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Inquiry into certain Australian companies in relation to the
UN Qil-for-Food Programme

Reasons

On 29 September 2006 hearings concluded. I sought and received submissions
from Counsel regarding the time which they thought they would require to put
before the Inquiry submissions regarding findings that I might make concerning
their clients. I indicated that I intended to direct Counsel Assisting to file their
submissions to me by the close of business on Tuesday, 3 October 2006 so that,
after posting on a secure internet site overnight they would be available to all
those who had received authorisation to appear, or all those who might be
adversely affected, by the start of business on Wednesday, 4 October 2006.

Counsel Assisting has complied with my direction.

In submissions advanced on Friday, 29 September 2006, AWB sought and were
granted two weeks to respond. AWB has made no application to extend that time.

Its submissions will be received by the close of business Tuesday, 17 October
2006.

In making their submissions counsel for various individuals assumed, correctly,
that the submissions of counsel assisting might exceed 1,000 pages. On the basis
of that assumption Mr Forrest QC who appears for Messrs Edmonds-Wilson,
Geary, Long, Snowball and Ms Scales sought four weeks to provide submissions.
Mr Lacava SC who appears only for Mr Stott sought the same period. So did Mr
Abbott QC who appears for Messrs Aucher, Beaumont, Fuller, Ingleby, Owen and
Ms Gillingham. Mr Allen SC who appears only for Mr Lindberg sought three
weeks. No other counsel advanced any submissions in relation to an appropriate

period.

I was not persuaded that the task of solicitors and senior and junior counsel
appearing for individuals was any greater or more complex than that of AWB. [
directed that all those wishing to put submissions to me should do so within two

weeks, that is by the close of business on 17 October 2006. That would leave five
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weeks until 24 November 2006, being the reporting date for me to consider such

submissions and draft and publish the report. I indicated that I had been advised
that it would take approximately one week to desktop and print the final report.

. The submissions of counsel assisting were available to interested parties at the
opening of business on Wednesday, 4 October 2006. They comprise, so far as
AWB and its associated companies and executives are concemed, 30 chapters.
Two chapters address the United Nations sanctions and the Oil-for-Food
Programme. 23 chapters contain a detailed analysis of factual matters which
counsel assisting suggest I should adopt. Much is documentary based and is likely
to be uncontroversial. However the chapters also contain what I shall describe as
interpretive facts and conclusionary facts. There may be significant issues raised
by persons affected concerning the accuracy or completeness of those facts. The

chapters are heavily footnoted with references to the evidence.

. About 5.00pm on Wednesday, 4 October 2006 the Solicitor Assisting the Inquiry
received a brief letter from the solicitors instructing Mr Abbott QC requested that
I extend the time for provision of submissions from two weeks to four weeks. I
also received a document from the solicitors for Mr Whitwell, which document
was headed “Memorandum to the Oil-for-Food Inquiry from counsel on behalf of
their clients”. The memorandum was somewhat like a petition. It was signed by
Mr Allen SC and his two junior counsel, those three together with their solicitor
appearing for Mr Lindberg. It bore the name of Mr Clelland SC, although he had
not signed the document, and the signature of his junior. Mr Clelland SC and his
junior and solicitors appear for Messrs Cooper, Hargreaves, Johnson, Johnstone
and Ms Lyons and Ms Peavey. It was also signed by Mr Forrest QC and his
Junior, Mr Lacava SC and his junior, Mr Lorken who appears for Mr Whitwell
and Mr Croucher who appears for Messrs Borlase and Sheridan. The

memorandum sought an extension of time to respond of four weeks, that is to 31
October 2006.
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