've been purely laid out for my 
identification purposes only. 

All right. Now, you mentioned at the beginning of your evidence about the bones being heat 
damaged and warped?---Yeah. 

Is there evidence of that in those photographs, that series of 12 photographs?---All of the 
fragments shown in this series of fragments under the title, Crania, show evidence of exposure to 
high temperatures. They have cracking, warping, and they are all calcined, or they have turned 
white in colour as a result of the heating process. 

Now, the two photographs under the heading, Long Bone, 

RNM2, what are you able to say about those bones?---Again, this is the outer surface and the 
inner surface so they are photographs of the same fragment, just flipped over. This piece of bone 
comes from what we call a tibia. The tibia is the large bone, or the shin bone, in the lower leg 
and due to the heating process the bone has typically cracked as we would expect it to with the 
type of exposure to high heat. It's also warped or twisted but the important feature about this 
bone is not the general anatomy but there is a small diagnostic feature here known as a nutrient 
foramen. 

What do you mean by a diagnostic feature?---A feature that helps us identify specifically what 
the use of this bone would have been for. 

What did you call that diagnostic feature?---It's a nutrient foramen. 

What's a nutrient foramen?---A nutrient foramen is a hole in a bone. Bones need nerves and 
blood vessels to travel through them so that they can remain viable, and almost all the bones in 
the body have these foramina, as we call them, on them. In this particular instance, the nutrient 
foramen here with its long canal is very typical of what we expect to find in the upper half of the 
tibia.
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In what animal?---In humans, sorry. Adjacent to this nutrient foramen, which is the most 
important feature, is a surface we call the popliteal surface. Where muscles are attached to bones, 
there is a roughened area so that the muscle can hang on, so to speak. The relationship between 
this foramen, this nutrient foramen and this surface of muscle attachment is exactly what we see 
in a human tibia. 

For the purposes of the transcript, you referred to a nutrient foramen and you indicated an area 
on the bone on the left-hand photograph almost directly in the middle of the bone. Is that 
correct?---Yes, it's a very small hole with an adjacent canal. 

It's a hole with an adjacent canal?---Yes. 

A groove in the bone?---A groove in the bone; that's correct. 

You mentioned the popliteal line?---Yes. 

Whereabouts on the bone is that?---The popliteal line, there's a small region of it here, a 
roughened surface on the lower edge. 

Lower right-hand edge?---Lower right-hand edge of the bones; that's correct. 

Below the long bone photographs are some vertebral bodies. Is that correct?---Yes, there are, 
RNM1 and RNM8A. 

Before we move to that, I understand that you have brought to court some sketches of both the 
long bone, or a tibia, and vertebral bodies. Is that correct?---Yes, I have. 

With your Honour's leave and my learned friend's consent, I would ask that copies of those 
sketches be provided to the members of the jury. 

SCOTT J: Any difficulty with that, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Yes. 

SCOTT J: Very well. 

VANDONGEN, MR: And to your Honour as well. 

Before we move on to the vertebral bodies, do you have copies of your sketches there?---Yes, I 
have a copy of the tibia and the vertebral body. 

These aren't sketches that you have prepared, that you have obtained. Is that correct?---These are 
sketches that were taken from anatomical textbooks, yes. 

There's a sketch there of a long bone with an arrow on it. Is that correct?---Yes, there is. 

You have mentioned the nutrient foramen. Perhaps for the benefit of the members of the jury, can 
you indicate where on the sketch the nutrient foramen is?---On this particular sketch if the jury 
would like to look at the base of the arrow, the direction that it's heading down, there is a small 
hole that is indicated with a channel or a groove above it. That is the nutrient foramen with its  
associated channel. 

There's an elongated shaded area on the left-hand side of the bone at the base where the point of 
the arrow is. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

Can you see the popliteal line on that sketch?---Yes, the popliteal line is also evident. It's a line 
that has been drawn obliquely across the vertebral body - sorry, the tibia. It bisects the top of the 
tibia and it's just in association - you can see it just across from where that hole is, the nutrient 
foramen. 
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So the line, the popliteal line, commences I think at a point at the top left-hand corner of the bone 
where there is a swirl?---Yes. 

A circular swirl?---Yes. 

It then cuts across the bone to the right-hand side?---Cuts across it, yes, it does. 

Thank you. You can put that down and then we can move on to the vertebral bodies, the 
photographs in the bottom of the photo-board. The vertebral bodies are also designated by some 
letters and numbers. Is that correct?---Yes, they are. 

RNM1 is on the right-hand side?---That's correct.

And RNM8A is on the left-hand side?---Yes, it is. 

RNM8A is a single photograph containing three pieces. Is that correct?---Yes. Three views of the 
same vertebral body. 

So they're on the right-hand side?---They are, yes. 

That's one piece of bone shown from three different views?---Three different views. That's 
correct. 

And the bones on the left-hand photograph, if you could just point to that?---This photograph 
here? 

Yes. What exhibit number is that?---That is RNM1. 

All right; and they are three different bones. Is that correct?---They're three pieces of bone, yes. 

Three pieces of bone separate from the three pieces of bone on the right-hand side?---Yes, they 
are. 

Now, you have described them as vertebral bodies. What do you mean by “vertebral bodies”?---
We're talking about RNM1 now? 

Yes?---Yes. A vertebral body is a bone that makes up part of the human spine, or any spinal 
column. These are consistent with vertebral bodies, the shape and morphology. 

Now, we have a sketch, I think, as well of vertebral bodies?---Yes, we do. 

In relation to that sketch, if that was showing part of a human being - - -?---Mm'hm. 

- - - which way would the human head be?---If this was inside a human body, the head would be 
in this direction and the feet would be in that direction, and it would be sitting inside - - - 

The head would be towards the top of the page marked, Transverse. Is that correct?---Yes, that's 
correct. 

And the feet towards the bottom of the page marked, Process Spinius - Spinous?---Yes, that's 
correct. 

Now, which way would the person be facing?---The person would be facing in this direction, so 
that would be pointing forward. 

So the person would be facing towards the right-hand page, right-hand side of the page. Is that 
right?---My left-hand side of the page. 

Your left-hand side of the page?---Yes. 

If you were looking at the page, the right-hand side of the page?---If I'm looking at the page, now 
it's pointing towards the right-hand side of the page, yes. 
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Now, the three pieces of bone, RNM1 - - -?---Yes. 

- - - are you able to indicate for the members of the jury where those pieces of bone - how they 
relate to the sketch that you have provided?---Yes. The first fragment, which is this large block-
like fragment, is from the body - what we call the body of the vertebra. A vertebra is made into 
two - is essentially in two main parts: the spinous arch, which is on the back, and the body, 
which is - we're looking at here on the front. This - - - 

Sorry to interrupt, but the body is marked, Centrum. Is that correct, on the - - -?---Yes. That's 
another name for it. Yes, that's correct. 

All right. Thank you?---This is from that portion. 

Now, the view on the left-hand photograph that we have there of that fragment, where would the 
person be standing if the photographer had taken that photograph?---This large arch would be 
missing. It would be taken off the vertebral body and you would be looking at this inner surface; 
looking in that way, into the inner surface. 

Taking off the spines, looking towards the right-hand side of the page?---That's right. 

Towards the centrum. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

Now, the next fragment on RNM1?---Is the central fragment. That is a portion of this spinous 
process. 

And the final fragment on RNM1?---This final fragment is a fragment again of the vertebral 
body or the centrum. 

What sort of a view have we got of it in the photograph?---The view is from the vertebral body 
being broken apart and looking at the inside, so it's looking at the - it would be like breaking it 
apart and looking at the inner surface of it. 

RNM8A, as we have agreed, is one fragment of bone shown from three different views. Is that 
correct?---Yes, it is. 

Perhaps you can do the same exercise for the members of the jury and relate it to the sketch plan 
that you have provided?---This particular bone is in a more complete condition than the previous 
one and it represents almost the entirety of the vertebral body minus the large spinous process, so 
it's the whole body minus that process. 

The first photograph, what sort of a view do we have of that piece of the spine?---This is looking 
down on the top, what we would call a superior view, so it would be like looking down from 
someone's head through the body. You would be looking at that top surface. 

The second photograph, what view do we have of it there?---The second one is taking off that 
spinous process and again looking towards the right-hand side of the page, you would be looking 
at that inner surface of the vertebral body. 

The final view, the third view?---The final view is if you were standing underneath the person 
and looking at the opposite end plate, the opposite side, so you would be looking up the spinal 
column. 

Thank you. You can put that sketch down for the moment. You mentioned that these bones were 
also found by you to be consistent with being human. What features of the vertebral bodies did 
you look at to reach that conclusion?---There were several features which are highly consistent 
with human anatomy. Starting with RNM1, in particular looking on this first vertebral body, 
there's a large hole in the centre of the vertebral body. This is known as a vascular foramen. 
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Again it's a hole in a bone that takes blood vessels and nerves and that into the bone. It's large 
and it's centrally located. That is very peculiar to humans. If you were looking at a cow or sheep, 
for example, they tend to have foramina where there is more than one in the centre where this is 
very particularly a single individual bone. 

When you were talking about the crania you were talking about cancellous bone and you 
described it as honeycomb?---Yes. 

Is there a feature similar to that found in vertebral bodies?---Yes. Vertebral bodies are in fact 
made up mostly of that honeycomb bone because they have to take the stress of the body. 
Because we stand upright all of the time there's a peculiar arrangement of the honeycomb 
network because of that requirement on the body. The arrangement that is seen inside this 
vertebral body is very specific and in keeping with what we find in human vertebral bodies. 

We know that ribs attach to vertebral bodies at some point. Is there some feature you can see on 
those photographs which tells you something about it being consistent with human?---Yes, there 
are. On RNM8A, the second vertebral body, it's not readily observable to people from this 
photograph but on the edges of this vertebral body there were small what are called demifacets. 
They're flattened areas of bone where the ribs actually attach to the vertebral bodies movement. 

How does that relate to humans?---The positioning of those demifacets is entirely consistent with 
what we find in humans. 

You mentioned you can conclude that these bones, in relation to the vertebral bodies, were from 
an adult?---Yes. 

You mentioned why that was before. Are you able to tell us again why you can make that 
conclusion?---Well, using a better example it's also evident in RNM1, but in RNM8A, looking at 
this top surface - and if I may just refer to this sketch again. 

Certainly?---Looking on top of the vertebral body and underneath there are two zones. When the 
human body grows, when the bone grows, those zones are the zones that allow the growth. When 
the body reaches maturity and you become adult those zones fuse up and those end plates, as 
they are known, fuse onto the vertebral body and that fusion has occurred in these vertebrae. 

You are able to say it's an adult. Are you able to say whether the bones come from a male or a 
female?---No, I can't. 

Your Honour, I tender the photo-board and tender a copy of the two sketches as well. 

SCOTT J: The photo-board will become exhibit 44. I will make that 44A I think and the 
sketches - 44B will be the sketch of the long bone and 44C will be the sketch of the vertebrae. 

EXHIBIT 44A Crown Photo-board 

EXHIBIT 44B Crown Sketch of long bone 

EXHIBIT 44C Crown Sketch of vertebrae 

VANDONGEN, MR: Just to make it clear, Dr Buck, I asked you a question about the sex of the 
bones. In relation to all of the bones that you looked at were you able to determine the sex?---No, 
I was not able to. 

Yes, thank you, Dr Buck. 

SCOTT J: Just one matter - by all means be seated - that occurred to me while you were talking. 
Subjecting human bones to extreme heat, as you say appears to be the case here, would that 
cause bone to fragment?---Very much so, yes. 
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Thank you. Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Dr Buck, I accept that the bones you examined are human skeletal remains but 
I summarise your evidence as follows: the sex of the person whose bones they are is not 
known?---That's correct. 

There is no way you can identify those bones with any DNA that would have been obtained in 
respect of the alleged victim Anthony Tapley. They just can't be identified?---That is my 
understanding, yes. 

I agree with you from my research in this matter that they are adult bones?---Yes. 

Can you tell me at what age you make the assessment that a person is an adult for this particular 
purpose?---For the end plate fusion here? 

Yes?---That can vary depending on the nutritional background of the person, the ethnic 
background of the person and just individual variation, but given the known ranges of variation 
you would be expecting that the end plates on a vertebral body would fuse probably around from 
20 years onwards. 

So the age range in respect of the bones you have examined, just from the ones which do indicate 
age, range between, say, 20 and a very old age?---Yes. Yes, they do. 

Again, you're not in a position to give the age of the bones in any way, carbon dating or anything 
of that nature?---No. 

So we just don't know whether those bones have been there for, say, 150 years or a few years?---
That is correct. 

The bone or a sample of the bone was sent to the laboratories in Birmingham. I think they have a 
very capable organisation there, and the opinion was expressed there, and I think you have seen 
the opinion, that all the bones may not be the bones of a single person?---I believe that was the 
finding, yes.

What was your finding? Could there be a mixture of two human beings in the bones that you 
have seen?---There could be a mixture of two human beings, yes. I can't exclude that possibility. 

No further questions. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Nothing arising, thank you, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Very well, in that event, thank you very much for your assistance. You're now free to 
go. 

CANNON, MR: Yes, certainly. 

SCOTT J: I'm sorry. There's no difficulty with the doctor being excused? 

VANDONGEN, MR: No. 

SCOTT J: Thank you for your help. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

CANNON, MR: (indistinct) was talking to me about Dr Cadden. I don't require Dr Cadden. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. 
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VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, I call Victor Webb at page 335, and can I indicate for 
Madam Clerk of Arraigns that a video will be played during the course of Mr Webb's evidence. 

SCOTT J: Very well. 

WEBB, VICTOR sworn: 

VANDONGEN, MR: Mr Webb, I think you're a sergeant in the West Australian Police Service. 
Is that correct?---That is correct, yes. 

You're a senior forensic investigation officer attached to the crime scene unit?---That is also 
correct, yes. 

I think you've had more than 25 continuous years' experience in collecting and examination of 
physical evidence. Is that correct?---Yes, I have. 

I want to take you to 28 March 2002. Were you on duty on that day with Acting Sergeant 
O'Loughlin, Senior Constable Hicks and a First-Class Constable Malins, spelt M-a-l-i-n-s?---I 
was, yes. 

You went to a property at 12 Jade Street in Maddington. Is that correct?---That is also correct. 

Your role there was the forensic crime scene co-ordinator. Is that correct?---That is also correct, 
yes. 

Whilst you were at the address at 12 Jade Street, did you request that some photographs be 
taken?---That is correct. I requested that of Senior Constable Hicks. 

You also asked that a video be taken of the scene?---That is correct, by First-Class Constable 
Malins. 

We will come back to the video in a moment. Did you also assist in setting out a gridded area 
around the front entry gates?---I did, yes. 

What was the purpose of doing that?---That was that we had the intention of sifting through the 
actual road base which the driveway was made from and that if we did find anything, we were 
able to put it down to a grid reference. 

Did you collect anything when you set out the grid?---Yes, I did. 

What did you collect?---123 samples of the road base and later on that night I also collected a 
further four samples. 

All right, I will come to the night?---Sorry, no, that was another night, yes. 

On another night, right. Was also a metal detector run over the front driveway?---Yes. 

Was there anything located as a result of that metal detector?---To my knowledge, nothing of 
evidential value. 

I think also there were some cyclone gates that were seized on that date?---That is correct. On 
that afternoon I had the gates removed from the posts. We wrapped them up in black plastic. I 
had them sealed and then conveyed to police headquarters. 

We will come back to that date in a moment, but to move on to 16 July 2002, did you return to 
the property at 12 Jade Street?---Yes, I did on that date. 

Again, you were the forensic crime scene co-ordinator?---That is correct, yes. 

On this occasion you asked Senior Constable Hicks to use a mini-bobcat to remove the top 
portion of the driveway. Is that correct?---That is correct, yes. 
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What was the purpose of doing that?---The purpose was to get to the road base that was probably 
maybe 2 inches below the actual surface so we could luminol that later that evening. 

I will get you to describe what luminol is in a moment, but did you also run a metal detector over 
the area after the road base had been removed?---Yes, we did. 

Was anything located?---No. 

You collected some soil samples on that occasion?---That is correct. I collected four soil 
samples. 

You mentioned luminol. What is luminol?---Luminol is a presumptive test for blood that we use. 
It's a chemical that we spray. It has to be sprayed at night-time and if there is any blood there is a 
chemi-luminescence reaction. It's a chemical reaction to the blood and it makes it glow almost an 
iridescent or fluorescent blue colour. It's by this process we spray it at night-time. If we see the 
chemical reaction, then sometimes it can be blood. Sometimes we get false reactions because 
luminol can also react with iron, ferrous oxide. Copper is another one that reacts with various 
cleaning agents and some plant material and oils it reacts with as well. 

And oils?---Vegetable oils. 

Did you collect any soil samples as a result of the luminol testing you did?---From when I 
luminoled the driveway that evening I had what I call a positive reaction to four areas, very small 
areas, and I collected the soil from those four areas and put them in a small yellow-cap jar and 
sent those off for analysis. 

All of the samples you collected both on 28 March and on 16 July were sent off to the 
PathCentre. Is that correct?---No. The 123 samples that were collected on the first date weren't 
sent to the PathCentre. They were collected by me in case they may be used - in case something 
turned up in the future we may not know about. With luminol it's a very sensitive chemical and it 
will pick up blood one part in 100,000, so it's very, very tiny amounts. If blood had been present 
on the driveway I guess it would've leaked through and the top part of that soil that I removed 
that day wasn't as imperative as the lower section. 

So did you do luminol on the top section of the driveway?---Yes. Yeah. 

Did you find anything as a result of that luminol?---No.

You found something as a result of the luminol testing after you had removed the road base on - - 
-?---On the second visit, yes. 

Those soil samples, the ones in respect of which you achieved positive presumptive test results, 
were sent off to the PathCentre?---That is correct, yes. 

I wonder if exhibit 23 can be put up on the board please. It's the plan of Jade Street. 

Sergeant Webb, can you just confirm for me that that depicts a plan of 12 Jade Street as it 
appeared on the days you examined the scene?---Yes, that's a plan of representation of that area 
at 12 Jade Street. 

In the bottom right-hand corner of the aerial plan is there a gridded section set out near the 
entrance gates?---Yes. 

I will indicate there. That area there is gridded out on the plan. 

Just beside you there should be a lapel microphone and if you need to stand up and speak to the 
plan I will get you to put that on so you are recorded. You mentioned that on 28 March 2002 a 
video was taken of the Jade Street property. Is that correct?---That is correct, yes. 
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I wonder if we could have this video played. 

Sergeant Webb, while the video is being played there is no sound and I wonder if you could 
provide some commentary as we are walking through the property as to what we are seeing at 
appropriateness in time. 

SCOTT J: If you can't see it you will need to turn your chair around a little. I think the screen 
behind you is probably the only one you can see. 

(Videotape played) 

THE WITNESS: This area is being videotaped along the front area along here on the property 
line. 

VANDONGEN, MR: The left-hand side of the property line. Is that correct?---That is correct. 
It's - it'll be this area through here, this side of the fence; the road side of the fence. The - that's 
the house on the property, which is this house here, indicated in yellow on the plan. 

We're seeing some gates there. Are they the gates that were taken?---Those - no. Those gates are 
these gates just here to the left of the block. 

The gates on the left-hand side of the block?---That is correct. We're walking along the kerb now, 
walking towards the next set of gates. We're now approaching the gridded-off section of the 
driveway, or where the gridded-off section is on the plan, a set of double cyclone gates. The 
driveway is made of a road base material. It's not a concrete drive. 

What we're seeing there is before the road base was removed by you on 16 July. Is that 
correct?---On 28 March. 

That's the vision that we're seeing now?---That is correct, yes; and that's a Sulo bin which is 
positioned to the right of the driveway on the right-hand side of the block. 

We're now looking at some gates. Are they the gates that were removed?---That is correct, yes. 
The gates here are just being shown as being in a locked condition; a padlock and chain around 
it. 

We just saw very briefly there a vision of the left-hand gate as you're looking from the road and I 
notice that there was a buckled portion of one of the uprights. Did you see that?---Yes. That is 
probably shown clearer on some of the photographs. This area here we're seeing is the driveway 
right down to the right-hand side of the property, looking down to where there are some sheds, 
and we're walking now towards the house, which is indicated again as yellow on the plan. This 
video is taken from the back of the block on the left-hand side, back left-hand side, as you look 
from the - at the plan. Again, they are the front gates that we removed. 

Now, as we're walking along the driveway up the right-hand side of the house, there is a large 
concrete wall on the right-hand side?---That is correct. That wall runs the - I think almost the 
complete length of the block on the right-hand side and it's quite a high concrete wall, and in the 
background there you can see some sheds which are indicated as blue - two blue sheds - on the 
plan. Where he's standing now to do the pan, it appears to be probably in about a position almost 
level with the house, the front of the house, and up against the concrete wall. He's now panning 
out towards - the view out towards the roadway. 

In the background there we seek a cyclone fence. Is that correct?---No. That's - I think from 
memory that was an asbestos fence that went around the back of the house, or part of the back of 
the house. 
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Is that marked there on the plan?---It's marked as a Colorbond fence, yes. Again, now we are 
progressing further down the driveway towards the two buildings, outbuildings, marked in blue, 
and these are they, the two sheds. That's a pan around, just showing the back of the house. He's 
almost reached the far right-hand corner of the block at the very back, which would be right 
down in this vicinity here where - the vehicle that's parked there is not shown on the map, on the 
plan, but he's in that vicinity, right where the concrete wall ends. 

You're indicating the top right-hand corner of the plan. Is that correct?---That is correct, yes. That 
is a pan just of the back - back area of the yard and the back of the sheds. This is a video just 
showing the back fence line, a close-up of the bottom part of the fence. 

And in the back, can we see a stripey-coloured - partially coloured fence?---Yes. 

Is that the one that's marked, Colourbond Fence?---That is correct, yes; and that's a view from 
the back of the block, basically looking towards the front. You can see that high concrete wall 
and the back of the house there. 

Have we now almost reached the top left-hand corner of the plan?---That is correct, yep. That 
has been - or is shown right now. That's a pan around showing the fence line through - well, you 
can't see all the way through to the road but you can certainly see through to the back of the 
house and the Colourbond fence, part of which is missing. 

The Colourbond fence, does that appear to be a continuous Colourbond fence?---No. There are 
panels missing from that. 

And the panels that are missing are on the right-hand side of it as you look towards the front of 
the property. Is that correct?---From - you're looking from the rear of the property towards the 
front. They are missing from the right-hand side. We're passing now through the hole in the 
Colourbond fence and that is now a view along the fence line. You can see right the way through 
to the road. Indicated there is the back of the house; I think the laundry area. 

Is there a paved area there?---From memory, I think the actual patio area was indicated in the 
green on the map there behind the house. 

You're indicating on the floor plan map on the left-hand side?---Sorry, yes, on the - the brown 
area where the house is marked in yellow. 

Now, do we see a shot of a black stump, a burnt tree stump?---Yes. I'm just trying to see if it was 
marked on the plan as “burnt tree stump” near the fence line. 

Do we now have a closer view of the paved area at the back of the house?---Yes. That's a semi-
closed in area by the colourbond fencing at the back of the house there. Now, we're still 
following the fence line down towards the roadway, which is the fence line on the left-hand side 
of the property as you look from the road. That's a pan around and now showing the gates that 
we did finally remove later that day; the front grassed area in front of the house and that being 
the front of the house. 

So now we have almost done a complete circuit of the house?---We have. This shows the very 
end of the house facing the concrete fence; a view of the front of the house again. That's panning 
around showing the driveway across the front of the block and again ending up at the double 
gates that we later removed. That's showing you the concrete wall down the right-hand side of 
the block and the sheds or buildings. 

A police officer is now bravely walking backwards with the camera. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Yes, thank you?---That completes it. 
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I tender that, your Honour 

SCOTT J: Tender the video? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Yes, thank you, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Exhibit 45. 

EXHIBIT 45 Crown  Video of 12 Jade Street, Maddington 

VANDONGEN, MR: In conclusion, Sergeant Webb, on 16 July 2002 you said you returned to 
the property. Did you then extend the grid that was originally placed there on 

28 March?---Yes, I did. I extended the grid. That day we actually took it basically from the fence 
line or inside of the fence line down to the actual bitumen roadway or the kerb. 

Then the luminol testing was done later that night?---That is correct, yes. 

Yes, thank you. I have no further questions.

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Sergeant Webb, that video was taken on 28 March 2002?---That is correct, yes. 

At that stage did you apply luminol to any of the surfaces of 12 Jade Street?---Yes. 

Whereabouts did you apply it?---It was to the driveway in front of the gates that we removed. 

That's the driveway from the gate to the road, is it?---I didn't luminol from the gate to the road 
that night. 

Would you point out on the plan where you would have luminoled on 28 March?---On 28 March 
we would have luminoled an area probably about 2 metres into the property and extending down 
to in front of that grid line by maybe half a metre. 

Certainly, and where did you extend the grid line on 16 July?---On 16 July - - - 

You're pointing to the grid line which is on the right-hand side of the - - -?---That is correct. They 
were extended right down to the kerb of 12 Jade Street which is the bitumen road. 

At that stage on 16 July 2002, was that when you removed some dirt so you could get further 
below the surface?---That is correct, yes. 

Until that date you hadn't gone below the surface?---Yes, on the 23rd - sorry, on 28 March I had 
removed the topsoil or the top stones by scraping them up in my hands from the grid surfaces 
and putting them into plastic bags. 

So you scooped up from the surface stones where the grid lines now are shown on the map on 
the right-hand side?---That is correct, yes. 

These were sent to the PathCentre?---No. 

Have they ever been examined?---They were examined by me, yes. 

When you first went there on 28 March 2002, did you know the facts of the case at all?---I knew 
some brief circumstances of the case. 

Were you told that the alleged victim had been shot at the back of the house or near the back of 
the house?---I had been told that the victim had been shot somewhere near the house. I don't 
know exactly where. 
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Had you been told that he had run towards the gate on the right-hand side of the map where the 
grid line is now shown?---I was informed that he had climbed over the gates at some stage. 

What you were looking for with the luminol was any traces of blood which would show the 
trail?---I in that particular area was looking for traces of blood, for hair or fibre or any other 
physical evidence that may assist us, so it wasn't only just blood that we were looking for. 

You found nothing on the first day when you - - -?---That is correct, yes. 

The luminol is done in like an aerosol can, isn't it?---It is aerosoled, yes, but it's not done in an 
aerosol can. We actually use a D-sized cylinder from CIG. 

Bigger containers?---Yes. 

What part did you actually luminol on the 28th? That's when the video was taken?---Yes, the 
driveway and the driveway only. 

This luminol is just an indication, isn't it?---A presumptive test for blood, yes. 

It does not identify blood but points out to you what area is of interest?---Yes. 

Will it react to animal blood?---Yes. 

So the spraying of the luminol is not for the purpose of showing that there is in fact blood and it 
reacts only with blood. It is to show areas of interest so that you can go to these areas and take 
samples and then send them to the appropriate examiner?---That is correct. It generally shows 
blood that is not visible to the naked eye. 

When you went back again on - - -?---The 16th. 

- - - 16 July 2002 and removed the surface, had you - - -?---Yes. 

You applied luminol again?---Yes. 

Again you took those samples and sent them to the PathCentre?---Yes, this time I had a positive 
reaction; yes. 

It glowed, did it?---It did, but I've been using luminol for many years and I can tell by the way it 
glows as to whether it is a high probability that it is blood or it is some other - what we call a 
false positive. 

Anyway, it could have been animal blood?---It could have been, yes. 

It could have been a high iron content?---No, iron fluoresces or chemi-fluoresces different to the 
way blood does. 

Anyway, you are not an analyst. You sent it off to get a confirmation as to whether or not - - -?---
That is correct. 

- - - it was blood?---Was it? 

I think you sent it for confirmation?---Right, yes. 

You played no further part in that?---No, that's correct, yes. 

Thank you very much, sergeant.

SCOTT J: Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Nothing arising, thank you, your Honour.
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SCOTT J: Very well. In that event, thank you for your assistance. You're now free to go?---
Thank you. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

SCOTT J: Would that be a convenient time for the morning break? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: All right, we will have our morning break now for about 15 minutes. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, I call Siobhan Collett O'Loughlin. 

O'LOUGHLIN, SIOBHAN COLLETT sworn: 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you, your Honour. 

Ms O'Loughlin, I think you're a senior constable attached to the West Australian Police Service. 
Is that correct?---That's correct. 

In particular you are a forensic investigation officer attached to the crime scene unit. Is that 
correct?---That's correct. 

I think you have had about 7 years' experience as a forensic investigative officer?---That's 
correct. 

And for five of those years you have performed duties at the forensic ballistics section. Is that 
correct?---That is correct. 

The duties you have conducted there include the identification of firearms and ammunition?---
Correct. 

The safety testing of firearms and the test firing of firearms?---That's correct. 

Gunshot wound interpretation and the examination interpretation of shooting incident scenes. Is 
that correct?---That's correct. 

You also service and repair a number of firearms for the Police Service?---That's correct. 

And you are also a manufacturer certified armourer for Remington, Glock and Smith and Wesson 
firearms?---Yes, that's correct. 

You have completed a number of certificates. Is that correct?---Yes, I have. 

And you are currently enrolled in a certificate for forensic investigation. Is that correct?---That's 
correct. 

On 28 March 2002 did you go to an address at 12 Jade Street, Maddington?---Yes, I did. 

There, did you conduct a forensic examination of the property?---Yes, I did. 

What part of the forensic examination did you conduct?---I examined the property to locate any 
firearm related evidence, whether that be firearms, ammunition or any damage that may have 
been caused by a firearm. 

Did you locate any evidence of that nature?---No, I didn't. Did you also assist in the setting out 
of a gridded area around the front entry gates?---Yes, I did. 

With the collection of gravel?---Yes. 
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In this trial we have heard evidence about a .38 snub-nose revolver. could you please give the 
members of the jury an idea of the physical characteristics of a .38 snub-nose revolver?---A 
snub-nose revolver is a revolver which has a short barrel. That's normally considered to be 2 
inches or less. So it's quite a short barrel and it reduces the size of the actual revolver. 

All right. The number of rounds that are fired from a 38 calibre?---Normally a 38 calibre 
revolver will chamber five or six rounds. 

Who are they produced by?---Many manufacturers. 

How do you operate the revolver?---The revolver is operated by releasing the cylinder. The 
cylinder drops out normally to the left-hand side. There are a number of holes which are referred 
to as the chamber and into those holes you place rounds of ammunition and, as I said, five or six 
is the common number. Once those holes are filled you can then close the cylinder up into the 
revolver and then it's a matter of depressing the trigger for each round that you want to fire. 

How do you fire the revolver?---Usually just by pulling the trigger. It operates in two different 
ways. The single action is when you can manually cock the hammer and then you depress the 
trigger. By manually cocking the hammer in single action it reduces the amount of pressure you 
have to apply to the trigger. The other way is by just pulling on the trigger. It's a slightly heavier 
pull but each time you pull the trigger that also does the same thing. It discharges the cartridges. 

What happens to the cylinder in the double action when you release the trigger?---The double 
action - it rotates around, as does with the single action. Each time a round is fired the cylinder 
rotates around to the next one as you're pulling the trigger. 

And the cartridges? What happens to those?---They remain inside the cylinder until the operator 
manually releases the cylinder, opens it up and ejects them out. 

The ammunition that's used in a .38 calibre snub-nose revolver - what sort of ammunition is 
used?---Normally it's constructed of brass cartridge cases, sometimes nickel. 

The actual cartridge case, which is commonly referred to as the shell, that normally doesn't 
change. However, the bullet which is the lead or metallic end of it - that comes in various 
different designs. It could be a round nose. 

It could be a hollow point. It can be plastic. It comes in many different designs. 

Are there two broad categories of bullets? We're talking about, when we're talking about bullets, 
the lead part of the ammunition?---Yes. Yeah, they're - broadly, they're expanding and non-
expanding projectiles or bullets. 

Could you describe the expanding bullets?---Expanding bullets, once they've hit their target they 
actually expand outward which creates a larger diameter. That's commonly referred to as 
mushrooming. It mushrooms out; makes it a mushroom type shape, and they're widely used for 
law enforcement or for hunting. The other type of non-expanding, they are normally a round-
nose type projectile and they're commonly used for target shooting. There's no need for that 
impact to open out if you're just shooting paper targets as such. 

Now, in terms of penetration of the body in terms of passing through the body, what can you say 
about the expanding bullets?---Expanding bullets - because they actually open once they have hit 
their target, it increases their diameter and that can cause more severe injuries once it's hit its  
target because it's a larger diameter and because some of them are designed with sharper edges at 
the end, so once it's mushroomed out, the edges are sharp and there's more chance of hitting vital 
vessels and organs as it penetrates. 
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Do they penetrate through the body?---More commonly, expanding bullets will stay inside the 
body, but depending on how much they've fragmented, if they've struck much bone, they might 
have fragments that do exit the body, but generally they stay inside the body. 

It depends on the circumstances?---Yes. 

What about the non-expanding bullets?---Non-expanding bullets - because they are staying the 
same diameter, and if they are a round-nose as such, as they're going through tissue, the will push 
the tissue aside as opposed to tearing and, you know, damaging the tissue too much though. They 
can exit the body, more so than non-expanding bullets. 

Do they always exit the body?---No, not always. 

Now, in this case we have heard evidence about a man being shot in the left chest or left shoulder 
area?---Yes. 

And then running a distance and then possibly being shot three more times before climbing over 
a fence. What can you say about that?---Physical activity can continue after someone has been 
shot, and there are different factors that influence why that can happen. 

What factors are those?---The psychological state of the person at the time. With body alarm 
reaction when someone is shot, they can either become aggressive, they can just immediately fall 
down and look for first aid, or they can react in different ways. If they can't sense the pain, if 
they're under the influence of some kind of substance yeah, it's an individual thing of how people 
react. 

It depends on the circumstances?---Yes. 

And the circumstances of the person who has been shot?---Yes. There are - also shot placement 
on the body, whether, you know, they've struck the central nervous system or upper spinal cord. 
That can influence whether it's immediate incapacitation or whether they've been struck in other 
parts of the body that aren't as severely going to damage them or incapacitate them, and also 
whether a projectile or a bullet has struck, like, an important bone in the body which holds the 
structure or the frame up, like the hip or in the leg or something, so shot placement is also 
important. 

Yes. Thank you. I have no further questions, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Ms O'Loughlin, if a man was shot in the shoulder, would he be able to pull 
himself up a very high gate as we know in the circumstances of this case?---Once again it would 
depend on how that person perceives what has happened to them and how their body is reacting 
to it. 

The person who reacts in that way, would he be rare or - - -?---It's an individual thing. 

Then when he is climbing over the gate, he is shot in the anus. Would he still be able to continue 
the climb and get over the gate?---It's all very dependent on - I mean, in the situation, whether 
his weight has continued for him to fall over the fence or whatever, or, once again, how his body 
is reacting to being shot. 

Perhaps I can ask you this: you have seen the gates, haven't you?---Yes. 

And the strands of barbed wire on the top?---Yes. 

With your experience, were you surprised that he managed, in view of what is alleged to have 
happened to him, to scale that gate and end up on the other side of the gate?---Yeah, once again it 
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depends on how they are affected by what's taken place. I've read many articles and references 
and case studies where people have dramatically had a lot of physical activity after they've had 
gunshot wounds. 

But they're mentioned in the books because they're a rarity?---No, it's - it's mentioned in case 
studies because they - and also in selection of ammunition, that type of thing, where different 
factors need to be taken into account and one of those is how someone is affected as far as 
incapacitation or whatever from gunshot wounds. 

So I can sum up your evidence on that aspect as you weren't surprised that he was able to run 
that distance and climb the gate?---Yes. It is possible to happen. 

Possible; but probable?---There are many cases reported where physical activity can continue 
after gunshot wounds. 

Thank you. 

SCOTT J: Sorry. Just to clarify that in my mind, would it matter whether it was what you call an 
expanding round or a - I forget what you called the other round?---Non-expanding. 

Non-expanding round?---Yeah. 

Would it matter? Would it make any difference?---It depends on where the shot has hit the body 
as well and how the person is reacting to - - - 

So it could happen in either of - - -?---Yes. Thank you. Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Nothing arising, thank you, your Honour.

SCOTT J: Very well. 

VANDONGEN, MR: I ask that the witness be excused.

SCOTT J: Yes. Thank you for your assistance. You're free to go. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

VANDONGEN, MR: Your Honour, as your Honour alluded to yesterday, that is the final 
witness for the crown, bar one, who is only available to be called on Monday as he is currently in 
Queensland and so we would ask that the matter be adjourned until then. 

SCOTT J: All right. Does that cause you any difficulty, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: None at all, sir. 

SCOTT J: All right. We are certainly well ahead of time and that being the case, I can let you all 
have an early day today. We will start again on Monday. In the meantime of course I'm sure you 
won't be discussing the case with anybody but your fellow jury members. I think you have 
probably seen all the exhibits now that you need to see but if there is anything else, we will make 
them available to you if you want them. 

THE FOREMAN: Your Honour, we would be interested to see the exhibits of the phone records 
of the 19th and the 20th. 

SCOTT J: Do you want both the big sheets and the actual records? 

THE FOREMAN: Yes, please. 

SCOTT J: I'm sure we could make that available if counsel have no difficulties. We will send 
that out with out. All right. That being the case, we will adjourn then until 10 o'clock on Monday. 
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AT 12.04 PM THE MATTER WAS ADJOURNED UNTIL MONDAY, 12 MAY 2003 
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TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

AT PERTH ON MONDAY, 12 MAY 2003, AT 10.04 AM

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: The crown has one further witness to call in this trial but before I do that I 
seek to tender some documentary exhibits and to read into evidence two additional short 
statements. The first documentary exhibit is a death certificate of Trevor Thomas Robinson 
indicating a date of death of 17 January 2001. I tender that exhibit. 

SCOTT J: What date? 

VANDONGEN, MR: 17 January 2001. 

SCOTT J: Presumably you wish to do something with the statement of Mr Robinson? 

VANDONGEN, MR: No, there is no statement of Mr Robinson.

SCOTT J: What is the reason that you seek to - - -

VANDONGEN, MR: Mr Robinson is the person that was identified on the crown's case by 
Wayne Morgan as being the person that was living at the property at Chitibin. 

SCOTT J: This is who he said was the old man. 

VANDONGEN, MR: That's right. 

SCOTT J: All right I'm sure the jury were also wondering what that was all about as well. The 
death certificate relating to Trevor Thomas Robinson will become exhibit 46. 

EXHIBIT 46 Crown DATE 17/1/00  Death certificate of Trevor Thomas Robinson 

VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you, your Honour. Your Honour, in order to assist your Honour and 
the members of the jury in relation to the various photo-boards that have been tendered in 
evidence during the course of this trial the crown has prepared a schedule of photo-board 
identifications and I seek to tender that schedule as an exhibit. 

SCOTT J: Again, have you seen that, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: I have seen that. 

SCOTT J: No difficulty with it. All right, the schedule of photo-board identifications will 
become exhibit 47. 

EXHIBIT 47 Crown Schedule of photo-board exhibits 

VANDONGEN, MR: Finally, your Honour, in order to assist the crown has prepared a schedule 
of telephone numbers and the corresponding users of those telephone numbers and I tender that 
telephone schedule, a copy of which has been provided to Mr Cannon. 

SCOTT J: Exhibit 48 will be a telephone schedule showing telephone numbers of 10 people. 

EXHIBIT 48 Crown Schedule of telephone numbers 
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VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you, your Honour. Your Honour, I seek now to read by consent the 
statement of Chad Jeremy Praham at page 200. It states: 

I am 30 years of age, currently employed as the director of Transtate Real Estate Pty Ltd  
situated in Victoria Park. My roles include....................................... Gary White signed for the  
lease of 12 Jade Street, Maddington. 

Your Honour, also by consent I seek to read in a short statement of Robert John Goetze at page 
653, who states his: 

Scientific qualifications are a bachelor of science, honours, of the University of New South  
Wales. The following item in connection ..............................the stain was not human blood but  
human DNA with animal blood.

If your Honour pleases, I seek to call Gavin Robert Turbett, and the materials commence at page 
417, your Honour 

TURBETT, GAVIN ROBERT affirmed: 

VANDONGEN, MR: Mr Turbett, you are the scientist in charge of the forensic biology section 
at the PathCentre. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Do you have any academic qualifications, Mr Turbett?---Yes. I have a bachelor of science with 
honours and a PhD from the University of Western Australia. 

How long have you been the scientist in charge of forensic biology at the PathCentre?---
Approximately 4 years. 

During your time as the scientist in charge, have you given evidence in West Australian 
courts?---Yes, I have. 

Is that in relation to DNA evidence?---Yes. 

Thank you. Now, in relation to this matter, did you prepare a report for the police?---Yes, I did. 

Do you have a copy of your report there dated 2 September 2002?---Yes. May I refer to my 
notes, please? 

Yes, please?---Yes. 

That is a copy of your report dated 2 September 2002?---Yes. 

Now, in relation to this matter you received a number of exhibits. Is that correct?---Yes, we did. 

On 3 April 2003, did you go to the West Australian Police Service headquarters in the presence 
of some police officers?---Yes. 

Together with a Mr Alexander Bagdonavicius. Is that correct?---Yes. 

There and on that date did you examine a pair of gates that were in secure storage?---Yes, I did. 

Did you collect some samples from the gates?---Yes. Those samples were then submitted for 
DNA analysis. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Did you then on 10 May 2002 re-attend at those premises at the WA Police Service 
headquarters?---Yes. 

And there did you re-examine those gates?---Yes. 

As a result of the re-examination of those gates, did you locate a stain?---Yes. 

In fact you located numerous stains. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. 
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In particular there was a stain that was located on the left-hand gate. Is that - - -?---That's correct. 

We will come to that in a moment. On 20 May, did you - or your office, I should say - receive 
from a Detective Senior Constable Wheatley an item listed as from Anthony David Tapley?---
Yes. 

Was that a phial of blood serum?---Yes. 

That blood serum, was that given a case number?---Yes, it was. 

Was that 02R0179?---Yes. 

And all of the other items that you collected and received in relation to this matter were given 
that number. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Now, on 23 July 2002, did your office receive four soil samples?---Yes. 

They were marked VW13 through to VW16. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Now, could I come to your examination of the gates firstly and then we will move on to the 
examination of the soil samples. In relation to the gates, could you describe the gates that you 
examined?---Yes. Each gate consisted of an unpainted steel tubing frame and chain-link wire 
mesh. The gates had one horizontal support bar through the middle and two equally spaced 
vertical support bars. Both gates were topped with three stands of barbed wire and a central 
support pole. Both gates were covered with numerous small stains and marks. The left gate was 
damaged with a large dent on one side and one of the barbed wire strands was broken near that 
point. The left gate had a silver Lockwood padlock hanging from the chain. 

Concentrating on the left gate, you mentioned that it had a large dent on one side. Is that 
correct?---Yes. 

I wonder if you could have a look at exhibit 23 which is a photo-board. Could you hold the 
photo-board up after you have had a chance to examine it?---Yes. 

Could you hold that up so all the members of the jury can see it. The bottom three photographs - 
there are some photographs of what appears to be gate. Is that correct?---Yes. 

You mentioned that the left gate, the one that you designated the left gate, had a large dent on 
one side. Is that correct?---That's correct, yes. 

You're indicating the bottom left-hand photograph. Perhaps you could turn the photo-board just a 
bit to your right because we have two members of the jury sitting over here to my left who need 
to see as well, and if you could tilt the photo-board down a little bit, thank you. Is that the gate 
that you examined and described as the left gate?---Yes. 

I think in the photograph following that, to the right-hand side in the middle there is a picture of 
a person in that photograph. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Is that you?---Yes, it is. 

You're pointing to what?---I'm pointing to a particular stain that we identified on that gate. 

The final photograph, on the bottom right-hand corner is that a close-up of the stain that you are 
pointing to in the middle bottom photograph?---Yes, it is. 

Could you just pop that down for a moment and I will come back to that? Thank you. Before we 
get to the stain that was photographed in the photo-board, were numerous areas of the gate 
swabbed for DNA profiling?---Yes. 

That included the barbed wire?---Yes. 
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All of the pipes. Is that correct?---Yes. 

What about the wire, the meshing wire itself?---If we noticed anything particular, a stain, then 
yes, we would have also included that. 

I will just get you to keep your voice up so all the members of the jury can hear you?---Yes. 

In terms of identifying areas that you would swab, how did you go about doing that?---We have 
some chemical screening tests that we can employ that can detect a stain that may be blood and 
we simply looked at the gate very closely and any stains that we thought might possibly be 
blood, we would test them and irrespective of the result of that test, we actually were sampling a 
lot of the stains for DNA as well. We were also targeting areas so not necessarily just specific 
stains but areas of the tubing and so forth and sampling those areas for DNA. 

You said that on 3 April 2002 you did that work on those gates and then you said that you came 
back on a later date and re-examined the gates, in particular gate 3. Is that correct?---Yes. 

I'm sorry, the left gate I should say?---Yes. 

On that occasion when you re-examined the left gate, did you take a small portion of the stain 
that's identified in that photograph?---Yes. 

When you took the small portion of that stain--did you screen it?---Yes. 

What was the purpose of screening that stain?---It was screened  with this chemical test that I 
mentioned and it is a screening test for blood. 

What was the result of the screening test?---It did give a positive reaction with that screening 
test. 

Initially, the testing showed that it was equivocal. Is that correct?---Yes. 

But you then took a larger sample of the stain. Is that correct?---Yes. 

That then indicated a positive reading. Is that correct?---Yes. 

A positive reading on a screening test, does that necessarily mean that what you have seen or 
found and tested was blood?---No. 

What are some causes for false positives?---With that particular test it's possible that some sort of 
vegetable matter or fruit - they have similar chemicals in them that can cause a false positive 
reaction with this particular test. 

In this particular case, the stain or the sample that you took from the stain, was that sent to a Mr 
Goetz in New South Wales?---Yes, it was. 

That was given a number R0179.6, that sample?---Yes. 

We've heard evidence read into court that he was unable to say whether or not it was human 
blood?---That's correct. 

The stain itself was submitted for DNA testing. Is that correct?---Yes. 

I will come to that in a moment. When you examined the gates, did you also find a small piece of 
fabric?---Yes, we did. 

Where was that small piece of fabric found?---The piece of fabric was located on one of the 
barbs on the barbed wire at the top of the gate. 

I will just get you to have a look at the photo-board again, please, exhibit 23, if you could hold it 
up. This time we're looking at the second bottom row, the blue photographs?---Yes. 
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Can you confirm that the left-hand photograph on that row is a close-up photograph of the 
barbed wires on the left gate?---Yes. 

As we move towards the middle of the photo-board, is that then a closer-up view of the top 
strand of barbed wire?---Yes. 

Then as we go further to the right, the most right photograph, is that now a close-up of a 
particular barb on that strand of barbed wire?---Yes. 

What can we see on that photograph?---There is some foreign material present on that particular 
barb caught on it. 

Is that the fibre that you found?---Yes. 

Thank you. You can put that down. Would you describe the fibre that you found?---Yes, I did. A 
small piece of fabric was detected in one of the barbs on the top piece of barbed wire. The 
threads were white on top but were blue-black underneath. 

That particular piece of fabric was submitted for DNA analysis. Is that correct?---Yes, it was. 

But there were no results achieved. Is that correct?---No, there were not. 

You also examined the right gate. Is that correct?---Yes. There were numerous stains and areas 
that were screened for the presence of blood?---Yes. 

But no results were achieved in relation to that gate. Is that correct?---No, there were not. 

Before we come to the stain on the left gate, you were also provided I think with some soil 
samples. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Labelled VW13 to VW16?---Yes. 

I'm referring to page 5 of your report. Did you test those samples of soil?---Yes, I did. 

What was the result of your testing?---They did not give any positive reactions for the presence 
of blood and samples were submitted for DNA profiling. 

Were any DNA profiles obtained?---No. 

The fact that the samples gave negative reactions for blood, if blood had been in that area would 
that have surprised you?---Given what I understood to be the case, no, it did not. 

In this case we have heard evidence that the samples of soil were collected on 16 July 2002 and 
an incident is alleged to have taken place on 19 August 2001 in that area. In those circumstances 
would the absence of blood in your testing have surprised you?---No, it did not. 

Could you explain why not?---If there was any blood present or deposited at that time, then over 
that 10, 11-month period it's quite likely that any blood that was present would've been broken 
down by the action of the sunlight or by bacteria and mould and things that live in the soil, also 
physically washed away by rain. 

What about the absence of any DNA profiling?---No, that also does not surprise me. 

Why is that?---DNA is actually even more fragile than the blood molecules themselves and the 
DNA would also have been broken down. 

What about if it had been in a driveway? Would the fact that it was a driveway have any 
influence on you?---No, I don't believe so. 

If we can turn to the stain that you examined - and before we talk about that stain perhaps 
generally speaking can you explain to the members of the jury what DNA is?---DNA is a 
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chemical that's found in almost every cell of the human body. It's full name is deoxyribonucleic 
acid. 

Perhaps you could spell that for the transcription people?---Certainly; d-e-o-x-y-r-i-b-o-n-u-c-l-i-
c acid. 

Thank you?---It's a chemical found in almost every cell of the body. It is basically what you 
inherit from your parents. You get half from each of your parents and it codes for all of the 
features about you. It dictates whether or not you are male or female, hair colour, eye colour. All 
those sorts of things are coded in your DNA. DNA can be obtained from almost every part of the 
body, including obviously blood, semen, saliva, even bone and teeth. Any of these sorts of 
materials that are left behind at crime scenes can be analysed by us. We have got techniques that 
we use in the laboratory where we extract the DNA out of the biological material and then we 
measure particular areas of DNA that are known to vary a lot between individuals and it's those 
variations between people that allows us to differentiate people from each other. 

You mentioned that you examined specific areas of the DNA. Are there many areas of DNA?---
Yes, there are literally billions of them. We look at 10 areas in particular. 

Why do you look at those 10 areas?---We look at those 10 areas because, as indicated, they 
actually do vary a lot between people and we want to focus on areas of difference between 
people, not areas of sameness. 

Are these areas particular points along the DNA strand?---Yes, they are. 

You mentioned that you extract DNA before you are able to obtain a DNA profile. What do you 
do after you have extracted the DNA?---After we have extracted the DNA we put it into our 
particular test. It's a molecular biological method called PCR or polymerase chain reaction and in 
a sense it's like photocopying. You can photocopy the particular areas of DNA that you're 
interested in and make enough copies to actually detect and analyse. 

So you take a very small portion and you make it bigger. Is that correct?---In a sense, yes. 

Did you do that in this case?---Yes. 

In relation to the sample?---Yes. 

This is the sample of the stain that was obtained from the underside of the horizontal bar on the 
left-hand gate. Is that correct?---Yes. 

As a result of doing your testing were you able to obtain a DNA profile of that stain?---Yes, I 
was. 

Was it a complete profile, all 10 points, or was it only a partial profile?---It was a partial DNA 
profile. 

How many points were you able to identify?---Three out of the 10. 

Of those points that you were able to identify was there one we can use to tell the sex of the 
DNA donor?---Yes. One of the three areas is specifically - allows us to determine the sex of the 
person looking at the X and the Y chromosomes. 

In this particular case were you able to determine the sex of the donor of the DNA?---Yes, I was. 
It was a male.

You have also given evidence that you were provided with a serum sample in relation to Anthony 
David Tapley. Is that correct?---Yes. 

When you obtained that serum sample did you extract the DNA from it?---Yes, I did. 
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Did you then put it through the usual testing procedures and processes that you undertake?---Yes. 

As a result of that did you achieve a full DNA profile for Anthony David Tapley?---Yes. 

Were you then able to compare the full DNA profile with the partial DNA profile that you 
obtained from the sample?---Yes, I did. 

What did you find when you compared the two?---The partial DNA profile matched that of 
Tapley. 

So the three points that you found out of the 10 possible points, those three points matched the 
three identical points in the serum sample from Anthony David Tapley. Is that correct?---Yes.

Now, as a result of doing your testing and finding that there was a match in that sense, did you 
carry out any statistical analysis?---Yes, I did. 

What did you do?---We have measured how likely each of the results are in the various 
populations in Western Australia and we've got some computer programs that we can employ. 
You enter the data, the DNA profile, into the system and then it gives us a result. 

So you have a system that. measures the likelihood in relation to each of the 10 markers - -?---
Yes. 

- - - that a person in the community will have that particular marker. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Using that process, were you able to arrive at a statistical conclusion in relation to the partial 
DNA profile?---Yes. 

What was that conclusion?---The probability of finding this partial DNA profile if the stain 
recovered from the left gate had come from someone other than and unrelated to Tapley is 
approximately one in 60, based on Western Australian population data.

I assume from that that you cannot exclude Anthony David Tapley as being the donor of that 
stain. Is that correct?---No. He cannot be excluded. 

Now, you mentioned something to do or about the degrading of DNA and the degrading of blood 
in the outside areas. Are you able to tell the members of the jury in any case how a DNA sample 
came to be where it was found?---No, we cannot. 

Are you able to say when it was placed where it was found?---No. 

Why is that?---Perhaps in the case of bloodstains, once the blood is dry, it would only change 
appearance very slowly and you simply couldn't tell how long it had been there. Many other 
types of samples such as skin cells are invisible effectively anyway and you - there's nothing 
visual you can gauge to determine how long ago those cells were placed there. 

You mentioned that DNA is found in many cells in the body. Is that correct?---Yes. 

And so does it follow from that that you're unable to say which cells this DNA's partial profile 
came from?---That's correct, yes. 

Skin cells, blood cells and so on?---Yes. 

Thank you. Now could I just briefly return to the fibre on the barbed wire. Where was the fibre 
on the barbed wire found in relation to the stain that was located on the underside of the 
crossbar?---Again, if I could refer to my notes, please? 

Certainly?---It was roughly directly above the - one of the vertical support bars and on the side 
nearest the damage to the gate, the dent. 
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All right. Perhaps we can explain that in a little more details, perhaps diagrammatically by use of 
the photograph. You're indicating on the middle photograph - - -?---It's on - - - 

You're indicating on the left-hand photograph of the second bottom row a point on the top strand 
of barbed wire. Is that correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

Could you just point to that again for us, please. Whereabouts was the strand found?---Measuring 
across from the centre on the top strand, it was the sixth barb counting from the middle. 

Are you able to do that exercise for us now?---Approximately there. 

So it's just shy of being middle of the top strand of barbed wire. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Now, the stain that was located that you're pointing at on the gate, which is now upside down in 
the bottom middle photograph - is that correct?---Yes, that's right. 

Where in relation to that stain are you able to show on that photograph was the barbed wire with 
the fibre located?---It'd be approximately there, given of course that the gate's upside down. 

So in the upside down photograph almost directly below it but slightly to the left towards you 
where you're standing in the photograph. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Thank you. You can put that down. Now, some of the samples of material that was found both at 
Jade Street and at Northam were sent to the United Kingdom. Is that correct?---Yes, that's 
correct. 

Some bones from Northam were sent to the UK in order to do some testing for DNA. Is that 
correct?---Yes, that's correct. 

What sort of DNA was being looked for in that case?---The they were looking for what's called 
mitochondrial DNA. 

What is mitochondrial DNA?---There's actually two types of DNA found in our bodies. The first 
is the type that we routinely analyse here, nuclear DNA, but there's an additional type called 
mitochondrial DNA. It's still DNA but a different kind of molecule, but it's also found in the cells 
of the body. 

In relation to the bones and the search for mitochondrial DNA in the UK, is it the case that the 
bones were simply too degraded for them to properly analyse?---Yes. That was - in their report 
they indicated that the bones were in a very fragile state. 

Thank you. The stain that you found on the lower of the crossbar of the left-hand gate, was that 
also sent to the United Kingdom for testing?---Yes, but not for mitochondrial DNA. 

No, that was for nuclear DNA. Is that correct?---Yes. 

Why was that sent to the United Kingdom?---The United Kingdom have developed a more 
sensitive method of doing the DNA testing. It's the same technique that we employ but they've 
got some alterations that they include to make it more sensitive. 

In summary, they really didn't take the matter any further. Is that correct?---Ultimately, no. 

They also achieved a partial profile for the stain?---Yes. Which could not exclude Anthony David 
Tapley?---No. 

It really didn't take the matter any further than what you have?---No, it didn't. 

Thank you. Yes, thank you, Mr Turbett and your Honour.

SCOTT J: Mr Cannon? 
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CANNON, MR: Dr Turbett, in respect of the fibre that was found on the strand of barbed wire, 
do you know how long it had been there?---No, I do not. 

Could you relate it to any particular garment?---No. 

It could have come from anywhere and attached itself to the wire?---Yes. 

That is all you know about the matter. There was a piece of fibre on the barbed wire?---Yes. 

Is that a very unusual thing?---I don't think it's a question I can really answer, I'm sorry. 

Certainly. It's sharp, the barbed wire, is it not?---Yes. Any piece of cloth even blowing in the 
wind could attach itself to the barbed wire?---It's possible. 

Again, there is a difference between human blood and the serum. You could get the DNA from 
blood and from the serum?---Yes. 

What is the difference between human blood and serum of a human being?---Serum is 
effectively a part of blood. In a sense, it's the blood with all the red cells taken out so it actually 
looks fairly clear. 

You can get the DNA from that?---Yes. 

In respect of this particular matter, the stain on the left gate, you got a partial DNA profile from 
that stain?---Yes. 

To type it, you have 10 various matters that you look at?---The test we do examines 10 areas of 
DNA. 

I notice that in the summary of your DNA typing results, left area, you got no results at all for 
D3S1358, and don't hesitate to look at any documents?---Thank you. 

That's correct, is it?---We have indicated a result of NR, not reportable. 

That's the same as no results anyway?---No, it isn't. What it means is that there may have been 
something there but we have certain thresholds and it was below that threshold and therefore not 
reportable. 

Anyway, you didn't find anything of interest to this court?---Not that was reportable. 

You go to the next, because there are 10 matters you were looking at, VWA17/18?---Yes. 

What's that for?---That is the result that we record at that particular marker of DNA. It indicates 
that the person who left that DNA has those particular results. 

I think we're agreed that Tapley has a similar 17/18?---Yes. 

You got that from the serum that you took that we know came from the hospital and we know 
that it was his blood?---Yes. 

The third item, again it was not reportable, FGA?---Yes.

This time at 21/25?---In the serum, yes. 

Did that help you in any way to link that stain with Tapley?---No. 

The next one, presumably, is in respect of the sex of the person who left the DNA on the gate?---
Yes. 

You've got that under AMEL?---Yes. 

The result was an X/Y and that comes within the male?---Yes. 
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They refer to the chromosomes, do they?---Yes, sir. 

In respect of Tapley, of course, he being a male also had that X/Y chromosome?---Yes. 

If you move along to the next test, which is 5, it's headed D8S1179 and you've got a 13/14 from 
the gate?---Yes. 

What does 13/14 relate to?---They are the particular results that we obtained for that stain at that  
particular marker. 

Tapley has a 13/14?---Yes. 

Then you move along to DS21711. Tapley has got a 28/28 in his serum sample and you have got 
a “no reportable” which doesn't take us any further in respect of the stain?---That's correct. 

You move to D18S51. Again Tapley has got a 17/17?---Yes. And the stain had a “not 
reportable”?---Yes. 

Then you move to D5S818. Tapley has got a 12/13?---Yes. And again the stain had a “not 
reportable”?---Yes. 

Then you move to D13S317. Tapley has got a 12/12 in his serum?---Yes. 

And again in respect of the same, it's not reportable?---Yes. 

In respect of D75820, Tapley's serum showed 8/9, and in respect of the stain on the gate, you 
have got a “no reportable”?---Yes. 

So that was of no help to you at all?---No, sir. 

So out of the 10 items that you were looking for to give certainty that it was Tapley's blood, 
seven were not reportable?---Yes. 

And three were significant?---Yes. 

Is that why you call it a partial DNA?---Yes, sir. 

Because it has only got three out of the 10 items that you were looking for?---Yes. 

Now, in respect of the stain on the bar on the left gate as you look into the property, could that 
have been a saliva stain? Would that give you DNA?---Yes. Saliva potentially would, yes. 

So if somebody spat on that gate, you could get their DNA?---It's possible, yes. 

Animals also have DNA, do they not?---Yes, they do. But it's different of course to human 
DNA?---Yes. 

But if there's a partial contamination of animal DNA and human DNA, that makes it even more 
difficult for you, does it not?---No, not really, sir. The test that we use is actually quite specific. 
Animal DNA - perhaps a dog or something like that - simply would give no result. There would 
be nothing detected. 

Certainly. The reason I asked you that, because my learned friend has read out Robert John 
Goetz, who analyses in the area - and he says human blood was not detected on the swab, item 1 
- that's the swab that was sent there - and that swab was put over the stain so that you would get 
what was on the stain?---Yes. 

Because he didn't find blood, he said: 
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The result may be because the stain may have been human blood but the amount of blood  
present was below the detectable level of the that may cause false positives for the screening  
tests for blood? 

---Yes. 

But then his fourth one, “The stain was not human blood but human DNA with animal blood”?---
Yes, that's correct. He's suggesting that there could be animal blood and some other kind of 
human material to provide the human DNA. 

Does that significantly make it difficult for you to ascertain whether there is a real match?---No, 
it would not, not in terms of a DNA profile. 

For example, if there were dogs in the yard and those dogs were jumping up on the bar and 
things like that, like watchdogs are supposed to do, would any of their saliva or any stains from 
the dog affect your findings?---Not the DNA, no. 

Not with DNA; certainly. Now, your figure of one person one in 60 - - -?---Yes. 

That's the odds that it would be anybody else than Tapley?---No. 

What do you mean by that?---It's a measure of how likely if - if you were to just go out into the 
population and pick someone effectively at random, it's the chance of finding someone that 
would have that particular combination of DNA. 

Can I put it this way: the chances of somebody else, though unrelated to the accused - to the 
deceased Tapley, if he is deceased, is less than one in 60?---It's still not quite - sorry. The 
probability of finding this stain, if it had come from someone else - given that Tapley has that 
profile, what is the chance that somebody else also has that profile. 

Is one in 60?---Yes. 

And you wouldn't put it that way; so if a person unrelated to Tapley - it would be one in 60?---
Yes. 

In respect of the odds, you've told us that you give evidence in many court cases?---Yes. 

These days DNA is a very effective instrument in helping in crime detection?---It can be, yes. 

What do you usually get in DNA matches? You talk in millions, don't you?---It depends on the 
quality of the result. For a partial DNA profile of that order, three markers out of 10, that is 
entirely expected. 

Have you ever given evidence in a case to match blood on a 1:60 basis?---Not before, no. 

What's the lowest figure you have ever come to?---I don't remember. 

Usually in millions, isn't it?---If it's a full DNA profile, then yes. 

Partial?---The statistical weight will decrease as the profile gets smaller. 

You've given us a number of explanations why no blood or DNA was detected in the areas in 
which soil samples were taken?---Yes. 

Could one of the reasons be that there was never any blood spilt in that area?---Yes, that is 
possible. 

So that to sum up your evidence, the fibre can't be related to Tapley in any way?---No. 

The failure to find blood is consistent with there being no blood as with nature dissolving any 
blood that might have been there?---That's one of the possible explanations, yes. 
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The stain on the gate could be saliva?---It could be, Because you use the buccal swab, do you 
not, inside the cheek when you're doing DNA taking?---That's one of the methods by which we 
can obtain DNA from a person as a matter of reference. 

So could I say that you don't know whether or not somebody spat on the gate or somebody cut 
themselves on the gate or bled?---That's correct, yes. 

It would be sheer speculation from a scientific point of view?---Yes. 

Out of 10 tests, you only found three out of the 10 points that you were looking for that matched 
Tapley?---Yes. 

That stain could have been on the gate, whether it's saliva, blood or some other stain containing 
human DNA, for 2, 3, 4, 5 years?---I don't know. 

I have no further questions of this witness, sir.

SCOTT J: Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: Thank you, your Honour. 

It was put to you, Mr Turbett, that saliva contains DNA, in effect. Is that the case?---Yes, cells 
from the mouth are present in the saliva; yes. 

The saliva itself, does that contain DNA?---Saliva itself, no. 

In your report that you've been taken to by Mr Cannon, you refer to a phrase “not reportable”?---
Yes. 

What does that mean?---We have criteria that must be met before we will record a result and 
include it in one of our reports. In some cases it may be that we saw nothing at all. In other cases, 
it may be that we saw hints or low levels of DNA but they fell below our reporting thresholds 
and we use the term “NR, not reportable” to encompass all of those possibilities. 

So when you test DNA, you've mentioned that you test 10 sites. Is that correct?---Yes. 

In relation to this case, in relation to the stain on the gate, you were able to achieve results for 
three of those sites. Is that correct?---Yes. 

The seven remaining sites you have indicated as being not reportable?---Yes. 

For the reasons that you have just given?---Yes. 

Does “not reportable” mean that there is no match between the partial profile from the stain and 
the serum sample?---No, it does not mean that. 

Can you give an explanation as to why a particular point on the DNA strand that has been tested 
by you might be not reportable?---It may be that there is simply so little DNA available to us 
right at the limits of sensitivity for this assay. Also the fact that if a stain has been there for a 
while, it may have started to degrade as in sunlight, moisture. The action of mould and bacteria 
will also break the DNA down. 

Mr Cannon was talking to you about figures in the billions before in terms of probabilities?---
Yes. 

In this particular case, how did you arrive at the figure of 1 in 60?---We have databases of DNA 
profile available to us. These cover the main ethnic groups that are found in” Western Australia. 
We, as I indicated before, put the DNA profile that we have obtained into a specific computer 
program and then it provides us with the result. 
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Is it the case that each of the points that you look at, the markers as you called them, there is,  
according to the database you use, a particular probability that a person will have that particular  
marker in the sense you have described?---Yes.

Of course if you get more markers in the profile you have looked at what would you expect then 
to achieve in terms of probability?---The probability would go up. The number quoted would be 
higher. 

Is that because you multiply through the probabilities of each marker until you achieve the 
ultimate result?---Effectively, yes. 

The reason for achieving one in 60 in this case is because there are only three markers you are 
able to find?---That's correct, yes. 

And the balance were not reportable for the reasons you have described?---Yes. 

Yes, thank you, Dr Turbett. I have no further questions. 

SCOTT J: Thank you for your assistance. You are free to leave. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Vandongen? 

VANDONGEN, MR: If your Honour pleases that is the case 

for the crown. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: If the court so pleases I don't intend to make an opening address in this matter 
and without further ado, unless your Honour wants to adjourn now - - - 

SCOTT J: It would be a matter for you. 

CANNON, MR: I'm quite happy to go on. 

SCOTT J: Let's get started. 

CANNON, MR: I call Gary Ernest White.

WHITE, GARY ERNEST sworn: 

CANNON, MR: Mr White, how old are you?---48 years.

Have you ever been a member of the Gypsy Jokers, a bikie gang?---No, I haven't. 

Do you know Les Hoddy?---Yes, I do. 

Is he one the founding members of the Gypsy Jokers club?---I believe so, yes. 

Is he your friend?---Yes, he is. 

How long has he been your friend?---Approximately 12 years.

How did you first come into association with Mr Hoddy?---I was over in Melbourne and I 
received a phone call from somebody - someone in the transport industry stating that there was a 
fellow there who had a truck in Melbourne that was loaded to go to Perth. The driver of that 
particular vehicle had fallen off the side of the vehicle and had damaged his hip and was in 
hospital and I believe at that time Mr Hoddy was looking for someone - a driver to bring the 
truck back to Perth. 

And your job has been in the trucking industry?---Yes, it has. 
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And you drive trucks backwards and forwards east-west?---I do, yes. 

Having met Mr Hoddy then has he remained a friend?---Yes, very good friends. 

Have you and him been in the industry?---Yes.

After that incident I just mentioned I actually took a job on with Les and I actually drove one of 
Les's trucks for maybe 4 or 5 years. 

Did you later go into business on your own?---Yes, I did.

Is he in business on his own?---He is. Yes, that's correct. 

Do you associate with him regularly, co-operating in respect of your respective businesses?---
Yes, we do. 

Do you know members of this Gypsy Jokers organisation?---I know some members; not all of 
them. 

Are some of them also in the trucking industry?---Not actually trucking industry as such but they 
do have their own businesses which at times require them to employ someone in the transport 
industry to move machinery and stuff around the state such as cranes and earth-moving 
machinery and stuff. 

What month did you first meet Sidney Reid?---I can't give you an exact month but I think it was 
around 1999 in February. 

Where did you meet him?---I believe it was at the Wangara bike show. 

In respect of Mr Reid did he eventually leave Kalgoorlie and under the terms of his bail reside in 
the Maddington area?---Yes. 

Where did he reside in the Maddington area?---In Weston Street, Maddington. 

How far away is that from your premises at 12 Jade Street, Maddington?---In time probably 5 
minutes or three or four streets away. 

Now, you had premises at 12 Jade Street, Maddington?---Yes, I did. I actually shared those 
premises originally with a friend of mine, Gary Murdoch, for approximately 6 months and then 
Gary moved out and I took the premises over sometime in the middle - about the middle of the 
year, I think. 

Can you remember when you started to reside at 12 Jade Street, Maddington?---Well, I was 
actually partially living there some - probably 6 months before I actually took the place over on 
my own. 

You have heard read this morning the evidence of Mr Praham, the estate agent - - -?---Yeah. 

- - - to the effect that the formal lease was drawn up in June of 2001?---Yes, I believe so. 

How long do you think you were there prior to June 2001?---At least 6 months. 

Did you have anything to do with assisting Mr Reid when he came to reside in Perth?---Yes. I 
actually received a phone call from Les asking me if I had a truck in Kalgoorlie and I said I did, 
and he asked me would I be able to stay overnight and shift one of the members' household 
goods and workshop goods back to Perth for him. 

Did you do that?---Yes, I did. 

Did he then arrange with you anything in respect of storing containers at 12 Jade Street?---Yes. I 
can't exactly remember when but it was about the time he shifted down here. He moved - he had 
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two 20-foot shipping containers and he moved into just like a normal suburban street and 
obviously no room for the containers, and we came to some agreement and I allowed him to put 
the two containers on my block at 12 Jade Street. 

On the 19th day of August 2001, were those containers on your block at 12 Jade Street?---Yes, 
they were. 

Did you have trucks on the premises?---Yes, I did. 

What did you have on the premises?---That particular time, possibly several trucks, prime 
movers, several trailers, tipping trailers, flat-top trailers, drop-deck trailer, forklifts, possibly a 
bobcat and a tip truck. 

Certainly. Anyway, you had your own trucking equipment?---Yes, and to help pay the rent there I 
also had - I used to lease it out for - a couple of mates used to park their trailers and trucks there 
and - - - 

Mr Stratton was one of those?---Mr Stratton was one of them, yes. 

If you look at the map which is exhibit 22, can you see that plan of 12 Jade Street?---Yes, I can. 

It shows where the entry gates are, where the drive is and where the house is?---It does, yes. 

What sort of a drive did you have?---It was just a gravel drive. 

Did you have difficulties with the drive?---Always. As you can understand, we've got - the street 
isn't all that narrow and the gates weren't that wide. We've got semitrailers coming and going all 
the time and when the driver - some driver would turn in off the roadway and the tri-axle trailers 
would - the tyres actually went onto the bitumen, or the road base, as it was, they would all the 
time just rip it up, you know. 

What did you have to do to restore the track or passage?---Well, what I - what I used to do 
myself, I would normally put a pallet on the forks of my forklift, a Chep pallet, and I would just 
run back and forward over the over the surface a couple of times a week. 

In August 2001, did you have a man referred to as Rainbow whose correct name is Jardin, J-a-r-
d-i-n, living with your at 12 Jade Street?---Yes, I did. 

And I understand you formed an association with a young lady, Julie?---That's correct. 

Was she living at your premises on 19 August 2001?---Not totally at that stage. She was still 
living with her mother at that stage but she did - she had moved some of her stuff in around that 
time. 

The man Samuels, can you tell us how you came to know Mr Samuels?---Yes. Ritchie drove a 
tilt-tray, Hiab tilt-tray, for me for a while. 

Did he have his own yard?---Yes, he did, in Midland. In Midland?---Yes. 

Did you co-operate with him from time to time in respect of business activities?---Yes, I did. 

Now, the man Anthony Tapley, can you tell us when you first came into association with him?---
Yes. I met Ant - I - I've only recently found out what his name was. I always referred to him as 
Ant. I met Ant through Susie Wong. 

She is Susie Miller, is she not?---Susie Miller. Yes, that's correct. 

Yes?---I - I was in Nantellis Street, Martin, at the time and at that particular time I had a contract  
with Brambles Transport and I was - I was only home, like, 1 or 2 days a week but I was running 
back and forth from Melbourne to Murrin Murrin, the gold - the nickel mine here, and so I 
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weren't home that often but around that time - I think it was in 98 or 99 some time - Susie Wong 
mentioned that she had a friend coming down from the north-west who she hadn't seen for a few 
years and she seemed very excited about catching up with him and that. 

All right. Did you meet him then?---Yes, I did. 

What was your association with him?---Well, at that stage none really. He just told me he'd been 
up the North-West and he was a steel fixer and we just shared a few drinks, and that was about it. 

I think the drinking place in that area is the Maddington Tavern?---That's correct. 

There are a large number of members of the bikie organisation known as the Gypsy Jokers living 
in that particular area?---Yes, there are. 

Was Samuels a Gypsy Joker?---Yes, he was. 

Did you become involved at all with Anthony Tapley in respect of his association with Susie 
Miller's daughter Ramah, R-a-m-a-h?---Like when he first come down, they hung around for 
about approximately 2 months. Like I said, I was away every week. You know, I'd only be home 
for 1 or 2 days a week and I'd be gone again, but I used to see him when I come home and I 
actually gave - like after he'd been home for about a month or so, obviously he was starting to 
run out of money and he asked me about some employment one day and I gave him a job at my 
house in Nantellis Street, Martin. He cut down several large trees on the property for me and 
basically just done some clearing work and gardening. 

Did he do any work at 12 Jade Street?---Yes, from time to time I'd bump into him and I'd give 
him if I had a truck back from the west or I had a truck that I wanted washed or some - I think on 
several occasions he washed trucks for me and trailers and that sort of thing. 

How often would he come to Jade Street?---Jade Street not so often but he used to visit me quite 
a bit there, but not as often as Nantellis Street, no. 

Did you advance any money to Ramah Miller and Anthony Tapley?---Yes, about the time when I 
first met Ant, he struck up a relationship with Susie Miller's daughter Ramah, and they were all 
living at Carita Court, I think it is, which is Susie Miller's house, and I think after a couple of 
months they were sort of starting to wear their welcome down a bit and they were planning on 
moving back down south somewhere, I believe, but they never had a car or anything and I had an 
old Falcon that I was doing up at the time and I gave them the car on the proviso that they went 
and got a permit because the car was unlicensed at the time. I gave her the car and I gave her 
$500. Ant told me at the time he knew somebody at Mount Barker would be able to license the 
car for him. I said, “As long as you go to the Transport Department and get a permit to drive the 
vehicle unlicensed, you can have the car,” and I gave him $500 cash. $300 I think was roughly 
the price of the registration and a couple of hundred bucks just for food and essentials when they 
got down there. 

Was there a problem with Ramah and Anthony at that particular stage when you gave them the 
car and the money?---Not really at that stage, no. 

Was he into drugs at all?---No. When I first met Ant, he was just a drinker. I know he smoked 
marijuana but I don't think it was until he really took up his relationship with Ramah that he 
became heavily into other drugs. 

Did he eventually become involved in drugs, to your knowledge?---Yes, extremely so. 

When you first met Anthony, what was his physical appearance?---Well, that's the first thing that 
struck me about him. He was a big strapping lad, you know. Like he said, he'd been up north 
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steel-fixing which I know for a fact is a hard job and, yeah, he was very solid, very big 
shoulders, big chest, you know. Yeah, he was a pretty big fellow; yeah. 

In the 12-month period prior to 19 August 2001, did you see Ant frequently in Perth?---Yes, I 
did; yes. 

Did he visit your premises at 12 Jade Street?---Yes, he did. 

Did he stay long when he came to your premises?---No, not really. He never usually hung around 
very much.   I used to get the feeling that he'd come walking up the street but I sometimes got the 
feeling that he got someone to drop him off perhaps around the corner and he'd walked up just to 
see me. 

Did you socialise with him?---Occasionally, yes. 

When did you see Tapley in August 2001?---In August 2001? I think I probably would have seen 
him a couple of times around that time. 

Did you ever meet him by chance at the Attfield Tavern?---Yes at the Attfield Tavern and one day 
I met him at the - sorry, the Attfield Tavern, yes, not the Maddington Tavern, yes. 

Can you remember what date that would have been, approximately?---No. It was probably some 
time in early August, the middle of August, around that time. 

Did he have any money when you met him?---No. Actually I bought him a beer in the public bar. 
I bought him beer and I gave him $20 on that particular occasion. 

What was he wearing?---On that occasion jeans, boots I guess - - - 

Did you ever see him in shorts?---No, never. 

When you saw him in August 2001 at the tavern did you notice anything about his physical 
appearance?---Yes. He was very dishevelled and dirty, extremely dirty, which I thought was 
unusual. He had lost an extremely lot of weight and I think he had been in a fight the day I seen 
him. I originally thought he had all like cold sores and that - all his lips were all swollen and 
bloody. I thought he had been in a fight at that time. 

Was this in contrast to his physical condition when you had last seen him?---Yes, definitely. 

When you saw him in August did he owe you any money?---No, never. 

What was his attitude towards you, friendly or unfriendly?---Friendly. 

Did he tell you anything that was troubling him?---Well, the night that Susie Miller bought him 
to see me he actually wanted to see me about three matters. He said that he had had a problem 
with the court and his main concern was that his father had posted some bail for him and he 
wanted to earn some money to pay his father back his bail money. He also wanted to know if I 
had a truck going east. He wanted a lift to go east. He told me that he had got into trouble with 
some people and he would probably be going to gaol and he also asked me did I know anyone in 
gaol that could sort of look after him when - if he went to gaol was there someone I could speak 
to that would help him, sort of like protect him I suppose. 

Did he tell you what was his problem with the courts?---No. He said it was a laptop computer 
and I thought that like maybe a laptop computer he maybe not be going to go to gaol, but I said 
to him, you know, “You're not going to go to gaol for a laptop computer” and he said, “I've got 
other problems too” and later on in that same conversation he told me that he had got into some 
trouble with some drug dealers over - I'm not sure if it was actually drugs missing or money 
missing. 
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Did he indicate to you that he was going to go back to front up to the court?---No, he was too 
scared. He wasn't going nowhere. 

At that stage when you met him in August did he have any property at your premises, 12 Jade 
Street?---Yes. I had let him put some property there that he bought there a few weeks earlier than 
that and he said he couldn't - didn't want to carry - I didn't want the stuff that he bought there, it 
was just basically junk, and I told him to put it on an old trailer down the backyard there but I 
indicated to him that I didn't want it left there for any period of time. 

Why did you not want it left there for any period of time?---Well, because someone else had left 
a container on the property at the front and it turned out to be a stolen container and the owner 
recognised it and bought the Gosnells police around there. Yeah, I just didn't want any stolen 
stuff at the place at that time, you know, because when they took - they come that night with the 
owner and the police. They took the container away but they said they were coming back to 
question me about it further but I never did hear from them again. 

When you saw him and had the talk with him was he with anybody or was he on foot?---On one 
occasion I seen him he was with a guy called Tony in a Toyota landcruiser, tray back type 
landcruiser. Mostly he would just walk; you know, you would see him walking up Kelvin Road 
or down Albany Highway. 

Did he have a key to your front padlock?---No, definitely not. 

Who had the keys to 12 Jade Street?---I had a key myself. Sid Reid had a key. Les Hoddy had a 
key. Vance Stratton had a key. I believe Julie may've had a key. I think that's about it. 

What about the man Rainbow?---Yes, sorry, yes. 

That's Jardin?---That's correct. He would've had a key also. 

Did you keep the front gates of 12 Jade Street open all the time?---Not all the time. If I left to go 
to work - I had two dogs there that were pretty aggressive sort of dogs and, obviously reasons, I 
would keep them locked but sometimes they would be locked if I had chained the dogs up in the 
backyard. It all depends how much traffic I expected coming out that day, but mostly they were 
locked. 

Did Sid Reid have a key?---Yes, he did. 

Did you know whether or not Tapley gave access to your premises without coming through the 
gates when they were locked?---Yes. A lot of - sometimes if I didn't want to be disturbed or that I 
would lock the gates, but people would see my cars and trucks and that there, and see lights in 
the house, so they would often climb over the gates and and come in, especially if I weren't 
answering the phone. 

Can you remember an occasion where Tapley came with some property?---Yes. One morning I 
was about to go to work. He came with two whipper snippers. 

How did he get into the premises, if he got into the premises?---He actually climbed - not 
actually over the gates. What people used to do, where the two gates meet in the middle there's 
two little squares like that where you put your hands through. The chain used to go through. 
What people would do, they'd put their foot in one of those hand - I suppose hand holes, you 
might call it - and actually, because the chain wasn't pulled tight around there, they would 
actually just pull the gates apart like that and squeeze through like that in - rather than sort of go 
over the top of the gates. 
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Has he ever gone over the top of the gates?---Not to my knowledge but he has climbed over the 
gates to get into the yard in the manner I just mentioned. 

Now, the date that you saw Tapley in August 2001, did you see him again on Sunday, 19 August 
2001?---Yes, I did. 

Were you very friendly with Susie Miller?---Yes. 

Were you friendly with her daughters?---Yes, I were. 

And the girl Tara Ducker, where was she living?---On that day? 

Well, generally?---Well, she - she'd been staying with me since she was 13 years old. Around that 
particular time I'd just leased the three girls a house at 96 Weston Street in - also in Maddington. 

Is that the same street as Reid was living in?---That's correct, yes. 

What is your relationship to Tara Ducker?---I - I had a relationship with Tara's auntie for a short 
period of time and then I - Tara was getting into a bit of trouble and that and - can't remember 
how it all come about but her mother came to me one time and said, “Do you mind if Tara stays 
with you for a while. We've got to get her sorted out,” or - there was some problem at school and 
that. 

Did she stay with you?---She boarded there when she was just after 13 and she's been with me 
ever since. 

How do you treat her?---Well, now, like my own daughter. Now, on 19 August 2001, which we 
know now to be a Sunday, did she come to your place with her friends?---Yes, they did, because 
I was annoyed with them because I'd put the bond down on the house and I went and bought 
them a fridge and washing machine and moved in there and I was busy at that particular time 
getting ready to go away on a job and I got them a lend of a little truck and they were supposed 
to be moving into the house but instead they were round Susie Wong's getting drunk and I got 
really annoyed about it. 

Were you going to do anything on 19 August 2001 with reference to her moving into Weston 
Street?---Yes, well, I - did basically already done it. I gave them the bond on the place, I'd got 
them moved in, I'd made all the arrangements and everything and they were supposed to be 
doing that, moving themselves in there. 

You still kept a good relationship on a friendly basis with Susie Miller?---Yes. 

What about her daughter Boronia?---Yes. Boronia was Boronia and Tara became very good 
friends. 

What about the Lisa Firman who has given evidence in the case? Where did she fit in?---Yeah. 
Them three were sort of friends. You know, I think Tara met Lisa through Bo, Boronia. 

Now, can you remember Susie Miller on Sunday, 19 August 2001, contacting you in respect of 
amphetamines?---Yes, I do. 

Do you deal in amphetamines?---I have done, yes. 

What did Susie Miller want when she contacted you?---She just said that her and Gary Mills and 
Ant were around her place. They were having - drinking some wine casks and she wanted to 
know if I could get her some speed. 

Did you give her a reply?---I think at that stage I was out and I told her to call round home in - I 
think I might've said about an hour or something's time and I'd meet her there. 
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Did you meet her there and give her some speed?---Yeah. In the - during the course of the 
afternoon sometime, yes. 

Did she leave after obtaining the speed?---Yes, because I was running round chasing some lifting 
gear for a job we had on the next day and I had - I just went home quickly and - and left basically 
straightaway. 

And Susie Miller, is she a heavy drinker?---Very. 

Did she come back again?---Yes, I believe I received another phone call from her but again I was 
out. I weren't home, but I think at that time I said to her, “I'll have to get hold of Sid to see if he's 
got any more and I'll be home in about an hour,” again I think I said to her. 

Can you remember what you were doing for the rest of the evening until you came back when all 
the people were there?---Yeah, I come home. I'm not sure what time I got home but, like, they 
had food cooking in me kitchen, it was a wet and pretty muddy night, the whole place was just a 
shambles and they were all really drunk and, yeah, I just sort of yelled a bit at them and - - - 

When you came home to 12 Jade Street, Maddington, what time do you think it was 
approximately?---I would only be guessing but possibly 7.30, 8 o'clock, roughly. 

Was it dark or light?---At that stage I think it was dark. Did you come home by yourself?---Yes, I 
did. 

You have heard reference made to the fact that when you came home, Samuels was with you and 
somebody else was driving the car. Is that correct?---No, that's not correct; no. 

How did you come home?---In my white LTD Ford. 

When you arrived home, who was at 12 Jade Street?---Susie Miller, Boronia, Lisa Firman - I 
don't think Tara was there at that stage - and Rainbow was there and I think Sid may have been 
there too then. 

Did you have any guests there waiting for you?---Yes, I did, yeah. Yes, there were two other 
chaps there; yes. 

Was Tapley there when you came back?---Yes. Yes, he was. When you drove in, were the gates 
locked or unlocked?---No, I think I opened the gates myself. 

Did you speak to Susie Miller?---Yes, I asked her where - I think I asked her where Tara was and 
I think she said she was drunk or something and I said, “They're supposed to be moving into the 
house. I've set everything up for them and arranged everything. They're supposed to be moving 
house and they're drinking with you,” you know, and we had a bit of a - not a fight but I got a bit 
angry with her, you know. 

Why were you worried about Tara?---Yeah, well, Tara's an epileptic and she's not supposed to 
drink at all or smoke marijuana but they do, as kids do, and on several occasions I've had cause 
to have her rushed to hospital. In fact, the last occasion just before this, we had to get an 
intensive care ambulance to her and the doctor told her then, you know, if she keeps this lifestyle 
up, she may not survive another fit, you know. 

Sid Reid has given evidence to the effect that prior to your arriving home, you contacted him by 
telephone and asked him to go and lock the gates and let nobody in or out?---No, that's not 
correct. I had several vehicles at that stage. I had an LTD, a four-wheel drive and all my trucks 
and what I done, everyone of my vehicles that I drove on different occasions had a key to the 
front gate on it, so I wouldn't need anybody to open a gate for me. 
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Why was that? Why did you have the key - - -?---Because Sid used to lose his - originally, we 
only had one padlock on the gate and we had a key each or several people had a key each but Sid 
used to keep losing his keys and I'd come home and I couldn't get into the yard, so what I done, I 
went and bought one more padlock and had about - I think I got 16 keys cut to the one padlock. 

The two padlocks made up a link in the chain?---Yes, they used to - yeah, basically, so that Sid 
had his own one and if he lost his key, it still wasn't a problem for me to gain access to the yard. 

Did you expect Tapley that particular evening?---I knew he was trying to catch up with me 
earlier in the day but, no, I didn't really expect him to be there. 

Were you wanting to see him?---I wanted to see him and Sid because I was about to go away for 
3 months working in the bush again, and I wanted him and Sid to clean up - well, Sid had several 
cars in the yard that he told me weren't stolen but I don't know about that but, anyway, before I 
went away, I wanted them both to clean up everything out of my yard. 

When you had words with Susie Miller about her drinking habits and her effect on the girls, did 
you ask her to leave?---Yes. Well, Ant approached me and said he wanted to talk to me. He had 
some things he wanted to discuss with me about and I said, “Well, look, just let me get everyone 
out of the house.” The house was a mess. They had all the doors open, they had a fire going out 
the back. Like I said, it was wet. They'd trampled mud from one end of the house to the other. 
They were all drunk, you know. I just said, “Look, I'm going to tell them all to go home and then 
I'll have a talk to you.” 

Did Susie Miller drive away in her vehicle?---I believe so, yes. 

Did you see her go?---No, I don't think so. 

Did the girls go with her?---Yes, I believe so. 

After they had gone, what did you do in relation to Ant?---I think we sat and had a beer for a 
while and I was talking to him about what he'd been doing or something and he was explaining 
to me about this laptop computer and some problem he had in Karratha but it was about the 
computer and he had to go to court, and then he asked me about if I could find someone to 
basically protect him if he went to gaol and I said I didn't know that I knew anybody and it was 
just basically about the problems he was having and the fact that he wanted a lift to - I believe he 
wanted a lift to Broken Hill. That's what I think he asked me. 

What happened then when you were having this discussion?

SCOTT J: We will have to break at some time. I don't know when is convenient. If you're 
moving on to something else, it might be a convenient time. 

CANNON, MR: I forgot the time, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: We will have a break for about 15 minutes. 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mr White, prior to the adjournment this morning we were discussing - - - 

SCOTT J: Sorry, just bear with me. One juror is still - - - 

CANNON, MR: Prior to the adjournment this morning we were discussing you being left there 
with Mr Tapley. Did you have a conversation with him?---Yes, I did. 

At that stage who was at 12 Jade Street?---Myself, Rainbow, Ant, my - two other chaps that were 
there and - - - 

Page - 310 Day 6 – Monday 12 May 2003

Comments, 18/02/09
Six calls that day from Reid to Gary (6:28 to 7:38 pm) and Gary calls back at 7:45 pm.

Comments, 18/02/09
This need to be clarified as well. Why would Gary be locked out. Didn't he also have a key?



Supreme Court of Western Australia The Queen and Gary Ernest White

What about Sid Reid?---I think - yes. Yes, that's correct. Sid was still there. 

Did you have a further discussion with Tapley about the problems confronting him?---Yes, I did. 
He didn't - his main concern at that stage was getting some money together to pay his father back 
for bail he had apparently opposed to - I can't remember - it was an amount of either $1000 or 
$2000 - and that he was very, very scared of going to gaol. He had some problems about going to 
gaol and also in relation to - he wanted to know if I had a truck going over to the east some time. 
He wanted to go over to the east. 

Did he indicate to you at that stage anything about what were the problems that he had up 
north?---It was either in relation to some drugs going missing or some drug money going 
missing. 

Did he indicate whether or not he had any problems down south which would prevent him from 
going to Walpole?---Yes. He also told me he had ripped someone off down there with some 
marijuana, quite a large amount of marijuana. 

When he mentioned about did you have truck drivers going to the Eastern States who would give 
him a lift did he indicate why he wanted to go to the Eastern States?---Yes, because he said he 
couldn't go to gaol; some people would get him. 

Did you make any arrangements in respect of getting him a lift to the Eastern States?---I think I 
told him I never had a truck going immediately but perhaps towards the middle of the week or 
towards the end of the week I definitely would have a truck going to the east, yes. 

Was there any discussion about his goods?---Yes. I asked him - because at that stage I'd put all 
his stuff on a double car trailer that I had in the yard there and he was going to come back. He 
told me he was taking the stuff down the south-east and I told him that I wanted it out of the yard 
pronto before I left to go away. 

Where was Reid when this discussion was taking place?---I believe he may've been over in his 
own two containers that he had on the premises. 

Were there any discussions between you and Tapley about buying any of this property that he 
was going to leave behind?---Yes. He - since I last looked at it there was he had added some 
other stuff to it. There was, from memory, an electric hot water service and one of those Canara 
type wood heaters which I said I would purchase off him. He had some power tools there and I 
think maybe a big, like, drill press type thing and I think Reid made some arrangements with him 
to buy those off him because Reid actually took those off the trailer and put them into his 
container. 

How long did you stay talking to Tapley?---Possibly half an hour to an hour perhaps. 

Did he eventually leave?---Yeah, after about an hour. He wanted some amphetamines. There was 
none there. I went inside the house at one stage and when I come back out he'd obviously just 
given Sid a hand to remove some stuff off the trailer and they were having a discussion and Sid 
said to me, “I'm going to take him north of the river and get some speed and I'm going to chop it 
out that way for the drill press and that.” 

Did you give Ant Tapley anything before he left?---Not that I can remember. 

Did you see him leave? Did Sid Reid remain there or did Sid Reid go off?---Sid Reid left and he 
- Sid Reid left and said to me, “If you haven't heard from me in 15 minutes can you give me a 
ring and make out - I'll make out that you're a member and that I'm required at the clubhouse 
because I want to get out - I need an excuse to get out.” 
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Can you remember whether you rang him or not?---I can't remember for sure but Sid did turn 
back up at my place later on. I'm not sure how much later. 

With reference to Tapley where did you last see him?---Ant said that he was going to north of the 
river with Sid and I gave him two cans of Jim Beam and cola and a stubby of beer and the last 
time I seen Ant - I said to Ant, “Look, you have to go. I've got to get up for work early in the 
morning” or something, words to that effect, “So I'm going to lock the gates. Sid will be back 
shortly to pick you up. I might have to make a phone call or something.” I probably said 
something like that to him, and he was standing opposite Jade Street with the plastic bag I give 
him with the cans of Jim Beam and he was waiting for Sid to come back and pick him up. 

Were you there when Sid came back?---No, I weren't. I weren't out the front. I was still at Jade 
Street. I weren't at the front of the house. 

You heard Reid give evidence to the effect that you rang him to bring money in connection with 
what you had given him to buy guns from or a gun from Howe?---No. 

Was there any such deal arranged?---No, there was no such deal. 

Did he bring back any money to you?---I don't believe so, no. 

Moutinho, did she come back at all?---No. 

What did you do after you saw Tapley waiting on the road?---I think I locked the gates and I 
went back around to the back of the house. It was getting a bit late by this time. I remember I put 
the fire out. They had a fire going there in a concrete pipe at the side of the house. I remember 
putting the fire out and then I think I just started cleaning up the house. I mean, it was - the house 
was just trashed. I think I spent probably a good hour, maybe more, just cleaning the house up. 

You have had an opportunity of seeing the printout of phone calls. Could you remember making 
any phone calls that night?---Not really but I possibly did in relation to work. I think I did ring 
somebody in relation to some lifting gear because I couldn't find that person earlier in the day, 
but not really I can't recall. It's too long ago. 

Who was going to work on Monday as far as you could see?---As far as I knew the - what it was, 
the hired tilt tray that we needed that was going to work on the wharf at Fremantle was in 
Ritchie's yard in Midland I believe and I - - - 

That's Samuels?---Yes, that's correct - and I think I may've rang him at some stage to make sure 
the driver had access to his yard; like in other words, there was a key left out so the driver could 
get the truck out of the yard. 

Do you have your mobile phone in your possession all the time?---Yes, I do. 

Can you remember getting any calls from Reid on that night?---Yes, I think I got calls - - - 

What were they in connection with?---It would've been in relation to me asking him to get more 
amphetamine l would imagine.

Was Les Hoddy at the premises on the 19th?---No, definitely not. 

What time do you think you would have gone to bed that night?---I could only guess but I would 
say possibly around midnight, maybe a bit later. 

Did you see after Tapley had gone Susie Miller at all that night?---No. I think I must have went 
to bed at some stage and fell asleep for a while, but I remember getting up about maybe 3 or 4 
o'clock - - - 

That would be on the 20th, the day following, the Monday?---Yes. Yes. 
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You got up at 3 o'clock and what - - -?---I went to the toilet, which is down the other end of the 
house, and when I come back up the hallway Rainbow's door was open and I noticed that him 
and Susie Wong were in the bed. 

Did you speak to them?---No, I don't think I did. I seen them there and they were in a 
compromising situation and I just went on to my bedroom. 

Did you go to the farm at Northam at all on 19 August 2001?---No, I did not. 

Did you go there at all on 20 August?---No, I did not. 

Can you tell us when you got up in the morning on the 20th what you did?---Well, I haven't had 
access to any of my records because I've been incarcerated since last year but I think on that 
particular day I had a job carting clay for BGC from Byford back to the brick works at Armadale 
and I think I went to work and it had been raining and they - not raining heavily but heavily 
enough that the clay was too wet and I think they stood us all down for the day, from memory.

What time do you think you would have got back to 12 Jade Street?---Probably somewhere 
around about maybe 10 o'clock, 11 o'clock I think. I can't be sure. 

You have heard Reid give evidence to the effect that on Monday the 20th he had a conversation 
with you and you indicated you had burnt the body or barbecued the body at the farm at 
Northam?---No. 

Did that conversation - - -?---That conversation never ever took place. 

And he said a similar conversation took place towards the end of the week in which you said you 
were surprised and next time you would throw the body off the back of a boat. You heard him 
say that in court?---No, that conversation never took place either. 

On 19 August 2001 was there anything that occurred at 12 Jade Street, Maddington unusual?---
No, not that I'm aware of; no. 

With reference to the farm at Northam, I think Vance Stratton is the owner of that particular 
property?---Yes, Vance's father died in a truck accident in Mount Isa in Queensland and the 
property, I believe, was handed on to Vance, yes. 

Are you good friends with Vance?---Yeah, I was actually good friends with Vance's father and at 
the time of his father's death, Vance was actually working for me. 

How long have you been going up to the Northam farm?---I met his father, I would say, 
approximately in the mid-nineties through transport contacts and whatever and I'd been going to 
that farm, you know, not regularly but I'd been there quite a few times with his father and as well 
as with Vance. 

It's been suggested that you took the body there on 19 August 2001 and that on 19 and 20 August 
you may have burnt that body at Northam?---No, that's not correct. 

Can you remember how long before 19 or 20 August 2001 had you been to the farm?---Before 
August 2001, right. I received a phone call from someone at Transfield Engineering in 
Melbourne. I was in Perth. 

What month would that have been and what year?---It was in July, late July, maybe early August. 
I think it was in July though, and that would have been - they had a loader, a large Caterpillar 
loader on site here, on a site here, building site here in Perth. Someone had given my name as a 
possible source for having that loader moved and stored somewhere until they made up their 
mind where it was going to go. They'd finished with it on the site here and the bloke I spoke to 
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said, “If you can help us out, the loader's got to be off site by 4 o'clock today. We're stuck. If you 
can help us out, when we decide to move the loader you'll get the job of carting it.” I think it was 
either going to go to Darwin or North Queensland. 

Did you in fact go to Northam?---I picked that loader up for Transfield, yes, and took the loader 
to Northam to store it until I'd heard back from Transfield to - - - 

Who was with you on that particular occasion?---I drove the truck myself and I think - I'm not 
sure. I can't remember, but I remember - - - 

You have heard one of the Morgans describe that he seems to have seen you, Les Hoddy and 
another man at Northam doing some work?---Yeah, we did go back. The loader ran out of diesel 
when we unloaded it. It had no diesel in it, right, and a few days later we went back up there. I 
think it was Les and Sid Reid and myself. I took Sid because he's a mechanic. I told him it had 
run out of diesel. He said he knew how to bleed the injectors and get the fuel running through the 
system again. I think we took a 44 gallon drum of fuel up there and got the loader going and I 
put the loader in the shed. 

Can you remember meeting Mr Morgan on the property?---Yes, I do; yes. 

What were you doing when that occurred?---That morning, no.

He said there was a fire burning?---Yes, that's probably correct. Part of my agreement with - 
because I had a lot of stuff stored at the farm. I used to do a lot of work for Boral and that and 
from time to time they would ask me to move stuff around but they weren't sure where it was 
going, so I'd take it to the farm and we'd store it there until such time as they made up their mind, 
but I'd had a friend of mine living at the farm and part of the agreement I had with Vance was 
that I'd clean it up, you know, whenever I got a chance, so I had the loader there. We pushed an 
old fruit tree - I think it may have been an apricot tree - down with the loader. I pushed it on to a 
pile at the back of the house. It wasn't a very big tree. It was about half the size of the one that is 
still standing there, the green one, and we burnt some wardrobes and the kitchen. In the old 
farmhouse we'd gutted the kitchen. There were some old kitchen cupboards and stuff and we just 
- we burnt all that stuff there. 

I think the man that used to stay there was Trevor?---Trevor Robinson, that's correct. 

Had he died?---Yes, he died on a - I can't remember anyway.

Did you burn any clothing and other stuff on that particular day?---I'd burnt a lot of Trevor's stuff 
but also Vance and his girlfriend had lived in the house for a while and in one the side rooms 
there was bags, probably 10, 15 bags of old clothing and all sorts of kids' toys and the rats had 
got through and all that and, yes, we burnt all - but I think that was another time but, yeah, it all  
went on the fire. 

You heard Sid Reid in court saying that he has never been to the Northam property. Is that 
correct?---No, it's not correct. I went - when -when Sid went for bail on the Kalgoorlie matters, 
he was - one of the provisions of his bail, that he had to reside in Perth and he got the place in 
Weston Street but he said to me one day, “I don't - I want to get a place a couple of acres out.” I 
said to him about the farm and we drove up to the farm one day. This is not long after he'd 
moved into Weston Street after he got bail - in his blue - he had a blue Holden station wagon at 
the time. We went up there and I said, “Well, this is it.” You know, “I'll see Vance. You'll be right 
to move in here,” but he decided that it was too far away from Perth for - to be viable for him to 
live there. He'd have to do too much travelling. 
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When you went up with Les Hoddy and Sid Reid in connection with this loader, was there 
anything relating to guns that occurred there?---Yes. On two occasions we went to the farm. One 
time Sid and myself went. Obviously Sid the day before or something had had a big metal chest 
dropped at the farm. He's told me it'd come down from Leonora. He had it at the farm and I said, 
“Well, what's in it?” He said, “A gun and some explosives,” and I said, “Well, you'd better get it 
out of there because the Morgans are sort of a bit nosy and that and they might it,” and on 
another occasion we went there to - Sid had this huge beg sniper rifle with like a tripod on the 
end of it and we went there and he sighted the rifle in. 

Have you dumped any soil and rubble and stuff like that at the Northam property?---Yes, Myself 
and several other people, we. - I in fact got a contract. The Transcontinental Hotel in Northam 
burnt down in 2001, I think. I can't remember, but anyway I got the contract for the demolition 
job there in partnerships with another chap and he supplied an excavator and I supplied the 
tippers, and all the rubble from that - from that hotel was dumped out at Strattons' farm because I 
intended - although I never got round to doing it, I intended to clean all the bricks and keep the 
bricks from there.

You have heard the evidence that when after you were arrested and the police team went there, 
they obviously found skeletal remains. Did you know there were any skeletal remains of a 
human being on the property?---No, I did not. 

Were there other bones on the property?---Yes. From time to time we would find bones around 
the place, yes, when I was cleaning up and that. 

It has been suggested that you burnt the body, having killed Tapley on the night of 19 August 
2001. Is that correct?---No, that's not correct. 

Were you always on good terms with Reid?---Sid Reid? Yes?---Yeah. Basically we were - yeah. 
We were pretty friendly and that. He done a few things to upset me but I sort of never bothered 
about it too much, but I certainly I certainly didn't trust him after one incident that happened 
when I was away one time. 

All right. That's a domestic matter. Now, in respect of Sid Reid, was he taking drugs himself?---
Yes. 

Did you have any discussions about him taking drugs?---Yeah, I - I did actually, and - because he 
would stay up, like, for days and days and days on end and I said to him one time, you know, 
“You want to pull up.” You know, I said, “I couldn't wake you up, Sid,” you know, and he goes, 
“Oh, I've been up” - you know and - and another time too I found some syringes on the back of a 
little tow truck I had - had parked next to his container and I went off me head about that. He 
denied it of course but - - - 

Did you speak to Les Hoddy about him?---Yes, I did. I went to - I went to - - - 

Don't tell us what you told him. With respect to his girlfriend Natasha, how did you get along 
with her?---Yeah. Tasha's great. She's - Sid just treated her like a thing, you know; yeah, 
Natasha's good. 

Did she visit your house often?---Yes, she did. Sid would often leave her for days and days at 
home on her own without any money or anything like that and she would often come round and 
sit and talk to Julie and she - I think she found perhaps solace, for want of a better word, in 
talking with Julie. She would often come around and she would fall asleep on our couch and one 
day she come and Julie come out and said to me, “Oh, it's Tasha's birthday,” and I said, “oh 
yeah,” and she, Tasha, was really upset because Sid had forgotten it so I said to Julie, “Go over to 
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the florist at Maddington Metro and get her some flowers,” which Julie did, and a card and she - 
- - 

Did you all go out that evening with Sid?---When I come back, Tash had come out and thanked 
me for the flowers and I said, “Well, look” - I gave Julie some more money then and Julie went 
over and bought her a pair of jeans and a top and spent - her and Tash spent the rest of the 
afternoon in the kitchen just doing all the girlie things. You know, Julie sat there and done her 
hair for her and her make-up and that night I took her and Sid out to the Attfield Tavern for tea, 
yes. 

You have heard the evidence that on Saturday, which was 18 August 2001, you went around to 
Reid's place in Weston Street and met Cliff O'Connor?---Yes, that's correct, I did. 

Did he lend you any money?---No. Look, I met Cliff in Leonora. I've probably spoken to him 
maybe half a dozen times. I met him through a mutual friend up there. I certainly didn't - I 
certainly don't know Cliff well enough to walk up to him and ask for a lend of $500 and, besides, 
if I wanted $500 I'm 2 minutes from the bank. If I'm at Sid's place I would've just went down and 
used my card and got the money out. Cliff - I did not know Cliff O'Connor well enough to walk 
up and say, “Hey mate, give us 500 bucks” you know; certainly not. 

You have also heard Reid in his evidence in this court indicate that on 19 August 2001 was the 
first time he had met Tapley?---That's definitely not correct. 

Why isn't it correct?---Because Tapley was bringing stuff around to Sid. I don't know how 
regular because, like I said, Reid would be there when I wasn't there and Tapley could've come 
and I never noticed him there or never seen him there, but Sid was definitely swapping power 
tools to Tapley for amphetamine for maybe a month or 6 weeks or so. It was after he come back 
from up north. I think it may've been the last time. 

Have you ever experienced Tapley coming unannounced to your premises in the night?---Yeah, 
several times he would come. Sometimes he would come with people and I would tell him, you 
know, “Ant, don't bring no-one here.” I think about the time him and Ramah split up he moved in 
with two girls. I don't know that he had a relationship with either of them but I think perhaps he 
was just sharing a house with them in I think it was Dorothy Street in Gosnells and he had a 
habit of bringing those two girls to my house and that displeased me a bit. I didn't really want 
them there. On another occasion he - one morning I left - I was about to go to work and I went 
out - the barks were barking and I went out and he was there with - I think that's the morning he 
bought the whipper snipper I think and - but - yeah, he used to just come there whenever, you 
know. 

How did he get in?---That time he climbed through the gate, between the two gates. 

What was his condition when you saw him?---That's the time when obviously he had had a 
flogging. Someone had really beaten him up. He'd been over it for like a couple of days but all 
his lips were all battered and he was - he had been in a pretty bad fight. 

Where did you find him when you heard the dogs barking and went out?---He was - obviously he 
passed the whipper snippers over the gate or through the gate and he had - at that time I had a tip 
truck parked against - if you're standing at the front of the road, against the big wall that goes 
along there. He was leaning between the truck and the wall. 

What was his condition as observed by you?---His physical condition? 

Yes?---He was really down at that stage. He obviously hadn't been eating and using drugs a hell 
of a lot and yeah, he was a pretty sad case. 
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What did you do when you saw him then?---I actually had a look at the two whipper snippers 
and eventually I gave him some money for them, but not that day, at another stage, and he 
wanted to lend some money. I don't think I had any that particular day. I let him wash himself at 
the outside toilet - the outside wash thing that I had for the drivers and gave him a couple of 
stubbies and told him, “Look, I have to go to work. I've got to lock the gates, so I'll catch you 
later” and he walked off. Yeah, he just walked off. 

Has there ever been an occasion on which blood has been on your driveway to your 
knowledge?---Well, yeah, possibly. Vance climbed over the top of the gates one day to get into 
the yard and cut his leg. Another time my little blue heeler I had got out and got bowled over by 
a car down on Kelvin Road and the lady that actually ran him over followed him up to my place 
and because the gates weren't open he couldn't get in but he had been injured down the side of 
his head and on his front leg and the lady left a note in my letterbox to say she had run her dog 
over and left her phone number there. 

Was there anything at all unusual on 19 August?---Not in my day, no. 

2001?---No. 

I think you were arrested in March 2002?---I believe so, yes. 

And you have been in custody since?---That's correct, yes. Your friend Les Hoddy, is he a 
drinking man?---No, Les doesn't drink. 

Smoke, take dope or - - -?---No, nothing. He doesn't drink, doesn't smoke. I've known him for 12 
years and he doesn't drink, doesn't smoke. 

As far as you have been an associate of any bikie organisation have you ever been to any of their 
meetings?---Not their meetings. I've attended parties, along with a lot of people who are not 
members or tied up with the club; several Christmas parties and as such. 

I note that one of the ladies from Karratha thought she saw you in Karratha. Have you ever been 
to Karratha?---I've never been to Karratha in my life ever. 

So it couldn't be you then?---No way. I've never been to Karratha. 

Do you know whether Tapley's alive or dead?---No, I do not.

Have you heard various rumours? I don't want you to repeat them because they are not 
admissible?---Yes, I've heard rumours. 

When did you find out that the missing persons was looking for Tapley?---I think I went around 
to the house that I'd leased for the girls in Weston Street and I'm not sure whether it was Ramah 
or Susie Wong. I think they mentioned it to me. 

Were you going to assist them in any way?---No. 

Why not?---Because - I don't know. I just wasn't.

Why? Did you have anything at all to do with the death of Tapley?---No, I did not. 

Have you owned a revolver at or about 19 August?---No, I never did. 

I notice when they were showing a video of 12 Jade Street, they referred to some panels at the 
back of the place that seem to have been removed. Were those panels ever removed on that 
fence?---The Colourbond fence around the house, you mean? 

Yes?---No. If you look at that panel carefully that's laying  on the ground, you'll see that in fact is 
a steel gate that I had made. If you look at the picture, there's one post there where the fence ends 
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to there and then there is a gap where there's no post there. If you pick that panel up, there's a 
hole dug in the ground. You can see that's the exact fit where another post had to go in. That was 
going to be a gateway there and the reason there are no other panels from that post there back is 
because Sid Reid's container was hard up against the fence there and that is 20 foot and you can 
probably see the - I don't know if it's changed there or not, but you would see the imprint on the 
ground where the container sat for many months, Sid Reid's container. There was actually never 
any panels attached to that part of the fence. 

Have you ever tried to remove any bullets or any evidence of shooting on the property at 12 Jade 
Street?---No, I have not. 

It's been suggested that perhaps Rainbow was raking over the driveway the day afterwards, 
which was Monday, 20 August 2002?---That's quite possible because I used to get the guy from 
the Kelvin Road garden supplies to often dump us off like a metre or 2 metres of road base. Like, 
he used to do it - when I say a regular basis, maybe two or three times every 6 months and 
because of the truck traffic with trucks turning on the gravel, it would always dig it up and there 
was a pile of it at the back. I used to keep a pile of the rubble there and we'd barrow some down 
and fill it in and, yeah, so he often used to do that. 

Do you know whether Tapley is alive or dead?---No, I do not. 

Did you kill him?---I did not. 

By shooting him on the 19th day of August 2002?---No, I did not. 

No further questions, sir. 

SCOTT J: Thank you, Mr Cannon. Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Yes, thank you, your Honour. 

Mr White, you moved into that property at 12 Jade Street in the early part of 2001. Is that 
correct?---That's correct. 

That property at 12 Jade Street is in an industrial area of the suburb of Maddington. Is that 
right?---It is, yes. 

The surrounding properties around that property at 12 Jade Street are all industrial type 
properties. Is that right?---Yes, that's correct. 

The house where you were at 12 Jade Street, that's on a fairly large block, larger than the normal 
domestic blocks that have houses on them, isn't it?---That's correct. 

All the houses around were of a similar size, being large blocks, larger than normal domestic 
blocks with houses on them?---There was no other houses around there. That was the only house 
in the street. 

But the properties around there were large blocks of a similar size to your block or bigger with 
industrial buildings on them. That's right, isn't it?---Yes, that's correct. 

Your particular property had the cyclone mesh fence about 6 foot high right along the front of the 
property. Is that right?---Yes, that's correct.

It had three strands of barbed wire at the top of that particular fence?---That's correct. 

At the eastern end there was a set of double metal cyclone gates. Is that right?---That's correct. 

At the top of each of those gates there were also three strands of barbed wire?---That's correct, 
yes. 
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As at 19 August 2001 there were two padlocks, interlocking padlocks, on that particular gate at 
12 Jade street, Maddington. Is that right?---Yes, that's correct. 

You could put a key in either padlock, unlock the padlock and gain access to the property. Is that 
right?---That's correct, yes. 

In relation to Les Hoddy, he was the gentlemen you've told us who you met through the trucking 
industry about 12 years ago. Is that right?---That's correct, yes. 

When you were living at 12 Jade Street, Maddington, you and Les Hoddy were operating a 
trucking business together. That's right, isn't it?---No, that's not correct. 

The position was that Les Hoddy had some trucks and you were utilising those trucks in your 
own business, weren't you?---Yes, in my own business. Yes, I actually in fact leased some of 
Les's equipment off him at that time. 

I think the position is that Les had his own trucking yard over at 23 Wildon Street in Bellevue. Is 
that right?---That's correct, yes. 

He had some trucks that he wasn't using. That's the position, isn't it?---Yes, that's correct. 

You were operating those trucks and paying him a fee for doing so. Is that right?---That's correct, 
yes. 

Now, Les Hoddy at the relevant part during 2001 - he was a senior member of the Gypsy Jokers 
motorcycle club, wasn't he?---Yes, that's correct. 

Les Hoddy was in fact the founder of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club in Western Australia, 
wasn't he?---I believe so but I'm not certain. 

He was a former president of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club, wasn't he?---I believe so. 

And from your knowledge, the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club was something that was very near 
and dear to his heart, wasn't it?---I believe so, yes. 

Back in 2001, you and Mr Hoddy were inseparable, weren't you?---Yes. We become very good 
friends, yes. 

In fact, back in 2001 Les Hoddy was your closest friend. Would you agree with that?---No, I 
wouldn't. 

But certainly you would agree with me that you were inseparable?---I wouldn't say inseparable. 
We were very close friends, yes. 

You were very close friends and mates. Is that right?---That's correct, yes. 

Now, Mr Hoddy, you would speak to him on the phone on a regular basis during 2001, wouldn't 
you?---Yes, that's correct. 

And you were doing business together through operating some trucks that he owned. That was 
the position, wasn't it?---Yes, that's correct. 

You both had mobile telephones, didn't you?---That's correct, yes. 

And you would speak regularly on those mobile telephones, wouldn't you?---Yes. 

Would you also see Mr Hoddy on a regular basis when you were in Perth, wouldn't you?---Yes, I 
would. 

And you would see him at your home at 12 Jade Street in Maddington where you operated his 
trucks out of, wouldn't you?---Sorry? 
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You would see Les Hoddy during 2001 at 12 Jade Street where you were operating his trucks and 
later living?---Did you are you referring to a specific date now or - - - 

Just 2001 generally?---Yes, yes; sorry, yes. 

And during 2001, generally, up until 19 August 2001, you would see him over at his yard at 25 
Wildon Street, Bellevue?---Yes. 

And you would also see him at the various houses where he was living during that period, 
wouldn't you?---That's correct. 

During 2001 you also knew a gentleman by the name of Richard Samuels, didn't you?---Yes, 
that's correct. 

He had a nickname of Lionel or Ritchie?---That's correct.

And Richard Samuels was a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club, wasn't he?---That's 
correct, yes. 

He was also a close mate of yours, wasn't he?---Not so much a close mate but he did work for me 
for a while, yes. 

All right, but he was certainly someone who you were friendly with, wasn't he?---Yes, yes, 
certainly. 

And he was someone who you used to speak to on his mobile telephone, didn't you?---Certainly, 
yes. 

There would be communication between the two of you by mobile telephone, wasn't there?---
That's correct, yes. 

Now, Sidney John Reid, there was a condition of his bail that he had to leave Kalgoorlie and he 
came down and commenced to live at 50 Weston Street in Maddington, didn't he?---That's 
correct, yes. 

He was living there with is partner, Natasha Moutinho?---Yeah. I believe Natasha came later, 
yes. 

When he first came, he came in about February of 2001. Is that correct - late January, early 
February?---I - I'll take your word for it. I'm not exactly sure about - - - 

He was only there for a couple of weeks when Natasha Moutinho came down and commenced to 
live with him at 50 Weston Street. That's the position, isn't it?---No. He had another girl, Megan, 
stay there for a while before Tash come on. 

So Megan Bresland was there for a short period of time. Is that right?---Yes, I believe so. 

And then she moved out and Natasha Moutinho moved in. Is that right?---I believe so, yes. 

Now, when Sid Reid was living at 50 Weston Street in Maddington, he used to visit you at 12 
Jade Street in Maddington on a regular basis, didn't he?---Yes. 

And you used to visit him at 50 Weston Street on a regular basis, didn't you?---That's correct, 
yes. 

And the two of you would speak to each other on your respective mobile telephones, wouldn't 
you?---That's correct. 

You were a mate of Sid Reid's weren't you?---Yes. 
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You were very close to him, speaking to him and visiting each other on a very regular basis, 
weren't you?---I spoke to him - very regular basis but I was never that close to him, not like with 
Les or anyone else. 

Let me suggest you might not have been as close to him as Les Hoddy but you were certainly 
friendly with Sid Reid, weren't you?---Yes, that's correct, yes. 

And he was a mate of yours, wasn't he?---Yes, that's correct. 

Sid Reid - when he came down to Perth, he was a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club, 
wasn't he?---I believe at that stage he was a member or the Kalgoorlie chapter, yes. 

And when he came down to Perth, he commenced to attend meetings of the Perth chapter at 
number 10 Lower Park Road in Maddington, didn't he?---I don't - I don't know that to be a fact. 

When he came down to Perth he certainly continued his membership of the Gypsy Jokers 
motorcycle club, didn't he?---Yes, he did, yes. 

When he came down to Perth, you knew him as a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club, 
didn't you?---I did, yes. 

There was another Kalgoorlie chapter member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club by the name 
of Graeme Slater. You knew Graeme Slater in the early part of 2001 after he had come down to 
Perth, didn't you?---I did, yes. 

You were aware that both he and Sid Reid had been charged with grievous bodily harm and had 
to get out of Kalgoorlie and they both commenced to live in different parts of Perth. You were 
aware of that, weren't you?---I was, yes. 

Slater was also a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club, wasn't he?---Yes, that's correct. 

Now, you are a person who through your association with Les Hoddy and other members of the 
Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club were welcome down at the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle clubhouse at 
10 Lower Park Road in Maddington, weren't you?---Yes, as long as we were accompanied by a 
member, yes. 

There was a rule that non-members such as yourself could attend at the clubhouse and be present 
as long as they were accompanied by a member. Is that right?---That's correct, yes. 

You knew a lot of members of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club, didn't you?---I got to know 
them after a period of time. I don't know all members. Even to this day I don't know all members 
but I do know several of them, yes. 

You have certainly known Mr Hoddy for a period of some 12-odd years. Is that right?---That's 
correct, yes. 

You got to know Mr Reid and Mr Slater?---That's correct, yes. 

And you certainly knew Mr Samuels, didn't you?---Yes. 

You knew other members because they lived and attended meetings at the Maddington clubhouse 
of the Gypsy Jokers?---I have never been privy to attending any meetings. Like I said, I 
occasionally would get invited to the odd Christmas party and some parties through the year but 
meetings, anything like that, any club business, I know nothing about and I wasn't privy to that 
sort of information. 

You were certainly close to a number of the members of Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club, weren't 
you?---Yeah, several of the members have their own businesses in construction. One member has 
a mobile truck tyre service, repair service, and I do a lot of business with him. He does a lot of 
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truck tyre repairs and that for me. Two other members have their own business erecting buildings 
and indeed they have just done a police station. It was in the paper last week. They have a large 
crane which on several occasions I have carted around the state for them on various jobs. 

All right, but as well as business activities you used to socialise from time to time with members 
of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club, didn't you?---Yes, I did, yes. 

You used to do that both down at the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle clubhouse at Lower Park Road, 
Maddington, didn't you?---Yes. 

And you also used to see people such as Sid Reid and Les Hoddy at your place?---I did, yes. 

And you would also visit Les Hoddy and Sid Reid and their houses and also at Les Hoddy's 
business premises?---I would, yes. 

A couple of months prior to 19 August 2001 a fellow by the name of Rainbow was staying with 
you at 12 Jade Street, Maddington. That's the position, isn't it?---Yes, Rainbow is a friend of 
mine. He's a bricklayer. 

I think as at 19 August 2001 you were commencing getting to know Julie Sparks and 
subsequently she moved into 12 Jade Street some time after 19 August 2001. That's the position, 
isn't it?---19 August? Yes, it was about that time I believe. 

I want to ask you some questions about Tara Ducker. You had a relationship with her auntie, 
Carol. That's the position, isn't it?---Yes, that's correct. 

I think you took Tara Ducker under your wing when she was about 12 years of age?---I believe 
not long after her 13th birthday. 

So when she was 13 you took her under your wing. Is that right?---Yes, I did. 

And you have been acting as a guardian in respect of her ever since she was 13 years when you 
took her under your wing. Is that right?---That's correct, yes. 

She has lived with you when you used to live in Nantellis Street, Gosnells?---She did, yes. 

She also, after Nantellis Street or when you were living at Nantellis Street, she went over to 
Adelaide to live for a while, didn't she?---No, we didn't go to Adelaide to live. I went over to 
Adelaide to do a job, to move some farm machinery around for a company over there, all around 
the state of South Australia. We were actually based in a country town. I think we spent about 6 
weeks in Adelaide while I done that job over there. 

All right. So certainly Tara Ducker went over to Adelaide to live for a period of time?---Yes, she 
did. 

Then in the period leading up to Sunday, 19 August 2001 she was living with you and Rainbow 
at 12 Jade Street in Maddington, wasn't she?---No, she wasn't. She was actually living at 30 
Adisham Street. 

It's the position, is it not, that she did live at 12 Jade Street, Maddington in the period prior to 19 
August 2001, didn't she?---No, I don't think that's correct. She would come and stay there nights 
but no, mostly she was staying at Adisham Street at that stage. 

She was certainly living at 12 Jade Street in Maddington for some of the period prior to Sunday, 
19 August 2001, wasn't she?---No, she never lived there. She used to come and stay. She would 
stay a night or - and at that particular time she was spending most of her time at Susie Wong's 
place. 
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But around that particular period of time, 19 August 2001, she was in the process of moving into 
an address at 96 Weston Street with Lisa Firman and Boronia Miller, wasn't she?---That's correct. 

You had known Boronia Miller - or you have known her for about 5 or so years, haven't you?---
Yes. I met her after met I her mother, Susie Wong, yes. 

You're certainly very close to Boronia Miller, aren't you?---Yes, that's correct. 

Shortly after Tara arrived in Western Australia - she came originally from Adelaide, didn't she?---
No, she didn't. She come from Clarkson here in Perth. 

All right, but certainly after you got to meet her - or shortly after you took her under your wing 
she met Boronia Miller, didn't she?---Yeah, she struck up a - Susie Wong would come around to 
my place in Nantellis Street and would bring Bo around. They were sort of about the same age - I 
think there might be a year difference or something - and just as kids do they struck up a 
friendship, you know. 

Not only Boronia Miller and Tara struck up a friendship but also the other young lady, Lisa 
Firman. Is that right?---Yes, that's correct; yes. 

The three girls used to spend a lot of time together, didn't they?---Yes, they did. 

You would certainly give the girls money to go shopping and to buy things, wouldn't you?---
Occasionally I would, yes. 

If I take you back, you have known Susie Miller for about 4 or 5 years, haven't you?---That's 
correct, yes. 

Susie Miller and Gary Mills for the period of time you have known them have always lived at 
Carita Court in Maddington, haven't they?---That's correct, yes. 

You were living at the time at Nantellis Street when you first got to know Susan Miller and Gary 
Mills. Is that right?---That's correct, yes. 

Around the time you got to know Susan Miller and Gary Mills, you were seeing a lady by the 
name of Linda Murphy, weren't you?---That's correct, yes. 

You and Linda Murphy and Gary Mills and Susan Miller used to socialise together at the 
Maddington Tavern, didn't you?---We did. 

You used to socialise together at each other's houses. They would all come over to Nantellis 
Street and you would go to Carita Court, wouldn't you?---That's correct, yes. 

After you and Susan Miller got to know each other, you began a sexual relationship with Susan 
Miller, didn't you?---I believe so, yes. 

You did, didn't you?---Yes. 

Then later Susan Miller and Gary Mills split up?---Yes, that's correct. 

You and Linda Murphy split up?---Yes, that's correct. 

Linda Murphy ended up going to stay with Gary Mills over in Beckenham?---That's correct, yes. 

Eventually, you and Susan Miller ceased having a sexual relationship?---That's correct. 

After you ceased having a sexual relationship with Susan Miller, you continued to be on friendly 
terms with her, didn't you?---Yes, that's correct. 

Ramah Goodlet in this court has described you and Susan Miller, her mother, as being close 
friends. That's an accurate description, isn't it?---Yes. 
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Eventually, Gary Mills moved back in with Susan Miller at Carita Court in Maddington, didn't 
he?---Yes. 

As well as Bo Miller, Sue Miller's daughter, you also got to know Ramah Goodlet, didn't you?---
Yes, I did. 

It was through Ramah Goodlet that you met Ant, Anthony David Tapley, wasn't it?---No, I met 
Ant through her mother. 

You met Ant through her mother, but certainly you became aware that Susan Miller's daughter 
Ramah was involved in a relationship with Ant, Anthony David Tapley, weren't you?---No. 
When I first met Ant, he'd just come down from the north-west and I don't think - it was probably 
maybe 6 or 8 weeks after he'd come back down, to my knowledge anyway, that he started having 
anything to do with Ramah as far as I could see, but remember at that time I was running east-
west, Melbourne, to the Murrin Murrin nickel mine and I weren't home all the time, you know. 
Like sometimes I might not see them for a month. 

You certainly became aware that Ramah Goodlet and Anthony Tapley were involved in a 
relationship, didn't you?---Yes, after a period of time; yes. 

They both had drug problems?---At that stage I don't believe Ant did. I know he was drinking a 
lot of alcohol and using a lot of marijuana, but I don't believe that Ant really had an amphetamine 
problem at that stage. 

You certainly became aware that they both had drug problems at some stage during their 
relationship, didn't they?---Yes, for sure; yes. 

Ramah had to your knowledge got a large amount of money, some $20,000-odd, from criminal 
injuries compensation?---I believe so, but I believe that was after they left Perth and gone to 
Walpole. 

All right, but you were certainly aware that both Ramah and Ant had gone through that money in 
a couple of months, weren't you?---I believe so, yes. 

All right, and in fact you helped Ramah with a loan of $500 and a car to get down to Walpole, 
didn't you?---That was a long time before that took place. 

It certainly was the case that at one stage you helped Ramah with a loan of $500 and a car to get 
down to Walpole?---Yes, I did. 

Ramah subsequently repaid $400 of that leaving 100 outstanding. That's the position, isn't it?---
No, that's not correct. I was over in Melbourne one time after I'd lent them money and I got a 
phone call from Trevor Robinson. This was still at Nantellis Street. Trevor used to smoke a lot of 
marijuana. He said, “Ant and Ramah were up. He owes you 500.” I said, “Yeah they do, but I'm 
not worried about it, Trev, you know,” and he said, “I want to get some marijuana off him. He's 
got a quantity of marijuana here.” He said, “Do you mind if I get an ounce off him?” I said, 
“How much is it?” He said “$350 and I'll pay you that back,” and I think that left 150 or 
something swinging off the bill. 

All right. Let me suggest to you that what in fact happened is that you had lent Ramah $500 and 
she had paid you back $400. That's what happened, isn't it?---No, that's not correct. 

If Ramah has said that on oath, she's got that wrong, has she?---Sorry? 

If Ramah has said that on oath, she's got that wrong, has she?---Yes. 
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What happened was that there was $100 outstanding and you called Ramah at her mother's house 
in Carita Court , Maddington and spoke to her about the outstanding $100. That happened, didn't 
it?---That did happen, yes. 

You said to Ramah, “If that cunt doesn't pay me the $100, I'm going to blow his head off”?---Are 
you saying I said this on the telephone? 

This is what you said to Ramah Goodlet after you rung her at her mother's house and spoke to 
her about the $100 that was outstanding from the 500 that you had lent her?---Do I understand 
that I made that comment on the telephone? 

That's correct, Mr White?---That's not correct. I wouldn't speak like that on the telephone. 

So Ramah Goodlet's got that wrong, has she?---Yes. 

So you're not the sort of person who would use that sort of language on the telephone. Is that 
what you're saying?---Not on the telephone, no. 

Normally when you go about your work as a truck driver, you get around in pair of jeans and a 
blue singlet, don't you?---Usually jeans, Blundstone boots and - depending on the weather, but 
usually just a navy singlet, yes. 

You're wearing a suit in court today, Mr White, aren't you?---Yes, that's correct. 

You don't normally wear a suit, do you?---No, I don't.

Certainly when you're out in the trucks, you swear profusely, don't you?---Sorry? 

When you're working on the trucks - - -?---Yeah, yes, I do swear; not - you know, not - yeah, I 
swear, yes. 

You told the ladies and gentlemen of the jury you wouldn't use language like that. That wasn't 
correct, was it?---I was talking - I was accused of saying that on the telephone. I said I wouldn't 
speak like that on the telephone, Mr Bates. 

So you would speak like that to people face to face but not on the telephone. Is that what you're 
saying, Mr White?---Not necessarily like that. 

What you said to Ramah Goodlet was, “If that cunt doesn't pay me the hundred dollars, I'm 
going to blow his head off.” That's what - - -?---That's not correct. 

- - - you said, wasn't it?---That's not correct. 

Ramah Goodlet has got that wrong, has she?---Yes, sir. 

What I want to suggest is that you did say that and Ant came around and paid you the hundred 
dollars that was owing shortly after?---No, that's not correct. 

See, Mr White, I want to suggest to you that you didn't in fact like Anthony David Tapley, did 
you?---Sorry? 

You didn't like Anthony David Tapley, did you?---Yeah, I did actually. 

What, you're saying to the ladies and gentlemen of the jury that you liked Mr Tapley, is it?---Ant 
- Ant was okay. He wasn't a bad person, yes. 

He was okay, was he?---Yes. 

During Ant and Ramah's relationship together you used to say to Ramah, “You're not still 
hanging around with that scumbag, are you”?---Yeah. I did say that a few times to her. 
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What I want to suggest to you is that you didn't like Ant and you commented to Ramah, “You're 
not still hanging around with that scumbag”?---I said that to her on one occasion when they were 
using heroin. 

But you certainly said that to Ramah Goodlet, didn't you?---Yes, I did. 

Now, you certainly became aware of an incident where Ant had pushed Susan Miller over and 
she fell down and hit her head. You became aware of that incident, didn't you?---Yes, but not - 
not for many months after though. 

But you certainly became aware of that incident, didn't you?---Yes, I did, yes. 

You became aware that Susan Miller was hurt rather badly as a result of that incident, didn't 
you?---I believe so, yes. 

I want to suggest to you that you certainly at that stage had a close relationship with Susan 
Miller, didn't you?---Yes, I did. 

And even before, during and after your sexual relationship with her, you were always on friendly 
terms with Susan Miller, weren't you?---Yes, definitely. 

What I want to suggest to you is that you didn't like the fact that Ant had knocked over Susie 
Miller, causing her to fall to the ground and hurt herself. That's the position, isn't it?---No, that's 
not correct. 

Ant certainly wasn't welcome at your house at 12 Jade Street, was he?---Not when I wasn't there. 

Ant was not welcome at any stage at your house at 12 Jade Street, was he?---Yes, he was. In fact 
at 12 Jade Street he come there on several occasions and washed trucks for me and I paid him. 

On Sunday, 19 August 2001, there was a bit of a party going on at your house at 12 Jade Street, 
wasn't there?---What date was that? 

Sunday, 19 August 2001?---Yes, yes. 

You were certainly at Jade Street on and off during the day, weren't you?---I was, yes. 

During the day, Tara Ducker, Bo Miller and Lisa Firman, the three girls, were at the house at 12 
Jade Street, Maddington, weren't they?---That's correct, yes. 

And Rainbow was also there?---Yes. 

Two blokes from the Eastern States were there?---That's correct. 

And all the people that were there were having a bit of a party, weren't they?---Yes, they were. 

The three young girls - Tara Ducker, Boronia Miller and Lisa Firman - were drinking alcohol, 
weren't they?---That's correct. 

Rainbow was also drinking alcohol, wasn't he?---That's correct, yes. 

Later that day, at about 5.59 pm, you got a call on your mobile from Susan Miller's home at 
Carita Court in Maddington, didn't you?---I believe so, yes. 

She was wanting to buy some amphetamines off you, wasn't she?---Yes, that's correct. 

You told her to come over to Jade Street and you would sell her some, didn't you?---That's 
correct. 

At the time you got this call you were away from 12 Jade Street in Maddington, weren't you?---
Yes, I believe so, yes. 
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You later then came back to the house at 12 Jade Street, Maddington, and saw Susan Miller, 
didn't you?---Yes, I did. 

When you came back to the house at 12 Jade Street, Maddington, Tara Ducker, Boronia Miller 
and Lisa Firman were still at 12 Jade Street, Maddington, weren't they?---I'm - definitely Bo and 
Lisa but I'm not sure that Tara was there at that stage. 

What I want to suggest to you is that Tara Ducker, Boronia Miller and Lisa Firman were all at 12 
Jade Street, Maddington, when Susan Miller came over to collect the amphetamine that you had 
agreed to supply to her?---I agree that - I'm not a hundred per cent certain whether Tara was 
actually there with her on that occasion. 

But certainly you say Boronia Miller and Lisa Firman were certainly there?---Yes, certainly. 

Rainbow was there?---Yes, that's correct. 

The two blokes from the Eastern States were there?---That's correct. 

After that telephone call at 5.59 you came back to the house and sold some amphetamine to 
Susie Miller, didn't you?---No. I gave it to her. 

Whether you gave it to her or sold it to her, you certainly supplied her with the amphetamine that 
she was seeking, didn't you?---Yes, that's correct. 

Then she left your house at 12 Jade Street and drove out of the gates in her car. That's right, isn't 
it?---I believe so, yes. 

Now, between about half past 6 and about half past 7 - I will move on. Later at 7.45 pm you 
called Sid Reid on that particular evening, didn't you?---Yes, I believe so. 

You told Sid to go around to Jade Street and lock the gates so that no-one could get in or out, 
didn't you?---No, I did not. 

There was certainly a call from your mobile telephone to Sid Reid's mobile telephone at 7.45 pm 
on Sunday, 19 August 2001, wasn't there?---I believe the records do indicate that, yes. 

At the time, Sid Reid had a key to one of the padlocks that was on your gates of your property at 
12 Jade Street, Maddington, didn't he?---Yes, that's correct. 

He, through using that key on his padlock, could unlock the padlock and open the gate and get 
into the property, couldn't he? - - -That's correct,. yes. 

What I want to suggest to you is that on this particular evening, Sunday, 19 August 2001, you 
and Richard Samuels were dropped off at 12 Jade Street about 10 or 15 minutes after 7.45 pm on 
that particular Sunday evening. That's the position, isn't it?---No, that's not correct. 

So if Mr Reid says that you and Samuels were dropped off at the property somewhere in the 
vicinity of 8 o'clock, you would say that he has got that wrong?---He has definitely got that 
wrong. 

Now, it's the position you certainly arrived back at the property, didn't you?---Yes, I did. 

When you arrived back at the property, you saw Mr Reid at the property, didn't you?---I believe 
so, yes. 

Mr Reid was at the property because you had asked him to come around to the property, hadn't 
you?---No, no. I asked Mr Reid to come around because Susie Wong and Ant wanted more 
speed. 
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What I want to suggest to you is that after the call at well, you have seen the phone records prior 
to coming to court, haven't you?---Yes. 

From Susan Miller's home phone at Carita Court, you have seen the call at 5.59 to your mobile - 
5.59 pm on Sunday, 19 August 2001. You have seen that call, haven't you?---I can't remember 
precisely but I - I remember having a look at a chart. 

That's the call where Susan Miller rang you requesting speed and you came back to the property 
and supplied her with amphetamine, isn't it?---That's correct, yes. 

What I want to suggest to you is there's a later call then that you're aware of of 8.39 from Susan 
Miller's home phone at Carita Court, Maddington, to your mobile. You're aware of that call, 
aren't you?---I - I think so, yes. 

What I want to suggest to you is that you're aware, aren't you not, that there's no other calls 
between those two calls from Susan Miller's home phone in Maddington to your mobile, which 
we know is at 5.59 pm, and the later call at 8.39 pm? You're aware of that, isn't it?---I - I can't 
remember what - what the situation is with the calls, times and that - exact times and that.  

But you have certainly had access to various phone charts and phone records, haven't you?---Yes, 
but I can't- I can't remember what - you know, what was on them and that. 

Now, when you got to the property, you have told us Sid Reid was at the property. That's the 
position, isn't it?---Yes. 

I want to suggest that he was at the property because you had rung him at 7.45 and asked him to 
go over to the property to lock the gates, hadn't you?---No. I had my own key. Rainbow was 
there with a key and the only reason Sid Reid was there, because he brought some more 
amphetamine over. 

What I suggest to you is that there was no call from Susan Miller to your mobile requesting more 
amphetamine?---Look, I - I can't remember looking at those phone charts and I don't really know 
what calls I got or made, but at some stage after the afternoon call I received another call from 
Sue requesting that they wanted some more amphetamines and I think I may have told her that 
I'd have to get hold of I was out and I would have to get hold of Sid and I may have possibly 
rang Sid and said, “Could you meet me at my place?” but it would have only been to get some 
more amphetamines. 

See, what I want to suggest to you is that - you agree with me that there was the one call at 5.59 
from Susan Miller to your mobile phone requesting some amphetamines from you. You agree 
that that call was made, don't you?---I believe so, yes. 

What I want to suggest to you is that there was no further telephone call made and what 
happened was that Susie Miller and Ant Tapley simply turned up unannounced at your property 
at 12 Jade Street in Maddington. That's the position, isn't it?---I really can't remember. I know 
she rang me in the afternoon requesting some amphetamines and she requested some more 
amphetamine later on in the night. I can't really recall whether she made a phone call or whether 
she just turned up there. I'm not sure. 

All right, so you accept, do you, that Susan Miller may have just turned up at the property with 
Anthony David Tapley. Is that right?---Possibly, yes. 

All right, but certainly it was after the call at 7.45 pm that you made to Sid Reid, shortly after 
that, that you turned up at your property at 12 Jade Street. That's the position, isn't it?---I turned 
up there? 
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Yes?---Yes, yes, that's correct. 

When you turned up there, certainly Sid Reid was present at the house?---I believe so, yes. 

Three young ladies, Tara Ducker, Bo Miller and Lisa Firman, were present at the house, weren't 
they?---I'm still not sure that Tara was there. I've sort of got a feeling that she was around at 
Susie Wong's place drunk. 

All right, we will go through those one by one. Bo Miller was certainly at your house at 12 Jade 
Street, Maddington when you turned up on that occasion, wasn't she?---Yes, I believe so, yes. 

Lisa Firman was certainly at your house at 12 Jade Street, Maddington when you came back on 
that occasion?---Yes. 

There was two blokes from the Eastern States who were sitting at a table inside, wasn't there?---
That's correct. 

There was Susie Miller sitting on a chair in the patio area outside the back of the house, wasn't 
there?---Yes. 

Ant Tapley was talking to Susie, leaning up against the back wall of your house at 12 Jade Street, 
Maddington, wasn't he?---That may have been the case, yes. 

What I want to suggest to you is that Tara Ducker was also present on that occasion at 12 Jade 
Street in Maddington. That's the position, isn't it?---I'm not 100 per cent certain about that. 

Would that be an appropriate time, your Honour? 

SCOTT J: Yes, if that's convenient. We will adjourn until 2.15. 

(Luncheon adjournment) 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Before the luncheon adjournment, Mr White, I think you have told us that in a 
phone call from Susan Miller's home phone at 5.59 to your mobile phone, Susan Miller was 
asking you if you could get some amphetamine for her. That's the position, isn't it?---That's 
correct. 

Thank you, and I think you say you later telephoned Mr Reid. The records show there was a call 
at 7.45 pm from your mobile to Mr Reid's mobile. I think you've given evidence before the 
luncheon adjournment that that was the call in which you requested Sid Reid to bring some 
further amphetamine around to Susan Miller. Is that right?---I believe so, yes. 

Because what had happened was that after this call at 5.59 pm from Susan Miller requesting 
amphetamine to your mobile, you weren't at home when that call was received by you, were 
you?---No, I don't think so at that stage, no. 

You went back to the property at Jade Street and you found Susan Miller there at the property, 
didn't you?---Yes, I believe so, yes. 

You gave her some amphetamine, didn't you?---Yes, I believe so, yes. 

Then you left the property at that stage and went elsewhere, didn't you?---What time was this 
again? 

What I'm putting to you, Mr White, and it's Mr Bates if you don't mind, at 5.59 you made or 
Susan Miller made a call from her home phone to your mobile service, wasn't it, requesting some 
amphetamine?---At 5.59? 
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5.59 pm?---I don't think I was home then. 

No. It was a call from her home phone to your mobile service. That's the position, isn't it?---I 
believe so. 

She was requesting amphetamine from you, wasn't she?---Yes.

You said you don't think you were home. That's the position, isn't it?---Yeah, I definitely weren't 
home at that stage. I think I told her I'd be home in an hour or so. 

All right, and as a result of receiving that call, you went to your house at 12 Jade Street in 
Maddington, didn't you?---Yes, eventually; yes. 

Then when you got there, Susan Miller was at your house at 12 Jade Street in Maddington, 
wasn't she?---Yes. 

She was there by herself. She was there on her own at that stage, wasn't she?---Can I look at 
those phone records because you've got me mixed up now? She came in the afternoon. 

Just answer the question?---She came in the afternoon. The first time you went to the property, 
Mr Tapley wasn't with Susan Miller, was he?---No, that's correct. 

What happened was that you had some amphetamine which you gave to Susan Miller, didn't 
you?---Yeah, but - yeah, sorry, yes. That was the first time, yes. 

She left the property, didn't she?---It's just I thought it was earlier; that was all. 

She left the property, didn't she?---Yes. 

Then you left the property as well, didn't you?---Yes, that's correct; yes. 

Thank you, and then what happened after that was that there's a call at 7.45 from yourself to Sid 
Reid. That's the position, isn't it?---I believe so, yes. 

All right, and I think your evidence before lunch was that you called Sid Reid to ask him to bring 
some amphetamine to the house because Susan Miller had called you and asked for some more 
amphetamine. That's the position, isn't it?---I think so, yes. 

At the time you called Sid Reid, you hadn't gone back to the house at that stage, had you?---No. 

What I want to suggest to you is that what in fact happened was that you called Mr Reid and told 
him to go to the property to lock the gates. That's the position, isn't it?---No, that's not correct. 

What I want to suggest to you is from the time that Ms Miller, Susan Miller, made the first call at 
5.59 until you got to the property later that evening, what I want to put to you is this: between 
5.59 pm when Susan Miller called you the first time for amphetamine and when you called Sid 
Reid, there had been no further call from Susan Miller to you, had there?---I can't remember 
when she called me or how often. I just know that on two occasions on that day she came and got 
amphetamines. I'm not certain of the times that she may have come and got them or what time 
she rang me. 

All right, but before lunch I think you have told us that there were two calls from Susan Miller to 
you to get amphetamines?---Yes, but I'm taking your word for that because I haven't seen the 
charts and I can't remember. 

Did you not tell this jury before lunch that there were two calls from Susan Miller to you 
requesting amphetamines?---That's possibly the case, yes. 

You did, didn't you?---Well, I can't remember about the calls. That's all I'm saying to you. I'm not 
certain whether I - what time I received the calls or if they were called or what; you know what I 
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mean? I got one call in the afternoon and I'm not exactly sure how it came about on the second 
occasion. 

All right. So you got one call, you say, in the afternoon and as a result of that you attended at 12 
Jade Street and gave Susan Miller amphetamines. That's the position, isn't it?---That's correct. 

And Ant Tapley wasn't with her on that occasion, was he?---No, he wasn't. 

You hadn't seen Ant Tapley at that particular stage, had you?---Not on that day, no. 

What I'm suggesting to you is that when you made - and Susan Miller left after you gave her the 
amphetamine, didn't you?---Yes, she did on that occasion, yes. 

And you weren't expecting to see her again that day, were you?---No, I don't believe so, no. 

You would say that then at 7.45 you called Reid because Susan Miller wanted more 
amphetamine. That's what your evidence is, isn't it?---From what I can remember, yes. That 
would be the case. 

What I'm suggesting to you is it was only two calls from Susan Miller, one at 5.59 to your 
mobile from her house and there's no further call on that particular day before 7.45 pm when you 
called Sid Reid. Do you understand that?---Well, then perhaps she just drove around to the 
house. I can't remember. It was 14 months ago and I can't remember. 

All right, I accept that. So you say she may have just driven around to the house. Is that right?---
Possibly, yes. 

You have told the ladies and gentlemen of the jury that the purpose of your call to Sid Reid was 
for him to bring some amphetamines around to the house so you could supply Susan Miller but 
might it be possible that your call to Sid Reid had nothing to do with amphetamines and may 
have been about something else?---No. My only calls to Sid Reid on that day were drug related. 

But if Susan Miller's - you have told us she picked up the amphetamines after the first call from 
your house and then left. That's the position, isn't it?---I believe so, yes. 

You weren't expecting to necessarily hear from her again that day, were you?---I don't believe so. 

After you left the property when you had gone there to give her the amphetamines on the first 
occasion until you had rang Sid Reid you hadn't returned to the property, had you?---Not - I 
really - not that I can remember. 

What I'm suggesting to you is that you would have no way of knowing, and did not know, that 
Susan Miller needed any more amphetamines when you made the call to Sid Reid at 7.45 pm on 
that Sunday evening, 19 August 2001?---I can't remember how exactly it come about but I am 
certain that the only phone calls I made with Reid that day were in connection - were drug 
related. 

But what I'm putting to you is that after the first call from Susan Miller and after you went 
around and supplied her you left and you weren't expecting to see her again that day, were 
you?---Possibly not, no. 

What I'm suggesting to you then is that at 7.45 pm between when you supplied Susan Miller and 
you had left you had had no further communication - or there's no telephone calls from Susan 
Miller's home phone to your mobile service, so I'm putting to you he had no further contact with 
her, did you?---I can't - I don't know how it came about; whether it was by phone call or some 
other means. 

What I'm suggesting - - -?---I really can't remember. 
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What I'm suggesting to you is that your assertion that you rang Sid Reid at 7.45 pm to ask him to 
get amphetamines is a lie?---No, it's not a lie. 

What I'm suggesting to you is you would say that those amphetamines were for Susan Miller, 
don't you?---I can't remember that. 

Before lunch did you not tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury that that call was made to Sid 
Reid at 7.45 for Sid Reid to bring amphetamines to the property for Susan Miller. That's what 
you told this jury before lunch, wasn't it, Mr White?---If that's what I said - I may've said that but 
I might've been getting mixed up. I don't know what time the calls were made and I'm not sure 
how it went about but I am certain that my only contact with Reid on that day on both occasions 
was drug related. 

You were certainly certain before lunch that that call at 7.45 to Sid Reid was to get drugs; for 
him to ring around for drugs for Susan Miller. That was your evidence before lunch, wasn't it?---
If I gave that evidence, then I'm mistaken. 

You were mistaken, were you?---Possibly. 

It was a lie, wasn't it?---It's not a lie. I don't lie.

Weren't you suggesting that - weren't you lying to explain to the jury how Sid Reid came to come 
around to your property on this Sunday evening, 19 August 2001?---No, I have no reason to lie. 

What I'm suggesting to you is in fact that when you rang Sid Reid you rang him and requested 
him to bring the key around and to lock up the gates at Jade Street in Maddington?---I can't see 
why - no, that's not correct. 

You heard evidence given by Natasha Moutinho during this trial, didn't you?---Yes, I did. 

She explained that after Sid got home after being out most of the day, or all of the day, he got a 
call and then he said he was going around to your house. You remember her evidence, don't 
you?---Yes, that's correct. 

She said that he left Weston Street and then came back a couple of minutes later and she said that 
she received a call from Sid asking her to meet him out the front with the keys for Gary's gate. 
You remember her giving that evidence, don't you?---I can remember her giving that evidence, 
yes. 

And she explained that she looked for it and couldn't find the key and that Sid was pretty angry 
when she couldn't find the key. Do you remember that?---Yes, I do. 

All right; so what I'm suggesting to you is that when you called Sid Reid, you called him 
requesting him to go to Jade Street to lock the gates?---That's - that's not correct. 

What I'm suggesting to you is having had Ms Moutinho's evidence refreshed and having heard 
that she was speaking to Reid about obtaining keys, it is the position, isn't it, that you requested 
Sid to go around to Jade Street to lock the gates, isn't it?---No, that's not correct. 

Now, it's certainly the position that you did go back to Jade Street for a second occasion after you 
had supplied Susan Miller and then left earlier in the day, isn't it?---I - sorry. Again? 

You went back to Jade Street for another time - after you had supplied Susan Miller with drugs 
for the first time and then left, you went back to Jade Street, didn't you?---You mean the first 
time I supplied the drugs? 
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No, after the first time. After you supplied Susan Miller the first time, you left, and then later you 
returned to Jade Street in the evening of Sunday, 19 August 2001, didn't you?---Yes, that's 
correct, yes. 

When you went back there, Susan Miller was at the property at 12 Jade Street in Maddington, 
wasn't she?---Yeah, that's correct, yes. 

And when you went back there, Sid Reid was also at the property at 12 Jade Street, Maddington, 
wasn't he?---Yes, that's correct. 

When you went back there, you told us before lunch that Bo Miller and Lisa Firman were at the 
property, cooking a roast dinner. That's the position, isn't it?---Yes. 

I want to suggest to you that Tara Ducker was also there with Bo Miller and Lisa Firman cooking 
that roast dinner?---I'm not certain about Tara because I think that's what the argument was 
between me and Susie Wong is I think they'd left Tara around at Carita Street with Gary Mills 
and I think Susie Wong said to me that she was drunk. 

All right, but certainly around this period of time in August 2001 the three girls, Tara Ducker, Bo 
Miller and Lisa Firman - they used to drink large amounts of alcohol on a regular basis, wouldn't 
they?---Yes, they would, yes. 

They used to drink together every night during the week, Monday to Friday, didn't they?---Well - 
well, Lisa Firman worked. They used to drink sometimes through the week but I wouldn't say 
every night; but certainly Friday night and Saturday night, yes. 

And on the weekend, all three of them, Tara Ducker, Bo Miller and Lisa Firman, used to drink 
large amounts of spirits, didn't they?---Yes, that's correct. 

This was on a regular basis every Friday and Saturday night, wasn't it?---Yes, that's correct. 

You have told us that Tara Ducker had asthma at the time and excessive drinking was bad for her 
asthma?---Epilepsy. 

Epilepsy?---Yes, that's right. 

To your knowledge, you were her guardian at the time, weren't you?---That's correct. 

And you were assuming parental responsibility for her at the time, weren't you?---I was. 

You were 48 years of age at the time?---That's correct.

She was a young girl of about 16 years of age. Is that right?---Yes, that's correct. 

And not only was she under the age of 18 but she also had an epileptic problem that disagreed 
with alcohol, didn't she?---That's correct. 

She used to drink copious quantities of alcohol in company with Bo Miller and Lisa Firman on 
weekends, didn't she?---That's correct. 

You were well aware of her doing that, weren't you?---Yes, I was, and that's what we used to 
mainly argue about, but you've got to remember I weren't home all the time either. I work away a 
hell of a lot. 

But you were certainly aware that she was drinking those copious amounts of alcohol - - -?---
Yes, and - - - 

- - - on the weekend, weren't you?---Yes, and we used to argue about it continually. 
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On this particular Sunday, 19 August 2001, she had certainly on your evidence been at the house 
at 12 Jade Street in Maddington drinking alcohol with Bo Miller and Lisa Firman on that day, 
hadn't she?---Yes, I believe so. 

What I want to suggest to you is that when you arrived, Sue Miller was sitting on a chair in the 
patio area outside the back or the house and Ant Tapley was leaning up against the back wall at 
the back of the house talking to Susan Miller. That's the position, isn't it?---I didn't go straight 
into the house. I think I spoke to Rainbow first when I got there. 

All right, but what I - - -?---But they certainly were when I went out the back, they were 
certainly all standing around a fire that was lit out the back. 

What happened was that as soon as you arrived at the property, you went inside the house and 
you told the girls to fuck off, didn't you?---Yes, I did. 

The girls were cooking tea and they were jumping up and down about the food, weren't they?---
They weren't supposed to be there. They were supposed to be moving into a house together. 
Instead, they had been around Susie Wong's place all day consuming alcohol and I was very 
angry about that, that I'd gone to such an effort to set this place up for them and arrange 
everything for them so that they could move into it, and here they are on the grog and smoking 
marijuana with Susie Wong and, yes, I was very angry about that, plus they had trashed my 
house also. 

But every weekend they used to smoke marijuana and drink large amounts of alcohol, didn't 
they?---Yes, but I weren't always there. Quite often I work all weekend. Sometimes I'm away for 
a long time. At that particular time Tara was spending a lot of time at Susie Miller's and, yes, she 
was smoking marijuana and, yes, they were drinking a lot of alcohol but not with my blessing. 
We had many, many arguments about this. 

You knew about it, didn't you?---Yes. Yes, I did know about it. I didn't approve of it though. 

In fact, on this particular day Tara Ducker was drinking alcohol at your house at 12 Jade Street in 
Maddington, wasn't she?---Yes, I believe so, yes, but I weren't home all day. I was out most of 
the day. 

No, but when you were there, you saw her drinking alcohol at 12 - - -?---No, I didn't; no. I 
believe the two times I was there, I believe that Tara Ducker was actually around at Susie 
Miller's place with Gary Mills and she had actually passed out on the couch around there. 

But didn't you tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury before lunch that Tara Ducker - - -?---No, 
I said I - - - 

Just listen to the question. Didn't you tell the ladies and gentlemen of the jury before lunch that 
you saw Tara Ducker at 12 Jade Street on 19 August 2001 drinking alcohol?---I possibly did, sir, 
there some time during the day earlier on when she'd come there to collect some of her goods to 
take around to the house and, yes, they were drinking but it was my belief that they were going 
to move into the house on that day but in fact they didn't. They went around to Susie Wong's 
place and they were consuming alcohol around there. 

But you never did anything about her drinking earlier on that day when you became aware of it, 
did you?---No, she's not - she's my guardian, I guess, but you know, what can you do? She's a 
16-year-old. What do you do? 

Yes, but you never did anything about it earlier in the day, did you?---Well, no, I guess I never 
did but we used to fight a hell of a lot about it and I was very concerned about it but again, you 
know - - - 
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You said you used to get angry with her. Are you a person who gets angry about situations, Mr 
White?---No, not particularly but at that particular time we had several instances in a short spate 
of time where she was having fits very regularly and on one occasion she had a fit and we had to 
call an intensive care ambulance, you know. I mean, I used to chastise her all the time about her 
drinking and that but, you know, at the end of the day I go away working. I can't be there 24 
hours a day and run my own affairs as well. 

But on this particular day you saw her at 12 Jade Street, Maddington drinking and you didn't do 
anything about it?---No, I didn't. 

But what happened is that later on in the day, you certainly agree that you've told the girls to fuck 
off. 

You agree with that, don't you?---Yes, because the state of my house at the time. 

All right, and then they were complaining because they were cooking a roast dinner. They were 
jumping up and down about the roast dinner they were cooking?---I told them to take the roast 
with them and go. 

What you said was, “If you're that worried about it, take the food and fuck off.” That's what you 
said to the girls, didn't you?---I possibly did say that. 

All right, and when you said that, you said that to Boronia Miller and Lisa Firman, the young 
girls who were cooking the roast dinner, didn't you?---I'm not sure who I said it to. 

But certainly the people cooking the roast dinner were Lisa Firman and Boronia Miller, weren't 
they?---It may have been. When I got back to the house, they were all standing around a fire 
outside the house. There was no-one in the kitchen actually and the roast was actually burnt. 

But you certainly said to the girls that were there, “if you're that worried about it, take the food 
and fuck off.” Is that right?---possibly, yes. 

When you saw Susie Wong, you were at the back of the house on the eastern side of the back of 
the house, weren't you?---I'm not sure. 

You said to Susie Wong, “Wong, get over here.” That's what you said to her, didn't you?---I don't 
remember saying that to her, no. 

So if she says you said, “Wong, get over here,” she's got that wrong, has she?---I don't remember 
saying that to her. 

She says that you said that in an angry voice and that you were yelling at her. That's the position, 
isn't it?---I possibly was yelling at her, yes. I was very angry with the state of my house and the 
state that they were all in. 

All right, and she said that you were called over to the other side of the house where she was and 
that you spoke in a loud voice about a foot away from her face so it's the position, isn't it, that 
when you called her, she came over to where you were and you spoke loudly to her face to face 
with her about a foot from your face?---No, I wouldn't. I wouldn't have treated her like that. 

You wouldn't have treated her like that?---I may have yelled at her but I wouldn't have gone into 
her face like that, no way. 

What Susie Miller says is that you were about a foot away from her face yelling at her and that 
you were very angry. That's the position, isn't it?---I was certainly angry about the state of my 
house and what was going on there, but I wouldn't have got into her face like that, no. 
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All right, and Susan Miller said that you said, “What the fuck are you doing bringing him over 
here?” That's what you said, wasn't it?---No, I don't recall saying that. 

So she's got that wrong, has she?---No, I couldn't recall saying that because actually I was glad 
that he was there because I wanted him and Sid Reid to get all their shit off my property. 

Wasn't it the position that you didn't want Ant at your property at all?---No, Ant used to come 
and wash trucks for me and Ant used to come there on not a regular basis but Ant used to pop in 
and see me quite a bit. I had no animosity towards Ant whatsoever. 

What I'm suggesting is that you yelled at Susie Wong when you were about a foot away from her 
face, “What the fuck are you doing bringing him over here”?---No, that's not correct. I was 
yelling at her about the condition the girls were in. 

You would say you absolutely never spoke to her about Ant at all?---Sorry? 

You would say you never spoke to Susie Wong about Ant at all?---Not that night, no; certainly 
not. 

It was the situation that certainly Susie Wong left the house, didn't she?---Yes, I believe so. 

When she left she had - let me suggest to you that Boronia Miller, Lisa Firman and Tara Ducker 
left with her?---Once again, Lisa Firman and Bo I agree with but I am not certain at that stage 
whether Tara was actually at the house then. 

So you would say certainly Lisa Firman and Bo Miller left with Susie Wong?---Yes. 

That's the position, isn't it?---Yes. 

They left because you told them to leave, didn't you?---That's correct, yes. 

Not only did you tell them to leave you were swearing at them to tell them to leave, didn't  
you?---No, not to tell them to leave, no. 

You told them to fuck off, didn't you?---Yes. I told them to go because of what they - the house - 
because of what they done at the house and the state that the girls were in. I mean, they were - I 
had gone to all this effort to get them a house of their own. They were supposed to be moving in 
and here they are around her place smoking dope and drinking alcohol, you know, and I was very 
angry about that, yes. 

You told them to fuck off, didn't you?---Possibly, yes.

You did, didn't you?---Possibly. 

You did, didn't you?---How many times have I got to tell you that? I said possibly. 

If Tara Ducker was around at Susie Wong's house you were sending Susan Miller and Lisa 
Firman and Boronia Miller around to where you believe Tara Ducker was, weren't you?---I'm not 
100 per cent sure but I believe at that time that Tara was at Susie Wong's with Gary Mills passed 
out on the couch there. 

So you believe that Tara was at Susie Wong's house. Is that right?---Yes. 

And you were sending the girls who had been drinking alcohol, Lisa Firman and Bo Miller and 
their mother who had also been drinking alcohol, back around to where you believed Tara was. Is 
that right?---Yes, and I believed that they were going home to their place then in Weston Street. 

What I want to suggest to you is that what in fact happened was that Tara was there with Lisa 
and Bo and you sent them and Susan Miller away from the house?---I'm not sure that's the way it 
was. 
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Anyway, certainly when Susan Miller left with her passengers there was no woman left at the 
property at 12 Jade Street, Maddington, was there?---No. 

What I want to suggest to you is that you wanted to get rid of all the woman from the property at 
12 Jade Street, Maddington, didn't you?---No, that's not correct. 

The people that were left - there was a couple of guys from the Eastern States who were inside 
the house, weren't there?---That's correct. 

They were friends of yours, weren't they?---That's correct. One of them was, yes. 

There was also Sid Reid, wasn't there?---That's correct. 

I put to you earlier and you disagreed with me that Richard Samuels was also there?---That's not 
correct. 

So you would say there's Sid Reid, the two blokes inside the house and the other person who was 
there was Rainbow, wasn't it?---Yeah, Dennis Jardin. Yes, that's correct. 

Rainbow was the fellow who was staying with you at that stage. Is that right?---Yeah, that's 
correct, yes. 

What I want to suggest to you is that you had called Sid Reid around and kicked out the woman 
because you had intended confronting Ant Tapley, hadn't you?---No, that's not correct. 

What I want to suggest to you is that after the women had left you said to Ant, “Where's my 
fucking money”?---That's not correct. Ant didn't owe me any money. 

What I want to suggest to you is that Ant had walked up towards the back of the property and 
you had followed him up to the back of the property and said to him, “Where's my fucking 
money?” That was said, wasn't it?---No, that's not correct. 

And you also said, “I'm going to make a fucking example out of you.” That was said, wasn't 
it?---No, that's not correct. 

In fact I will just put the exact words, “I'm going to make a fucking example of you, cunt.” That 
was said, wasn't it?---That's not correct. 

Previously Ant had owed you $100 from the $500 you had lent Ant and Ramah hadn't he?---And 
Ramah owed me money, yes. 

And you had rung up Ramah and abused Ramah over that money that was owing, hadn't you?---
No, I don't believe so. 

Don't believe so?---No. 

According to Ramah Goodlet's evidence you said, “If that cunt doesn't pay me the $100 I'm 
going to blow his head off”?---That's not correct. 

So Ramah Goodlet has got that wrong, is it?---That's right.

And you have got that right?---That's correct, yes. 

When Susan Miller says that you said, “What the fuck are you doing bringing him over here?” 
she has got that wrong, has she?---Yes, she has. 

When Sid Reid says you followed Ant up towards the backyard saying, “Where's my fucking 
money. I'm going to make a fucking example out of you, cunt” he has got that wrong as well, has 
he?---Definitely, yes. 
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When Sid Reid says that Ant turned around and faced you and you abused him and demanded 
money from him and you pulled a 38 stub-nosed revolver out from the back of your jeans and 
shot Ant in the left shoulder, Reid has got that wrong as well, has he?---Yes, he has. 

Certainly by that stage - or certainly there was a time when all the women had left the property 
and there was only men present at the property, wasn't there?---That's correct. 

Dennis Jardin, or Rainbow, he was the person who was staying at your house at this particular 
time, wasn't he?---That's correct. 

He was a friend of yours at the time, wasn't he?---That's correct. 

I think Rainbow was staying at your house rent free, wasn't he?---Yes, he was. 

So he was someone who you had given a roof over - the relationship was such that you had 
provided him with a roof over his head, hadn't you?---No. Rainbow's got his own house. He 
lived - he lives in the hills and he had several jobs on down in Perth and he used my place at that 
particular time for a few months just as convenience so that he didn't have to cart all his 
bricklaying gear from - - - 

But you were certainly - - -?--- - - - in Perth all the way back up to the hills. 

You were certainly giving him a roof over his head rent free, weren't you?---Yes, yes, definitely. 

And he was a friend of yours at the time, wasn't he?---Yes, definitely. 

Sid Reid was a very good friend of yours at the time, wasn't he?---Yes. 

Sid Reid was someone - you were involved in drug dealing together, weren't you?---That's 
correct. 

And after Sid had come down from Kalgoorlie and started living at Weston Street, he was buying 
drugs off you, wasn't he?---No, he was not. 

You were supplying drugs to him to sell, weren't you?---No. Sid supplied the drugs. 

What I want to suggest to you is that Sid was selling drugs that you were supplying?---No, that's 
not correct. 

What I want to suggest to you is certainly later on in December of 2001 you reported Sid to Les 
Hoddy because he hadn't been paying for drugs that he had been getting off you. That's the 
position, isn't it?---No, that's not correct. That's not correct. 

Now, it's the position, isn't it, that Sid used to deal in drugs north of the river, didn't he?---That's 
correct. 

You're aware that he had a house at 17 Albourne Way in Balga that he used to go up to and sell 
drugs to a Rhonda Howe who lived there, weren't you?---No. I'm not aware of that. 

You were aware that there was also people by the name of Alan Wishaw and Tony Sarros up 
there who Sid was involved in drug dealing with?---No. 

Now, Sid Reid - certainly you were someone who supplied drugs to various people, weren't 
you?---No - yes; drugs I got off Sid, yes. 

I beg your pardon?---Drugs that I got off Sidney Reid, yes. But when you supplied Susie Miller 
earlier in the day, those were drugs that either you had on you or at Jade Street, Maddington, 
wasn't it?---Yes. They come from Reid, yes. 
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So if Reid says that you were supplying him with drugs which then he would on-sell, he has got 
that wrong, has he?---Yes, he has. 

Now, there was an occasion where Sid Reid raised with you the possibility of him being able to 
get a hand gun off a lady, Rhonda Howe. He certainly raised that with you prior to 19 August 
2001, didn't he?---No, he did not. 

What I want to suggest to you is that he said that he could possibly get a hand gun off Rhonda 
Howe and asked if you were interested and you said you were interesting in purchasing a hand 
gun for someone else?---No, that's not correct. 

So Sid has got all that wrong, has he?---Yes, he has. 

What happened was that certainly there was a Saturday night, 18 August, the day prior to this, 
where at 8.31 pm the phone records show that Sid Reid telephoned you and you went around to 
his place. That's the position, isn't it? 

SCOTT J: The telephone records won't show who went to whose place, Mr Bates. 

BATES, MR: No. 

The telephone records show that on Saturday night, 18 August 2001, at 8.31, Sid Reid 
telephoned you - - - 

CANNON, MR: (indistinct) shows a call from one phone to another. 

BATES, MR: That's right. 

It shows a call from Sid Reid's mobile to your mobile. That's the position, isn't it?---I don't recall 
that phone call. 

But certainly on the Saturday night you went around to Sid Reid's house in Weston Street, 
Maddington, didn't you?---Possibly, yes. 

You did go around to Sid Reid's house on Saturday, 18 August 2001, didn't you?---I can't 
remember. Possibly I did go there, yes. 

Just see if this jogs your memory: you went around there and Sid Reid and Cliff O'Connor were 
there along with Natasha Moutinho and Cliff O'Connor's wife. That's the position, isn't it?---Yes, 
certainly I did. Certainly I did go there and meet Cliff O'Connor, yes. 

Cliff O'Connor was someone who you had known for several years through the trucking 
industry, didn't you?---No, no. That's not correct. 

Well - - -?---I did know Cliff O'Connor. I probably in the whole time I've known him over a 
possible period of about 4 or 5 years met him on possibly six occasions. 

But certainly Cliff O'Connor knew you through the trucking industry, didn't he?---Yes. 

And you knew him through the trucking industry?---Yes. 

What I want to suggest to you is that you gave Reid $2000 for him to purchase this hand gun that 
you were interested in getting for a mate and he was going to get it off Rhonda Howe?---No, 
that's not correct. 

It's the position, isn't it, that you and Cliff O'Connor - Sid left on his own and then you and Cliff 
O'Connor went down to the pub?---No. Sid left and Cliff came round to Jade Street with me. 

All right, but you certainly left - you went around there in your white LTD, didn't you?---Yes, 
that's correct. 
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And you and Cliff left together. That's the position, isn't it?---Sorry? 

You and Cliff left Sid Reid's house in Weston Street?---And we went to Jade Street. 

I suggest to you that you went to the pub?---Yes. Later on we did, yes. 

You were together for about an hour. Is that right?---Possibly an hour, yes. 

Then you dropped Cliff O'Connor back at Weston Street in Maddington. That's the position, isn't 
it?---That's correct, yes. 

What I want to suggest is that round at Sid Reid's house you borrowed $500 off Cliff which you 
later repaid when you went out down the pub with Cliff O'Connor?---No, that's not true. 

But you certainly knew Cliff O'Connor well enough to go off with him for an hour or so from 
Jade Street to the Maddington Hotel and then back to Weston Street, didn't you?---Like I said 
before I had met Sid for a mutual friend in Menzies in Western Australia when I was doing some 
work up there. I probably met him for a couple of hours both times then and I used to see him on 
the road. We used to talk on the UHF CB and that is about my extent of my relationship with 
Cliff O'Connor, but certainly I knew him and certainly I met him at Sid Reid's but I certainly 
didn't know him enough to ask him to borrow me $500. 

Certainly you knew him enough for him to go around to your place at Jade Street and for you to 
go to the pub with him, didn't you?---Yes, that's right. 

All right. During the Sunday then to your knowledge Sid Reid was up in the northern suburbs 
during that whole day, wasn't he?---Sorry? 

Sid Reid was - you didn't see Sid Reid in person until you saw him at Jade Street on Sunday, 19 
August 2001, did you?---Yes - no, I don't think so, no. 

It was you who contacted him at 7.45 pm on the Sunday evening and spoke to him on your 
mobile. That's the position, isn't it?---I'm not sure. If that's what the records indicate, then yes I 
did but I can't really remember. 

I would ask that the witness can be shown the chart. Have we got that there? 

I will just get you to have a look at that chart, Mr White. Your number at the time was 0408-505-
668. Is that right?---Yes, that's correct. 

Do you see the first entry there there's a call between yourself to Sid Reid at 7.45 pm? Do you 
see that there?---I just have to change my glasses  So where are we looking? 

Just look at the - as you move across the chart from left to right it's the first - - - 

SCOTT J: Have you got the right chart? Have you got 19 August?---Yes, I have, sir. 

BATES, MR: Just the first entry there you see a - - -?---So do I go across from where my name 
is? 

Yes, just go across to where your name is and there's a line going from your phone up to Sid 
Reid's mobile, 1945, 7.45 pm. Is that right? Do you see that there?---1845 hours. 

1945 hours?---Sorry, yes. 

That's a call you made to Sid Reid at 7 45 pm on that particular Sunday evening, 19 August 
2001. That's the position, isn't it?---Yes. I don't remember the call but - - - 
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The next call, 7.51, a call from Sid Reid to Natasha Moutinho and then we have got a call at - the 
next one along then if you go down 2039 hours, 8.39, a call from Susan Miller's home phone 
number to your mobile. Do you see that there?---Yes. 

That was a call that was made from Susan Miller's house to you to see if it was all right for the 
girls to go back over to your property at 12 Jade Street, Maddington, wasn't it?---I don't recall. 

There was certainly a call you received to ask if it was okay for the girls to go back to your house 
at 12 Jade Street, Maddington, wasn't there?---No, I don't recall that call. 

You seem to be able to remember the other calls. You remember that call, don't you, Mr 
White?---No, I don't. 

You have absolutely no memory of that particular call. Is that right?---No. 

You have got no memory, you would say, of any request from any of the girls who get told to 
leave - request from them to be able to go back to your house at 12 Jade Street, Maddington?---
Not that I recall, no. 

Because during the day you have told us there had been quite a big party going on at 12 Jade 
Street, Maddington, hadn't there?---I believe so. In my absence, yes. 

In your absence but it was also going on when you were there as well, wasn't it?---Yes, it was. 

Certainly Susie Wong - after you telling her to leave she certainly came back to your property at 
12 Jade Street, Maddington on that Sunday evening, 19 August 2001, didn't she?---I believe she 
did, yes. 

You know she did, don't you?---Yes. 

Because I think you later saw her in the - with Rainbow in his room in a compromising 
situation?---Yes, correct. 

What happened was that Susie Wong, Tara Ducker, Boronia Miller and Lisa Firman, they came 
back over to your house later on that Sunday evening, 19 August 2001 and the party continued, 
didn't it?---No, it did not. 

Certainly. Susie Wong came back over to your house, didn't she?---Yes, but I don't know what 
time that was. 

All right, and you had certainly told her to leave in very strong language earlier on in the 
evening, hadn't you? 

- - - Yes, I had. 

Are you saying, what, she just popped up there again out of the blue?---Obviously she did after I 
went to bed because she was there in the morning. 

All right, what I want to suggest to you is that there was a phone call from her house to your 
mobile from the girls asking if they could come back over and you said that they could come 
back over?---No, I don't recall that phone call. 

What I want to suggest to you is that by that stage you had shot and killed Anthony Tapley after 
the girls had left?---No, certainly not. 

Then once the coast was clear and Tapley was dead, you were in a position to let the girls come 
back to the house?---No, certainly not. 

I want to suggest that Mr Tapley was shot by you in front of people who you believed you could 
trust?---Certainly not, no. 
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I would ask if the witness could be shown - - - 

SCOTT J: Just before you do that, on that night did the three girls or any of them come back to 
your house?---Not that I'm aware of, your Honour. 

You don't know if any of them came back later or not?---Susie Miller did. 

No, the three younger girls?---No. 

You don't know?---No, I don't think so, your Honour. All right, sorry. 

BATES, MR: All right, thank you, your Honour. 

So if Susie Miller says that she drove the three girls back over to your house - that's Boronia 
Miller, Tara Ducker and Lisa Firman - she's got that wrong, has she?---She certainly didn't come 
back before I went to bed. 

If we could show you exhibit 21, if you could just have a look at that sketch there, if you would 
just hold that up so you can read the word “Shed” as you would normally be able to read it, S-h-
e-d, can you read that word “Shed”?---Sorry?

Can you read that word “Shed” slightly to the right of the plan, towards the bottom of the 
plan?---Yes. 

At the time Sid Reid had a couple of his sea containers in there shown in the top right-hand 
corner of the plan. Is that right?---Yes, that's correct. 

There's some brick paving at the back of the house shown on the plan. Is that right?---Yeah. 

The sketched area?---Yes. 

That's where Susie Wong was with Ant when you came to the property. Is that correct?---That's 
correct. 

You were at the other side, at the back of the house, and you called Susie Wong over to where 
you were, didn't you?---No, I think I spoke to Susie Wong in the kitchen of the house. 

But certainly you spoke to Susie Wong at the house on this particular Sunday evening, 19 August 
2001?---Yes, I did; yes. 

What I want to suggest to you is that you shot Anthony Tapley in the position shown there, “First 
shot”?---No, I did not. 

That Tapley ran around the back of the semitrailer and shed and that you followed him around 
there and fired another three shots at him?---No, I never did. 

That Anthony Tapley climbed up the gates at the front of the property?---No, he never did. 

That whilst he was on top of the gates, you shot him up the arse?---No, that's not correct. 

That he fell over the other side of the gates, you unlocked the gates and went out and shot him at 
point-blank range in the head?---No, that's not correct. 

You would say that all of that just never happened?---That's correct. 

That after you shot him, you moved the body back inside and put it behind that semitrailer as 
shown on the plan just inside those gates?---No, that's not correct. 

What I want to suggest to you is that you did do that and then you said to Reid and Samuels, 
“Youse two better fuck off. It's got nothing to do with the club. You'd better get out of here”?---
No, that's not correct. 

Page - 342 Day 6 – Monday 12 May 2003



Supreme Court of Western Australia The Queen and Gary Ernest White

I want to suggest that Reid then drove off with Ritchie Samuels?---No. 

Then later on, if you go back to the phone chart, there was a call then by you to Sid Reid at 9.20; 
that's 2120. If you go along your line, do you see a call by you on your mobile service to Sid 
Reid's mobile service at 9.20 or 2120?---2120? 

Yes?---Yes. 

That's a call that you made to Sid Reid at that time, didn't you?---It appears so, yes. 

What I want to suggest to you is that you asked or that Sid Reid told you that the deal with the 
guns had fallen through and you asked him to come around and give you your money back 
because you needed to give it back to the bloke who you'd got the money off to buy the guns?---
No, that's not correct. That is possibly the phone call where Sid asked me to ring and give him an 
alibi so he could get out of the house. 

So you say that that's the phone call that Sid rang you to give him an alibi to get out of the house. 
Is that right?---Possibly, possibly. 

Possibly, or is it?---Well, I honestly can't remember. 

So in your words, Mr White, Sid rang you to get you to give him an alibi so that he could get out 
of the house. Is that right?---We'd pre-arranged that. 

You had pre-arranged that?---That wasn't discussed on the telephone. That was before he left the 
premises. 

So this phone call at 9.20 from you to White (sic) has nothing to do with any gun deal?---No, 
definitely not. 

At the time, Sid Reid is a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club?---Sorry. Can you repeat 
that? 

At the time, Sid Reid is a member of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club?---On this day? 

Yes?---Yes. 

And he is prearranging with you for you to ring him to give him an excuse to get away from his - 
- -?---That's correct, yes. It used to be - - - 

Is that what you're saying?---It used to be a common occurrence, yes. 

A common occurrence. I want to suggest to you that that is a lie, Mr White?---No. It's not a lie. 

And that at that time you called him and you discussed the gun deal and he came around because 
you wanted the money back that you had got for the guns?---No, that's not correct. 

Certainly there had been some calls with Mr Samuels, between Mr Samuels and yourself, earlier 
this particular evening, hadn't there?---Yes, that's right. 

If you look at the chart, there's one at 2042, or 8.42, and then another one at 8.54 where Mr 
Samuels has rung you. That's the position, isn't it?---Yes, because during the day I was trying to 
contact Richard to make sure that we had access to his yard in Midland to get the tilt-tray out of 
there next morning because it had to be down at the wharf at Fremantle very early and he was 
possibly - I may have missed his calls during the day or he missed mine and he was possibly 
returning the call to find out what I was after or something. 

All right, but there's certainly two calls there close - a short distance apart, about 12 minutes 
apart: one at 2042 and one at 2054, isn't there?---Yeah. 20? 
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2042 and 2054?---Yes, yes, I see. 

Then if you move on, there's a later one at 20 to 12 where you have rung Mr Samuels, haven't 
you?---Yes, that's correct. 

What I want to suggest to you is that that communication with Mr Samuels was in relation to the 
fact that you had just killed Mr Tapley at your house at Jade Street?---No, that's not correct. 

Now, certainly Sid Reid on this evening - he left the property and he came back to 12 Jade Street 
later in the evening, didn't he?---Yes, that's correct. 

When he came back he asked you if you're all right and if you needed - if you were all right to 
clean up. He asked you that, didn't he?---No. I didn't see him when he come back. He didn't 
come - actually come onto the property when he came back. 

I think you have told us before your account is that Ant Tapley is still alive and he is out in the 
street. Is that right?---That's correct. 

And I think you have told us that you got on well with Ant Tapley. Is that your evidence?---Yes, 
reasonably well, yes. 

And I think you have told us that apart from being a bit upset with him, you would say, because 
he may have had some stolen property on your premises, you got on with him - you had a good 
relationship with him as at that evening?---Yes, that's right, but I wanted it clearly - I was getting 
ready to go away for 3 months in the bush again working and I wanted - I wanted - Sid - Sid had 
several stolen cars on the place. I'd already had a drama with a stolen container there that the 
police had attended and I told them both that I weren't going to be responsible for anything and 
get all the - I wanted everything cleared off before I went away because I was going - - - 

But certainly - - -?---I was going to have Julie move into the house before I went away to look 
after things and I told them, “I want all your stuff off the place; everything.” 

I want to suggest to you that if you had a good relationship with Mr Tapley, that Mr Tapley 
would have waited inside your house and not out on the street?---Yes, because I told him I was 
going to bed. I had to get up early the next morning. I gave him a plastic - one of those plastic 
shopping bags with, I think, two cans of Jim Beam in it, and I said, “Wait for him out the front. 
He won't be long,” and I think I went in. I put the fire out and spent probably an hour and a half, 
maybe 2 hours or more, cleaning the house up, mopping the floors - - - 

There were certainly other people still at the house, wasn't there?---Rainbow, my two friends - or 
my friend and his friend. 

Susie Wong was there as well, wasn't she?---No. She wasn't there at that time, no. 

She had come back to the house, hadn't she?---She did come back, yes, but I don't know what 
time was it. It was definitely after I went to bed. 

But certainly you had people at the house. The two other guys and Rainbow were at the house, 
weren't they?---Certainly, yes. 

What I want to suggest to you is that this is something you have made up about Ant being sent 
out on the street to wait?---No, that's not true. 

I think you have told us before that it took between half an hour to 2 hours to clean up. Is that 
right?---That's correct, yes. 

It took that long to clean up because of the state that the house had been left in. Is that right?---
Yes, that's correct. 
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Looking at the chart, the call from you to Reid was at 9.20 in the evening. That's the position, 
isn't it?---Believe so, according to the chart, yes. 

It was, you would say, to give him an excuse to get out of the house, away from his partner, 
Natasha Moutinho?---Yes. That's what he - - - 

All right?---That's what he'd asked me to do, yes. 

Weston Street where Reid lived is only a couple of minutes away from Jade Street, isn't it?---Yes, 
that's correct. 

What I want to suggest to you is that if you were cleaning up for half an hour to 2 hours, that you 
were still up when Sid Reid came back around?---Yes, I possibly was but he didn't come back on 
the premises. 

What I want to suggest to you is that there was no need to ask Tapley to wait outside (1) because 
he was dead and because (2) if he was alive, you were still cleaning up the house?---No, that's 
not correct. I was - I - I locked the gates and let the dogs off and I went - I was going to go to bed 
but I went back inside and I spent an hour an a half to 2 hours cleaning the house. 

But certainly Rainbow - - -?---That included - I approximately done other things around the yard. 
I don't know, I may've lifted some lifting gear that I had picked up that afternoon and had in the 
boot of my LTD and placed it in one of the trucks. I would've probably done bits and pieces like 
that. 

Rainbow has keys to your gates, doesn't he?---Yes.

Reid also has keys to your gate?---Yes, he does. 

So there's nothing to do with the gates, need to lock up the gates?---Yes.When I lock the dogs out 
of a night I always lock the gates up; before I let the dogs off their chain. 

The fact that the gates are locked wouldn't necessarily mean Tapley had to wait outside because 
Reid had keys and Rainbow had keys as well?---I was just going to bed. We were going to bed, 
that was all, and I locked the gates up and let my dogs off the chain; nothing unusual, as I would 
normally do. 

What I want to suggest to you is that if Tapley was still alive you would have let him wait inside 
the house to be picked up by Reid when Reid came around?---No, that's not necessarily the case, 
no. 

Certainly it's also the position, according to your evidence, that Tapley used to be able to - you 
saw him squeeze through the gates on one occasion, didn't you?---Tapley and many other people, 
yes. 

This is what I want to suggest: this whole idea of Tapley being sent outside and the gates locked 
to wait for Reid, that's just something you have made up, Mr White, isn't it?---No, it's not. 

What I want to suggest to you is that after Tapley was Tapley was shot by you and put behind a 
semitrailer just inside the gates?---No, Tapley wasn't shot by me. 

And that Sid Reid came back around to return the money from the stolen guns and he asked you 
if you were all right to clean up and you said you would do your own dirty work?---No, that's not 
correct. 

This property up at Northam, that was certainly a property that you used to frequent from time to 
time, didn't you?---Yes, that's correct, yes. 
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You were a good friend of Vance Stratton's father and after he died also a good friend of Vance 
Stratton who was a fellow truck driver?---That's correct, yes. 

It's certainly the case that until Trevor Robinson died in January 2001 you used to go up to the 
property with Les Hoddy and visit Trevor Robinson up at the Northam property, didn't you?---
Yes, that's correct. 

Also, basically this was a property where you could go and have the run of, wasn't it?---
Basically, yes. 

There was an old derelict house on the property where Trevor Robinson used to stay, wasn't 
there?---That's correct. 

It was in a very run-down condition, wasn't it?----It was, yes. 

Parts of the roof were coming off and it was a very old dilapidated run-down - - -?---No, that 
roof only - that roof blew off in a storm 12 months after Trevor had passed away. 

It was certainly a very run-down property, wasn't it?---Yes, it was, yes. 

It's the position that certainly Sid Reid has never been to that property in your presence?---Sid 
Reid had been to that property with myself on several occasions. 

It's the position, I would suggest to you, that Sid Reid was never interested in renting a property 
with Natasha Moutinho at Northam, was he?---Yes, he was. 

I suggest to you that Sid Reid had to get out of Kalgoorlie and he was living at Weston Street to 
be near the clubhouse at Lower Park Road in Maddington?---Yes, that is the case, yes. 

I would suggest to you that this is something you have made up to explain the fact that Sid Reid 
may be interested in renting a property at Northam to explain how Sid Reid would know about 
the Northam property?---No. He wasn't actually looking at the Northam property. Because of his 
shipping containers that he had he wanted a place a bit out of Perth and I suggested to him about 
the farm. When I took him up there that night he told me it was too far away from Maddington 
for him. It wouldn't be pliable for him. 

But originally - - -?---At that time he was looking for a property to place his two 20-foot 
containers that I bought down from Kalgoorlie for him. 

Originally those containers were at Weston Street, Maddington, weren't they?---No, after. This is 
after. 

But originally those containers - he had them at 50 Weston Street, Maddington, didn't he?---No. 
He had other containers at Weston Street. No. That's the reason why he wanted a bigger block of 
land, because of the amount of equipment that he had. 

What I want to suggest to you is that these occasions you have put Sid Reid up on the property at 
Northam when he was interested in purchasing the house and also when he was up there with the 
low loader, they are things you have made up in order to explain how Sid Reid would know of 
the presence of this Northam property that you had a connection with, aren't they?---No, that's 
correct. 

It's certainly the position that some time prior to 19 August 2001 you had gone up to the 
Northam property and you had built a bonfire behind the house under the tree, hadn't you?---Yes, 
that's correct. 

If you look at the map it's to your left there, Mr White, you will see a gridded area behind a tree 
at the back of the old derelict house and it's in that area several weeks prior to 19 August 2001 
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that you built a bonfire, isn't it?---Yes. I don't know exactly what time it was but we had built 
several bonfires there over a period of time. We used to take all the kids up there and give them 
sleep-overs from time to time and we had had, in fact, several bonfires on that property and Les 
and myself would take all the motorbikes up and various other pull - drive motorbikes and we 
would take all the kids up and set up tents and that and let them have a sleep-over there on the 
Saturday night and then come home on the Sunday. 

All right, but if I can ask you about a particular bonfire, several weeks prior to 19 August 2001 
you had placed a large pile of logs and timber under the tree at the back of the house at the 
Northam property, hadn't you?---No, that's not correct. Next to that tree there, there was another 
tree exactly the same as it but it had died several years later and all I done with the loader was 
push that tree over and away from that tree there and we put some old furniture - we'd stripped 
the kitchen out of the farmhouse up there, all the old cupboards and benches and stuff and a 
couple of old wardrobes and broken dressing tables and stuff that Trevor had accumulated, and 
that was the extent of the bonfire. 

All right, but certainly several weeks prior to 19 August 2001, a bonfire had been stacked up 
under the tree at the back of the house. That's the position, isn't it?---No, that's not the position. 
There was one tree pushed over at that stage and that was the extent of the bonfire. 

All right, so if Wayne Morgan describes a large pile of logs and timber under the tree at the back 
of the house, he's got that wrong, has he?---There was not a large tree as such but a dead fruit 
tree. I suppose you might call it large, but it was no bigger than the tree next to it and that's it.  
That was it. 

In his words, “A large pile of logs and timber.” You would disagree with that description, would 
you?---Yes. No, the timber would have been all the old furniture. 

Mr Wayne Morgan's words, “A large pile of logs and timber.” Do you agree or disagree with his 
description of the bonfire at the back of the house?---I disagree. I disagree with it, Mr Bates. 

You heard Mr Wayne Morgan's evidence last week and he described yourself and two others at 
this particular Northam property on a Monday morning at 8 am some time in August, after 15 
August. Certainly, Mr Wayne Morgan, you knew him as at August of 2001, didn't you?---Yes, I 
did. 

Mr Wayne Morgan, he and his brother Brian Morgan were in fact leasing this property from 
Vance Stratton?---Yes, that's correct. 

You knew that they were running sheep and also growing some crops on the property, didn't 
you?---Yes, that's correct. 

You have explained that you used to go up there with kids and have bonfires and this sort of 
thing, and from time to time when you were at the Northam property, you would see Wayne 
Morgan and his brother Brian going about farming the property, wouldn't you?---Yes, all the 
time; yes. 

Wayne Morgan was a person who as at August of 2001 was known to you. That's the position, 
isn't it?---That's correct. 

Mr Morgan describes a particular morning, Monday morning, 8 am in August, some time after 
his birthday on 15 August, when you and two others were up at the property. You met Mr 
Morgan up at the property on such an occasion, didn't you?---Yes, but not when he said, not at 
that time. 
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All right, we will deal with the time later but he describes it when he met you up at the property 
there was a fire burning underneath the tree at the back of the house. Would you agree with me 
that there was an occasion where Mr Morgan met you up at the property when you had a fire 
burning under the tree at the back of the house?---Yes, I do. 

All right, and he says that there was a semitrailer truck and a small white truck with two vehicles 
that were parked at the property at the time this fire was burning. Those two vehicles were 
vehicles that you and the two people you were with had brought up there on that occasion, 
weren't they?---Yes, that's correct. 

He said that you came over to where he was - he was driving a ute - said hello and had a bit of a 
chat about the weather. That's the position, isn't it?---Yes, that's correct. 

He said that there was a large loader up at the property as well. That's the position, isn't it?---
That's correct, yes. 

He asked you if you could use the loader to push some dirt around a tank that had been 
undermined. He asked you that on that occasion, didn't he?---Yes, he did; yes. 

He says it was a Monday morning at 8 am, and I would suggest to you that all the observations 
that he's made that you have so far agreed, they were things that occurred between you and he on 
a Monday morning at 8 am?---Yes, possibly. 

All right, and he puts it in August of 2001, after his birthday on 15 August, and the date that he's 
put it is correct, isn't it?---No, that's not correct because it was the day I took the loader up there 
and it was some time in July. 

All right, so when he says August, some time after his birthday on 15 August, he's got that 
wrong, has he?---He has definitely got that wrong and if I had access to my records, I would be 
able to be more precise about that. 

All right, and he also says that prior to coming over, you said to one of the two men who wasn't 
Les, “He doesn't know nothing.” That's what you said to the man who wasn't Les, didn't you?---I 
don't remember saying it. 

But that's what you said, isn't it?---I don't remember saying that. 

Mr Morgan says that prior to coming over and speaking to him you said to one of the other two 
men there, “He doesn't know nothing.” You're not in a position to disagree with that. Is that 
right?---I don't remember him saying that, no. 

He said that later he came back and he saw you and the two others trying to start this industrial 
loader. Is that right?---Yes, that's correct. It'd run out of diesel and I'd taken a drum of diesel up 
there and put into it and we were having difficulty starting it. 

As at that time, whenever it was, you had been a truck driver for many, many years, hadn't 
you?---Yes, that's correct. 

You had been a long-distance truck driver between the Eastern States and Western Australia?---I 
have, yes. 

You have dealt with a lot of breakdowns of trucks in your time as a driver, haven't you?---Many. 
I do most of my own mechanical repairs. 

The problem with this particular industrial loader was a problem with bleeding the valve. Is that 
right?---Yeah, that's right; the injectors. 

All right, so you would say that - - -?---It's - it's - - -
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And this particular loader, had it broken down that day or sometime prior?---No, not that day it 
hadn't broken down. It'd - the loader - we'd already - it was already there, the loader. We'd went 
up to try and get it started but we couldn't. I actually - - - 

Now, as a truck driver, you have had experience in releasing and bleeding valves before, hadn't 
you?---Yes, I have. 

What I want to suggest to you is that you didn't need a mechanic to release and bleed the valve of 
this particular loader, did you?---Yes, we did, yes. It's got - it's different. The motors in those 
tractors are like a stationary motor. It - they're completely - they run on completely different 
system than what just a normal truck does. A normal truck runs out, you fill the - pull the filter 
off, fill the filter up, put it back on and it'll turn over and start itself, but with those loaders, 
because they're a stationary type motor, the whole system has to be bled and I weren't up to 
speed on exactly how to go about it. 

You were certainly experienced with releasing and bleeding valves in trucks, weren't you?---
Trucks, yes. 

Now, this particular day - can we summarise your evidence in this way: that you have agreed that 
you were up there on a Monday morning at 8 o'clock with two other gentlemen and that at that 
time a fire was burning in the area behind a tree - - -?---I don't know - - - 

- - - behind the house on the Northam property?---I don't know that it was a Monday but I 
certainly was up there one morning when Brian Morgan came around and yes, certainly we had a 
fire going. 

All right?---But I don't know that it was a Monday. I don't know what day it was. 

It was Wayne Morgan, not Brian Morgan?---Sorry. Wayne, sorry. 

So you were certainly there one morning when Brian Morgan came around and you had a fire 
going in that area under the tree at the back of the house?---Certainly, yes. 

And that's the area shown. There's a grid there on the plan to the left. Is that right?---Yes, that's 
right, yes. 

Mr Morgan puts that date as being in August 2001, sometime after his birthday on 15 August and 
recalls it was on a Monday morning. You would say that he has got that date wrong, has he?---
He's definitely got that date wrong because I know it was around the time I picked the loader up 
and I definitely know that that was sometime in late July or very early August and I - - - 

And when he says that you said to one of the other two men there prior to coming over and 
speaking to him, “He doesn't know nothing,” he has got that wrong as well, has he?---Yes, he 
has. 

Now, it's the position, isn't it that - and certainly what happened later then, you scraped the fire 
over with the loader and pushed the burnt material into the nearby watercourse, didn't you?---It's 
not a watercourse. It was actually a tip that was dug by Wayne Morgan, and all the household 
rubbish and debris were pushed into that, and I certainly put the fire out by pushing a load of soil 
over the top of the burnt area, yes. 

If you just have a look at the plan there on the left, there's an area over behind site 1 where 
there's a drain type area and that's the area there where you pushed what was left over from the 
fire into that area where there's a bit of a drain and some water?---Yes. It was actually Wayne 
Morgan had it done - dug out with an excavator and they were using it to dump rubbish 

Day 6 – Monday 12 May 2003 Page - 349

Comments, 18/02/09
Mr Bates has just made the same mistake as Gary. No one picks him up on it?



The Queen and Gary Ernest White Supreme Court of Western Australia

themselves in it and all the stuff from there, and it was actually full of water so I just pushed 
everything into there. 

So this particular fire that you had started under the tree at the back of the house, you had pushed 
that fire over and pushed it into that area that's marked, Site 2, on the plan. That's the position, is 
it?---That's correct. 

All right. It's the position, isn't it, Mr White, that you used the loader that you had up at the 
property to push the rubbish left over from the fire over into that hole that had been dug 
nearby?---Actually I - I actually used the loader to cover the - Vance wanted the whole area 
covered back in because there was great mounds of soil there and I spent about an hour in that 
particular spot, filling the whole area back in for Vance. He'd asked me could I do that for him. 

Thank you. Now if I can take you to late morning-lunchtime on Monday, 20 August, on that 
particular morning Sid Reid came around to your property at 12 Jade Street in Maddington, 
didn't he?---I don't recall that. 

What I want to suggest to you is that late morning-lunchtime on Monday, 20 August 2001, Reid 
came around to your house at 12 Jade Street and spoke to you in the kitchen area of the house. 
That's what happened, isn't it?---I don't recall that, no. 

Reid said to you, “If it took you six shots to do that, you want to go and get some target 
practice”?---No, that conversation never took place. 

You said, “Don't worry about that. All six shots hit the target”?---No, that conversation did not 
take place either. 

You said that you had been up to Northam and the barbecue went well?---No, that's not correct. 

You told Sid Reid that the fire had been prepared for some other reason, didn't you?---No, I did 
not. 

A week later you also had another conversation with Sid Reid where you said, “I'll never do it 
like that again. I didn't expect to see what I seen. Next time it will be off the back of a boat.” You 
said that, didn't you?---No, that's not correct; no. 

With the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club, you're aware that they have a code of silence, aren't 
you?---I believe so, yes. 

All right, and you're aware that once criminal activity is committed by members of the Gypsy 
Jokers motorcycle club, it's not spoken about again. You're aware of that, aren't you?---I can't 
comment on any of the Gypsy Jokers' rules and that because I'm not familiar with them. 

But you're certainly aware that they have a code of silence, aren't you?---I believe so. 

There was an occasion after 19 August 2001 where you were at 96 Weston Street, Maddington 
with Boronia and Sue Miller when the fact was raised that the missing persons bureau were 
asking questions and that was discussed between Boronia, Sue Miller and yourself at 96 Weston 
Street, Maddington, wasn't it?---I believe I did have a conversation with her. 

All right, and Ramah Goodlet has given evidence that Sue Miller said to you, “The missing 
persons bureau has rung us and asked us if we know anything about Anthony Tapley,” and Sue 
Miller said to you, “What do you want us to say”?---No, she didn't say that to me at all. 

All right, so Ramah Goodlet's got that wrong, has she?---Definitely. 

Ramah Goodlet says that you then said, “I don't know what you're talking about. I never met the 
bloke”?---No, that's not correct. 
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So Ramah Goodlet's got that wrong, has she?---Yes, she has.

Did Sue Miller also tell you on another occasion that David Tapley had rang Gary Mills and said 
that he was going to report Ant as a missing person and she said to you at your house or you said 
to her at your house at Jade Street you didn't know nothing about it and that you didn't really 
know Ant very well?---No. 

That was said by you, wasn't it?---Well, I never said that.

So Sue Miller's got that wrong, has she?---It would be silly for me to say to Sue Miller I didn't 
know Ant Tapley very well because she knows full well I did. 

It's certainly the position, Mr White, that Ant Tapley, Anthony David Tapley known as Ant was 
certainly at your house on the evening of 19 August 2001, wasn't he?---Yes, he was; yes. 

Your house at that stage was at 12 Jade Street in Maddington?---It was, yes. 

You've heard some evidence in this trial that his last social security payment was a deposit into 
his account on 14 August and also on 14 August he withdrew some money, leaving some 19 
cents in his bank account. You've heard that evidence, haven't you?---I believe so, yes. 

All right, and you've heard that in November 2001 his father reported him missing to the police. 
You've heard that evidence, haven't you?---I heard that, yes. 

You've heard Mr Reid's evidence that Ant climbed over the front of your gate at your property at 
12 Jade Street in Maddington. You've heard that evidence, haven't you?---I have, yes. 

If you look at the plan, you will see that Mr Reid has indicated on the right-hand gate as you look 
from inside your property out to the road - it's the left-hand gate if you're looking from the road 
inside the property - “one shot here” and pointing to a position on that gate which is the 
westernmost gate. You've heard that evidence and seen the sketch that Mr Reid has drawn, 
haven't you?---I have it here. 

You've remembered the evidence that Mr Reid gave, that Mr Tapley was on top of the gate and 
you shot Mr Tapley up the arse. You remember Sid Reid giving that evidence, don't you?---Yes, I 
do. 

Then he fell on the other side of the gate and you unlocked the gate and shot him in the head. 
You remember Mr Reid giving that evidence, don't you?---Yes, I do. 

Just this morning you've heard some evidence from the forensic biologist, Mr Turbett, that there 
was a stain on the crossbar of that particular gate, the westernmost gate, underneath the centre 
bar of that particular gate. You've heard that evidence, haven't you?---I did, yes. 

I wonder, Madam Clerk of Arraigns, if you have got the photo-board for that Jade Street 
property. If that could be shown to Mr White, Mr Usher. 

Just hold that up, Mr White. Just have a look at that. If you could just turn that around so the 
ladies and gentlemen of the jury can see it. The gate is upside down on that bottom photograph in 
the middle there but do you see Mr Turbett pointing to a stain there in approximately the middle 
of that particular gate?---Here? 

In the middle at the bottom?---Yes. 

Do you remember also his evidence that to the left, because the gate is upside down, but to the 
left of it, if it was up the other way it would be to the right, the top strand of barbed wire to the 
right of where that stain is in that middle bar - there's a piece of clothing caught up in the barb of 
the barbed wire. Do you remember hearing that evidence this morning?---Yes. 
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What I want to suggest - did you also hear Mr Turbett's evidence that that stain produced a 
partial match with Tapley's DNA?---Yes, I did. 

And there's a one in 60 chance of someone unrelated to Mr Tapley having such a match that Mr 
Turbett got when he examined that stain at the gate. You heard that evidence, didn't you?---I 
heard that, yeah. 

What I want to suggest to you is that that stain on the gate and that piece of clothing, that piece 
of cloth as it appeared on that barb on the barbed wire, that that got there when Mr Tapley was 
climbing over the gate to escape you pursuing him with a 38 snub nose revolver?---No, that's not 
correct. 

So you would say it was just a coincidence that in the place where Mr Reid says that Mr Tapley 
climbed over the gate that there was a partial DNA match with Tapley's DNA and that piece of 
cloth as adhered to the barbed wire there? Is that what you say?---Sorry, I - - - 

It's just a coincidence, is that the position, where Reid says you climbed over, there's the partial 
match of a DNA stain and a piece of cloth adhering to the barbed wire?---I don't know. 

You have heard evidence that 19 bones highly consistent with being from the skull, the vertebrae 
and a long bone were found at that particular site where you admitted burning property under the 
tree at the back of the house at the Northam property?---I heard that evidence, yes. 

Would you say it was just a coincidence that 19 bones being highly consistent with being human 
bones were found in that location where you had had the bonfire at the Northam property?---I 
don't know about that. I don't know about any scientific stuff. 

What happened is those bones - that stain on the gate and the piece of cloth on the barbed wire, 
that got there when Mr Tapley was climbing over the gate after he was running away from you 
after you had shot him before, during and after he had climbed that western-most gate at your 
property at 12 Jade Street, Maddington?---No, that's not correct. 

What happened was that you and two others then took Mr Tapley's body up to the Northam 
property and burnt Mr Tapley on the bonfire that had been prepares several weeks prior to this 
particular day?---No, that's not correct. 

On Monday morning at about 8 am on 20 August 2001 you and two others were at the Northam 
property burning Mr Tapley on the bonfire under the tree at the back of the house at Jade Street, 
Maddington?---No, that's not correct. 

The only reason that 19 bones highly consistent with being human bones were found in that area 
under the tree at the back of the house at the Northam property where the bonfire had been is 
because you burnt Anthony Tapley's body in that location?---No, that's not correct, Mr Bates. 

Mr Anthony Tapley was last seen at your house on 19 August 2001 at Jade Street, 
Maddington?---Sorry? 

You last saw Mr Anthony Tapley at your house - - -?---Yes, at Jade Street, yes. 

- - - at Jade Street, Maddington?---Yes. 

And when you were up at the Northam property you said to the others before you spoke to Mr 
Wayne Morgan, “He doesn't know anything”?---No, that's not correct. 

And that that was said because you were in the process of burning Mr Tapley's body on the 
bonfire at the Northam property and the others were concerned that Mr Wayne Morgan might 
find out about it?---No, that's not correct. 
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Later you used the low loader to scrape the remains of the fire into a hole that had been dug 
previously?---No. 

And that you took away the rest of the - what happened was that you later went back to the 
property and you found some of Tapley's bones still at the property?---No, that's not correct. 

You said to Mr Reid that when you went up there you didn't expect to see what you would find 
and next time you were going to do it off the back of a boat?---No, that's not correct. 

It's the position, isn't it, that those 19 bones were bones that you missed that were left up at the 
property when you burnt Tapley's body at the property?---No, that's not true. 

It's the position, isn't it, that immediately when Ant was last seen at your property at 12 Jade 
Street, Maddington, on the evening of 19 August 2001, you ordered Susie Miller and the other 
girls who were at the property to leave the property?---Yes, because of what - they'd trashed the 
house, yes. 

Have you heard evidence in this court that when Susan Miller was in the car, she was crying and 
she was scared about what was going to happen to Ant? Have you heard that evidence in this 
courtroom?---I've heard that evidence but I don't know that to be the fact. 

And what I would suggest to you - - -?---She came back to the house that night. 

What I would suggest to you is that Mrs Susan Miller was crying because she had some inkling 
of what you were going to do - - - 

SCOTT J: The witness can't answer that. 

BATES, MR: What I would suggest to you is that the women were sent away from the property 
because Ant owed you money?---That is not a true - that's not true. 

And that you were wanting to make an example out of Ant because you don't like people owing 
you money?---That's not correct. 

You have got a dreadful bad temper, Mr White, haven't you?---No, I have not. 

And the people who were left at the property were the two blokes. Those two blokes stayed 
inside, didn't they?---I believe so, yes. 

And the people who were outside were, we would suggest, Rainbow, Samuels and Reid?---No, 
that's not correct. 

That's the position, isn't it?---That's not correct.

You say that Rainbow and Reid were outside. Is that right?---Yes. 

What I want to suggest to you is that you shot and killed Anthony Tapley and then took his body 
to the Northam property where you burnt it?---That's not correct. 

And that you never expected that Sidney John Reid would break the code of silence?---That's not 
correct. 

And that Sidney John Reid has now broken the code of silence and that the evidence that he has 
given in this courtroom is in fact the truth?---No, that's not correct either; far from it. 

And the only reason why there's a stain on the gate that has a partial match with Tapley and the 
bit of cloth on the barbed wire is because you had shot Tapley as he was going over the gate?---
No, I did not. 
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And the only reason that there's bones up at the Northam property highly consistent with human 
bones is because you burnt Mr Tapley's body at that bonfire at Northam and pushed the remains 
into the open drain believing that they would never be found again?---That's not correct. 

And that you never expected Mr Reid to break the bikie code of silence?---That's not correct. 

SCOTT J: Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: Mr White, my learned friend has given you a test of your hearing?---Yes. 

Did you hear him all right?---Yes. 

Were you able to hear all the evidence in this court?---Yes. 

Were you able to hear that Mr Morgan changed his statement the Thursday when this trial was to 
start on Monday?---I did. 

Was this the first time that you knew that Mr Morgan was changing his story, that it wasn't the 
end of the July or early August but was after his birthday on 15 August?---It was. 

Did you hear who had interviewed him at Northam when this change of story was made?---I 
believe it was Mr Bates. 

Did you hear the scientist give evidence as to the importance of that piece of fluff on the barbed 
wire?---Yes, I did. 

Did you hear the scientist say that there is no connection that they can find between Tapley's 
DNA and the human skeletal bones found at the farm at Northam?---I did. 

Did you hear the bone expert indicate that it could be the skull of more than one person?---I did. 

Your hearing is excellent, Mr White?---Thank you. 

How long does it take you, incidentally, to get from the farm back to your property at 12 Jade 
Street?---If I'm in a - if I'm in my ute or a car, approximately an hour and a half, but if I'm in one 
of the trucks, hour and 45 minutes to 2 hours, and then again it depends on the traffic and that. 

If Mr Morgan saw you on the date when you're allegedly burning the body, what were you 
driving on that day?---I believe I was in a prime mover that day. I had picked a trailer up from 
the farm. 

How long would it have taken you to drive back to 12 Jade Street?---Again, depending on the 
traffic, but anywhere between an hour and three quarters and 2 hours in a truck. That's from the 
farm, not from Northam. 

Did you hear Mr Morgan say he saw you at 8 o'clock?---I did, yes. 

Did you hear Mr Morgan say that he later saw you at approximately 11 o'clock?---I did. 

Did you hear Mr Reid say that he saw you back at 12 Jade Street when you were supposed to 
have said all these things to him at 12 o'clock?---I did. 

No further evidence. 

SCOTT J: Yes, very well. Thank you for your assistance. Would you return to your place, 
please. 

(THE WITNESS WITHDREW) 

CANNON, MR: That is the case for the defence, sir.
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SCOTT J: Yes, very well. It's now quarter to 4 so presumably you would prefer to address 
tomorrow. 

CANNON, MR: Yes, sir. We will start the addresses tomorrow morning, I presume, and I don't 
know whether you want to start your address tomorrow or on Wednesday morning. 

SCOTT J: I have no idea how long you will be. 

CANNON, MR: That's something we will just have to work out then tomorrow. 

SCOTT J: We will just have to see how we go but nonetheless the fact of the matter is that after 
you retire to consider your verdicts, you won't be free to separate and the reason I mention that to 
you is that it may be necessary for you to bring in overnight bags just in case you retire for 
longer than the 1 day, so perhaps you should at least bring those in tomorrow if you wouldn't 
mind. We will see how we go tomorrow I think, Mr Cannon. Have you any idea how long you 
would be, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: About an hour and a half, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: An hour and a half. Yes, you had better bring your bags in tomorrow just in case you 
need to remain with us overnight. We will start again at 10 o'clock tomorrow morning if that's the 
case. 

BATES, MR: Your Honour, there's just one matter I wish to raise in the absence of the jury. 

SCOTT J: Perhaps you might be kind enough to leave us and I will see you tomorrow and I will 
sort out whatever the problem is. 

(At 3.46 pm the jury retired)

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Yes, I just wanted to hand up some authorities on the sorts of warnings that need 
to be given in respect of a person such as Mr Reid. The authorities are Robertson, Faure and also 
Pollock in the High Court. 

There's also the recent decision in the High Court of Diaz in relation to failure to call witnesses. I 
will provide a copy to my learned friend and just hand those authorities up to your Honour. 
That's the only matter I wish to raise, sir. 

SCOTT J: Have you seen those authorities, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: I have seen the authorities, sir. 

SCOTT J: Right. 

CANNON, MR: The only matter that did cross my mind is that if Reid was up in Northam 
assisting in the disposal of the body, then you are faced with a situation where you may have to 
give additional warning. 

SCOTT J: I think even if Mr Reid was involved in or suggested that he would help to clean up 
on the day afterwards, that would probably be enough to justify an accomplice warning if 
that's what you are talking about.

CANNON, MR: Certainly, sir. 

SCOTT J: But after the amendment to section 50 of the Evidence Act, it doesn't require a formal 
corroboration warning in the old sense. 

CANNON, MR: That is so, sir. 
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SCOTT J: Yes, all right. Anything else from your point of view, Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: No, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: All right, we will adjourn until 10 o'clock tomorrow. 

AT 3.48 PM THE MATTER WAS ADJOURNED UNTIL TUESDAY, 13 MAY 2003

Page - 356 Day 6 – Monday 12 May 2003



Supreme Court of Western Australia The Queen and Gary Ernest White

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

AT PERTH ON TUESDAY, 13 MAY 2003, AT 10.00 AM

Summing up - Defense

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: If your Honour so pleases. Mr Foreman, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, it is 
now, as defence lawyer, my task to address you on behalf of the accused person. You realise that 
as a defence lawyer I will highlight matters that are in favour of the defence, and my learned 
friend who is for the prosecution will follow me and, of course, he is the person who has to 
establish the prosecution case and the standard of proof is proof beyond a reasonable doubt. 

Now, there is no use you thinking that if you come back and ask questions on matters that 
interest you, that you will be enlightened by either the prosecution or the defence and probably 
by his Honour. What you have heard by way of the prosecution evidence and what you have 
heard from Reid in that evidence, what you have heard from the scientists who have been called 
and what you have heard from the accused himself and the exhibits which you will take to the 
room with you, that is all you are going to hear. 

There may be many other matters that you feel that you would like to have been informed about 
but don't ask any questions in respect of anything that has not been said or produced in this court. 
You may go away at the end of a trial, as many of us do, feeling that we would have liked to 
have known more, but that's the nature of these proceedings. You decide the case on what you 
hear in this court and not what you have read prior to coming to this court, and the only request I 
have, because you have listened attentively to the evidence, is that the accused person is given a 
fair trial. 

You may or may not have read in this morning's paper the report on the proceedings. Papers do 
not report everything. The first thing I want you to realise is that it's not yet a crime in Australia 
to be friends with a man or with others who are members of a motorbike organisation in 
confrontation on occasions with the police. You have all read about bikie confrontations with the 
police. You have seen on your television raids on what are referred to as bikie fortresses. The 
accused person is not a member of any bikie association and the fact that he is continually 
described as an associate of bikies is completely irrelevant. 

You may have read when you were younger the proverb that birds of a feather flock together, but 
that is not what this case is all about. I submit that the prosecution have deliberately tried to 
discredit the accused person because he's a friend of Les Hoddy, a founder and former president 
of a motorcycle group, in obvious conflict with the police, known as the Gypsy Jokers. The 
answer is that there is no such thing in this court of guilt by association. 

The accused person is in the trucking business. The trucking business attracts all sorts of people. 
Some in the trucking business may be members of the various motorcycle groups and in the 
course of his business he obviously comes into contact with these people and unless their 
evidence directly bears on the serious charge of wilful murder, that association is completely 
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irrelevant in this case. The Maddington area, from the little I have heard, obviously contains a 
number of members of the Gypsy Jokers. 

It also contains people who appear to be rather eccentric, and if you look at the alcoholic 
consumption you become quite amazed at their consumption of alcohol. I'm not a person noted 
for radical abstention from alcoholic liquor. When I hear the casks of wine, 4 litres, being taken 
away every now and again and what they drink in the course of a day I start dividing the 4 litres 
by 750 millilitres, one bottle of wine, and I look at the young ladies who apparently wipe 
themselves out every weekend, and come to the conclusion, when it comes to the ingestion of 
alcohol, that I'm a wimp compared with these people. 

Of course, that's their own private business. Whether they ingest drugs, smoke marijuana, drink, 
that's their private business. The only relevant feature of examining their lifestyle - because we're 
not here to sit in judgement on their lifestyle - is to ask ourselves what effect does this ingestion 
have on their capacity to remember and to logically recount many months later what occurred on 
that particular night; namely, 19 August 2001. 

Some of the young ladies can't even remember the weekend and, of course, a lot of the memories 
that have been related in this case some months after they occurred are reconstructed memories. 
You yourself may have difficulty looking at your phone printout; there are obviously more calls 
than you expect and you're asked to reconstruct what was the conversation from your telephone 
records. You will take with you to the witness box (sic) the telephone printouts and remember 
that those printouts have been used to reconstruct memories. 

The relevant time that obviously you're expected to look at is what Mr Reid has put forward as 
the time span in respect of the shooting of Anthony Tapley. I asked him questions and eventually 
we got the answer, “Between 8.00 and 9.00,” and he doesn't have a watch. So when you look at 
the phone records remember that they are reconstructing possible conversations that occurred 
between various parties on 19 August 2001. And if you were told what the story is, you were told 
what Mr Reid's story is, by looking at those phone records, you can say, “Well, that must have 
been the call that I made to so and so about so and so,” and of course you can see the times of the 
calls. 

If you've got better eyesight than I have you can try and read the printout to find out how long 
those calls were, but the one thing that we haven't got is any real agreement between the sender 
and receiver. The stories that you have heard in this court are reconstructed from a time point of 
view around records. For example, Susan Miller, whose memory you would not trust in any way, 
she has told you that she was completely off her face on 19 August 2001. She made a call near 6 
pm. The next call was 8.49 - or 8.39 pm, certainly after 8 o'clock. 

She's trying to reconstruct what was the substance of this call. She says at one stage she thought 
that Tara had made a call back to 12 Jade Street to see if the girls could come home. Tara 
unfortunately has no recollection. Saturday must have been too much for her. The other girls also 
apparently drank themselves into oblivion. So you're faced with a reconstruction. This is the 
problem that when you are dealing with people who drink to the extent that some of these 
witnesses drink you are looking at people who see through a prism and that prism results in an 
aberration of their perception. You are not looking at people who see reality with clear eyes. 

So I ask you from the very beginning, and this is not easy to do, I ask you to rid your minds of 
any prejudice because of the accused's association with a man who was with the Jokers and I 
would ask you to put aside any prejudice that you may have in respect of tattoos. Tattoos 
apparently reach across all social divides. I remember seeing a picture of the King of Sweden. 
He was like an art gallery, tattooed all over. Young fellows got tattooed usually when they got 
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drunk and had been sent overseas to a war. We're not prejudiced about those sort of things. At my 
age I get astonished at the young girls who display tattoos. That was never the case when I was 
younger. But that's their choice. I don't want any of you to be prejudiced by tattoos. 

You will note that the accused when he sat in the box was questioned about his dress and 
appearance. He was asked does he look like that when he's a truckie. Well, of course he doesn't 
and of course he doesn't speak using the same words when you're on the trucks, but he has given 
you the respect and his Honour the respect and the whole courthouse the respect of dressing for 
the occasion. 

He dressed for the occasion to show respect and he should be given respect because he has given 
respect to this court by not appearing in his blue singlet and his shorts and his boots so I don't 
want you looking at him and saying, “Well, he dresses differently when he's on the trucks or up 
north. He's deliberately cleaned himself up and dressed himself up to create a false impression.” 

These are the matters that I do want you to look at. The man's social background is not relevant 
in this particular case and his association with bikies is also not relevant, but of course the press 
find the description “an associate of bikies” of great interest to the public and that's why the 
reports continually refer to him as an associate of bikies. 

The fundamental question that you have to decide and the burden of proof is on the prosecution 
and that burden is an extremely high burden, proof beyond reasonable doubt - is whether this 
man is a callous murderer and a liar, and that he is prepared to shoot a man in a brutal manner 
over a debt, supposedly a hundred dollars, which has accrued sometime previous to 19 August 
2001. When you look at the man who gave you respect by dressing up, ask yourselves, “Does he 
fit that description?” 

You will find no complications with the law in this matter. His Honour will tell you what the law 
is because the law in relation to wilful murder is very simple. It's the directions on evidence that 
his Honour has to contend with. 

In this case, right from the very beginning I indicated that we were not pleading provocation or 
self-defence. I announced at the very beginning of the trial that our defence was simple: the 
accused does not know whether Mr Tapley is alive or dead and if he is dead, the accused is not 
the person responsible for his death. They are the two simple questions that confront you once 
you have divorced yourself, as we all have certain prejudices, from this continual description of 
him, “An associate of bikies.” He has been charged with that. 

Now, far be it from me to tell you how you should approach the assessment of the evidence in 
this case. I will endeavour to approach it in the way that I think it should be approached. It's 
entirely up to you, and particularly after you have listened to his Honour's summing up, to 
approach the evidence in the way that you feel fit. 

I suggest the first question we have to ask ourselves: is Anthony Tapley dead? Understand that 
the prosecution have to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that Tapley is dead. 

There are certain matters that the defence do not dispute in any way. It is quite true from the 
evidence that we have heard that Tapley's parents have not heard from him, nor have certain 
associates. Evidence has been called from the social services that Tapley, who apparently has 
been receiving some assistance, has not collected any money since the Albany bank closed down 
his account because he was in debit on the 14th day of August 2001. 

He drew money out in August and obviously he was still alive, and we know that he was alive on 
19 August 2001 because we have never ever indicated that there was any reason to believe that 
he was not alive on that date, and the accused person himself from the witness box has told you 
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that he last saw him on 19 August 2001 when he was leaving 12 Jade Street, Maddington, to 
cross the road, holding in a plastic bag some refreshments and waiting for Mr Reid to take him 
north - “north” in this context not meaning Port Hedland or Karratha, “north” meaning north of 
the river - to do deals in drugs, and we know that the accused, Mr Reid, and a lot of people 
involved in this case deal in drugs or take drugs. 

Now, you also have to ask yourself: what are the possibilities that he is still alive, or what are the 
possibilities that he died after 19 August 2001? 

Where people are ingesting drugs and in ill health there's always the possibility of an overdose. 
People die. Sometimes their bodies are not located for years afterwards. We are always reading 
about people even found in houses having died and not even the neighbours knowing. 

We also know that Australia is a vast country and unfortunately the vigorous activity of the 
missing persons section of the police force did not get much feedback from the Eastern States. 
They sent out all the appropriate letters. They made all the appropriate inquiries but, of course, 
you are as good as the people who reply to your queries in ascertaining the whereabouts of the 
person that you're looking for. 

Of course, your Medicare card is something that can reveal whether or not you are going to a 
doctor but we have also had evidence that when it comes to going to a public hospital, and the 
emergency section of a public hospital, there is no record. We know Mr Tapley was not an 
affluent person with plenty of money and that if he went anywhere in view of his lifestyle it 
would always be to a public hospital, or an emergency section probably attached to a hospital, so 
it's no surprise that there are no records. 

Now, you may reach a decision that he is probably dead; that's a distinct probability, but that's 
not enough. The prosecution have to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that Tapley is dead, and 
that's not an easy task. All of you have probably read about the girl who has recently turned up at 
the trial of the man charged with her murder, and who actually confessed to her murder, after 
being absent from her home for 4 to 5 years. 

Her mother was devastated. She had mourned the loss of the girl, and then after 4 and a half 
years the girl turns up. She is not hiding on some remote island. She is not hiding overseas. She 
has cut herself off from her family for her own personal reasons and she was living not far from 
her mother's home. So the fact that a person is missing and probably something has happened to 
them in the eyes of the relatives and friends does not, I submit, give you the certainty that Tapley 
is in fact dead.

Now, when you are looked or sought for by the missing persons, naturally they want to have a 
profile of the person that they're looking for. There would be no point if you were searching for 
me looking at the sports training centre in Canberra for the next Olympic Games because if you 
got no reply that I wasn't on the field and track squad, you wouldn't be surprised either. 

You have to look for a person in places where he is most likely to be found, and that's what the 
missing persons bureau did. They sent out all the circular letters to get him put on the database 
because Australia is such a vast country with many states, and they sent those out and got no 
reply. They then sought to interview people who knew him up north, Port Hedland and other 
places, and people who knew him in Maddington and, again, they got very sparse information. 

I'm not criticising them for putting out the posters with wrong dates. They have to rely on the 
information that they're given from people whose memories are imperfect. What I do complain 
about is when they are no longer looking for a missing person but they're looking for a person 
that they believe was murdered on 19 August 2001, that interviewing the person they suddenly 

Page - 360 Day 7 – Tuesday 13 May 2003



Supreme Court of Western Australia The Queen and Gary Ernest White

changed their tactics and tried to get the dates on 19 August or as close to 19 August as will suit 
the facts of the case as already decided by the investigating officers. 

Officer Smith at page 94 of the transcript - she gave you a very good summary of what they have 
to do to ascertain a person's whereabouts and she said that where's there's a possibility that 
something serious had happened to him or he is living off the street, they have to get a full 
profile and find out whether he is drug-addicted or what his drinking habits are and things of that 
nature. 

She said she did not make any inquiries among the Aboriginal community and she did not 
contact Queensland to the extent that she approached organisations. 

She put him on the general database and she spoke at page 90, as I particularly asked her, about 
Queensland because, as Mr Tapley said, he talked about Queensland or Mr Tapley senior knew 
something about Queensland, but she said that in respect of Queensland the probability would be 
they would only be found if an officer happens to speak to him and executed a name search. 

So if they saw him walking along the street and he looked shabby and dirty and in need of care 
and protection and the officer went and asked him his name and address, if the officer was 
diligent he would go back to the missing persons' register in Queensland and find out that a 
person by that name was missing, and if the person apprehended has done nothing wrong except 
be shabby, mentally depressed, and he gives the wrong name because he doesn't want to be 
found, the police officer gets nowhere. 

So a search for a missing person is very difficult, and even in respect of his own mother - and I 
refer to her evidence at 48 to 50 of the transcript - she was worried about him, she didn't know 
whether he was in Perth or not, April, May. She knows that they got a call from the hospital in 
June 2001, and like all good mothers rushed to the hospital to see him but he discharged himself. 
These itinerant people on drugs do not like to be confined in hospital. He discharged himself. He 
was in there for some treatment for boils arising out of his lifestyle, and she last saw him, I 
believe, in June 2001 when he was living with a gentleman in Gosnells. 

The father who played a more active part in the search said he was depressed, and I refer to page 
56 of the transcript. Obviously he conveyed the message to his father that he was in trouble. He 
nominated the trouble as stealing money. His father believed he hadn't stolen any money, and the 
father used the words that he “hightailed to Perth". We all know the meaning of “hightail". It 
means getting out of town quickly because something that you fear is going to happen to you. So 
we get a picture from the father of a man on the run. 

Constable Matthews from Walpole, the local district, spoke to Mr Tapley in an effort to ascertain 
what he could do which would assist in the search for the son, and Mr Tapley said he had 
outstanding drug debts, and if you look at page 76 you have evidence from others, and at one 
stage he expressed to somebody that he didn't think he would live to 40. Officer Matthews 
obviously, like a good police officer, expressed interest in going public, but Mr Tapley 
discouraged this. 

He thought it may increase the danger to his son in view of the history of drug debts and things 
like that, and he referred to - if it went to the public they may be opening a can of worms, so 
unfortunately there has been no public display of any posters which would alert the police or any 
organisation interested in the welfare of itinerant people. There has been no public display, and 
you had Mr Gorton and Mr Duda all give their accounts of the search that was being made. 
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The Albany bank doesn't take us much further. They didn't wait to get instructions from Tapley to 
close down the account. They closed it down automatically because he was in debt, not because 
they got any instructions from Tapley himself. 

Ramah Goodlet - page 123 of the transcript: there had been an association between Tapley and 
Ramah Goodlet and apparently he was quite attached to Kane who was the son of Ramah 
Goodlet, but the missing man was not the biological father. She has given evidence that she saw 
Tapley on Wednesday, 18th - 8th - 15 August 2001. 

Ramah Goodlet apparently is doing her best to go straight from drugs and drink. She had severed 
the connection, not because she wasn't fond of Tapley because it's obvious that she was, and not 
because Tapley did not have good qualities, because I have outlined certain difficulties he had. 
I'm not suggesting in any way that Tapley did not have endearing qualities and I have no doubt 
that his mother and father were genuine in their efforts to locate him. 

If you have four children these days, if you don't have some bother with one of them you're 
extremely fortunate. Mothers are much more patient than fathers and Mr Tapley indicated he was 
a little disenchanted with his son - borrowing money, disappearing - he was reflecting the 
reaction of most fathers to a misguided son. You don't want to spoil them but you do get a little 
tired of the fact that they only ring you for money and contact you when they feel like contacting 
you. It doesn't stop you from loving them but it also doesn't stop you from getting exasperated. 

So Ramah Goodlet obviously was still attached to Tapley, who was still attached to her and 
Kane, but she had had enough. He refused to stop injecting. Remember, he was taking cannabis, 
amphetamines, heroin. She realised that the life that they would have together with the child was 
never going to be a normal life if both of them continued on drugs and she indicated to him on 
15 August 2002 that there was no hope of any reconciliation or reunion between them because of 
drugs and the child. She indicated that she knew he was sad about not seeing the child but 
everybody's sake it was better that there be no prospects of any reunion. 

Ramah Goodlet seems to be making every effort to get out of the drug scene. You will remember 
late on she got an SMS message to come to her mother's house where Tapley was and to have a 
few drinks for old time's sake. She got that message I think on the Sunday - it could have been 
the Saturday - but she said she was better off watching a motorbike display. Knowing her 
mother's household, she would be going further into temptation and she was making every effort 
with a new partner to keep away from this sort of situation. 

Another person who the missing persons contacted was - not the missing persons but the police, 
because they contacted Ms O'Brien, at page 145 of the transcript, after they had heard Reid's 
announcement of the murder, and she said that she was also trying to get off drugs; she allowed 
Tapley to come and stay with her but he was bringing drugs and obviously had power tools and 
she felt that she was once more in danger because he was bringing what she describes as gear, 
three times a week. 

The police interviewed her, at page 151, only after it was suspected that Tapley had been 
murdered. At that stage you will remember the missing persons had dropped out because around 
about February 2002, before really it had come to light about the murder, the file on Tapley had 
been sent back to the Karratha police. 

Gary Mills, the partner of Susan Miller, a hard-drinking gentleman, gave evidence that Anthony 
Tapley and Ramah spent $20,000 on drugs in 3 months, which is a lot of money to spend on 
drugs, a lot of money to go into your arm or down your throat - a lot of money. At page 156 he 
describes how his partner Susie Miller, known as Susie Wong, an equally hard-drinking lady - 
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you could see the ravages from where you were sitting when she gave evidence. He tells us at 
page 158 of the transcript that there was a bit of trouble - Ant had pushed Susie over and she had 
hurt herself - and obviously there would be no intent on Tapley's part to hurt Susie Miller, it 
would be another one of their drunken-associated activities. 

Anyway we know that from that date when Susie Miller got pushed over in addition to her drug 
and alcohol problem she had also had an injury to her head and her memory was affected, but 
when the police through the missing persons contacted Gary Mills he didn't tell them the whole 
truth as to his knowledge of Tapley in August of 2001. They all knew that there was a warrant of 
arrest out for him and this is in a group of people where a knock on the door from a policeman is 
not a horse bringing good gifts. 

He thought Ant was in trouble with the police and that explains why nobody really wanted to co-
operate with anything to do with the police or his possible apprehension. Maddington - within a 
couple of kilometres of the Maddington Tavern is an odd area obviously. I don't know why they 
fear the police around there because the police must never be there. They're always driving their 
cars under the influence of drink or drugs and without licences and they have no fear at all. So it 
is understandable, and you can't attribute any real effort by Mills to deceive the police by any 
misinformation. 

Then the other witnesses that were contacted by either the police after the alleged murder or 
before by the missing persons were not much different. Boronia Miller, page 179 of the transcript 
- all she can remember is she saw Ant at Susie's place and she has got no recollection of 19 
August 2001, and when she describes what she drinks over the weekend, I have no doubt that her 
recollection may well be faulty. Lisa Firman, page 183 - this is the murder investigation now - 
they used her birthday, which is relevant, to get her to jog her memory - this is the police 
investigating the murders. They tried to fix on her birthday and work off that to get the dates, and 
she said that she was too drunk to recall 19 August 2001. Tara Ducker, page 194 of the transcript 
- she also was too drunk to remember 19 August 2001. 

So we haven't got much lucid evidence from any of these households as to what occurred at 12 
Jade Street, Maddington, and if you did get any evidence from any of them as to what occurred, 
then it would be extraordinarily suspect. Gary Mills, who I suggest is a substantial drinker, 
having had so much practice - he collapsed on the table at his home on 19 August 2001 and he 
was too drunk to take off with Susie Miller and Tapley to go to 12 Jade Street to continue 
drinking and probably taking drugs. 

Well, if he went under, I suggest that Tapley and Susie Miller weren't far behind him, and in fact 
at one stage she says even before she left the house to go to White's place, she was out of it. 

The rest of the evidence, of course, the prosecution presented related to the authorities dealing 
with various records, who got nowhere, and the difficulty, and I'm not criticising the prosecution 
in respect of this - the witnesses were not called in the sequence that I am addressing you. As I 
said, I'm addressing you now on the fact that, firstly, before you even get to the wilful murder 
charge, you have to be satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that Tapley is dead. Well, neither the 
defence nor the prosecution can call their witnesses in a logical order because witnesses are 
difficult - they have all got appointments somewhere else, and that in many ways accounts for 
how some witnesses were called first and some witnesses were called at a later stage. 

Susie Miller, and her evidence in the transcript is at page 345 - she seems to have seen Tapley on 
Wednesday, 15 August, and she goes through in rather a hazy recollection until she went to the 
gaol to see her son Jarrah on 18 August, and the only reason the gentleman from the gaol was 
called was to try and pinpoint her to 18 August. The fact that she has got her son Jarrah in gaol is 
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of no interest to any of us, but the fact that the prison authorities had a record that she had visited 
there on 18 August 2001 was of some significance because she mightn't have remembered her 
birthday but at least she'd been to the prison on the 18th and this could be used as a pivot to try 
and get her to address her memory as to what had happened on the 19th. 

At page 355 she tells how the three of them, Mills, Tapley and herself, injected. She had the 
syringes at the house. At page 360 she says when all this was going on, she was off her face, but 
at page 360 she went back for more amphetamines - the exact time we don't know. They're trying 
to reconstruct from telephone calls what time she went back at - reconstructing without having 
any real faith in her memory to believe. 

Then she went back for more amphetamines - that's her second trip. It was a bit dark. Before that 
it seemed to be light. Then she was told to go, leave, by an angry White, and she said she drove 
home with the three girls, at page 366, and we go on from there. She has told you that she 
thought Les Hoddy was there but then she has now realised that that must have been a different 
occasion. Her memory could not be relied on in any way whatsoever. 

Mr Bright was then called. Mr Bright is the estate agent in South Hedland and his evidence is at 
page 411 of the transcript. When he was interviewed by missing persons he gave the evidence 
that he was receiving calls from Tapley about his bond and he said these calls were pretty 
persistent up to 21 August 2001. The significance of that evidence is if the crown case is to be 
believed, Tapley is dead on 19 August, and if Bright is still ringing - if Tapley is still ringing 
Bright, it's 2 days after he is supposed to be dead. 

Did he go back to Port Hedland? We don't know. However, once the murder investigation 
commences, the police officers from the murder investigation squad go to South Hedland to see 
him and suddenly the statement is changed. He now gives the time as, “After the middle of 
August, I've never heard from Tapley again.” 

Now, you can see, and I submit to you, there may be grounds for you to believe that the 
investigation and the second statement was to obtain evidence consistent with what Reid was 
saying, that Tapley died on 19 August, and now Mr Bright many months after his first 
recollection when you would expect it to be fresher in his memory changes it to “the middle of 
August,” and of course August has 31 days so you're getting it down to about 15 August. They 
have eliminated Mr Bright as a possible witness who could assist the defence by changing the 
date. 

We then had in respect of whether he was missing or not the evidence of Ms Yates at page 421 of 
the transcript. She describes Tapley: agitated, frightened and scared; mention of being kidnapped 
by black fellows and taken to the bush and somebody had a gun. In her first statement she tells 
them, “Last saw Tapley on 26 August 2001” and this was the last time she had seen him. Of 
course this really didn't help the crown's case because we have got Tapley now alive on 26 
August 2001 but she is asked questions - “When you made your first statement you were 
emotionally upset,” trying to explain. I don't consider that unprejudicial questioning because 
they're now trying to get her to say she was wrong. I don't know whether she is right or wrong. 

Then Mrs Bawden was called - page 435. Her life revolves around the Pannawonica rodeo. At 
page 438 she gets the dates of the rodeo and she is not sure whether it's before or after the 
Pannawonica rodeo. If it's after, of course it means Tapley is alive after 19 August 2001; if it's 
before, it means that he was alive then because we know that he was alive on 19 August. Quite 
frankly, her evidence doesn't take the matter any further except that we have got some sort of 
evidence that he may be alive after 19 August when the police say he was shot. 
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Mrs McKellar - page 453 of the transcript - was a typical woman from the North-West. She saw 
Tapley. She was worried about him. She gave him some money - generous - and obviously from 
the way she presented her evidence, because she remembered drawing money out from the 
automatic teller. That would probably have been 10 August 2001. 

I suggest to you that she is a fairly reliable witness; no drink or drugs involved with her, and a 
generous heart, and not the type of person who wanted to say anything unless it was correct, but 
of course all we can really get from her evidence is that he probably set out to come to Perth, or 
down south, on the 10th day of August 2001. It doesn't help us if he went back to the north after 
the 19th, but she establishes at least when we could expect to see Tapley in Perth. 

So that's the evidence that you've got to look at in respect of the first question that I said you 
must direct your attention to. You have to unanimously come to the decision if you're to proceed 
to the second question, which is the wilful murder of Tapley. If you get past that hurdle, and I 
suggest to you in view of the conflicting evidence and the type of witnesses that we have had to 
contend with, you may have difficulties in getting past that hurdle. 

But the second question now - as I said, it's not a difficult case. The witnesses are difficult. The 
second question is whether on 19 August 2001 White wilfully murdered Tapley at 12 Jade Street, 
Maddington, as alleged in the indictment. If you are satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that 
Reid is telling you the truth, then you've solved both question 1 and 2. If you believe Reid and 
you are satisfied on his evidence beyond a reasonable doubt, that's the end of the matter, because 
his is the only evidence that White killed Tapley. Not one single witness has been before the 
court apart from Reid to verify Reid's story that White brutally murdered Tapley. 

The prosecutor recognised this when he opened. It seems a long time ago but it was only 5 May 
2003. In his opening address to you he said, this: “What happened may have remained a mystery 
forever but for a unique set of events. These events commenced on 15 February 2002 when a 
fellow by the name of Sidney John Reid was arrested and charged with the wilful murder of 
Donald Leslie Hancock and Lou Lewis in a car bombing at Lathlain on 1 September 2001. Reid 
confessed to the murders and agreed to give evidence against another person who was also 
involved. The crown agreed to support Reid getting a reduced sentence for his co-operation. 

Shortly before Reid was due to be sentenced he told investigators that he had been present when 
the accused man Gary White shot a person he only know as Ant several times at the property in 
the industrial area of Maddington where the accused man Gary White lived. Mr Reid also said 
that White had later told him that Ant's body had been burnt on a bonfire at a farming property in 
the northern area. Reid said that he did not know Ant before that shooting and had only seen him 
for the first time on the day of the shooting. 

That's what the uniqueness about this case is. Everything depends on whether you accept Reid as 
a witness of truth. I'm not going to go into the process whereby he had a possible 30 years 
minimum parole period reduced to 15 years and got other advantages because his Honour in his 
direction to you will touch on those matters, but it's not disputed that when he appeared on 27 
March 2002 shortly after his arrest on 14 February 2002, having bypassed the Magistrates Court, 
he came before a Supreme Court judge who told him he was going to reduce his sentence 
because he had signed certain undertakings and instead of getting 25 to 30 years minimum parole 
period he had his sentence reduced to 15 years for the death of Hancock, Lewis - who was in the 
vehicle at the time of the explosion, an innocent victim. 

They only charged him with murder in respect of Lewis and he was given again the mandatory 
life sentence and I think it was 8 years parole but the second thing is academic simply because 
one life sentence - you can't do two life sentences. That's briefly the situation in respect of Reid 
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and you will have explained to you the process and the procedures in respect of inducements for 
persons to have their sentence reduced for informing on others. 

My learned friend spoke about a bikie code of silence. My client was not able to give you about 
that code of silence but obviously the code of silence isn't - a code of silence that says “You can 
confess to your own wrong doings but don't drop in your mates. You're a dog if you do,” and that 
applies even if you're not a bikie. When you go to prison, if you've dropped others in, you're 
regarded as a dog. If you want to plead guilty you plead guilty, take the punishment yourself, but 
not drop in your friends. Nothing really terrible about that code. Not acceptable in the law, of 
course, because you're supposed to tell what you know about crimes. 

Reid was a member of the Gypsy Jokers and I suggest to you that when you've analysed that 
evidence - and I don't intend to repeat it because we explored that at length during the course of 
the trial - Reid, to save his own skin and get a reduction in sentence, was rewarded by the crown 
and got a reduced sentence. He got a few other little perks as well. He told how he got a TV and 
some game, play-game or something, and how they gave him money for cigarettes and snacks 
and, judging by the size of Mr Reid in the screen, he's certainly not starving, so the snacks that 
he's getting must be quite substantial, but that's neither here nor there. 

After being arrested himself and being dealt with by the Supreme Court and getting his reduced 
sentence, he had to pay the piper. He got his reduced sentence so he had to co-operate and then 
after that was the first time that he nominated White in respect of the Tapley murder. He had 
been told that the more people he nominated as having been involved in crime, the better and 
bigger the reduction. You're lucky that none of you was nominated. 

Mr Reid was only interested in saving his own skin but if he didn't do it correctly, then they 
could bring him back and re-sentence him, so he was making sure in his concoction of his story 
that he got as many facts right as possible. The only reason that they got Reid was because they 
had a smart detective called Jock Robertson. Jock Robertson got the psychology right of Reid 
when he spoke to him on or about 13 August 2001 or 14 August, I think it was, because on the 
15th Reid starts singing his heart out. 

When he gets near the end of his song before Superintendent Caporn and they give him the usual 
message “Is this made without inducements?” - he expressed surprise. He thought he was going 
to get off completely. That's why he was singing. Mr Jock Robertson has sold him a good story 
and when the interview had to be adjourned, they got Jock Robertson back. This time he 
discussed apparently with Mr Robertson that he thought he would only get 7 years for two 
murders. Then he realised he had been conned and in fact at page 241 of the transcript which 
relates to his whole procedure, he has this to say: 

All I can sort of feel at the moment is that I've been fucked over. 

If anybody deserves credit, and I don't approve of the methods - we feel satisfaction anyway that 
Mr Reid made a confession and has been punished for the murder of two innocent people and 
exposing others to danger. Maybe the means do justify the end but if there are any medals to be 
handed out, they are to be handed out to Mr Jock Robertson. He was the con man who conned 
Reid because he got his psychology right. He may be big and bearded but he was a selfish man 
who was prepared to do anything to get a reduced sentence. He had been caught. 

Any suggestion that Mr Robert Mazza would have given that video confession to the Gypsy 
Jokers would be laughed at in our profession. Superintendent Caporn took the video out to Reid 
in prison pretending to ask him, “Should I give it to Mr Mazza?” Mr Mazza is the most honest 
and competent lawyer this state has seen and so was his father before him. Reid was being given 
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a little reminder - “Co-operate or this tape finds its way into the hands of the Gypsy Jokers. Your 
only chance of staying alive is to co-operate with us and to be kept away from the Gypsy Jokers 
or any other bikie organisation whilst you're in gaol.” 

Reid was done. If he went back on his confession, he would have been thrown to the wolves. If 
he was going to get the advantage of co-operating, he had to keep churning out stories: the more 
you say, the bigger the reduction. 

I think at page 310 Reid mentioned a conversation - “The more you have to tell, the more you 
get off your sentence.” 

Now, what sort of a man was Reid? He has got a remarkable constitution. Having bombed 
Hancock and Lewis, does he despair? Does he go to the church for consolation? No. It's business 
as usual - out drug dealing. He knows he's going to be a suspect. He goes home and moves his 
jewellery and his two bull pit terriers and the lady he's living with who didn't want to be 
inconvenienced by the police coming with a search warrant. As he said, he went about his 
business. 

I put to Reid at page 311 the question that you're going to have to put to yourself about Reid as a 
person. I said: 

Would you regard yourself as a person who shows indifference to the fate of others?---No. I feel  
remorse for Lewis because he was an innocent victim. 

At page 312: 

Are you an extraordinarily selfish man who only thinks of himself?---If that is your opinion, then  
you are right. 

I put it to him again at page 312: 

When you found yourself charged with the murder of Hancock and Lewis, your only concern was  
reducing your sentence to the minimum parole period permissible for wilful murder?---I suppose  
you could look at it like that, yes. 

I put it to him again: 

You are indifferent to any person you nominated. You didn't care who you nominated as long as  
you got your sentence reduced?---If that is your opinion, yes. 

I pointed out that even in respect of the grievous bodily harm, when his friend Slater injured a 
man he blamed Slater for going over the top. In respect of the bombing he said he was just the 
man who put the bomb under the seat; it was really Slater who had caused all the trouble. 

If you're asked to choose between the two men as to who you will believe, look at White and 
look at Reid. Even the girls who gave evidence said Reid - that White was a kind and considerate 
person, willing to help others. Do you think he's the type of person who would kill for a debt of 
$100? That's the question you'll have to ask. Now, the scientific evidence, which obviously 
everybody hoped would take the matter further, really doesn't take us very far. 

The skeletal remains round at the Northam property: we don't know their age. They could be 
here on that property, on that land since the foundation of Western Australia. You look at the 
bones and you say, “Where are the others? If the fire only burnt these bones and not other bones, 
why have we got some few bones?” A skeleton comprises a number of bones. Ask yourself why 
there should be so few bones. 
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Again, be very competent. Dr Buck says not only cannot she tell you how long the bones are 
there or how old the bones are, she's not even sure whether all the bones are of a single person. 
They could be composite bones of two bodies and she doesn't know whether those bones indicate 
male or female. She was perfectly honest, as you expect our scientists to be perfectly honest. So 
there's no connection between the skeletal bones and Anthony Tapley except Reid's story and my 
learned friend, of course, thinks that that is a coincidence, a hurdle so high that the defence won't 
be able to jump over it. 

Contrast her impartiality with the evidence of Officer Webb. He was the gentleman who told you 
he sprayed luminol, as you would expect him to do, around the grid and around the path that 
Tapley was supposed to have run. He indicated that he found what he was convinced was blood. 
Page 529. Well, what happens when the sand and soil was taken to Dr Turbett? He doesn't find 
blood. How do the crown try to overcome this? They say it couldn't have been washed away. The 
gentleman, the scientific man, looks and he says, “I didn't find it.” It could not be found perhaps 
because it wasn't there. Why look for a theory that it was washed away? 

It was the same way with the ballistics officer; O'Loughlin I think was her name. She couldn't 
find any bullets. She doesn't say, “Well, perhaps it didn't happen.” If you search for something 
and you don't find it, it doesn't automatically by inference mean that it has been removed or 
hidden. There's another theory equally applicable; namely, it wasn't there. And you're left again 
with the only scientific evidence, the finding of a stain which has three out of 10 characteristics 
of Tapley. 

How did the stain get there? Nobody knows. Could it have been put there by Tapley at any stage 
when he visited White? You heard White tell you how often he came. Nobody has said that that 
is untrue. Could it have been put there at that stage? Of course, once more, you are faced with 
the fact that three out of 10 consisted - one in 65 - with Tapley, but bloodstains can remain, or 
those of sort of stains can remain there for years. 

I know “for years” doesn't really apply to this case because White only came into possession of 
12 Jade Street, in the sense that he was staying there, in March, April, May and in June he signed 
the lease, but he has given evidence, and it has not be contradicted in any way, that he was there 
for some months earlier, so probably from February onwards in the year 2001 if Tapley was 
visiting there, working there, squeezing through the gate, doing anything, then of course the stain 
could have got there. 

That doesn't take the matter much further. The sand taken from 12 Jade Street doesn't reveal 
anything. When it was sent even to New South Wales and London none of the evidence came 
back on the basis that it would have amounted to a link that you could not ignore. 

Dr Turbett gave his evidence in this matter and under cross-examination he was asked by me 
certain questions and he told you how he got those figures. I put to him at 

page 557 - no, it was by my learned friend Mr Vandongen: 

It was put to you, Mr Turbett, that saliva contains DNA in effect. Is that the case?---Yes. Cells 
from the mouth are present in the saliva, yes. 

So even if you spat at the gate or sweated at the gate - although you'd have to sweat a fair bit to 
get such a stain - they could still find the DNA, partial DNA, three out of 10, that was found. 
There's no evidence to show that Tapley ever tried to climb that high gate. He was in bad 
physical condition as it was. Do you think he could have run down there with six shots in him 
and climb that gate? 
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Then they looked at a scrap of thread and they wanted to look at that scrap of thread without any 
scientific investigation and put it to Mr White - “Isn't that the thread from Tapley when he 
climbed the gate?” What? He climbed the gate in his shorts because Reid said he was in shorts. If 
Reid's story is correct, he saw the accused person shoot him in the anus or in the backside. He 
would have known whether it was shorts or not but every witness, including the lady who we 
rely on, McKellar, said that Ant never wore shorts. 

Reid has fallen down on a very simple factor. Reid has told you he was wearing shorts. Every 
other witness said he was not wearing shorts. Even the prosecution didn't accept it because they 
started to ask questions about studs and eyelets found on the burnt property. They could have 
come from any clothes but you don't get any studs and eyelets from shorts. 

There is no evidence from Reid, I put it to you, that you can rely on. The purpose of this trial is 
for you to decide whether on all the evidence that you have heard in this case you can bring in a 
verdict because each one of you has individually been sworn in. Each one of you has to bring in 
a verdict that you are satisfied beyond reasonable doubt that White killed Tapley. 

I'm not going to say that you will go away from this case satisfied that you have heard 
everything. There are lots of other things that you would like to have heard; for example, 
Aboriginal burial sites in the Northam area and things like that but what you don't hear you can't 
speculate on, so you have to be, each one of you, satisfied if you're to bring in a verdict of guilty 
that the crown has established their case through Reid because you believe him and you are 
satisfied to that extremely high standard, proof beyond a reasonable doubt. I am much obliged 
for a careful and attentive hearing. 

SCOTT J: Thank you, Mr Cannon. I think we will probably have our morning break now, Mr 
Bates, before I ask you to address.

Summing Up - Prosecution

BATES, MR: Thank you, your Honour. Mr Foreman and ladies and gentlemen of the jury, if the 
accused did not kill Anthony David Tapley then you might think that he has been the victim of a 
series of the most incredible coincidences. You will recall that on 24 March 2002 Sidney John 
Reid told the police that he had witnessed the accused shoot Ant at his house at 12 Jade Street, 
Maddington. He drew the police a sketch which you have seen and told them that the accused 
had shot Ant a total of six times before, during and after Ant had climbed over the right gate as 
you look at the roadway from inside 12 Jade Street. 

The police check it out and, lo and behold, out of all the people in Western Australia there is a 
person who has been reported missing with the nickname Ant. The police conduct a forensic 
examination at 12 Jade Street. By another incredible coincidence they find a stain on the centre 
bar of the gate that Reid said that Tapley had climbed over when he was shot. That stain gives a 
partial match to Tapley's DNA. 

You have heard evidence from Dr Turbett that the chances of someone unrelated to Tapley 
having the same DNA partial profile is approximately one in 60. Gary White later tells Reid that 
he has been up to Northam and the barbecue went well. Out of all the places in Western Australia 
there is a property in Northam that the accused has a connection with and visits from time to 
time, but perhaps the most incredible coincidence of all is that when the police go to the property 
at Northam they find 19 bone fragments which are highly consistent with being bones from an 
adult human being. 

Not only do they find 19 bone fragments which are highly consistent with being from an adult 
human being but by another incredible coincidence the bone fragments had been burnt and 
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subjected to very high temperatures. This had caused the bones to change colour and become 
white and chalky in appearance. It also caused the bones to crack and warp. 

You've heard evidence that the temperature would have had to have been very, very hot to cause 
that colour change and that cracking and warping. Did the accused man have anything to do with 
the fire in the area where the bones were found which caused them to suffer the effects of intense 
heat? 

That's another incredible coincidence because, yes, he did. Wayne Morgan, the farmer, who had 
been leasing the farm from Vance Stratton went to the farm one Monday morning around 8 am to 
check on a pea crop that was growing in a paddock over the road. He ... feels that this was in 
August after his birthday which is on 15 August. Lo and behold, what did Wayne Morgan see but 
a fire. 

Where was that fire burning? It was burning in the exact area of site 1 where the bones were later 
found by the police after Sid Reid had told them that the accused had said that he had been up to 
Northam and that the barbecue had gone well. 

Not only did Wayne Morgan see the fire burning but he also saw three men at the property, one 
of whom he knew and subsequently identified from a police photo-board as being the accused 
man Gary Ernest White. Was the accused man concerned about Wayne Morgan's presence? Well, 
that's another incredible coincidence because, yes, he was. 

Before the accused came over and spoke to Wayne Morgan, the accused said to the bloke other 
than the one who later introduced himself to Wayne Morgan as Les, “He doesn't know anything.” 
Was there something to know? Well, we now know that there was in the light of what was found. 

About a week after the shooting the accused told Sid Reid that he had been up to Northam. He 
said, “I'll never do it like that again. I didn't expect to see what I seen. Next time it'll be off the 
back of a boat,” but by another incredible coincidence something was found, namely, 19 
fragments of bone, some of which fitted together, which were highly consistent with being 
human. You  might think that the 19 fragments of bone were all that was left after the accused 
had removed whatever bones were left after he thought that they had all been disintegrated in the 
fire and did not expect to see what he saw. 

The day after the shooting the accused told Reid that the fire had been prepared for another 
reason. Well, had the fire been prepared in advance? That's another incredible coincidence 
because, yes, it had. Wayne Morgan told you that several weeks before there had been a large 
pile of logs and timber placed in the area of the fire. Then one Monday morning around 8 am in 
August, some time after Wayne Morgan's birthday on 15 August, he saw the fire burning in the 
area where the 19 bone fragments, highly consistent with being those for an adult human being, 
were found after Reid had told the police about the shooting and what the accused had said about 
the barbecue at Northam. 

So not only was there this partial DNA profile that matched Tapley's DNA profile found on the 
stain on the gate that Reid had said that Tapley climbed over, and not only were there 19 heat-
damaged fragments of bone highly consistent with being human, and not animal, found at 
Northam after Reid had told police that the accused had said that he had been up to Northam and 
the barbecue had gone well, but when the police further investigated, what they found was a 
series of even more incredible coincidences. 

Another incredible coincidence was the fact that the accused man did bear some antipathy 
towards Ant on the evening of 19 August 2001. Sid Reid has told you that the accused man 
shouted at Ant in an angry voice, “Where's my fucking money. I'm going to making a fucking 
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example out of you.” We would suggest that this money was some other debt, and we don't have 
any further information as to what that debt related to but it certainly wasn't the $100 debt that 
Ramah Goodlet and Ant owed the accused because that was paid back, as we have heard from 
evidence from Ramah Goodlet. 

When Gary White arrived horne on the evening of 19 August 2001 he called Susie Wong over 
from one side of the back of the house where she was talking to Ant to the other side of the back 
of the house. He said, "Wong, get over here." He spoke in an angry tone. When Susan Miller 
went over to Gary White he started yelling at her right in her face, about a foot away from her 
face. The accused said, "What the fuck are you doing bringing him over here?" 

Susan Miller and Gary White had got on well previously. They had had a sexual relationship and 
once that sexual relationship petered out, they remained friendly and on good terms. They 
socialised with each other. Susie Wong or Susan Miller does not ever remember the accused 
man, talking to her like this before. So not only was Ant at Gary White's house on Sunday, 19 
August 2001 when Gary White was there but Gary White was also very angry with Ant. 

There were a number of people who were present at 12 Jade Street at the time. Did Gary White 
do anything about of the people who were present at 12 Jade Street at the time? Well, he told all 
the women to leave and all the women left. Susan Miller hopped in her car and she and the three 
young girls Tara Ducker, Lisa Firman and Boronia Miller all left. Was anybody worried about 
what might happen to Ant? Well, that's another incredible coincidence. Susan Miller was worried 
about what might happen to Ant. 

In the car Susan Miller said to Boronia that she didn't want to leave Ant there. She said she was 
scared. Boronia said, “We had to leave and go now. We weren't allowed to do anything else.” 
Susan Miller was crying. When they got to Susan Miller's house the four of them sat in the 
lounge room. Susan Miller was still crying. Later when Susan Miller went back to the house did 
she see Ant? Well, that's another incredible coincidence. She did not see Ant when she went back 
to the house and she did not see Ant or hear from him ever again. 

Later when I speak about Mr Reid's evidence you might think that Susan Miller's evidence is a 
touchstone to the truth and provides some support for what Mr Reid had to say. Susan Miller was 
certainly very drunk and on drugs but she was an experienced older woman and a seasoned 
drinker. She was someone who previously had got on very well with White and had a 
relationship with the accused. She was someone who was on friendly terms with the accused. 
You might think that when she gave her evidence she was a person who told the truth as best she 
could remember it and as best as she could. What she said certainly supports what the witness 
Sid Reid said when he gave his evidence. 

You might think that the young girls simply did not want to get involved in this matter and reveal 
what they knew. However, Susie Miller certainly told you, you might think as best she could, 
notwithstanding her use of drugs and alcohol, exactly what happened on this particular day and 
this particular evening. So Susan Miller, a long-time friend of the accused, was ordered off the 
Jade Street property by the accused along with her daughters and her daughters' two friends after 
the accused had reacted angrily and abused Susan Miller for bringing Ant to the property. When 
Susan Miller and her two daughters - and her daughter and her two friends returned to the 
property not only was Ant nowhere to be seen but Susan Miller never saw or heard from Ant 
again. 

What happened after that? Ant's social security payments ceased because he didn't put in a form 
to continue the payments. His bank account was untouched. This occurred after he was last seen 
at the accused's property on 19 August 2001. Ant's parents, Betsy and David Tapley, didn't see or 
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hear from their son again. What happened when Missing Persons started making inquiries of 
Susan Miller after David Tapley had reported his son missing in November 2000? Susan Miller 
goes and tells Gary White. Ramah Goodlet says that Susan Miller said to Gary White, “The 
Missing Persons bureau has rung us and asked us if we know anything about Anthony Tapley.” 
Susan Miller said to Gary White, “What do you want us to say?” The accused said, “I don't know 
what you're talking about. Never met the bloke.” 

On another occasion Susan Miller told Gary White that David Tapley had rung Gary Mills and 
told him that he was going to report Ant as a missing person. The accused said he didn't know 
anything about it and that he didn't know Ant very well anyway. Susan Miller agrees with Gary 
Miller to lie to Missing Persons. Susan Miller tells Missing Persons that Ant was at her place on 
Friday evening, 17 August 2001, and when she woke up on the Saturday, 18 August 2001, Ant 
was gone. 

Missing Persons later got information from Paula Yates and - Paula Bawden, rather, and Pamela 
Yates. Yates told Missing Persons before the murder inquiry commenced that Ant more or less 
left town on 26 August but she wasn't sure of the date. On 27 February 2002 Missing Persons 
sent the file to Karratha for further investigation due to there being this later sighting in Karratha 
on 26 August 2001. But why would Ant go back up to Karratha or Port Hedland after 19 August 
2001? 

You have heard evidence that he copped a flogging from some black fellows up in Port Hedland, 
got out of town, went down to Karratha and, according to Mrs McKellar, got a lift or had 
arranged a lift at the truck stop at Karratha on 10 August 2001. There was also talk of Ant owing 
- or being accused of stealing $70,000 from some people in Port Hedland. So why would Ant go 
back up to Port Hedland or Karratha after 19 August 2001 in light of what he told people had 
occurred up there? 

Later the inquiry turned into a murder investigation. One can understand that when the police are 
investigating a murder as opposed to a missing person that the level of scrutiny is a lot greater. 
Subsequently when people such as Mr Bright and Paula Yates (sic) and Paula Bawden were 
interviewed they were able to explain themselves and their recollections of when they last saw 
Ant. 

Mr Bright is a good example. He said he just has told the missing persons his best recollection, 
but when he was later interviewed in relation to the murder investigation he got all his records 
and he went down to the police station and from those records he told the police when he last 
recollected seeing Ant Tapley. 

It was suggested by my learned friend that they have eliminated Bright as a defence witness 
because they have changed the date. Mr Bright himself told you that it was he who changed the 
date himself after refreshing his memory from his records. Similarly, with Paula Yates and Paula 
Bawden they said - Paula Yates had said originally - more or less left town on 26 August, but she 
wasn't sure of the date. When they were later spoken to and gave evidence they told you they 
couldn't be sure of the date. 

The whole scenario fits in. Ant had problems in Port Hedland, he got out of town quick smart, 
came to Karratha, got a lift at the truck stop on or about 10 August and came down to the 
Maddington area where he knew people and had contacts. Given what he described happened to 
him up north, up north would be the last place he would go to. Once he came down to Perth all 
roads lead to the accused's house at 12 Jade Street in Maddington where he was last seen and 
where he was left by Susan Miller when she was ordered off the property along with all the other 
women, leaving only Sid Reid, the accused, Rainbow and Richard Samuels at the house. 
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The death of Anthony Tapley may have remained a mystery forever but for a fairly unique set of 
events. As you have heard, on 15 February 2002 Sidney John Reid was charged with the wilful 
murders of Don Hancock and Lou Lewis. Reid agreed to give evidence against another person 
involved in the car bombing deaths of Hancock and Lewis at Lathlain on 1 September 2001. He 
also agreed to give evidence against others involved in the Ora Banda bombings of the inn, the 
Hancock residence and a gold battery at Ora Banda. 

On Sunday, 24 March 2002 shortly before Reid was due to be sentenced for the Hancock-Lewis 
bombing, he gave a statement to police and drew the sketch that you have seen during this trial in 
which he described the shooting of Ant by the accused and what the accused had told Reid about 
it after the events. On 26 March 2002 Reid signed undertakings to give evidence in relation to 
the Ora Banda bombings, the Hancock-Lewis car bombing murders and the shooting of Tapley 
by the accused which he had told police about on 24 March 2002, 2 days beforehand. 

Reid acknowledged in his undertaking that if the court reduced the sentence it would otherwise 
have imposed on him because of his undertaking to assist law enforcement authorities and he 
subsequently failed wholly or partly to fulfil the undertaking, then the court could recall the 
sentences and impose the full sentences. Reid's undertaking was to fully, frankly and honestly 
detail his involvement and that of all other persons concerned as set out in his statement dated 24 
March 2002 in relation to this matter and his statement dated 25 March 2002 in relation to the 
Ora Banda bombings and the Hancock-Lewis car bombing deaths. 

When Reid was sentenced on 27 March 2002 his sentence for the Hancock-Lewis murders was 
reduced from life imprisonment with a minimum of 25 years to life imprisonment with a 
minimum of 15 years for the wilful murder of Hancock, and life imprisonment with a minimum 
of 8 years for the murder of Lewis. But Reid knew that the police would investigate what he told 
them on 24 March in the days before and after he was sentenced on 27 March and he knew that 
if he had not been truthful he could be brought back and re-sentenced. 

Reid didn't know when he made the statement what the phone records would show. He didn't 
know that the stain would be found on the gate that he said Tapley climbed over before, during 
and after the accused had shot Tapley. He didn't know that bones would be found at the Northam 
property. He didn't know that the police would find that social security payments had stopped 
because Reid did not put in a form to continue them. He didn't know that the police would find 
that Tapley had not touched his bank account. He didn't know what Susie Wong would say. He 
didn't know what Ramah Goodlet would say. He didn't know what Wayne Morgan, the farmer 
from Northam, would say. 

He didn't know what Wayne Morgan, the farmer from Northam, would say. He didn't know 
whether people would say they saw Tapley alive after 19 August. He didn't know that David 
Tapley had reported his son missing in November 2001. Sidney John Reid only knew what he 
saw at 12 Jade Street on Sunday 19 August 2001 and what the accused had told him the next day 
and also about a week later. Sidney John Reid only knew what was the truth. 

Sure, Sidney John Reid wanted to get a reduced sentence but to get that reduced sentence he had 
to tell the truth or he would report back to court to get the sentence that he would have got but 
for his co-operation. Sidney Reid broke the bikie code of silence. My learned friend said, “Why 
was all this evidence about the accused being an associate of the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle 
gang?” Firstly, it explains how the accused came to know Mr White and their association, and it 
also explains why the accused man would commit such a brutal murder in front of a witness such 
as Sidney John Reid. 
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Quite clearly the accused trusted Mr Reid and did not believe that he would betray him 
by breaking the bikie code of silence. The actual crime that was committed was a cold-blooded 
execution, quite an horrific crime, apparently committed over money and a desire by Mr White 
to make an example of Mr Tapley. 

We know through reading the newspapers and watching the television news that people are 
capable of committing horrific and what may seem to be quite senseless crimes against fellow 
human beings for little or no apparent reason. At the time Sidney John Reid was a person who 
regularly met and spoke to the accused man and a person who was very much in the inner 
sanctum and in the know. 

Sidney John Reid was someone who was present on this particular occasion and after he gave the 
statement he knew that the police would investigate what he had to say. He didn't know what 
they would find but he knew what he had seen and he knew what the accused man had told him. 

You may think that if he was making all this up to get a reduced sentenced, as the defence 
maintains, his story would have come unstuck a long time ago. Not only did his story not come 
unstuck, but the exact opposite has occurred. It has been fortified and strengthened by a strong, 
broad body of evidence from a number of different sources. That evidence has comprised 
scientific evidence, evidence from witnesses as to what they remember about relevant events, 
and also evidence from records such as phone records. 

Scientific evidence and evidence from records is what's known as dumb evidence. Dumb 
evidence is not subject to the human frailties of memory and recollection. 

Dumb evidence is evidence that never changes. 

Comparing what someone says happened with the dumb evidence can be very telling because the 
dumb evidence never changes. Dumb evidence never lies and is always accurate. 

The most telling pieces of dumb evidence in this particular case are the stain on the gate and the 
bones in the area of the fire on the Northam property. Reid said Tapley climbed over the gate at 
Jade Street. Tapley's partial DNA profile matches the stain that was obtained from the gate that 
Reid says Tapley climbed over. 

You might think that the finding of the bones in the area of the fire on the Northam property, 
another piece of dumb evidence, is the smoking gun in this case. It's not every day that you find 
19 fragments of skull, vertebra and long bone, highly consistent with being human, in a fire-
damaged condition, but the significance of the finding of the bones is this: it supports what Reid 
says, namely that after Reid had seen the accused shoot and kill Tapley the accused told him that 
he had been up to Northam and that the barbecue had gone well. 

I mentioned Reid knowing that the police would investigate and knowing that the police would 
in our submission find out if his story was a pack of lies. Perhaps the most telling piece of 
evidence is his statement that White told him he had been up to the property and the barbecue 
went well because when the police went up to the property they found the bones in the area 
where the fire had been. 

Was Reid so lucky that he was able to nominate what my learned friend referred to as an 
Aboriginal burial site when he spoke to the police? The bones were close to the surface and in 
someone's backyard on the Northam property. Don't forget for a moment that the bones were 
found in the precise location of the bonfire. 

The Northam property is quite a big property. Northam is quite a big area in general, but despite 
this, in a very small area next to a tree at the back of the house these bones were found, 
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notwithstanding that they had been subject to intense heat. The finding of the bones at Northam 
and the stain on the gate at Jade Street are the touchstones of the truth in this case. They are the 
dumb evidence. That dumb evidence supports what Reid told the police on 24 March. That dumb 
evidence is evidence that Reid could never have possibly known about when he told the  police 
his story on 24 March unless he had actually witnessed Tapley climbing over the gate after he'd 
been shot or unless the accused actually told him that he'd been to Northam and that the barbecue 
had gone well. 

In this case there are a number of pieces of evidence. They come from different sources and they 
all point in the one direction. In this case you've got the direct evidence of Reid and you've also 
got a number of pieces of circumstantial evidence from other witnesses. Reid was an eyewitness 
to the shooting of Tapley. That's the direct evidence. You've also got all the various pieces of 
circumstantial evidence - the finding of the bones, the finding of the stain on the gate, Susan 
Miller saying that she and the girls had been ordered off the property, Wayne Morgan's evidence 
about the fire on the Northam property, the location of it, the timing of it. So you've got a number 
of pieces of circumstantial evidence as well, and when you put the direct evidence and the 
circumstantial evidence together, that evidence points to only one conclusion, namely, that the 
accused man wilfully murdered Anthony David Tapley. 

Circumstantial evidence is a bit like sticks in a bundle or strands of a piece of cable. If you've got 
one fact as represented by one stick, you can easily break that stick. If you've got a number of 
sticks and you put them all together, they form a bundle and that bundle can't be broken. 
Similarly with strands in a cable, if you have one or two strands, those strands may not be of 
sufficient weight to pull the boat. If you have a number of strands all interlocking and 
interweaving, each one giving support to the other, that may provide the cable with sufficient 
strength to pull the boat. One fact on its own mightn't be terribly significant, just as one strand 
may be insufficient to pull the boat, but when a number of strands are put together, they all 
interlock and each one gives weight and support to the other strands. When you've got a number 
of facts - a number of pieces of circumstantial evidence and the direct evidence of an eyewitness 
in the form of Sidney John Reid - when you put that together, you see a picture emerging and 
that picture which emerges is that the accused man shot Anthony David Tapley and wilfully 
murdered him. 

In this particular case my learned friend said that looking at Susan Miller's evidence was like 
looking through a prism. Well, Susan Miller was only one witness in the case. Was Wayne 
Morgan's evidence like looking through a prism? Was Sid Reid's evidence like looking through a 
prism? Were the bones like looking through a prism? Was the stain on the gate like looking 
through a prism? In this case you've not only got one piece of evidence but a number of pieces of 
evidence which all lend support and weight to each other and to Sidney John Reid's account. 

Sidney John Reid and Susan Miller - Sidney John Reid only knew Susan Miller as Susie Wong. 
Susan Miller was a friend of the accused man, Gary Ernest White. When Sidney John Reid gave 
the police his statement on 24 March 2002, he didn't know what Susan Miller was going to say 
in court when she came and gave evidence, and Susan Miller's account of being ordered off the 
property and the accused being angry with Ant corresponds with what Sidney John Reid says 
about that matter. 

Now, I want to say something about Reid's evidence. His Honour will tell you and give you some 
directions about how you deal with Reid's evidence. His Honour will tell you various things. His 
Honour will tell you the fact that you cannot act on Reid's evidence unless you're satisfied that 
it's the truth and that Mr Reid has received a reduced sentence for co-operating with the 
authorities and giving evidence in this and the other two matters, and it's for that reason that you 
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must scrutinise Reid's evidence very carefully and look for supporting material - material that 
supports his account in this particular matter, and that is precisely what the crown invites you to 
do in this case. The crown invites you to look at all of the evidence because what we say is that it 
supports what Sidney John Reid says in a most compelling manner. 

Reid's evidence, yourself you might think, was very compelling. It had a ring of truth about it. 
Reid told it exactly the way it was. Reid didn't pretend to be somebody he wasn't. He was very 
direct, he was very forthright. 

His account was a very chilling one but it was also a very real account. But for Reid breaking the 
bikie code of silence, what happened to Tapley may well never have seen the light of day. 

Reid's account provides an insight into a sinister world that you may be unfamiliar with, but back 
then Reid was very much a part of that world. Reid has provided you with the inside story and 
you may think that that is very rare in these types of matters. 

Certainly other factors were the catalyst behind Reid's decision but once that decision to co-
operate was made, then in my submission the police investigation has showed that what Reid has 
said about the shooting and what he said - the accused said about it afterwards, that has been 
supported by the police investigation and Reid's evidence has been confirmed in a number of 
important respects. 

Now, my learned friend commented on a number of witnesses who gave evidence in the trial, 
told you all about the missing persons people, Mr and Mrs Tapley, Susan Miller, Ramah Goodlet, 
but who didn't he tell you about? He didn't tell you about Wayne Morgan. You might think that 
Wayne Morgan's evidence was particularly significant in this case. 

My learned friend suggested that Mr Morgan had changed his account after he met with the 
prosecutors the Thursday before the trial commenced. What did Wayne Morgan say about that? 
In cross-examination, Mr Morgan was asked: 

Weren't you told that they were interested in 19 or 20 August?---No. I've never been told that. 

Never been told that?---No. 

My learned friend then asked him: 

So who brought up your birthday as a method of calculation?---I did. 

He also said that that's when he thought it was and that he had given it a lot of thought, trying to 
think when it was. Wayne Morgan identified the accused man from a photo-board. He identified 
the person Rainbow, Dennis Jardin, as the person Les, and he failed to identify Sid Reid from a 
photo-board despite having seen his photo on the front page of the paper when he made this 
identification. 

You might think that Mr Morgan's identification of Mr Reid was incorrect as he only saw Mr 
Reid from a distance and failed to identify him on the photo-board. Also, the phone records show 
that the cell sites where Mr Reid was using his phone were in the Perth area at the relevant time 
on the morning of Monday, 20 August 2001, so when you retire to the jury room I would invite 
you to have a look at those phone records and on that particular morning, Monday, 20 August 
2001, you will see dotted throughout the morning various telephone calls that Mr Reid made and 
those calls have cell sites at times that are relevant during the morning in the Perth area. 

You will remember that the telephone investigation in relation to cell sites was obtained for Mr 
Reid and Mr Samuels, both being members of the Gypsy Jokers, by the police during their 
investigation of the Hancock, Lewis murders, and you also heard the evidence from Mr Elliott 
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that as time goes on, the cell site data drops of the telecommunications records and is lost, so in 
this case you only have cell site information for Mr Reid and Mr Samuels, but that cell site 
information indicates that Reid's phone was certainly being used in the Perth area at relevant 
times dotted throughout that Monday morning, 20 August 2001. 

You might think that Mr Morgan's identification of Sid Reid as being at the property was 
incorrect because he only saw the person from a distance and he failed to identify Sid Reid on a 
photo-board. You saw Sid Reid. He had a beard and long black hair and you have heard in this 
trial my learned friend comment on bikies all looking the same. 

Wayne Morgan knew the accused man previously and he spoke to him on the particular occasion 
so in our submission you can accept his identification of Mr White, the accused, as being present 
on that particular morning up at the property at Northam when the fire was burning in the area of 
site 1 where the bones were found at a time which Mr Morgan estimates or gave evidence was 8 
am on a Monday morning sometime in August after the birthday on 15 August. 

In relation to witnesses, when you sit on a jury you bring to the jury system your collective 
knowledge and experience of life. You have all got different experiences of life, you have got 
different jobs, different occupations, different backgrounds, and it's that collective knowledge 
and wisdom and experience of life that you bring to bear on a matter when you sit in judgement 
on a fellow citizen. Between you, you have got hundreds of years of experience of live and it's 
that experience of life that you bring to bear. 

When you're looking at issues of credibility in relation to witnesses, you're looking at their 
truthfulness. Not only are you looking at their truthfulness, but you're also looking at their 
reliabilities. Those of you who have got children will know that when a child tells you 
something, maybe about a squabble with their brother and sister, they come to you and they tell 
you the story. You listen to what they have got to say and subconsciously you're asking yourself, 
“Well, are they telling me the truth?” You might also be asking yourself, “Have they got it right? 
Are they telling it exactly the way it occurred?” 

It's those sort of judgements you make when you look at witnesses in the witness box. When you 
look at Mr Wayne Morgan, I'd suggest he is a witness who you can accept as a truthful witness. 
I'd also suggest that he's a witness who you could accept as a reliable witness. Wayne Morgan 
was a down-to-earth farmer who came along and told you as best he could what he knew about 
this matter. Wayne Morgan didn't have any interest or association with the matter. Wayne 
Morgan never received a discount off his sentence. Wayne Morgan wasn't someone who was said 
to be intoxicated and on drugs on the night in question. 

Wayne Morgan was someone who just happened to be at that place at that time because he was a 
farmer and a lessee of the Stratton property. He has no axe to grind in this matter. He has no 
interest in the matter, other than his interest as a citizen in coming along and assisting you, the 
ladies and gentlemen of the jury, in a most serious matter. We'd submit that Wayne Morgan's 
evidence can be accepted as truthful, accurate and reliable. 

When the witnesses from up north, as I've indicated, were re-interviewed by the police for this 
investigation, they clarified what they had said earlier as to when they had last seen Ant. In the 
evidence that has been presented in this trial, a clear picture has emerged. Ant had some 
problems up in Port Hedland. It seems that he had received a flogging and was accused of 
stealing money. He hightailed it down to Karratha and met up with some associates who he knew 
there and then on 10 August 2001 he arranged for a lift at the truck stop to come down to Perth. 
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It seems that he was down in Perth shortly after that hanging around the Maddington area before 
going to the accused's house on 19 August 2001 where he was never seen or heard from again. 
My learned friend has questioned the impartiality of the police investigation and also the 
impartiality of the prosecutions. Wayne Morgan certainly put paid to that suggestion when he 
said that it was he who suggested his birthday and that he was never told of any interest in a 
particular date. 

Similarly with the witnesses who came down from Karratha and Port Hedland: Pamela Yates, 
Paula Bawden and Russell Bright. They were all asked whether the police had told them to focus 
on a particular date, namely 19 August 2001, and they all said no. 

In our respectful submission Wayne Morgan's evidence is very telling in this particular case and 
along with Susan Miller's evidence, along with the stain on the gate and the finding of the bones 
in the fire provides great support for Sidney Reid's account in this matter. Wayne Morgan's world 
is a much simpler world, far away from the world of turncoat bikies and a police murder 
investigation 

At the conclusion of yesterday's proceedings my learned friend asked Mr White in re-
examination whether he had heard Mr Morgan say that he had seen him at 8 o'clock. The accused 
said, “I did, yes.” My learned friend then asked, “Did you hear Mr Morgan say that he later saw 
you at approximately 11 o'clock?” The accused said, “I did.” My learned friend then asked, “Did 
you hear Mr Reid say that he saw you back at 12 Jade Street when you were supposed to have 
said these things to him at 12 o'clock?” The accused said, “Yes, I did.” 

Now, his Honour will tell you that what counsel say from the bar table is not evidence. The 
evidence is what the witnesses say from the witness box and the exhibits that are tendered in the 
trial. What Mr Morgan did say at page 480 of the transcript was that after seeing and speaking to 
the accused at 8 am on a Monday morning some time in August after his birthday on 15 August 
at the property when the fire was still burning in the area of site 1 where the bones were later 
found, he said that he came back 1 to 2 hours later when he met the man Les and went over to 
the machinery shed. 1 to 2 hours later after 8 am is 9.00 or 10 am, not approximately 11 o'clock. 

Accordingly there was sufficient time for the accused to get back to Jade Street by late morning, 
sort of pretty close to lunchtime, as Sid Reid said when Reid spoke to White and told him that he 
had been to the Northam property and the barbecue went well. 

Now, I want to say something about the accused man Mr White's account. My learned friend has 
not touched on that to any great extent. You might think that the accused's account in this trial 
simply does not ring true. The accused has been provided with all of the evidence in this 
particular case in advance and you might think that the accused has simply come up with a story 
to explain away all of the evidence in this case; but in our submission the accused's evidence is 
not supported by the phone records. 

Susan Miller says that she rang the accused on his mobile phone from her home at 1 carita Court 
in Maddington to get some amphetamines. The first of only two calls from Susan Miller's home 
phone to the accused's mobile phone was made, according to the telephone records, on Sunday, 
19 August 2001 at 5.59 pm. 

Susan Miller then went to the accused's house at 12 Jade Street and waited for the accused to 
come back to his house. Tara Ducker and her two friends were already at 12 Jade Street when the 
accused arrived and also when Susan Miller arrived. Susan Miller had been drinking at her house 
at Carita Court in Maddington with Ant and her partner Gary Mills. The accused returned back to 
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the property at 12 Jade Street, gave Susan Miller the amphetamine and then Susan Miller went 
back to Carita Court where she, Ant and Gary Mills had the amphetamine. 

Susan Miller says that she and Ant just decided to go to the accused's house at 12 Jade Street to 
see if they could get some more amphetamine. The accused, on the other hand, said in his 
evidence that Susan Miller called and that is why he called Sid Reid at 7.45 to get Sid Reid to 
bring around some amphetamine to 12 Jade Street for Susan Miller. 

However, the phone records show that the next call from Susan Miller's home phone to the 
accused's mobile phone was a call at 8.39 pm when the crown says Tara Ducker rang from Susan 
Miller's house to the accused's mobile to see whether the girls who had been told to leave could 
return to the property.

In our submission, the accused could not explain why he had rung Sid Reid at 7.45 pm. 

Sid Reid told you that the accused had rung him and told him to go around to Jade Street and to 
lock the gates. He said that no-one was allowed to enter or leave. Sid Reid's partner Natasha 
Moutinho said in her evidence that Sid Reid got a call shortly after he returned home on the 
Sunday evening. Sid Reid had reported on bail at the Canning police station at 7.40. The accused 
called him at 7.45. 

Natasha Moutinho says that Reid left the house at Weston Street, Maddington, after getting the 
call from the accused. The accused rang her a few minutes later on his mobile and asked her to 
get his key to his padlock at 12 Jade Street and to meet him outside the front of their house. The 
phone records show a call from Reid to Moutinho's mobile at 7.51 pm. Reid came back to his 
house and looked for the key. He could not find the key but went around to the accused's house 
at Jade Street anyway. 

In our submission, what Natasha Moutinho says fits in with what Reid says, namely, that Gary 
White called Reid to ask him to go around to the property to lock the gates and that he was not to 
let anyone enter or leave. You might think that that was why Reid was looking for the key. 
Moutinho supports the fact that Reid was looking for the key. If all Reid was doing was taking 
amphetamine around there, you might think that he wouldn't need the key. 

Further, the accused's reason for asking Susan Miller and the girls to leave also makes little sense 
and just does not seem to ring true. On the accused's account, he was upset with Susan Miller for 
leading Tara Ducker astray drinking, but on his own evidence Tara Ducker had been drinking 
earlier in the day at Jade Street. 

When he orders Susan Miller and the girls off the property, Tara Ducker is either passed out at 
Carita Court with Gary Mills where she had been drinking, and is sending Susan Miller back 
there to where she is, or alternatively Tara Ducker is at Jade Street and he's sending her away 
with Susan Miller who he accused of being a bad influence on Tara Ducker by permitting her to 
drink a large amount of alcohol. 

You saw and heard Tara Ducker give her evidence. She was very proud and laughed when she 
talked about the copious amounts of alcohol that she and her friends Boronia Miller and Lisa 
Firman would drink on the weekends around this period in August of 2001. You might think the 
accused's account is simply an attempt by him to explain why he ordered Susan Miller off the 
property. You might think that Susan Miller's account that the accused was upset with Ant being 
at 12 Jade Street had a ring of truth about it and that the accused ordered the women off 12 Jade 
Street because he intended to deal with Ant in the manner that he dealt with Ant. 

My learned friend spoke about evidence that Tapley was dead, spoke about a number of 
witnesses, but he missed out Reid's evidence, and Reid's evidence is the most compelling 
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eyewitness evidence and establishes, if you accept it beyond a reasonable doubt, that Tapley is 
dead and that the accused killed him. Reid's evidence does not stand alone. Its supported by a 
number of pieces of evidence, both witnesses telling you of their recollections, and also dumb 
evidence in the form of scientific evidence and documentary evidence in the form of records, 
namely, telephone records. Reid's evidence is supported by Susan Miller, Wayne Morgan, the 
bones at the property and the stain on the gate.

In this trial you have not heard from Rainbow, who is Dennis Jardin, and you have not heard 
from Richard Samuels. Samuels has a nickname Lionel or Ritchie and he's a Gypsy Joker bikie. 
You should not speculate as to what those witnesses would have said. Sid Reid gave evidence 
that he had dropped Richard Samuels off at a house in Warrida Way. When the police obtained 
the phone records they found two calls from Richard Samuels' mobile to Gary White's mobile, 
one at 8.42 and one at 8.54. There were also two calls to Swan Taxis from that particular mobile 
that Samuels was using, one at 8.56 and one at 9.28. 

The police obtained the records from Swan Taxis, and you will see the printout, and they show 
that a booking was made by a person who gave his name as Rick for an immediate pick up. The 
pick-up address was 297 Warrida Way in Maddington, the same street where Reid says that he 
dropped Samuels off at. Samuels' phone records show a call to Swan 

Taxis at 8.56 and a later call at 9.28. The Swan Taxis 

records show that the pick up was at 9.33 and that the passenger was dropped off at Morley at 
9.51. 

The phone records then show that the accused called Richard Samuels at 12.10 pm. The cell site 
for that particular call is shown as unknown but at 10.15 on the evening of Sunday, 19 August 
2001 when Samuels calls Reid, the cell site for Samuels is shown as being in the Morley area 
which is where the taxi dropped the passenger off who had been picked up in warrida Way which 
is where Reid says that he dropped Samuels off after the shooting, so in our submission the 
telephone record supports Reid's evidence about Samuels. 

Ladies and gentlemen, in conclusion the murders of Hancock and Lewis in the car bombing 
attack at Lathlain on 1 September 2001 were horrific crimes. It was a tragic event which no-one 
would have ever thought any good would have come out of, but if that event had not occurred 
and Sid Reid had not come forward and told police about what happened at Jade Street on 19 
August 2001, the fate of Ant, Anthony David Tapley, may never have been known. 

If not for the decision of one man to break the bikie code of silence, give a statement and give 
evidence about this and other related matters, David and Betsy Tapley would have been left 
wondering what had happened to their son Ant and the fate of Ant may well have remained a 
mystery for ever. 

Anthony David Tapley is not around to tell you what happened to him on the night of Sunday, 19 
August 2001 but Sid Reid has told you what happened and all of the surround evidence 
uncovered by the police investigation leads to the undeniable conclusion that what Reid has told 
you about the shooting and what the accused said later about it is the truth. As I told you at the 
conclusion of my opening address at the start of the trial, this was a cold-blooded execution. 
Thank you for listening to me. 

SCOTT J: Gentlemen, I have come in in the absence of the jury because, as I asked the clerk of 
arraigns to tell you, I have a note that indicates that one of the jurors is unwell. I don't know if it 
was shown to you - the medical report - but I do have a medical report to that effect. There are a 
number of ways of dealing with the matter. One is to substitute a reserve juror for that juror and 
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discharge the juror. That is one way of dealing with it. Another is to perhaps allow the juror 
overnight to recover, depending upon what counsel think. 

It's a pity that a juror has gone all this way in the trial and then has to be excused from further 
jury service but it has the difficulty of course that we split the addresses if we do that. That's why 
I came in without the jury present so that I could get the views of counsel. 

Mr Cannon, perhaps if I ask you first, what do you think? 

CANNON, MR: I suppose the jurors should be given an opportunity as they started off. I have 
never had any real feelings about splitting addresses. I know it has been the tradition here but it's 
a luxury that has never been available to me elsewhere. I would have no objection to - - - 

SCOTT J: What would your preference be? We do have reserves I suppose. 

CANNON, MR: I suppose that's what reserves are for. I naturally prefer both addresses to go on 
the same day but at the same time I appreciate that my learned friend doesn't want to have to talk 
to a sick juror and, secondly, I don't know what the prospects are for recovery tomorrow. 

SCOTT J: The report says, and I will just read to you a sentence of it: 

She tells me that the trial is at a stage where she could stand down today but not later. She 
therefore wishes to withdraw from being a juror due to medical illness. 

CANNON, MR: I think if she wants to withdraw due to medical illness, we just proceed today. 
That's what the substitutes are for. 

SCOTT J: With one of the reserves?

CANNON, MR: Yes, sir. 

SCOTT J: What's your view, Mr Bates?

BATES, MR: I agree, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Do you agree with that approach? 

BATES, MR: Yes. 

SCOTT J: Perhaps if I could have the jury back, I will just deal with that problem and then we 
will proceed. 

(At 11.50 am the jury returned) 

SCOTT J: Mr Foreman and ladies and gentlemen, I have received a note which indicates that 
one of your number is not feeling very well. I have had a discussion with counsel and I think the 
best course is if we excuse that juror and replace that juror with the first of the two reserve 
jurors. That's the course which I propose to take. Jurors of course are only numbered but let me 
say to the juror who is 399 thank you very, very much for your assistance in the course of this 
trial. Your help has been greatly appreciated by the community but as you are unwell, I am now 
going to excuse you - if that juror would like to leave and juror number 180 will come into the 
jury box please and replace that juror. Yes, Mr Bates? 

(Mr Bates addressed the jury) 
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Guidance by the Judge

SCOTT J: Thank you, Mr Bates. I will start what I have to say now I think, Mr Foreman and 
ladies and gentlemen, rather than waste the few minutes that we have. We will see how we go. I 
might finish tonight or I might bring you back tomorrow, but we will just see how we progress 
with what I have to say to you. 

The accused man comes before you in relation to an indictment which alleges that on or about 19 
August 2001 at Maddington he wilfully murdered Anthony David Tapley. The first thing you 
would notice about that is the use of the expression “on or about 19 August 2001". The reason 
for that as I understand it is that you don't have a death certificate in this case. You don't have any 
precise evidence, if you accept that Mr Tapley did die on that day, as to when he died. You don't 
know whether it was the 19th or perhaps even some time later and into the 20th. That as I 
understand it is the reason why it's alleged as being on or about 19 August 2001. 

As you know, to that charge the accused has pleaded not guilty. My principal function at this 
stage of the trial is to explain to you the law applicable to this case which will include telling you 
about the necessary elements or ingredients of the crime charged and as to the verdicts open to 
you. What I tell you about the law you are bound to follow because in this court I am the judge 
of the law and you are required to follow my directions on matters of law which is my exclusive 
area of responsibility. 

Your role in the case is different. Your primary responsibility is to determine the facts of the case 
and then to apply the legal rules as I explain them to you and reach a verdict as to whether the 
accused is guilty or not guilty. In carrying our your function of deciding the facts,you're obliged 
to do so on the evidence that has been brought before you in this courtroom, within these, four 
walls, and upon nothing else. 

It's for that reason that I indicated to you earlier in the trial that it's not proper to discuss the facts 
or the evidence with anybody but your fellow jury members. It's for you to try the facts and to try 
the facts on the evidence brought before you in this courtroom and upon nothing else. 

At this stage of the trial you have heard all the evidence that's going to be placed before you and 
you have heard the addressees of counsel, both for the defence and for the crown. You have 
obviously listened carefully to what each counsel has said to you and their submissions are 
matters that you can properly take into account, but please bear in mind that counsel are each 
advocates who necessarily and very properly put arguments to you to support the point of view 
which supports their particular case. 

In making submissions to you, they are not giving evidence but presenting argument which you 
can and should take into account in considering your verdicts, but please bear in mind that it's 
your responsibility to find the facts and therefore co-discharge that responsibility, by all means 
take into account what each counsel has said to you but bear in mind that at the end of the day it  
is your own judgment of the facts which ultimately matters. 

It's equally important for you to realise that during the course of what I'm about to tell you, I will 
be referring to some of the evidence and commenting upon it. 

I will be referring to some of the evidence for you to take into account. I want to make it clear to 
you, however, that I'm not seeking to persuade you to a particular view which you should take of 
the evidence in the case. All I will be doing is pointing out aspects of the evidence for you to 
consider. 
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You will appreciate, I'm sure, that I cannot comment on all of the evidence and I don't propose 
doing so. I will only be pointing out particular aspects of it but it's critical that you take into 
account all of the evidence in the case and that you reach your own conclusions about that 
evidence as to the truth of otherwise of any of the alleged facts and as to the facts of the case 
generally. 

I wouldn't like you to think that I have a particular view about the facts or that I'm commenting 
on facts which bring you to any particular conclusion. All I will be doing is pointing out facts for 
you to take into account in discharging your responsibility in the course of the trial. 

There's one other matter that I want to say to you before we break for lunch and I think it's 
important and it's this: during the course of the trial, you have no doubt been aware of the 
security arrangements around the court. For example, you have been brought here by bus in the 
mornings, I am told, and you have come in through the back of the court. In addition, you have 
been aware of security personal in the courtroom and you have been aware that some of the 
evidence has been taken with the public excluded from the court. 

It's very important for you to understand that there is no evidence to suggest that the accused Mr 
White is a member of any motorcycle gang, although on the evidence you might conclude that he 
has friends who are members. There is no evidence to suggest, however, that he is a member of 
any such organisation. It is very important that you should dismiss from your minds any 
prejudice that may arise either from the security implications of the trial or any connections with 
the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle gang. 

Mr White is entitled to a fair trial and he can only receive a fair trial if you put those matters  
aside and judge the matter totally impartially on the basis of the evidence that has been brought 
before you in this courtroom. For example, I remind you of something said during the course of 
the trial. Mr Reid gave his evidence by video-link, rather than coming in person and giving 
evidence from the witness box. As I said to you, that's simply a convenient and less expensive 
way of dealing with witnesses in some cases. You must not conclude that because the evidence 
was given in that way, there was some threat by the accused or some matter of concern that 
caused his evidence to be presented to you in that form. It is simply a routine method by which 
evidence is taken in certain cases. As you have seen, it applied to another witness as well; that is, 
Ms Moutinho. 

I must warn you in the very strongest possible terms that you should not be prejudiced against 
the accused by reason of any of the matters which I have mentioned and you should simply 
dismiss those matters from your minds when considering the evidence that's brought before you 
in this courtroom. 

Similarly, if you concluded that Mr White was a supplier of amphetamine or something of that 
sort, it's a matter that you need to know in order to explain some of the evidence - for example, 
the connection between the witness Sidney Reid and Mr White or the witness Mrs Miller and Mr 
White. You need to know of that connection. This appears to be one of the reasons for the 
connection and the reasons for going to Mr White's house. 

The accused is not on trial here for supplying amphetamine or anything else of that sort. You 
should not be prejudiced against him because of those references in the evidence to matters of 
that sort. I think that will do us now for lunch, before I turn to other matters. We will break now 
until 2.15. Over lunch you might consider, 
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Mr Foreman, whether you would prefer to go out tonight - I have got another probably an hour 
or an hour and 20 minutes to go - or whether you would prefer to stay in a hotel overnight and I 
will finish off tomorrow. 

(Luncheon adjournment) 

SCOTT J: Mr Foreman, would you like me to finish today?

THE FOREMAN: Yes, your Honour. The consensus of the jury is that we would prefer to start 
our deliberations today. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. Picking up from where I left off, 

Mr Foreman and ladies and gentlemen, there are two critical and fundamental rules which are 
important in every criminal trial. The first relates to the onus of proof and the second relates to 
the standard of proof. 

Firstly as to the onus of proof, in this trial as in all criminal trials the obligation rests upon the 
crown to prove the guilt of the accused. That onus or burden of proof is with the crown from the 
commencement of the trial and it remains with the crown until the end of the case. During your 
deliberations you should continually keep in mind that one of the most fundamental and critical  
aspects of the law in a criminal trial is that the crown bears the onus of proving what it alleges. 

The accused on the other hand does not have to give evidence and has no obligation to prove 
anything in this court. There is a presumption of innocence which means he is innocent until 
proven guilty. If an accused does go into the witness box and does give evidence which raises 
any defence or explanation which would tend to exonerate him, it is still for the crown to 
disprove that defence or explanation. 

As you have seen, where the accused does give evidence he becomes the same as any other 
witness. He gives his evidence on oath and he is cross-examined by the opposing counsel so that 
his evidence becomes the same as the evidence of any other witness. 

In order to discharge the onus of proof which rests upon it, the crown must prove its case beyond 
reasonable doubt. This is the second rule. That means that every fact necessary to be proved to 
sustain the charge brought against the accused must be proved to that standard before you can 
reach a verdict of guilty. If after considering all of the evidence you are left with a reasonable 
doubt as to the elements of the offence that the crown has to prove, then it is your duty to find the 
accused not guilty of that offence. 

Shortly expressed, the position is that if after considering all of the evidence in this case there 
remains in your mind a reasonable doubt as to the guilt of the accused, it is your duty to acquit 
him and return a verdict of not guilty. On the other hand, if having considered all of the evidence 
you are satisfied beyond reasonable doubt of those matters that have to be established to prove 
his guilt, then it is your duty to convict the accused by bringing in a verdict of guilty. 

Whether you have a reasonable doubt is a matter for each of you to consider; that is, each of you 
separately, and it is only if each of you is satisfied beyond reasonable doubt that the accused is 
guilty that you can return a guilty verdict. 

In carrying our your task, it will be necessary for you to look carefully at the evidence which the 
witnesses have given in this case. To do that, you should look carefully at the evidence that each 
witness has placed before you. You may of course accept totally what a witness says or you may 
accept what a witness says about one matter but not about another. You must consider the 
truthfulness of the evidence which the witnesses have given and decide which evidence you 
accept. 
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In looking at a witness's evidence, you should take into account the manner in which that 
evidence was given, the way it was expressed, the witness's attitude and demeanour both when 
giving evidence and being cross-examined and importantly you may look to the consistency of 
evidence given in the witness box with other known facts which you consider have been 
established and with other evidence that you accept. What you are doing is considering the 
truthfulness of the witness and the value to be placed upon the evidence that has been given. 

I'm sure you appreciate that everything personal to a witness is involved in his or her credit - 
such things as the age of the witness, the powers of observation of the witnesses and the capacity 
to make those observations, the witness's power of recollection which is very important in this 
case, the witness's power of expression and the witness's intellectual capacity generally, and I'm 
sure you will appreciate that some people are able to express themselves better in a court of law 
than others, particularly in a public courtroom. 

I'm sure you all recall how you felt when you had to read an oath about a week ago, but such 
difficulties are not to be taken as a indication of untrustworthiness. In looking at a witness's 
evidence you should properly take into account the situation of the witness at the time of the 
events about which he or she was testifying, what were his or her powers of observation, was he 
or she under stress, importantly, was he or she under the influence of alcohol or drugs, and 
matters of that sort. 

What you are doing is evaluating the truthfulness of each of the witnesses concerned, and that is 
not to say that if you do not accept a witness's evidence you have reached the view that the 
witness is telling lies. Witnesses can be mistaken as to their recollection or can be inaccurate in 
their recall of events or sometimes unable to properly express matters which indeed they have 
witnessed. They are all matters which you can properly take into account in determining the 
value that you are going to place upon the testimony of the particular witness. 

In the light of what I have already told you about the burden of proof being on the crown and the 
onus of proof being on the crown to prove the case beyond reasonable doubt, the evidence of the 
accused is a little different. It is certainly evidence, as I have said, for you to consider the same as 
the evidence of any other witness, but even if you rejected the evidence of the accused - and 
that's not to say whether you should or you shouldn't, that's your area of responsibility - you still 
cannot find a fact or an issue against him unless there is evidence that satisfied you beyond 
reasonable doubt. 

Let me put it to you this way: you could, for example, totally reject what an accused said but still  
find an accused not guilty, and the reason would be that the other evidence would not be such as 
to satisfy you beyond reasonable doubt of his guilt. 

There's a couple of evidentiary matters that I now need to touch upon with you. There's a rule of 
law which is known as the rule against hearsay and that rule as a general proposition means that 
what somebody says outside the court is not generally to be used to prove the truth of what was 
then said. As a consequence you do not usually have evidence being given by one person as to 
what another person has told him, but there are important exceptions to that rule which the law 
recognises. 

One of those exceptions concerns statements made out of court by an accused person. In this 
case you heard something of what it is said the accused said to Mr Reid. The reason why you are 
permitted to hear that evidence is the law recognises that usually a person will not admit 
something which is against his interests unless it is true, so in looking at evidence of that type 
you must firstly determine whether you are satisfied that the statement said to have been made 
by the accused was made - that's the first question - and if you conclude that it was then you are 
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entitled to look at the whole of the statement or statements that the accused made, not only to 
those portions which may be adverse to him. 

So when you are considering the case against the accused you are entitled to look at such 
statements either for the purpose of weighing the truthfulness of the accused as a witness or as 
evidence bearing upon the issue of his guilt. Such statements are to be considered by you as part 
of the totality of the evidence and can be looked at along with the evidence of the witnesses.

The second evidentiary rule is this: apart from taking into account the direct evidence from the 
witnesses, you are also entitled to draw inferences from facts which are established but it's 
important in looking at the question of whether you can draw an inference or not that you bear in 
mind that you can only draw an inference adverse to the accused, that is, against the accused, if it  
is the only reasonable inference open on the facts. 

That means that if there are competing inferences that can be drawn from established facts it  
would not be proper for you to draw an inference adverse to the accused unless you reached the 
conclusion that such an inference is the only reasonable inference that is open on the facts. 

So in the event, as I say, of there being ambiguity in the evidence or if there is more than one 
reasonable inference that is open on the evidence you cannot draw an inference against the 
accused and you must draw the inference more favourable to him.

You must decide which of the evidence you accept or whether, and it's certainly open to a jury to 
conclude in some respects that none of the evidence is satisfactory. That's very much your area of 
responsibility but I stress again that you must always bear in mind the obligation upon the crown 
to prove the case beyond reasonable doubt. 

They're the general matters that I wanted to tell you about before I turn to the rules relating to the 
particular charge against the accused. The charge is one of wilful murder. Wilful murder is one of 
three homicide offences in our Criminal Code which is a book which contains our criminal law. 
Each involves unlawful killing, that is, the unlawful killing of one human being by another, but 
they vary according to the intent, if any, with which the killing was done. 

Wilful murder, the charge here, is unlawful killing with intent to kill. Murder is unlawful killing 
with intent to do grievous bodily harm, and I will tell you what that means in a moment. 
Manslaughter which is the third of the homicides is unlawful killing but without any specific 
intent. I will explain that to you a little more fully in a moment. 

The accused is charged with wilful murder. On such an indictment in the circumstances of this 
case there are in law four possible verdicts: guilty as charged, that is, guilty of wilful murder; 
guilty of murder; guilty of manslaughter or not guilty. They're the four verdicts that are open to 
you. 

It is necessary therefore that I should at the outset tell you the elements of each of the crimes of 
wilful murder, murder and manslaughter. As I say, each of them is an unlawful homicide; that is 
to say, an unlawful killing of one human being by another. That is the element which is common 
to each of them. For present purposes, any person who causes the death of another directly or 
indirectly by any means whatever is deemed to have killed that person. 

In this case, it is the crown's case that the deceased, Mr Tapley I should call him, was killed by 
being shot six times by the accused. You must be satisfied beyond reasonable doubt as to this 
element. That is of course a hotly contested issue in this trial. 

The first matter that you need to be satisfied about is that Mr Tapley is in fact dead. The crown 
seeks to prove that by direct and by circumstantial evidence in a number of ways. Firstly, it is 
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said that those people who would ordinarily have heard from him have not heard from him. 
Secondly, you have the direct eyewitness evidence of Mr Reid who says that he saw Anthony 
Tapley killed. 

Thirdly, there is the partial DNA found on the gate where it is said that Mr Tapley climbed over 
before he was shot the final time. Fourthly, there were human remains found at Northam when 
Mr Reid says the accused told him the body had been burnt in a bonfire. They are aspects of the 
evidence which point towards this area that I have been speaking to you about. 

As to this aspect of the matter, you must be satisfied beyond reasonable doubt that the evidence 
leads to only one conclusion; that is, you are satisfied beyond reasonable doubt that Mr Tapley is 
in fact dead. You need to consider all of the evidence and all of the circumstances and you can 
only find this element of the offence proved if there is no ground for any reasonable doubt. 

The circumstantial evidence and Mr Reid's evidence should be so compelling as to convince you 
that upon no rational hypothesis other than Mr Tapley being dead can the facts be accounted for. 
On this aspect of the matter, the crown says that the evidence points compelling to the fact that 
Mr Tapley is dead for reasons that Mr Bates has outlined to you. 

The accused on the other hand through Mr Cannon maintains that the evidence is not compelling 
that Mr Tapley is dead and there are many reasons, the defence say, why Mr Tapley may indeed 
have simply vanished. You know, for example, from Mr Tapley's mother that he was not in good 
health. You know he was said to have problems in Port Hedland where he was assaulted. 

You know he was facing criminal charges in Port Hedland and thought that he was likely to go to 
gaol. You know that he was a heavy consumer of alcohol and drugs and you also know that Mr 
White says to you that Mr Tapley was saying to him that he wanted to go to the Eastern States. 
So the defence position is they would say Mr Tapley had many reasons to disappear and many 
reasons for not wanting to be found. That's the first aspect of the matter that you need to 
consider. 

Not only must the crown prove beyond reasonable doubt that the accused caused the death of the 
deceased, it must also prove to the same standard that the killing was unlawful. That element I 
don't think needs to trouble you because under our law any killing is unlawful unless it is 
justified, authorised or excused by law and there is nothing in the evidence in this case that could 
come within any of those categories. 

There are situations; for example, the hangman is authorised to kill a soldier in the field. There 
are matters where you are justified in killing another. Self-defence is one of them, and there are 
other circumstances where it can be justified such as provocation, but none of those apply in this 
case. 

The next aspect of the matter is this: if an unlawful killing by the accused of Mr Tapley is proved 
beyond reasonable doubt, then as I have indicated the crime may be one of wilful murder, 
murder or manslaughter. It will be manslaughter unless at the time of the act the accused had a 
particular intent. If the accused unlawfully killed the deceased intending to cause his death, then 
he is guilty of wilful murder, and that indeed is the crown's case and the offence alleged in the 
indictment. 

If the accused unlawfully killed the deceased intending to do him grievous bodily harm, then he 
is guilty of murder. For present purposes grievous bodily harm means any bodily injury of such a 
nature as to endanger life or be likely to endanger life or to cause permanent injury to health or 
be likely to cause permanent injury to health. That's what grievous bodily harm means. So a 
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finding of an intention on the part of the accused simply to harm or hurt the deceased without 
more would not be enough to lead to a verdict of murder. 

You would have to find that the accused's intention was an intention to cause grievous bodily 
harm as I have defined it before you could find him guilty of murder. The matter is to be looked 
at at the time when the harm was inflicted. In deciding what does amount to bodily injury of such 
a nature as to endanger or be likely to endanger life or to cause or be likely to cause permanent 
injury to health regard is to be had to the nature of the injuries themselves and not to the 
surrounding circumstances such as the availability of medical attention and any affect that might 
have had. 

Let me repeat it this way: proof of unlawful killing by the accused with no proof of any intention 
on his part either to kill or to cause grievous bodily harm to the deceased would be manslaughter. 
Proof of an unlawful killing by the accused with proof of an intention on his part to do the 
deceased grievous bodily harm would be murder. Proof of an unlawful killing by the accused 
with proof of an intention on his part to cause the death of the deceased would be wilful murder, 
and that's what is alleged in the indictment. 

It's apparent to you, I think, from that that the intention with which the accused acted, if any, is of 
critical importance in this case. Intent to kill or cause grievous bodily harm is a fact which the 
crown must prove beyond reasonable doubt. Expressed another way, there is no onus on the 
accused to disprove any particular intention on his part. It is for the crown to prove that element 
beyond reasonable doubt. 

Intention resides in the mind of the person having the intent or doing the act. It is not proved as 
many other facts are proved by producing it if you are proving the existence of a thing or by 
calling a witness who saw or heard it if you are proving the happening of an event. You can only 
prove an intention by inference from the acts done by the accused when those acts which you 
find him to have done or from what the accused may have said himself concerning the intention 
with which he did the acts. 

You must weigh his evidence and his statements along with whatever inference as to his 
intention can be drawn from his conduct and from other relevant facts. Irrespective of what the 
accused has said to anybody, you may be able to conclude from all of the evidence beyond 
reasonable doubt that he had the relevant intent at the time of the incident. That is a matter for  
you to determine. It's a matter of inference from all of the facts of the case. All the circumstances 
must be considered by you. 

Let me perhaps put it to you this way: if you accept Mr Reid's evidence, and I will come to that 
in more detail a little later on, and you accept that Mr Tapley was shot on six occasions, because 
that's what Mr Reid says, and that the final shot was fired through his head after he had fallen 
over the gate, you will recall, from point blank range and the bullet was put through the head of 
Mr Tapley, then I think - and it's a matter for you - that you would have little difficulty in 
concluding that a person carrying out those acts intended to cause death because to do that to any 
person you might think would clearly indicate an intention on the part of the person firing the 
gun to cause the death of the person at whom it was fired. 

The crown does not have to prove a motive on the part of the accused to kill or cause grievous 
bodily harm to the deceased. For obvious reasons the crown may prove motive and evidence of 
the existence of a motive may be cogent evidence that the accused intentionally took the life of  
the deceased but as a matter of law the crown does not have to prove a motive. 
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I think the crown here would say to you that the motive, if there was one, in the accused was the 
motive to teach Mr Tapley a lesson. You will recall the conversation at the back of the house. I 
think that's the crown's evidence as to motive but it may go a little further than that and perhaps 
say it was something to do with the collection of money which was outstanding as well. They are 
all matters for you to consider. 

I turn from that to matters of fact. I stress in dealing with matters of fact that this is your area of 
responsibility, not mine, but I'm going to touch upon the evidence of some of the witnesses to 
refresh your memory as to what the witnesses have said and hopefully to help you in considering 
the evidence. 

The first two witnesses in the trial, Mr and Mrs Tapley, were called in part for the purpose of 
establishing that their son who ordinarily would have contacted them has never been heard of by 
them since June 2001. Mrs Tapley told you that on 15 June 2001 she had a phone call from her 
son who was in Royal Perth Hospital with a badly infected arm. She said that they arranged to go 
to the hospital to pick him up on the Sunday for the purpose of taking him back to Walpole but 
when they rang the hospital in the morning, they were told that Anthony had discharged himself. 
That's at page 50. 

Mrs Tapley told you that after Anthony discharged himself she and her husband came up to see 
him in Perth in June. That was at a house in Gosnells. Mrs Tapley told you that he had lost a lot 
of weight. She said he was very thin but he was clean and tidy. That's at page 50. 

Mrs Tapley told you that she and her husband went to New Zealand to visit their daughter for 4 
weeks. When she returned, she realised that Anthony was due to appear in court on 16 August 
and that he had not appeared and thereafter she began to get worried about him. In addition, they 
had not heard from their son. 

In the latter part of 2001 Mr and Mrs Tapley reported Anthony missing to the police. Nothing 
was heard from him over Christmas or on Mrs Tapley's birthday or her husband's birthday. She 
told you that that was most unusual. 

In cross-examination Mrs Tapley said that when she saw her son for the last time at the house at 
Gosnells, he was living there with another bloke, at 55. She said that Anthony looked absolutely 
terrible, weighing about 7 and a half stone. 

She said he was in an aggro mood because the family would not give him money for the bond, 
although he was ultimately given a cheque for $300 which was never cashed 55. Mrs Tapley said 
that that was the last time she had seen her son. Mrs Tapley said that there were occasions when 
she wouldn't see her son for some years, but ordinarily there would be contact through phone 
calls, and she accepted that her son had problems with alcohol and drugs. 

Mrs Tapley told you that both - sorry, Mr Tapley told you that both his son and Ramah Goodlet 
were on drugs and, whilst he had seen Ramah unconscious, he had never seen his son where he 
was unable to speak; that's at 59. Mr Tapley also saw his son for the last time at Gosnells when 
he said his son had lost a lot of weight and he said that there was a gentleman by the name of 
Sean living with him at Gosnells. Mr Tapley told you that his son wanted $600 for a bond and 
that his son said he had work lined up, so he gave him the cheque for $300. Mr Tapley also 
confirmed that they were on their way up to Geraldton and his son was asked to come to 
Geraldton but didn't want to do so. 

In July of 2001 Mr Tapley said he agreed to go bail for his son who was next due to appear in 
court at Port Hedland on 17 August 2001. He last received a phone call from his son who told 
him a story about how he had been living in Port Hedland, he had got into serious trouble with a 
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group up there. He said he was told by his son Anthony that he had been tied up to a tree in the 
bush and beaten up and had got out of that and come back to Perth. You will recall Mr Tapley 
telling you about that. 

The defence would say, “Well, there's another reason why Mr Tapley might want to disappear 
and not be contacted by anyone.” Mr Tapley told you that in the last conversation with his son he 
told him that - the son said he would not make it back to Port Hedland for his trial, but that he 
was going to ring the police and try and sort something out with them. I think he said he was 
going to try and do a deal, or something of that sort. You will recall the evidence, Mr Tapley's 
evidence, as to the steps he took to locate his son by ringing up his friends and trying to find 
some leads so that he could contact him. 

In cross-examination Mr Tapley said that his son had told him he could not go back to South 
Hedland because he was too scared and had run from there, although he said he could not be sure 
whether Anthony had said that or not. 

Mr Tapley told you that Anthony said he was very wary about staying anywhere and he said to 
his son that he was not free to move until he sorted out his problems with the police. 

Mr Tapley also told you about seeing half of a fish necklace which he said he could identify as 
being Anthony's because the front of the fish looked perfectly like Anthony's and it had been 
burnt. You will recall his cross-examination about that portion of the fish where he was asked by 
Mr Cannon, “Is this in your statement at all to the police?” and he said: 

I stated that the necklace - because I had stated that the necklace - because they asked me could  
I identify it and I said, “Not 100 per cent,” I said, but very - I'm sure it was. I can't be 100 per  
cent because there's only half the fish there. 

You then heard some evidence from the missing persons bureau and it's not necessary to traverse 
that evidence in detail beyond saying that the inquiries by the missing persons bureau seem to 
have been largely conducted in Western Australia and there doesn't seem to have been any 
particular effort to try and locate Mr Tapley in Queensland or any other states beyond what 
would probably be properly described as routine inquiries. 

I then turn to the evidence of Ramah Goodlet, the young lady who had a child, Kane Douglas 
Bowman Tapley. Ms Goodlet had known Anthony Tapley since she was 10, she told you. 

She met him through her mother Susan Miller, also known as Susie Wong. From about 16 years 
of age she had a casual sexual relationship with Anthony Tapley, after which she said they stayed 
in contact by telephone. When she was about 21 she said she got into a relationship with him, 
having by then had her child by another man. Ms Goodlet and Anthony Tapley moved down to 
Walpole where they stayed at a shack on Anthony Tapley's parents' property for about a year and 
a half she told you, at 119. 

They then moved back up to Perth to Forrestfield for a further 6 months. They broke up after 
that. During the relationship Ms Goodlet said that she received $20,000 which they both spent on 
their amphetamine drug habit. 

Ms Goodlet told you that when she moved down to Walpole the accused gave her $500 to help 
her. She said she repaid $400 and there was $100 outstanding. 

She said that she received a phone call at her mother's house which was the accused who said to 
her, and I will delete the expletives, “If that man doesn't pay me the $100, I'm going to blow his 
head off.” She said that she gave Anthony the $100 and he went around there and paid it. 
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Ms Goodlet said that her mother was close friends with the accused. Ms Goodlet told you of the 
incident at her mother's house which finished up with Anthony pushing her mother to the floor 
and then her mother hitting her head on the concrete floor. She said that that was the night upon 
which the two of them broke up. 

Ms Goodlet said that she saw Anthony approximately monthly and she said that the accused had 
said to her about Anthony Tapley - this is what her evidence was - “You're not still hanging 
around with that scumbag.” That's at 123. Ms Goodlet told you that on Wednesday, 15 August 
2001 she got paid by Centrelink and was driving through the shopping centre at Maddington 
when she came across Anthony Tapley. She said that they went to the Attfield Tavern across the 
road. She said that Anthony Tapley looked very unhealthy. 

You will recall Ms Goodlet saying to you that she gave Anthony Tapley $5 which he put on the 
TAB and won $40 and that eventually she drove him to the Action Supermarket which was 
another shopping centre in Maddington and they did not arrange to meet later. She said that she 
never saw him again after that date which was Wednesday, 15 August 2001. That's at 124. 

Ms Goodlet told you that on Saturday, 18 August 2001 she visited her brother Jarrah Miller at 
Karnet Prison Farm with her mother, Gary Mills, her sister Boronia and her son Kane. Ms 
Goodlet said that on the following day, Sunday, 19 August, she was having a look at motorbikes 
with her then partner when she received an SMS call from her sister Boronia to come to her 
mother's house and drink with her mother and with Anthony. She said that she did not, however, 
agree because she was looking at motorbikes. 

Ms Goodlet told you that she never saw Anthony Tapley again after 15 August 2001 and that she 
never spoke to him again. She was, however, in contact with his father and she said she gave his 
father what information she had concerning him. She told you that she was also contacted by the 
missing persons bureau. 

Ms Goodlet told you that after she was contacted by the missing persons bureau she was with the 
accused and her mother and Boronia at Weston Street, Maddington which was her sister 
Boronia's house. She said that the accused came over on that day and the accused had a 
conversation with her mother. She said her mother said to the accused, “The missing persons 
bureau has rung us and asked us if we know anything about Anthony Tapley” and she said her 
mother said to the accused, “What do you want us to say?” and the accused said, “I don't know 
what you're talking about. I never met the bloke.” She said that after that, the accused left and 
she never saw him again. 

In cross-examination Ms Goodlet confirmed that she and Anthony Tapley were heavily into 
drugs by injecting. She wanted to get out of the drug scene but Anthony Tapley was unable to 
stop and she heard that he had been stealing things to support his drug habit. 

Ms Goodlet confirmed that the accused had given her a car and assisted her to go down to 
Walpole to help get off drugs and that she was grateful to him, she said, for doing that. Ms 
Goodlet also confirmed that Anthony Tapley had told her that he had to go to Port Hedland court 
on 17 August. She didn't know what for, but she said that Anthony Tapley told her that he didn't 
intend to go there. Of course the suggestion is that Anthony Tapley had problems, was mixed up 
in the drug scene, had been threatened and, indeed, assaulted by others in Port Hedland and was 
on bail to appear in Port Hedland and so may simply have disappeared. 

The next witness was Patricia Frances O'Brien who said that she was a good friend of Susan 
Miller and Gary Mills and through them came to meet Anthony David Tapley. Ms O'Brien told 
you that in August 2001 she ran into Anthony Tapley at the Maddington Tavern. She said that at 
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that stage he looked unkempt and scruffy and that he had just come down from the north and was 
quite skinny; that's at 140. 

He asked if he could stay at her place, and he did stay at that house, she said, for 7 to 10 days. 
You will recall her evidence that on one occasion Anthony Tapley came back to her house with 
power tools after he had gone out to score. Ms O'Brien told you that the last day that Anthony 
Tapley stayed with her was in August 2001 and she thought it was on a weekend, a Saturday or 
Sunday, she said, just before Hancock got blown up; 142. 

You will recall she said that that was the day on which she was having a bad day because she got 
out of the wrong side of bed. She said to you that she went to the tavern to chill out a bit. When 
she got back, Anthony Tapley was still there and she told him that Sue and Gary were down at 
the tavern. She said he tidied himself up and went to the tavern and she said that that was the last 
time she saw him. 

In cross-examination Ms O'Brien said that he had no money that she knew of and he was coming 
home with power tools and when he did so she told him to get them out of the house and he got 
rid of them. Ms O'Brien said that she didn't worry about Anthony Tapley not turning up because, 
as she said - this was her evidence to you - “He's a bit of a wanderer,” and she just thought he 
was going to show up sooner or later, she said, “like he usually does". 

Ms O'Brien said to you that Mr Tapley didn't take anything with him. You will recall that all his 
clothes were left, she said, in her house. You will recall her saying, I'm sure, that she washed and 
folded the clothes waiting for him to come back and get them. 

The next witness was Gary Raymond Mills, the de facto partner of Susan Miller, or Susie Wong, 
and he told you of his history in relationship with Susan Miller and how he met Anthony David 
Tapley whilst living at Claremont. He told you that Anthony Tapley formed a relationship with 
Susan's daughter, Ramah, and you will recall his evidence that they - that's Anthony and Ramah - 
lived down at Walpole. 

Eventually Mr Mills moved to his house in Carita Court in Maddington and at that time he was 
working for Roads and Robinson at a recycling plant. On the day that he left Roads and 
Robinson Anthony Tapley came around in the morning at about 8.00 to 8.30 am and he had a 
bottle of home brew. Mr Mills agreed that that was 15 August 2001. When Anthony Tapley came 
around they started to drink alcohol. Anthony Tapley told him that there had been some trouble 
over drugs and that he was accused of pinching some money. 

Mr Mills then told you that on Sunday, 19 August 2001 he and Susan Miller went to the 
Maddington Tavern. It's apparent that they and Anthony Tapley had a lot to drink both there and 
later on at home. He told you that eventually Susan Miller rang Gary White, the accused, to get 
some drugs and she went to Gary White's house. He said that she went alone and came back with 
the amphetamines which they injected. 

Eventually there was talk about going back co Gary White's house. Mr Mills said at that stage Bo 
Miller, Tara and Lisa were around at Gary White's having tea; 165. He said they were supposed 
to be having a roast and that he, Anthony and Sue were talking about going around there. 

Mr Mills said, however, that he didn't go because he was not sober enough to go around to the 
house and he fell asleep, he said, at the kitchen table. He awoke at 3 am or 4 am and he said to 
you that Sue, Bo, Tara and Lisa were there but Anthony Tapley was not with them. He said that 
when he woke up the next morning, Sue, Bo and Lisa were at the house. 

The next witness was Clifford Robert O'Connor, the truck driver from Leonora. He told you that 
in August 2001 he visited Natasha Moutinho and Sid Reid at their house in Weston Street, 
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Maddington. He told you that Gary White came over to the house and there was a time when 
Gary and Sid went to the front verandah and had a bit of a talk and he said it got a bit heated - 
172. 

You will recall that the next day Natasha asked if he could borrow $1000 or $1200. Mr O'Connor 
said that he didn't have that money but he lent her $700. He said that on one occasion he had also 
lent Sid Reid $200. 

I will jump from there the evidence of the three young ladies. I'm sure you know who I'm talking 
about, who it seems consumed a considerable quantity of Jack Daniels whisky as well as 
amphetamines. Whether their evidence is of any assistance to you, I will leave it for you to 
judge. 

You will also have with you the records from Centrelink and the insurance commission, as well 
as the banking records showing Mr Tapley's cessation of the use of each of those services. 

I turn then to the evidence of Superintendent David Caporn, the police officer who testified about 
the arrangements made with the witness Reid. In dealing with his evidence I should make it clear 
to you that the crown has an obligation to put before you evidence which indicates that a witness 
or witnesses were given an advantage by co-operating with the police. How that affects their 
credibility and how you view the evidence in the light of those advantages is a matter entirely for 
you. 

it is clear, however, that you might think - and it's for you - as a result was given very 
considerable advantages as a result of co-operating with the police. In particular, you will recall 
that he pleaded guilty to the wilful murder of Donald Leslie Hancock and pleaded guilty to the 
murder of Lou Lewis. He was sentenced to a term of life imprisonment with a minimum term of 
15 years and it seems was given protection by the police as a result of his co-operation. 

The police also it seems provided him with a television and with a PlayStation. That was on 12 
March 2002. Of course Mr Reid is on his own admission a self-confessed wilful murderer who 
was involved in the wilful murder of Donald Hancock and the murder of Mr Lewis, so all of 
those steps - all of the advantages that Mr Reid obtained, apart from the TV and the PlayStation - 
appear to have been given to him prior to 24 March 2001 when Mr Reid advised Operation 
Zircon about the matter that we are involved in here. That's at 215. 

As a result of his co-operation, a two page letter was provided to the presiding judge by the 
assistant commissioner, crime. That letter was dated 25 March 2002. You were told it was 
handed up in private to the judge to take into consideration when considering sentence. You will 
have that letter, exhibit 9, to take into account when assessing the weight to be placed upon the 
evidence of Mr Reid. 

You will also recall that on 26 March 2002 a letter was sent to Mr Reid indicating that in 
exchange for his co-operation a visit would be facilitated every 4 months for Ms Moutinho to see 
him. I  remind you that Mr Reid had also given undertakings to give evidence in relation to the 
Ora Banda bombings. That occurred in October and November 2000 and in addition he 
undertook to give evidence in relation to this matter and I particularly refer you to exhibit 12B 
which was r Reid's undertaking in relation to the matter that we are here about.  

I also remind you that a total of nine charges that were pending against Mr Reid were withdrawn 
and I remind you that similar charges were withdrawn against 

Ms Moutinho. From all those matters you may have little difficulty in concluding that Mr Reid 
was given very 
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 considerable advantages by the police in exchange for his co-operation with them.

In addition to those matters you were told of the advantages given to Ms Moutinho and it's not 
necessary, I think, for me to refer to that evidence in any greater detail. As I have said, it's a 
matter for you to consider whether Mr Reid's evidence is truthful and accurate in the light of all 
those matters and whether those matters affect his credibility as a witness.

I would also mention that Mr Reid has a charge of grievous bodily harm outstanding against him 
and we were told that is still pending in the District Court, but bearing in mind the term of 
imprisonment that he is now serving whether anything further will come of that charge remains 
to be seen. I also remind you that Superintendent Caporn said that there had been small amounts 
of money put into Mr Reid's account in prison to enable him to buy things like cigarettes and 
things like that - at 235. 

You will recall the cross-examination of Superintendent Caporn about the first interview that was 
held with Reid in which Reid indicated he understood that no charges would be laid against him 
as result of his co-operation. You will recall Superintendent Caporn saying that he took the view 
that the original interview was null and void and that at a later time he re-interviewed Mr Reid 
after dispelling any misapprehensions about that inducement. 

You will also recall the cross-examination about Mr Reid having a lawyer, Mr Mazza, and the 
concern that Superintendent Caporn had arising out of the fact that 

Mr Mazza had been appointed by the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club. The concern was, as I 
understand it, that the club didn't want to put - that the police didn't want to put in the hands of 
the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club lawyer information which would indicate that Mr Reid was 
co-operating with the police. 

In the end result Mr Reid received a term of life imprisonment with a non-parole period of 15 
years which in the circumstances you might think was indeed a very lenient sentence for the 
criminal conduct in which he had been involved. It was put to Superintendent Caporn that Mr 
Reid had made the statements that he had for the purpose of having his minimum non-parole 
period reduced, but Superintendent Caporn did not agree with that. Let me turn then more 
specifically to the evidence of Sidney John Reid. 

As I have said, you know he pleaded guilty to the wilful murder of Don Hancock and murder in 
relation to Lou Lewis. He received a term of life imprisonment with a non-parole period of 15 
years for those offences. He is a self-confessed wilful murderer who took part in the bombing of 
two people, one of whom - he said Mr Lewis was a person who had done nothing. 

You have heard Mr Reid speak to you of the various advantages that he has received as a result 
of his guilty pleas and his favourable treatment within the criminal justice system. You might 
have little difficulty in concluding that he has been given significant privileges. The question for  
you to consider is whether taking all of those matters into account you consider that he is a 
truthful witness and a witness upon whom you can rely because he is central to the crown or the 
prosecution case. 

You may also conclude that Mr Reid was at least prepared to assist Mr White in cleaning up after 
the murder of Tapley if you think that the murder did in fact occur. You will recall Mr Reid 
saying that he went back to the house the next day and offered to help clean up. 

Regardless of whether or not he was in any way connected with the killing of Mr Tapley or 
offered to help clean up, you should consider Mr Reid's evidence with very considerable care. 
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It's easy for a person who is implicated or involved in an offence to blame someone else for 
what's happened and for that reason you should give very careful consideration to Mr Reid's 
evidence before you act upon it. Mr Reid obviously dealt in amphetamines and Mr Reid has 
obviously had a close and supportive relationship with the police. There is a significant risk of a 
miscarriage of justice in relying on evidence of that type which you will need to consider very 
carefully and which you will need to guard against. 

I suggest that you look for other evidence coming from a source other than Mr Reid which tends 
to support the evidence which he gave and which in your view implicates the accused in the 
offence with which he is charged. For example, and it's only by way of example, the finding of 
DNA in the stain on the rail of the gate, if you accept it and if you accept that that was Mr 
Tapley's blood, may assist you in that regard. If you think that a remnant of Mr Tapley's blood 
remained on the gate after he was shot whilst trying to climb over the gate, then you may think 
that supports Mr Reid's evidence as to how the shooting occurred. That, however, is very much a 
matter for you, and a matter as to how you see the evidence. 

I remind you of Mr Turbett's evidence that there is only a one in 60 possibility, assuming that it's 
not someone related to Mr Tapley, that it could be randomly someone else's blood. Similarly, the 
finding of the bones at the property in Northam - and you have heard that explained to you I 
think this morning by Mr Bates - falls within the same category as evidence other than coming 
from Mr Reid which independently may, depending upon how you see it, lend some support to 
his evidence; but the important thing is for you to consider Mr Reid's evidence with considerable 
suspicion and to look at with very great care and scrutiny before acting upon it in all the 
circumstances of this case. 

Dealing then with the substance of Mr Reid's evidence, he told you that whilst in Kalgoorlie he 
was a member of the Gypsy Jokes motorcycle club and that in the latter part of 2001 the accused 
was living at an address in Jade Street, Maddington and that he and the accused were mates. 

Mr Reid told you that he went to the Cannington police station to sign for his bail on the night 
when this happened and that after that, he went directly to his place which was 4 or 5 minutes 
away. He just walked into the house and received a phone call from the accused asking if he 
could go around to the block at Jade Street and to make sure the gates were locked and not let 
anyone come or go on the premises. Mr Reid said that he did so. 

You will recall him telling you that he couldn't find his key and it was the man Rainbow who in 
fact locked the gate. After the gates were locked, Mr Reid told you that inside the property he 
saw Julie who was the accused's girlfriend, Tara who he believed to be the accused's daughter 
and two other young girls there. He also said that there were two males sitting at the kitchen 
table who he had never seen before. He said hello to those people and walked in and they said 
hello to him. 

He said that he went out the back and got a drink out of the fridge and he said there was Susie 
Wong “that I'd seen at Gary's place on a previous occasion” and some other bloke. Mr Reid told 
you that Susie Wong was sitting out the back and talking to Ant, and I take it that's Anthony 
Tapley. 

Mr Reid told you that after the accused came back, he came with Richard Samuels or Lionel and 
they walked over to the house. He said they went inside and Gary - that is, the accused - told the 
girls to leave because he didn't want them there. He said they had words because the girls were 
actually cooking tea and they were jumping up and down about the food, and he eventually told 
them, “If that's what you're worried about, take the food with you and leave.” He said at that 
stage the girls were preparing a roast dinner. 

Day 7 – Tuesday 13 May 2003 Page - 395

Comments, 18/02/09
Susies evidence is that she did not know him so how did he know her?

Comments, 18/02/09
Not in evidence. It was not blood.



The Queen and Gary Ernest White Supreme Court of Western Australia

After the girls left, the accused came out of the house and went down the back of the yard 
towards Anthony Tapley. 

There appears to be some argument concerning money and according to Mr Reid the accused 
asked where his money was and then said that he was going to make an example of him. Mr 
Reid's evidence is that it was a quick, heated moment and that after he said that the accused 
reached into the back of his jeans and pulled out a hand gun with his right arm, levelled it off 
towards Ant and shot him in the left shoulder. 

He said that the firearm used was a .38 Special, wooden handle, black metal chrome. He said that 
after the first shot hit Mr Tapley Mr Tapley spun around and bolted round the back of the trailer 
and up the side of the block between the shed and the concrete wall. When he did that the 
accused took off after him. Mr Reid said that they went behind the back of the trailer and out of 
his sight and he says he heard the accused say that he was going to make an example of him. He 
said there were another three shots fired but that he didn't actually see them fired. 

Mr Reid said that he next saw Mr Tapley climbing over the gate with the accused running behind 
him and he said that when the accused caught up to Ant he just reached straight up and shot him 
in the backside. Mr Reid told you that Ant managed to get over the gate, to the other side of the 
gate, and fell on the ground and that at that stage the accused grabbed his key to unlock the gate, 
walked out of the gate, stood over Ant and shot him straight in the head, 287. 

As I have said, if you accept that evidence, then there would be a basis for you to infer that at the 
time when that shot was fired the accused had the intention to kill Anthony Tapley. Mr Reid told 
you that Lionel and himself just looked at each other and decided to leave and he said the 
accused turned around and said, “Youse two better fuck off.” He said, “It has got nothing to do 
with the club. Youse better get out of here.” 

At that stage Mr Reid said that Anthony Tapley was dead. He wasn't breathing any more. Mr 
Reid said that they got back into the car and that the accused dragged the body back inside the 
gate and around the front of the truck that was parked near the gate and out of sight of the road. 
Mr Reid then told you that after he went home he received a phone call from the accused a little  
while later regarding the gun that he was going to purchase. 

He said he told him that the deal had fallen through and he said the accused asked for the cash 
back because he needed to give it to the bloke that he got it off. Mr Reid said shortly after that he 
went around to the accused's house and met him on the road. He said he gave him the money 
back and saw that Mr Tapley was still over where Gary had placed him in front of the truck. He 
said: 

I asked Gary if he was right to clean up, if he needed a hand or anything, and he said no, he  
would do his own dirty work - 

and you will recall, I'm sure, that comment. Following that incident Mr Reid said he went back 
to Big AI's place in Albourne Way, Balga and that he was wheeling and dealing for most of the 
night. The following day Mr Reid said he went back to the house. He saw that Rainbow was 
outside raking up the area where Mr Tapley's body was on the other side of the gate. He said he 
spoke to the accused and said: 

If you took six shots to do that you want to go and get some target practice. 

That's at 292. He said Mr White's response was: 

Don't worry about that. All six hit the target - 
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and he said that Anthony was dead. There was a discussion about what happened to the body the 
man and Mr Reid said that the accused said he had been up to Northam and, “The barbecue had 
gone well.” Mr Reid also told you that a week or so after the conversation on the Monday 
morning he had another conversation with the accused about disposal of the body. He said he had 
gone around to see the accused and the accused said he had been up to Northam and he made a 
comment like: 

I'll never do it like that again. I didn't expect to see what I seen. Next time it will be off the back  
of a boat. 

In cross-examination Mr Reid accepted that he was involved in the planning of and the killing of 
Hancock and Lewis. He said that the plan was to shoot Hancock and that the Gypsy Jokers knew 
about that but the bombing itself was not approved by the club. 

It was not sanctioned, he said. Also in cross-examination Mr Reid said that he didn't go to 
Northam on the night of the 19th or the early hours of the morning of 20 August 2001 - that's the 
time when these incidents occurred - and he said that if anybody saw him on the Northam 
property they would have been completely mistaken. Mr Reid said that he had a grudge against 
the accused because he said that he had been reported to the club by the accused because he 
hadn't paid for drugs that he owed the accused for. 

In cross-examination Mr Reid denied that he had a discussion with the accused concerning 
taking the stolen property from the containers off the premises to avoid trouble at 12 Jade Street 
and he denied that Mr Tapley had died from an overdose. He also denied that he went near the 
Gnangara pine forest on the night when this happened. It was put to him, and he expressly 
denied, that he had driven off with Mr Tapley. 

I have spent some time dealing with the evidence of Mr Reid and the warnings that you need to 
take care with his evidence, because I'm sure you will appreciate that his evidence is critical to 
the crown case. It is a question for you whether you accept Mr Reid as a witness of the truth after 
carefully considering these warnings and whether you can rely upon his evidence as to what he 
said occurred. 

If you do accept his evidence after taking into account those warnings it could lead you to the 
conclusion that Mr Tapley was killed by a series of shots fired by the accused on the night in 
question, starting in the backyard and finishing over the gate. If you accepted that evidence it 
would be open to you to conclude that Mr Tapley was killed ultimately by a shot fired into his 
head from point-blank range by the accused, and if you reach that conclusion it would also be 
open to you to conclude that when that shot was fired the accused fired it with the intention of 
killing Mr Tapley who was then on the ground and probably, you might think by then, in a very 
serious condition, medical condition, in any event. 

I then turn to the evidence of Susan Kaye Miller, also known as Susie Wong. The first thing that 
should be said about Mrs Miller's evidence is that she was obviously a very heavy drinker and a 
drug user. On 19 August 2001 after the first use of amphetamine which Mrs Miller had obtained, 
she says from the accused, she said that she went back to Jade Street to get some more 
amphetamine. She said she went back there with Ant and that Gary Mills did not go with her 
because he was too drunk, she said. You will recall him having gone to sleep on the kitchen 
table, or something of that sort.

Mrs Miller said that when she was there the accused called her over to the back of the house and 
she went over to him, leaving Mr Tapley where he was at the corner of the house. She said that 
when he got there the accused started yelling right in her face and said to her - and I will use the 
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exact language - “What the fuck are you doing bringing him over here?” Mrs Miller said that the 
accused was angry and she said that the accused then told her to get into her car. 

She said that she got into her car and when she did so she looked back at the property and she 
said she saw two men coming out the back of the house. She said she did not know who one of 
them was, but she said the other one looked like Ritchie, 365. You will recall Mrs Miller talking 
to you about the time at which she was asked to leave. She said she didn't want to leave Anthony 
Tapley at the house because she was a bit scared. However, she told the girls, “We just have to 
go. We have to leave now,” and they were not allowed to do anything else. She also told you that 
at the time she was crying. 

Later that evening or probably early the following morning she said that Tara rang the accused's 
house to see if it was all right for the girls to go home, and after that she said they drove back to 
Jade Street, 368. She said she had sex with Rainbow at the house and then came home at 5 
o'clock in the morning. Mrs Miller told you about a month after that she went across to the 
accused's house to score some amphetamines and told him that Dave Tapley had rung Gary Mills 
and said that he was going to report Anthony as a missing person. 

She said the accused said to her that he didn't know anything about it and that he didn't know Ant 
very well anyway. Mrs Miller told you that when she was spoken to by the police, she lied about 
her knowledge of Anthony Tapley because she said she was worried for her safety and she didn't 
want to be what she called a dobber. When asked about that, she said she didn't want to dob on 
Gary White because that was the last place where she had seen Anthony Tapley. She said that she 
didn't ask about Anthony Tapley because she didn't want to know. 

In cross-examination Mrs Miller agreed that at one stage she thought that she had seen Les 
Hoddy there on the night but then she said she thought that might have been on another occasion. 
She agreed that it could be that she was getting her occasions mixed up. She also agreed that she 
was not sure whether Samuels was one of the two men who were at the back of the house. She 
agreed that there were a lot of things that she didn't remember about that night. Mrs Miller also 
agreed that the girls, that is, the younger girls, had been drinking at the Jade Street property. 

The next witness was Mr Reid's girlfriend Natasha Moutinho who told you that on Saturday, that 
is, 18 August, Cliff O'Connor and his partner Lana came to the house at 50 Weston Street in 
Maddington. They came to the house where Ms Moutinho and Mr Reid lived. At about 8.30 pm 
Ms Moutinho says the accused came over to the house and the accused spoke to Mr Reid out the 
front. 

Ms Moutinho told you that Cliff and the accused went to the pub and that Sid Reid went out. She 
said she didn't see Sid Reid again until 7.30 pm on the Sunday evening. 

Ms Moutinho said that she attempted to make contact with him during the period after he left on 
the Saturday night and she sent him a few text messages but couldn't get through to him. That's at 
388. Ms Moutinho said that after Mr Reid got back to the house and very shortly thereafter, he 
received a phone cal on his mobile for about 30 seconds and he got off the phone and said he was 
going to Gary's place. 

She said that about 2 minutes after leaving, she received a phone call from Mr Reid asking to 
meet him out the front of their house with a key to the padlock for Gary's gate. She said that she 
was looking for the key but couldn't find it, at 389. She said that Mr Reid came back to the house 
and was angry that she couldn't find the key and he grabbed the key and stormed out again. She 
said that she did not see him again until the Monday afternoon. 
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In cross-examination Ms Moutinho said that on the day in question - that is, 19 August - she 
didn't see Mr Reid take any amphetamine because she said she only saw him for a minute or two. 
That fits in with her evidence about his going away and coming back and only seeing him - when 
he got back to the house, he got the call from Mr White and then went over there. She says she 
didn't see him apart from that. 

I will skip over the evidence of the telephone charts, exhibits 32A and 32B, but those and the 
other telephone records may be of assistance to you in determining the credibility of the 
witnesses. They may be viewed by you as being independent evidence of phone calls that have 
been made between the parties that you have heard evidence about. I'm not underrating it in 
saying that; simply that you have it there and I will leave it up to you to examine that evidence 
and come to whatever conclusions you can about the telephone calls. 

The next witness to whom I wish to refer is Mr Bright, the real estate agent who worked for Ray 
White in South Hedland and who was responsible for letting the unit to Anthony Tapley. He said 
that the unit in Boogalla Crescent was leased to Mr Tapley around 14 July and that Mr Tapley 
stayed at the residence for about a month. 

Mr Bright told you that Mr Tapley rang him on either 13 or 14 August 2001 on his mobile in his 
car chasing a refund of his bond money. Mr Bright said that the last contact he had with Mr 
Tapley was about a week after he had made the first contact but he did tell you that he was only 
guessing as to dates, because that would take you past 19 August of course. 

In cross-examination Mr Bright agreed that he said in his police statement that Mr Tapley had 
called is office and his mobile continually up until 21 August 2001 and that after 21 August 2001 
he never heard from Mr Tapley again. Mr Bright said that he was not aware that 19 August was a 
critical date. 

In re-examination, Mr Bright said that he thought “it was about a week from the time he had 
rung me first to when I never heard from him again” so I think he was telling you there that he 
wasn't precise as to dates and you will have to make what you can of that evidence. 

The next witness Pamela Antoinette Yates had a relationship with Mr Tapley for about 4 to 5 
months. She was aware that Mr Tapley was on drugs and after they split up, she said she saw him 
again in August 2001. She said he was by himself and he was agitated, scared and frightened 
421. You will recall that she said that he told her the story about four black fellows taking him 
out into the bush, chaining him to a tree and intimidating and terrifying him for about an hour. 

Ms Yates told you that Mr Tapley had said that three of them were carrying batons and one was 
carrying a gun and that about an hour later the person with the gun had a mobile telephone and 
received a mobile call and turned around and said to Mr Tapley, “You're lucky, it's not this time” 
and they unchained him and took off. 

Ms Yates told you that Mr Tapley had said that he was going back to Walpole to his family and 
that he had a court appearance. He was going to go back, tidy up his affairs and sort his life out. 
She also said that he intended to go back by truck and that he had a ride already. She said that 
when she awoke the following morning Mr Tapley had by then already gone, 423. 

Ms Yates told you that she had originally said to the police that she thought the date on which 
she saw Mr Tapley was 26 August 2001 and she agreed that her statement says: 

Ant more or less left town on 26 August 2001 intending to live with his father in Walpole. 

In cross-examination Ms Yates said she was not being specific about the date. She also said in 
cross-examination that Mr Tapley had said to her that he didn't want to go to Casuarina Prison 
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and that he was writing a letter to his lawyer to try and avoid going to gaol, and you will recall 
her saying that she provided the writing paper and so on and so forth. 

It is suggested by counsel for the accused that 

Mr Tapley had very good reasons to want to disappear and not be located because of the 
problems that he had. The next witness was Ms Yates' sister Pauline Elizabeth Bawden, who 
fixed the date upon which she last saw Mr Tapley by reason of the Pannawonica rodeo. However, 
she said she was not sure if she saw Mr Tapley for the last time before or after the rodeo but she 
said it was a Thursday. 

She said she spoke to her sister and told her sister that she had bumped into Ant the other day 
and that Ant had said he was leaving town. In cross-examination Ms Bawden agreed that she was 
shown a calendar by Detectives Gartlan and Froude and from that calendar she was able to say 
that it was either the 9th or 23 August 2001 when she last saw Mr Tapley at Karratha. 

You then heard evidence from police who conducted a search of the property at Northam and 
you will recall how they gridded an area and sifted soil. There were a number of bone fragments 
found, together with rivets from a pair of jeans, a piece of jewellery, a watchband or something 
like that, 445. No doubt you will recall Officer Meeks telling you that one of the exhibits 
RNM50 consisted of a number of fragments of bone, as did RNM51. You no doubt also recall 
that there was dark-coloured soil consistent with burning, particularly at the gully site, site 
number 2. In any event you will have the plan of the Northam property, exhibit 35, and the series 
of photographs of that property, exhibit 36, to examine when considering your verdicts. 

The next witness, Helene Joan McKellar, is the woman who worked at the Shell travel and truck 
stop on North West Highway, Karratha. She told you that it was a Friday morning Mr Tapley 
came to the truck stop and it was around lunchtime. She told you that Mr Tapley had said he had 
missed his lift and she suggested that there might be a truck driver out the back who could give 
him a lift to Perth. She said she didn't actually see him go but she gave him $50 from her purse 
and she put the date quite specifically as being 10 August 2001 because of the date she had on 
her ATM teller receipt from the night before. 

She said to you that she also fixed the date by reason of her going to the Trawlers Restaurant on 
Saturday night, 11 August of the same year, and you will recall her telling you that she had paid 
the bill on that night. It's a matter for you but you might think that at least that evidence does 
tend to fix the date upon which Anthony Tapley was last in Karratha. 

You will recall the evidence of Sergeant Sanderson from the forensic investigation division 
telling you that samples of bone fragments were taken to the United Kingdom for scientific 
examination. They couldn't extract sufficient DNA to be able to say with any confidence whether 
or not the DNA matched that of Mr Tapley. 

The next witness was Mr Wayne Morgan who was the proprietor of the property at Chitibin and 
on occasions he said he saw the accused at that property. He told you that in 2000, that's the year 
2000, some people came to live there for a while and they were Trevor Thomson and the accused 
Gary White. Mr Morgan said to you that he recalled going to the property one morning at around 
8 am. He said it was some time after his birthday, which was 15 August 2001, and he saw some 
people standing around some vehicles and recognised the accused - 476. 

He said there were two trucks and some people standing around a large fire burning to the rear of 
the house. He said one of those people he recognised as Gary White. Later on in the morning he 
said he shook hands with another man who said his name was Les and he said he had never seen 
that man before - 477. Mr Morgan said that he spoke to the accused and asked whether they 
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could push some dirt around a tank that was further up the paddock and that had been 
undermined and he said the accused said he would have a look at it. 

Mr Morgan also told you that he heard Gary White say, “He doesn't know anything.” Mr Morgan 
said he thought it had been a large fire because there was mostly ash and charcoal and he said 
that in the days preceding that morning there had been a large pile of logs and timber which had 
been placed there. 

Mr Morgan said that he returned to the property on Wednesday, that is, 2 days later, and he said 
where the fire had been burning it had been scraped over. He said that he would say that had 
been done with a loader because of the wheel tracks, and it had been pushed into a water course 
over near where the water trough is. 

Mr Morgan also said that he thought the third person who he saw at the property was the person 
who he saw on the front The West Australian several months ago. In cross-examination he said 
he believed that person was Sid Reid. In cross-examination Mr Morgan was asked why he 
changed the date of the incident from late July to August and he answered, “Well, my birthday is 
in August.” 

He was asked, “Yes, but why did you change that as being the date when you saw people on the 
property burning?” His answer was, “Because that's when I think it was. I've given a lot of 
thought trying to think when it was.” That's at 488. In cross-examination Mr Morgan said that in 
his memory he thought that it was August when this incident had occurred. In cross-examination 
he said that he would doubt that a fire would have burnt for a week. 

The next witness, apart from some statements, was Dr Buck, a forensic anthropologist with the 
Queen Elizabeth II Medical Centre. Dr Buck examined the bones that are shown on the 
photographs and concluded that they were human in origin. Dr Buck, you will recall, explained 
to you why that was so. She said to you that the bones had been subjected to high temperatures. 

She was unable to say the race of the person concerned, but only that the person was an adult. 
She was unable to say whether the bones had come from one person or from more than one, but 
she was able to say that several pieces had come from the bones of the skull because of the 
composition of those bones and the nature of them. Dr Buck was also able to say that the longer 
piece of bone came from the tibia because of the small diagnostic feature known as the nutrient 
foramen, and I'm sure you recall her comment about that at 509. 

She explained that as being a hole in the bone through which the nerves and blood vessel travel 
so that they can remain viable. If you accept Dr Buck's evidence you could conclude that the 
bones to which she was referring were human bones from different parts of the body, including 
the human vertebrae. In cross-examination Dr Buck could not say the age of the person which 
could be between 20 and very old. 

The next witness, Mr Webb, a sergeant in the Western Australian police force, was a forensic 
investigation officer attached to the crime scene unit. He first went to 12 Jade Street on 28 March 
and ran over the front driveway with a metal detector and he said to you that nothing of any 
evidentiary value was found. On 16 July 2002 he returned to that property and took the road 
surface down 2 inches so that he could luminol the area below the road surface later. He said that 
testing revealed a positive reaction to four very small areas. However, Mr Webb said that luminol 
could react with iron, copper and some plant material as well as with animal blood so he agreed 
that luminol detection could have been the detection of animal blood. 

The last of the crown's witnesses was Gavin Robert Turbett, the scientist in charge of forensic 
biology at the PathCentre who identified the stain on the rail of the gate. The DNA testing of that 
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sample showed that at three addresses on the DNA strand it matched the DNA profile of Anthony 
Tapley. However, seven of the 10 areas he was able to obtain a match. Mr Turbett's evidence was 
that Anthony David Tapley could not be excluded as being the donor of the stain and his 
evidence was this: 

The probability of - finding this partial DNA profile if the stain recovered from the gate, from the 
left gate, had come from someone other than and unrelated to Tapley, is approximately one in 60 
based on Western Australian population data. 

That's the significance of the DNA. It's a one in 60 possibility, and he agreed that DNA could 
have come either from blood or from saliva, and in addition I remind you that Mr Turbett had 
said that he found the strand of fibre on the top of the barbed wire fence. 

I turn just briefly to deal with the defence case before asking you to retire and consider your 
verdicts. 

The first thing I wanted to say about it was this: the accused didn't have to give evidence. In this 
court he doesn't have to prove anything. He was not obliged to give evidence, but he elected to 
do so and by doing so subjected himself to cross-examination. 

Mr White told you that he met Anthony Tapley through Susie Wong. He said that he had given 
Tapley some employment at Nantellis Street and that Mr Tapley had cut down several large trees. 
In addition, Mr White said that after Anthony Tapley and Ramah Miller got together he gave her 
a car and $500. $300, he said, was roughly the price of the registration, and a couple of hundred 
bucks was for food and essentials when they got down there. 

Mr White said that when he saw Mr Tapley in August he was not owed any money by Mr Tapley. 
He said that Mr Tapley explained to him that he had a problem with the court because his father 
had posted some bail for him and he wanted to pay his father back the bail money. Mr White also 
said that Mr Tapley wanted a lift to go to the Eastern States and he said that Mr Tapley was not 
going to face court, or Mr Tapley had said he wasn't going to face court because he was too 
scared. 

Mr White also said that Mr Tapley had come to his house with a couple of whipper snippers and 
that from time to time Mr Tapley had climbed over the gate by climbing up to the footholds 
where the chain was and pulling the gates apart and squeezing through between the two gates, 
and I'm sure you will recall his evidence about that. He said that on the night in question, 19 
August, Mr White said that he had an argument with Susie Miller because Tara was supposed to 
be moving into the new house and the girls had been drinking. 

He said he got angry with Susie Miller. Mr White also said that the house was in a mess because 
mud had been trampled from one side of the house to the other and they were all drunk, so he 
decided to tell them all to go home. 

On the night in question after the incident and after Mr White had had a discussion with Mr 
Tapley, he said that Sid Reid told him that he was going to take him north of the river and get 
some speed and that he was supplying the speed in exchange for the drill press. Mr White 
expressly denied having made any arrangements with Mr Reid for the purchase of any hand 
guns. 

Mr White also denied that he had gone to Northam on either 19 or 20 August 2001. He said that 
he didn't know that there were any skeletal remains of human beings on the property and he had 
nothing to do with the burning of Anthony Tapley on the night of 19 August. 
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In relation to the $500 that Mr White agreed he loaned Ramah, he said that Trevor Robinson rang 
him up and said he was going to buy some marijuana from Tapley for $350 and instead of paying 
Tapley, he would pay it to White leaving $150 swinging off the bill. Mr White expressly denied 
saying to Ramah that if Tapley didn't pay him $100, he was going to blow his head off and he 
expressly denied that he ever asked Mr Reid to lock the gates. He said that his phone calls 
between he and Mr Reid were all in relation to drugs on 19 August. He said that Ms Moutinho 
must be wrong about Mr Reid wanting the keys to lock the gates. 

Mr White agreed that he told the women at the house to leave because he was angry because they 
had trashed his house and he agreed that he told them to take the food and leave, using fairly 
colourful language. He said he did not recall saying to Susie Miller, “Wong, get over here.” He 
said he did not yell at her from 1 foot away from her face. He said he did not say to Mrs Miller, 
“Why are you bringing him over here?” with reference to Anthony Tapley. 

He denied ever saying at Northam he doesn't know anything when speaking to the owner of the 
property at a time when the bonfire was under way at the back of the house. In addition, Mr 
White denies having spoken to 

Mr Reid and said that the next time he would get rid of the body at the back of a boat. 

Probably that's all I need to say to you I think about the accused's evidence. I think his evidence 
is sufficiently fresh in your mind to know what his position was and what he said about the case 
and about his position so far as the evidence is concerned, so I'm about to finish what I have to 
say to you, you will be pleased to hear. 

I will do it in this way: firstly, Mr Foreman, in taking your verdicts we will do it this way: you 
will firstly be asked as to wilful murder, “How say you? Is the accused guilty or not guilty?” If 
you say guilty, that's the end of the matter but if you say not guilty, you will then be asked as to 
murder which is the next step down the chain as I explained it to you. “How say you? Is the 
accused guilty or not guilty?” Again if you say guilty, that's the end of the matter. 

If you say not guilty, you will then go the third step. “How say you as to manslaughter? Is the 
accused guilty or not guilty?” You will either say guilty or not guilty. If you say not guilty, then 
the accused is not guilty of anything. Do you understand that? Right. 

When you come to judge the facts of the case, as I have stressed I think throughout, please judge 
them upon the evidence which has been led in this courtroom and not upon anything else. You 
must exclude from your minds anything that you have heard outside the four walls of this court. 

Keep away from your minds altogether anything that you have heard other than in this courtroom 
during the course of the trial. Please judge the facts by bringing an unbiased mind to the facts as 
you find them to be. You should put aside any emotions of anger or sympathy or outrage and put 
aside anything which may tend to prejudice your judgment or affect your obligation to bring in a 
true verdict according to the evidence which is of course the oath that you each of you has taken. 

It is your duty to act with complete impartiality, complete detachment, and without letting 
matters of sympathy, prejudice, sentiment or emotion play any part. Put aside any references to 
drugs, apart from what you need to know. As I say, it doesn't matter that you have heard about 
drug matters concerning the accused. Put aside anything concerning tattoos and any feelings that 
you may have about tattoos and people who are tattooed and put aside anything to do with Gypsy 
Jokers, apart from the necessary part of it so far as the trial process itself is concerned. 

Before asking you to retire, I just remind you again of the onus and standard of proof. If after 
considering all the material in this case there remains in your mind a reasonable doubt as to the 
guilt of the accused, it is your duty to acquit him by bringing in a verdict of not guilty. If, 
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however, after considering all of the material you are satisfied beyond reasonable doubt of his 
guilt, then it is equally your duty to return a verdict of guilty. 

When you retire you will take with you the indictment and the exhibits which have been 
tendered in evidence. 

Your verdict must be unanimous; that is, the verdict upon which all 12 of you agree. The law 
requires from you a unanimous verdict. If you require any further directions on any matter of law 
that I have explained to you, if you would be kind enough to give the sheriff's officer a note as to 
what your problem is, we will reassemble. I will either go back through my notes and explain the 
law to you again or I will try and deal with the particular problem that you have. 

On questions of facts, however, I can only be of very limited help to you because the facts are 
your area of responsibility. All I could do there is to read all or part of the evidence of a 
particular witness or witnesses that you might like to hear again. That's the only help I could be 
to you now on any matter of fact. 

I'm about to ask you to retire. Before I do so, I have to discharge the remaining reserve juror. I 
know how hard it must be for somebody to sit and listen to a trial for something like 7 or 8 days 
and then when you come to the vital part of the trial, all of a sudden you are no longer it seems 
required but you have seen the reason for reserve jurors. It has been demonstrated here today. On 
behalf of the community, let me thank you very much for your help in the trial process. The jury 
is about to retire. When they do so, you are free to go. Would you now please retire and consider 
your verdict? 

(At 3.37 pm the jury retired)

SCOTT J: Any matter of fact or law, Mr Cannon?

CANNON, MR: No, sir. 

SCOTT J: Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: No, sir. 

SCOTT J: Very well. In that event, we will retire and await the return of the jury. 

SCOTT J: Mr Foreman, ladies and gentlemen, I have received from you a note which reads: 

It is the consensus of the jury that we will not arrive at a unanimous decision by 6 pm tonight, 13 
May 2003 - signed by yourself I think, Mr Foreman. In those circumstances it seems to me that 
the appropriate course now is to send you off with the sheriff's officer so you can have a meal, 
have some overnight accommodation and I will have the sheriff's officer bring you back by 9 
o'clock tomorrow morning. You will have your exhibits back then and you can carryon with your 
deliberations. Sorry to bring you into court but it's necessary that I put that on transcript. Very 
well. We will adjourn. 

AT 5.43 PM THE MATTER WAS ADJOURNED UNTIL WEDNESDAY, 14 MAY 2003
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TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 
The Verdict

AT PERTH ON WEDNESDAY, 14 MAY 2003, AT 2.17 AM

THE CLERK OF ARRAIGNS: Members of the jury, are you agreed upon your verdict? 

THE FOREMAN: Yes. 

THE CLERK OF ARRAIGNS: How say you as to wilful murder? Is the accused guilty or not 
guilty? 

THE FOREMAN: Guilty. 

THE CLERK OF ARRAIGNS: Is that the verdict of you all?

THE FOREMAN: Yes, it's the verdict of us all. 

SCOTT J: Mr Foreman, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, as I said to the reserve juror yesterday 
I thank you all very sincerely for your service to the community in acting as jurors at this trial. 
You have all taken the matter very seriously and I can see from the amount of time and effort you 
put in that you have taken a great deal of care and attention in relation to your deliberations. So 
thank you very much for your help and if you would like to go with the sheriff's officer I'm sure 
you will all be seen safely from the premises. 

THE CLERK OF ARRAIGNS: Gary Ernest White, you have found guilty of one count of 
wilful murder. Have you anything to say why judgment should not be passed upon you according 
to law? 

SCOTT J: Yes, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: If the court so pleases there is no reason why the law should not take its course 
and I appreciate - - - 

SCOTT J: There will be a judgment of conviction on that count. Be seated please, Mr White. 

CANNON, MR: In respect of the victim impact statement that has been handed to me and I 
have no comments on that at all. 

SCOTT J: The antecedent report that I have contains very little information. 

CANNON, MR: That is what I was going to suggest. You are going to have to set the minimum 
parole period and I realise that this is a very serious case and there's nothing I can say that makes 
any difference. Now the jury have delivered their verdict I was going to ask for a pre-sentence 
report. 

SCOTT J: It would certainly help me I think on the question of - there are two issues, are there 
not? One is whether life imprisonment or strict security life imprisonment is appropriate and the 
other is the non-parole period. 
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CANNON, MR: That is so, sir. 

SCOTT J: A pre-sentence report I think would help me on both of those issues. 

CANNON, MR: There is no hurry for the pre-sentence report, sir, because I realise the 
mandatory life sentence. If you allow yourself ample time to get the report there will be no 
problem from our side. Thank you, sir. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: Yes, I'm agreeable to a pre-sentence report being obtained. There is just one 
matter I would like to comment on. Victim impact statements have been prepared from Mrs 
Tapley and Mr Tapley. 

SCOTT J: Yes. 

BATES, MR: Mrs Tapley would like to read her victim impact statement to the court and I 
understand she would like to do that today if that is in order, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: I have never known it to happen that way. BATES, MR: Sir, in our submission a 
victim impact statement has been prepared and - - - 

SCOTT J: I have the document. I have some reservations about a victim impact statement being 
dealt with in that way, Mr Bates, for a whole range of reasons, the least of which is I don't think 
it properly exposes the victim's cross-examination which I don't think is the way in which victim 
impact statements should work and matters of that sort. It exposes them to the world and 
although the victim's mother may wish for that to happen I have reservations about it. 

BATES, MR: The other alternative is if I could be permitted to read out both Mrs Tapley and Mr 
Tapley's victim impact statements from the bar table, sir. 

SCOTT J: Well - - - 

BATES, MR: Mr Tapley has expressed a wish to me for me to read his out and Mrs Tapley 
wanted to read hers out herself, but in light of your Honour's comments the request I would make 
on behalf of them is for permission to be able to read those out to the court. 

SCOTT J: Mr Cannon, do you have any difficulty with that? 

CANNON, MR: I do have a problem with it, sir. I realise this is part of closure. I was present at 
a trial recently where to placate the victim she was allowed to read the statement. There was so 
much emotionalism generated and certainly I would not be asking any questions about the 
written impact statement. That's a matter reserved for the victims and if they have expressed 
themselves correctly in the statement - and if they wish to tell the press, that's their business - - - 

SCOTT J: Yes. 

CANNON, MR: - - - but in respect of the court I think we're only aggravating the situation and 
postponing the situation and giving rise to more emotionalism. 

SCOTT J: Yes. Mr Bates, I really don't think it's appropriate to read victim impact statements in 
open court. I think probably - and it's not an informed view because I have never had it argued 
before me. I would rather, in a general sense, keep them confidential to the people concerned. 
They will certainly be taken into account by me. I have already read the statements you have 
provided to me. 

BATES, MR: Yes. The only reason why they were particularly interested in having them read or 
reading them out themselves is because understandably in this trial there has been a lot of 
evidence about their son and they were obviously very keen to place before the court information 
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from their perspective about their son, painting him in a more positive light than has been 
painted in the court proceedings. 

SCOTT J: I don't have any difficulty if in due course, Mr Bates, you wish to make submissions 
along those lines. I will properly accept that through counsel, as the court always does, subject of 
course to whatever is said about it, and that seems to me to be the appropriate way for the matter 
to be dealt with. 

BATES, MR: As your Honour pleases. 

SCOTT J: You could persuade me otherwise but it would take some persuading I think. All 
right. Mr Cannon, is there any need, if I order a pre-sentence report, for either a psychological or 
psychiatric report? 

CANNON, MR: In view of the serious nature of this offence, sir, and the facts as found by the 
jury it is outside the usual range of acts of killing and - - - 

SCOTT J: I must say from the evidence I have heard I have some considerable difficulty in 
understanding the motivation. 

CANNON, MR: That is so, sir. 

SCOTT J: Whether it's to do with money, whether it's to do with drugs, whether it's to do with 
teaching somebody a lesson, I think must have been a mystery to the jury and it's a mystery to 
me. It's an extraordinary thing to do - - - 

CANNON, MR: Yes. 

SCOTT J: - - - to shoot somebody six times. 

CANNON, MR: When you have defended a case on the basis that it didn't happen, sir, there's 
nothing I can say at all, but I would like to know, if a psychological report is obtained, whether it 
does throw some light. I am quite convinced that the motivation is not $100. 

SCOTT J: I rather suspect that that might have been the case, but if it's not and it's just to teach 
somebody a lesson it's difficult to see where it's all heading. 

CANNON, MR: It certainly doesn't - his presence, even with the jury's verdict, at the scene was 
entirely accidental. He was brought there unannounced by Susie Miller. So the element of 
premeditation which you have to take into account in assessing the appropriate parole period we 
are left in mystery now. He mayor may not co-operate with solving that mystery. That's entirely 
up to him. 

SCOTT J: That's the other matter that perhaps I should discuss with you. The antecedent report 
is almost totally barren, as you may have seen, and there's little point in ordering a pre-sentence 
report or indeed a psychological report if the outcome is going to be, “I refuse to comment.” 

CANNON, MR: The difficulty is I have no doubt the verdict of the jury is a shock to him now, 
sir, and I would rather him be given the opportunity knowing that he is going to get life 
imprisonment to consider his options. The psychologist can see him and the person pursuing the 
information for the victim impact statement can consult with him and it's entirely up to him as to 
what he does. 

My advice would be to co-operate as much as he can but he knows that already and it's up to 
him. 

I think in the emotionalism of the moment - and let me say at this particular stage the character  
of the young man who the jury found - who was never questioned obviously he was having 
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difficulties, as many persons do have these difficulties and fundamentally they are of a very good 
nature. I can imagine any parent would be grieving and seeking revenge in respect of the death 
of a son, and I really don't want to be forced into the position of having to ask any questions at 
all. 

SCOTT J: Thank you for your help, Mr Cannon. Mr Bates, do you wish to be heard at this 
stage? 

BATES, MR: No, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Is 13 June convenient to you, Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: I am starting another murder case I think on 6 June, sir. 

SCOTT J: For how long? 

CANNON, MR: I think it's listed until the 13th. 

SCOTT J: We could make it perhaps the following Monday which is the 16th. 

CANNON, MR: Certainly, sir. 

SCOTT J: All right. Does that cause you any difficulty? 

BATES, MR: That's convenient, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: If we make it at 9.30 am on 16 June. In the meantime I will order a pre-sentence 
report and a psychological report and I will hear from you again on that day and I will hear from 
the crown as well on that day. Very well. 

CANNON, MR: Thank you, sir. 

SCOTT J: Mr White, you are remanded in custody until 9.30 am on 16 June. I will seek a pre-
sentence report concerning you and a psychological report. I do hope that you co-operate with 
those reports. They won't be made public. They will be confidential to me, apart from what 
counsel say about it, and I think it will help your position greatly if you co-operated with those 
authorities but that essentially is a matter for you. Very well. You may stand down. 

AT 2.29 PM THE MATTER WAS ADJOURNED UNTIL MONDAY, 16 JUNE 2003 

Page - 408 Day 8 – Wednesday 14 May 2003



Supreme Court of Western Australia The Queen and Gary Ernest White

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

AT PERTH ON THURSDAY, 16 JUNE 2003, AT 9.30 AM

THE CLERK OF ARRAIGNS: Put up Gary Ernest White. 

Gary Ernest White, is that your full name? 

THE ACCUSED: Yes. 

SCOTT J: Be seated please, Mr White. Mr Cannon, have you had a chance to see the pre-
sentence report? 

CANNON, MR: I have, sir. I have seen the pre-sentence report and the psychological report. I 
have shown my learned friend a reference of character and this has just come in today. 

SCOTT J: That's an additional reference? 

CANNON, MR: That's an additional reference. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. 

CANNON, MR: There are no other matters that I have to submit in writing in this matter, sir. 

SCOTT J: Thank you. Mr Bates? 

BATES, MR: If your Honour pleases, I have had the opportunity of reading the pre-sentence 
report and the psychological report and the crown has also filed written outlines of submissions 
which have been provided to the court and my learned friend. Your Honour does have the victim 
impact statements of Mr and Mrs Tapley. 

SCOTT J: Yes, I do. 

BATES, MR: There is nothing further that I need to put on the record, sir. 

SCOTT J: You may be seated, Mr White. Following a trial by a jury which commenced on 5 
May 2003 and concluded on Wednesday, 14 May 2003, you were convicted of wilful murder. 
The indictment alleged that on or about 19 August 2001 at Maddington you wilfully murdered 
Anthony David Tapley. 

The relevant facts, in summary, are that on 19 August 2001 the victim, Anthony David Tapley, 
went to your house at 12 Jade Street, Maddington with Mrs Susie Miller for the purpose of 
obtaining some amphetamine. Mrs Miller had previously obtained some amphetamine from you 
earlier on the same afternoon and both she and the victim had consumed amphetamine and 
alcohol. Having heard the evidence, I am of the view that both of those people were heavily 
intoxicated at the time. 

At your house when those two people arrived were three young girls who gave evidence, two 
other men who have not been identified, a witness who gave evidence at the trial Sidney Reid, 
and another man referred to as Rainbow. Without descending into the detail of the matter, you 
had asked Mr Reid to come back to your house for the purpose of locking the gates. I am of the 
view that you did that because you knew that the victim, Mr Tapley, was inside your yard and 
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you wished to speak to him. As I said after the jury's verdict, it is not clear on the evidence what 
your motivation was. 

You called Mrs Miller to the back of the yard and asked her in colourful language what she was 
doing bringing Mr Tapley over to your house. Mrs Miller said that you had never spoken to her 
in that tone before. You told Mrs Miller to leave the house and take the three young girls with 
her. Mrs Miller did so. At the time Mrs Miller says she was crying because she was scared for Mr 
Tapley. As it turned out, she had some justification. 

What then happened was that you went down the back of the yard where Mr Tapley was standing 
and demanded money which you said he owed you. It was apparent that Mr Tapley had no 
money on him. According to Mr Reid, you then told Mr Tapley you were going to make an 
example of him. You drew a .38 revolver from the back of your jeans and shot Mr Tapley in the 
shoulder. The first shot struck Mr Tapley and spun him around and he ran down the back next to 
the semitrailer. At that stage Mr Tapley ran out of Mr Reid's view but Mr Reid heard three more 
shots as Mr Tapley ran behind the semitrailer. 

Eventually Mr Tapley got to the gate, which, as I have said, was locked, and climbed the gate 
and got to the top of the barbed wire to try and escape from you. You caught up with him and 
shot him in the buttocks as he climbed over the gate. Mr Tapley fell on the far side of the gate, no 
doubt by then seriously wounded, probably having been hit by five rounds from the revolver. 
You then unlocked the front gate to your yard and went up to Mr Tapley and fired the last of the 
six shots directly into his head, killing him. 

This was, in my opinion, a cold-blooded execution and, although I express no concluded view, 
probably motivated out of the non-payment of a drug debt. The offence was planned at short 
notice and calculated. The victim was unarmed and at the time seriously affected by drugs and 
alcohol. 

After this incident you told Mr Reid and the other man to leave your premises. You dragged the 
body of Mr Tapley back inside alongside a truck. You later rang Mr Reid and asked for a refund 
of money you had given to him for the purpose of purchasing a hand gun which you had 
considered buying on behalf of someone else. Mr Reid returned to your premises and gave you 
the money. At that time Mr Tapley's body was still in front of the semitrailer where you had 
dragged it. Mr Reid offered to help you clean up and you said to him you would do your own 
dirty work. You then took the body of Mr Tapley to a property at Northam where the body was 
burnt. You later told Mr Reid, “I'll never do it like that again. Next time it will be off the back of 
a boat.”

In my view, this was a very serious wilful murder. 

I take into account the victim impact statements which have been provided to me. I take into  
account the medical report of Dr Kay dated 7 June 2003. I have taken into account the pre-
sentence report which I have received and the psychological report from Helen Fowler and 
Associates dated 12 June 2003. In both the pre-sentence report and the report from Helen Fowler 
and Associates you present yourself as a law-abiding and responsible citizen and you deny any 
involvement in this offence. 

You also deny any problematic use of drugs and any involvement with the supply of drugs. In 
that respect I accept the evidence of Mrs Miller that you were the person who supplied drugs to 
her at least on the occasions about which she testified. I take into account your personal 
circumstances as referred to in the reports provided to me including the fact that you are 48 years 
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of age and although you have a criminal record of some significance, you have never previously 
been in prison. 

The first matter that falls for consideration is whether you should be sentenced to life 
imprisonment or strict security life imprisonment. In making that decision I must consider three 
factors. Firstly, the circumstances of the offence which I have already outlined. Secondly, your 
antecedents which have been set out in the pre-sentence report that I have obtained. I note that 
you do not have a serious criminal record but I take into account that you have been 
uncooperative with the authorities except that you did co-operate in the preparation of the pre-
sentence report. Thirdly, the need to protect the public. 

In my view that is a significant factor in this case because although you were not a member of 
the Gypsy Jokers motorcycle club you associated with members of that club and in my view you 
pride yourself in honouring their code of silence. The other matter that falls for consideration is 
the non-parole period which has to be fixed under sections 90 or 91 of the Sentencing Act 1995. 
There are two matters which require resolution. The first, as I have said, is whether you should 
be sentenced to life imprisonment or strict security life imprisonment and the second is the non-
parole period that you must serve on whatever sentence is imposed. 

Having reached the conclusion that the wilful murder of Tapley was a cold-blooded execution 
which was probably drug related and carried out in circumstances where the victim was unarmed 
and at the time seriously affected by drugs and alcohol and taking into account all other aspects 
of the matter I have come to the conclusion that this is a case where strict security life 
imprisonment is called for. 

That having been said however in the context of an offence which justifies strict security life 
imprisonment.

I am of the view that a non-parole period towards the bottom of the range for that offence is 
appropriate. Would you please stand? You will be sentenced to strict security life imprisonment 
with a non-parole period of 22 years. 

That sentence will run from the date you were taken into custody in relation to this matter; that 
is, 28 March 2002. 

Is there anything further I need to deal with this morning? 

BATES, MR: No, your Honour. 

SCOTT J: Mr Cannon? 

CANNON, MR: No, sir. 

SCOTT J: Very well. You may stand down. 

AT 9.38 AM THE MATTER WAS ADJOURNED ACCORDINGLY 
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Comments, 18/02/09
Evidence of this is what? That he did not co-operate with authorities to bring others to justice. What happens when he knows nothing?
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