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Mick Skrijel fights for ) jll

This the epic tale of a fisherman who did his duty as he saw it and got more
thaft he bargained for: arson attacks (on his boat, his house, his wife’s car), a
daughter menaced during a rdid on his home, a drug bust and a police frame-
up, jail, a successful appeal, a ransacked house, an intrider whose calling card
was a shining bullet, unexplained firearmis Wthh appear and re-appear, an
indépendent inquiry which recommended a Royal Commission, and a Federal
Minister for Justice who can run but cannot hide.

BY HALL GREENLAND

; Mef‘ilned ‘Mick' Skrijel (pronounced ‘skreel) is tough,
cheetful 54-year-old who now lives in Sunshine, an outer
suburb of Melbourne. When his odyssey began he was a
fisherman in South Australia,

In March, 1978, while at sea off the South Australian
coast he saw what he thought were fishing boats picking
up heroin drop% and subsequently reported it to the police
at Millicent in South Australia. No busts-and no arrests
followed his tip-off.

Instead Skrijel got “unlucky”. His boat was hurnc:d 3]
the waterline, his crayfish business was shunned, his
home was invaded by masked men (his 12-year-old *
daughter, the only one at home, was terrorised), and
finally his house was damaged by fire.

In 1984 he took the matter to the newly established
National Crime Authority and thé’ NCA bhegan investigating
his complaints. Skrijel was not satisfied with progress,
RIEW SUispicious, and by August-September 1985 was
allégifg that some NCA pulme {who he named) were
involved in 1 cobver-up. Xy

“TEW ClEar partern éf coincidence begdn to emerge
between his criticisms of police and his “bad luck”.

_ In October, Skrijel; who had a hobby fafm near Digby,
4 small country town in Victoria, was himself busted for
growing marijuana in a4 nearby State Forest,

The police who did the bust were the same NCA police

* Skrijel was publicly criticising. They charged Skrijel with

cultivdting and possessing marijuana, and possessing
explosives and a sawn-off .22.

The case against him certainly looked like a set-up.
Consider the sequence of events: On October § the police
got their search warrants and began their round-the-clock
surveillance of Skrijel at his Melbourne home and the
marijuana plantation, Skrijel was in Melbourne until
October 14 (which meant that the NCA police had
unimpeded access to the Skrijel farm for a week), He
travelled to his farm on October 15 and rather than
maintdin the surveillance on the plantation and Skrijel to
see whether they could catch him visiting the plantation,
the NCA agents immediately swooped and arrested him.

And lo and behold, all the incriminating evidence
needed to load him up was sitting smack in the middle of
his farm shed waiting to be filmed by the NCA video
operator. There was a cardboard box of marijuana, and
alongside it sitting on the step of a ladder was a set of
kitchen scales (without any finger prints, however). Close
by was a piece of wood which forensic would later
identify as being from the same length from which a
seedbox found on the plantation was made. (The
-;uspicibus elements here were: the seed box was roughly
made whereas Skrijel, a shipwright by trade, is a skilled
woodworker, and the timber on the ‘:tf_edlmx found out in
the open, was relatively unweathered.)
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. when Skrijel took possession of

Despite all the : .appart‘nt weaknesses, Skrijel was
convicted by 4 fudge 4nd jury in April 1987. In this
remarkable ¢4sé the prosecution’s final address took 40
minutes and the hostilé judge (the Court of Appeal later
found he'd misdirécted the jury) took more than a day.
Among other things, the judge argued that Skrijel was
mentally ill. Skrijel was sentenced to two years
imprisonment and $200 for possession of the unlicensed
.22 Cooey automatic pistol.

After he'd been in prison for six months, the Supreme
Court upheld his appeal and ordered a new trial. He never
got it. In June 1989 the Victorian Director of Police
prosecutions appeared in court
to say that they would not be
pursuing the tase, thereby
aborting theé SUpreme Court
ruling.

Skrijel hds efitinued wﬂenng
from “bad It AS Richard
Acklafid fept ifi the'
Financial Revieiv last November:
“Mrs Skrijfel's car-was - »
m}wt&noiﬁ’l@ cfeﬁffoyccf F)y fire
and the forfeited and unlicensed
Cooey pistol Wds “Found” hack
on his property in 1992. Earlier
this month, his home in
Melbourne wis ransacked, A
single shiny bullet was left next
to his fax machine.”

The strange planting of the "
Cooey pistol—it rned up in
Skrijel's farm kitchen seven years
after the police confiscited it
and five years after the court
ordered its destruction—was not
the only firearm mystery in this
affair. Two weeks after Skrijel's
1985 arrest, the NCA took
possession of a shotgun from an
engineering factory where it had
been left for modification in the
name of Skrijel. No mention of it
was made in the 1987 trial, yet

his personal effects from the
police after his 4ppeal Was
upheld, the shotgun wis dmongst his property. Skrljel
refused to accept it as his; and it has since disappeared
without trice.- Was the shothn part of the 1985 frame-up
which was later found to be superfluous, but not
efficiently disposed of? = -~

Skrijel was by this'time convinced there wis something
very rotten in the NCA and appedred before the Joint
Parliamentary Committee inquiry into theé NCA in 1991,

The Committee recommended ah©
Skrijel affair but the Fedefal Atfd'fn' '-
advised against such an iriquiry. &

In 199.’? {x-.'hevmg he hid mﬂch@dmfﬂdal deadend,
Skrijel initiated his owh Givil actiGH [ THE Victorian
Suprenie Coirt dction for daimages TgMAsE the NCA.

Then, and only ther, did the Péderdi Mifister for
Justice, Diincan Kert, commission Aﬂﬂlﬂ!ﬂé‘fiﬂrﬁst&r David
Quick QC to invéstigate the Skﬁfel’*ﬁm

Quick’s final repoft W4s delivé & Minister kist
April. Althoughi his report %s Hgavil lified; and -
handicapped by 4 ':usp:c:ohs 5 fids3] to fully
cooperate, Quick essentially folind Torskhijel.

Quick considered thit there was “good teason to
suspect” that ril; }Tuld beti framéd iril'1§85 Iri lawyer's
language, he “strongly* saspécted; thdt “Sbitie person in
authority ha i edrried zu{ ﬂclljs Wit A VeW to Incriminating
or otherwis€ causing hatifi to Mr SKTljEE® HE %45 left “with
a firm suspicion that fabticated s
‘presented it connectioh wfth th“é"‘_ _
charges”, 7
Whilé he'd spent miost of Hils Eﬁiﬁ;?@iﬁév\ﬂng the
post-1985 events, Quick did Aote thatOHE of the SA
police Skrijel had earlier alleged Was iVolved in the drug

dé; Had since been
"”g:phvk;féd and

L =R

aﬂ'alr—parucularly the
NCA'S fjﬂst of 1985.
DUNCAA Kerr Histissed
thie call bn thé gruumL:;
that "4 Royal =’ 4
Commissior i§ ah
uxtrﬂdrdman!
ifis

Astedd Xetr tossed the

casé td the Victorian
QfﬂBUdSman Whio may

“lleIpE%“ but is i Ho
tion {6 ifivestigate
raiém NCA.

whether
thé’ NCA‘bb[ite lidve
persectited Skrijel solely

5 because he's 4
“troublemaker” or iﬂ:cause sonie of tHert Were ihvolvéd in
the drug trade. Aftef the. revelations of tHETNSW. Police
Royal Commission; Which have implicitéd somé Federal
police in driig crimég'! fill investgation sé&mg mfﬁ:gd

2 .""Rf"-:; 123 ul o

Note: Mick skrjel cah be eoitacied 8133 Erndst 5, -
Sunshine Viciorid 3020. CltyHub’s F&ﬁ:@.ﬂ  Jor 4 titerview
wiih Justice Minister Mncdr! Ke!'r_ *‘ j%wd '
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Mick visits the Minister

Mick Skrijel has joined in the Federal
election campaign. He is back in Hobart
this week in his quest for a Royal
Commission into his longstanding tangle
with the National Crime Authority.

He’s putting leaflets in letter boxes,
telling his story on street corners, and is
holding a public meeting.

He wants the voters of Hobart to dump
local MP Dunean Kerr, the Minister for
Justice, whose electorate is based on
Hobart and who has refused him a Royal

Commission. Kerr is worried enough to
have had his own leaflet delivered to
every Hobart letterbox. Under the
headline “Smear Campaign”, Kerr wrc te
“Mr Skrijel appears to believe that z:
Minister fr:t fustice [am part of a
conspidy Lo ‘protect criminals’. 1
prelfeired not to have to respond to these
wild allegations, but I decided to write to
assure you there is no truth whatever in
the ridiculous claims being made against
me and the staff of the Attorney-General's
Department.”

" When Skrijel was in Hobart two weeks

ago, Kerr threatened the local media with
defamation writs if they allowed Skrijel to
sound off with his “wild” charges. ABC
Radio’'s Annie Warburton consequently
cancelled an’invitation to Skrijel. A fearful
Kerr also asked the Federal police to do
an “assessment” on Skrijel.

On February 6 Annie Warburton got a
visit from the Feds who among other
things wanted to know Skrijel's
whereabouts. Richard Ackland in the
Financial Review takes up the story: “She
was asked by the AFP officer to get in
touch with the whistleblowers’

orgdnisation; Jsk {ad Skrl]el

and invite him back’ .a R0 ot the
preterice thdt :}nm.h'é Ihtervie ;would be
scheduled! SR <

“It was suggested. thdl &[1& string Skrijel
dlong and find out his"addfess i Hobart,
so that the coppér could go 4nd interview
him.” To hert credit, Warbiitton refused
and spilled the m:fy to thelmedid.

The Feds did cdtch iﬂ'i ith skrijel in
both Hobart and in M&ibbl]h)e askirig
him to keep his distaficé frofm Kerr.

Undetetred, Mick Skrijel is back in

Hobart ahd talkmg to the voters.
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