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THE COMMISSIONER: Yes, Ms Mitchelmore.

MS MITCHELMORE: Commissioner, there’s no administrative matters, so
the first witness this morning is Mr George Vasil.

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr Vasil. Now, Mr Neil, on the last occasion |
made an order under section 38. Are you content for that to continue?

MR NEIL: Yes. It was explained previously and if that’s continued, that
would be adequate.

THE COMMISSIONER: Yes. Thanks.

MR NEIL: Thank you.

COMMISSIONER’S ORDER MADE PREVIOUSLY TO CONTINUE
PURSUANT TO SECTION 38 OF THE INDEPENDENT
COMMISSION AGAINST CORRUPTION ACT

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr Vasil, oath you took?

MR VASILIADES: Oath.
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<GEORGE VASILIADES, sworn [10.06am]

MS MITCHELMORE: Yes, Just for the record, you’re named Mr George
Vasiliades, is that right?---Yes, yes.

But you’re also known as Mr Vasil?---Correct.
Are you content for me to call you Mr Vasil in your evidence?---Yes, yes.

If I can just ask you, Mr Vasil, you keep your voice up when you’re
answering questions.---Which microphone shall I grab?

That one’s convenient, if that’s - - -
THE COMMISSIONER: And that’s comfortable for you?---Yes, yes, yes.

MS MITCHELMORE: Now, Mr Vasil, one of the topics that you were
asked questions about when you last gave your evidence was your
involvement with Mr Stavis and Mr Khouri, Mr Hawatt and Mr Azzi in
relation to the employment of Mr Stavis in the role of the director of city
planning and the events that occurred after that offer of employment was
withdrawn. Do you remember that topic?---Yes, yes.

And you gave evidence that you were overseas for part of the period in
November-December, you left Australia on 6 November, 2014, is that
right?---Yes.

And you returned on 2 December, 2014?---From my passport.

Yes, from your passport. That’s right. And you’ve given evidence that Mr
Stavis came to you at some point after he received a letter withdrawing the
offer of appointment.---Yes.

And came to see you and you tried to assist Mr Stavis with some legal and
union referrals, is that right?---Correct.

Since you gave your evidence, Mr Vasil, a set of call charge records has
been tendered before the Commission and this is Exhibit 233, which |
wanted to ask you some questions about. Now, we might bring that up on
the screen. Would you prefer a paper copy, Mr Vasil, or are you content to
look at the document on the screen?---1 can, okay, | can look at it on the
screen.

Look at it on the screen, all right.

THE COMMISSIONER: If you prefer the paper version at any time, just
speak up, all right?---Yes, okay.
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MS MITCHELMORE: All right. Now, Mr Vasil, you see that that
document is titled CCR records for Bechara Khouri, yourself, Mr Montague,
Mr Hawatt, Mr Azzi and Mr Stavis and it’s between the period 1 February,
2015 and 28 February, 2015.---Yes.

Have you reviewed this document since it was tendered, Mr Vasil?---Yes, |
had a look at it very briefly, yes.

Just to orient you as to time, this document starts on 1 February, and on 27
January there was an extraordinary meeting of council that was held at the
request of Councillors Hawatt and Azzi. Do you recall that meeting?---Yes.

Were you at that meeting?---Yes.

All right. And the meeting of course was closed by the mayor, after he
made a short statement, is that right?---Correct.

And some members of the council, including Councillors Hawatt and Azzi,
continued the meeting, is that right?---Yes.

And were you there for the continuation of the meeting?---1 didn’t even
know there was, they were having a meeting. It was just chaos in there.

| see. It was difficult to tell that a meeting was being held, is that right?---1
don't remember. There was just so much chaos in there. 1, I, it didn’t look
like a, a meeting, a normal meeting, that’s what I'm saying.

It didn’t look like a normal meeting of council that you had previously
attended, is that right?---That’s, that’s, yes.

All right. Now, just looking at Exhibit 233 - - -?---1t’s not on here.

Oh, I'm sorry, it'll come back up.---Okay.

Now, do you recognise the format of that document? | think Mr Buchanan,
in your evidence on the last occasion, took you to a similar document, which

was Exhibit 60.---Yes.

So I won’t take you through each of the columns but you understand the
general operation of the document, is that right?---Yes.

All right. Now, you’ll see, Mr Vasil, that a number of entries on page 1, so
just looking at that page that’s before you, are highlighted.---Yes.

And you’ll see that each of those entries are highlighted indicating that
Mr Stavis was either a maker of a call or sender of a text message or the
recipient of a call or text message. Do you see that?---Yes.
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And such entries are highlighted. If we can just go through the document
just to show that, just going through by page. So that's page 1. So you’ll
see page 2. You’ll see, for example, on page 2 that item 46 there’s a contact
between Mr Montague and Mr Stavis and some further at 77 and, sorry, 75
to 78.---Yes.

But the other contacts are between Mr Stavis and you. Do you see that?
---Yes.

And that’s the same on page 3.---Yes.

The contacts again are between you and Mr Stavis.---Yes.
Page 4, | think they’re all between you and Mr Stavis.---Yes.
Page 5.---Yes.

Page 6, page 7, page 8, there are, at 303 there’s a contact with Mr Montague
and Mr Stavis but otherwise they’re you and Mr Stavis. Do you see that?
---Yes.

Page 9, again there’s some contact with Mr Montague at 343, but otherwise
it’s between you and Mr Stavis. Page 10, again at 401 there’s contact with
Mr Montague, and 402, but otherwise it’s you and Mr Stavis.---Yes.

And page 11, again some contact at 415 to 417, 422, 423 and 426 with
Mr Montague, but otherwise it’s you and Mr Stavis. Do you agree?---Yes.

Now, Mr Vasil, | think - - -

MR NEIL: Commissioner, could I just, with respect, just before we now
move on ask it be noted that where my learned friend uses the word
“contact”, in those that are for example two seconds or three seconds, and
there are a number of them, it should not be assumed there was any contact.
There may have been an attempt at contact but one or two or three seconds
couldn’t necessarily be an actual discussion.

THE COMMISSIONER: Look, I’m content with the use of the word
“contact”. | take your point that there are short, relatively short — it could
have been just a message “ring me” or something like that. But obviously
the duration time will be taken into account I assume with any questioning
and ultimately with any submissions.

MS MITCHELMORE: And certainly | take my friend’s point. When | say

contact obviously that, my friend is quite right, where there is only a two
second call it may be in fact that that is a missed call.
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MR NEIL: Yes.

MS MITCHELMORE: So there’s an attempt to call but not necessarily
speaking as between Mr Stavis and Mr Vasil on those occasions.

MR NEIL: Well, I’'m obliged to my learned friend and to you,
Commissioner.

MS MITCHELMORE: Yes. Thank you. Mr Vasil, someone, not me, has
done the counting but it’s the case that there are some 78 highlighted entries
in this document that show if | can refer to it as a line being open.---Yes.

Not necessarily contact but a line being open between you and Mr Stavis in
the period of this document 1 February to 28 February. Can you recall what
you were speaking to Mr Stavis about in general terms in February of
2015?---Yes.

And can you perhaps tell the Commissioner.---Yes. | can’t recall each
specific call and the time but | can tell you the subjects that | was speaking
to Mr Stavis about. The first one was what Mr Katris has sent him to talk to
me about, which was planning issues.

THE COMMISSIONER: Can | - - -?---Yes.

Sorry, are you now speaking about - - -?---Generally.

- - - all of your contact with Mr Stavis from the time that - - -?---Correct.

- - - the job was advertised?---Correct.

All right.---Yes.

MS MITCHELMORE: Mr Vasil, I’m just asking you about February. If
you can turn your mind to February.

THE COMMISSIONER: Can you limit yourself to that?---Yes, yes, but it’s
also related to previous discussions.

MS MITCHELMORE: Okay. All right.

THE COMMISSIONER: All right. You proceed the way you intend and
maybe if you can just first identify - - -?---1t can overlap. It overlaps.

- - - generally those topics.---Yes. The second topic was about his legal
osition and the third topic, which I’ll speak about now,
_ Those were the three subjects generally that | was speaking to

him about.
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MS MITCHELMORE: And, Mr Vasil, that was including through the
period of February?---Including through the period of February. Generally
in February it would have been all those subjects as well, but my
understanding is that I did suggest to him that he goes and sees the union,
and after the union got involved I think things were starting to get resolved.

THE COMMISSIONER: Was that suggestion to see the union in either late
December or January?---1 think it was middle of January, late January,
because it came to his attention that in fact he did have a contract, but then
what does he do with it? The council doesn't want to honour the contract.
He’s got to go and see a solicitor.

I think we’ve got some evidence that he did see a solicitor maybe late
December.

MS MITCHELMORE: Yes.

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr Boatswain was involved.---Yes, yes. Sorry,
what | meant was to go and spend money for a solicitor to try and enforce
the contract. So that’s when I suggested to him it’s best that he goes and
sees his union.

MS MITCHELMORE: Yes. And that, Mr Vasil, was after you took him to
see Mr Laliotis, is that right?---That’s, yes, correct, of course.

And Mr Laliotis said he wasn’t an employment lawyer.---That’s right.

And so you suggested that he spend some money and go and see an
employment solicitor.---No, what he, no, what he did, Mr Laliotis sent him
to a, an employment lawyer, and he saw the employment lawyer and he
came back to me and said that the employment lawyer told him it was — and
I remember the word now — a repudiation of contract. And I said to him,
look, from my little experience | don’t see that because it’s an attempt to
withdraw your offer. You've already accepted the offer. So for a while he
went to somebody else.

I see. And is it the case that through January and February Mr Stavis kept
you informed as to communications he was having with his solicitor about
the state of play between him and the council about this contract?---That is
correct. And he brought me this email that he had, which was
communications between Mr Montague and, and, and Mr, | think, lan
Robertson. So as at the 6™ he knew that he had the job.

| see.---Yeah.

I'm sorry, when you say as at the 6 - - -2---6"" of February.
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THE COMMISSIONER: Well, he knew he had a contract, and there was an
indication, wasn’t there, by 6 February that the council was paying him - - -
?---That’s correct.

- - - I think starting from back pay till about 19 January.---Looking at the
evidence here, it was the 19%, yes.

MS MITCHELMORE: Mr Vasil, is it possible that you were also keeping
Mr Stavis up to date or telling him what you knew of the situation that was
evolving between Mr Montague and other councillors, Councillors Hawatt
and Azzi, about the termination of Mr Stavis’s employment and the
attempted termination of Mr Montague’s employment?---Not in February
because that attempt for termination was in January.

But in terms of February there was still, at least in early February, that

matter was still ongoing, wasn’t 1t?---As far as I can see and remember now,
he was 1n contact with the union at the end of January and he felt
comfortable early Februar

and I think he saw me like his uncle, just, just
general conversations. There was nothing that I could relay to him from the
general manager or from the councillors because there was nothing that they
could do. It was, it was up to the general manager at that stage. That’s - - -

All right. You'll - - -?---There was nothing that I had to, to pass on to him.

All right. You'll see, Mr Vasil, looking at this document, that there are a
number of entries, and perhaps I'll go to some directly, where your contact
with Mr Stavis is preceded by or followed by a call between you and Mr
Hawatt or Mr Azzi. So perhaps if we can look at the first page.---Yes.

You'll see at items 17 to 19 there were calls from Mr Stavis to you. This is
1 February, 2015. Do you see that?---Sorry, which - - -

17 to 19. 17, 18, and 19, where the hand, the cursor 1s pointing.---Yes. Yes.

And you'll see that there was contact from Mr Stavis to you and there were
three calls. The first was a duration of 9 minutes and 39 seconds. That’s
number 17. Do you see that?---Yes. Yes.

The second was only three seconds, so that may be that it was a missed call
and the next call was shortly after that, three minutes later, and that went for
8 minutes and 34 seconds. Do you see that?---Yes, yes.

Now, at item 20, and again this 1is sort of shortly after perhaps the call at 19

finished, you made contact again with Mr Stavis at 7.02pm and that was a
short call of 36 seconds. Do you see that?---Yes, yes.
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So there were two quite lengthy exchanges between you and Mr Stavis
there, and a shorter exchange. Are you able to recall what you discussed in
those calls? So this is 1 February, 2015.---No, that’s, that’s impossible for
me to recall. As | said, those were the three general topics that | was
discussing with him.

So the topics you’ve identified may have been topics of discussion?---Yes,
yes.

So it’s possible that Mr Stavis was continuing to confide in you in relation
to the issues that you’ve identified, including his employment?---Yes, and
even after the 18", | can see here, | think Mr Neil said they, | can't
remember his words, they, they were at the leagues club having a - - -

Smoking a peace pipe, | think was the terminology.---That’s correct. So,
even after that date, | was in contact with him.

Yes. Mr Vasil, did you indicate at all to Mr Stavis that you could take
concerns that he had, for example about his employment, to Mr Hawatt or
Mr Azzi?---No. Definitely not and I can explain why not. | made sure that
the confidential documents that he was giving me were not seen by anybody
and the only person | showed them to was Barbara Coorey, so they had no
idea that Mr Stavis was seeing me in relation to those items.

THE COMMISSIONER: Sorry, so you showed them to Mr Khouri, did
you?---Barbara Coorey.

MS MITCHELMORE: Ms Coorey.---Barbara Coorey.

THE COMMISSIONER: Oh, Ms Coorey, sorry.---She, she, she is a lawyer,
Yep.

But she wasn’t Mr Stavis’s lawyer?---No, no, no, no. She, she was - - -

She used to be a councillor?---She used to be a councillor and 1 did get
permission from Mr Stavis, when he first brought me the documents, “Do
you mind if I show them to another solicitor?”

What documents are these?---These are the documents that, the exchanges
between himself and the council and, and his solicitor.

MS MITCHELMORE: Mr Vasil, notwithstanding that you didn’t show Mr
Azzi or Mr Hawatt the correspondence, did you keep them informed in
general terms of where the negotiations were at, as between Mr Stavis and
the council?---No, no. That was all confidential.
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Can I go back to the document. I've just taken you to item, I think it was
item 20, where at 7.02 there was a 36 second call between you and Mr
Stavis. Do you see that?---Yes, yes.

And then you’ll see at 7.03 you placed a call, this is a minute after, you
placed a call to Mr Hawatt, can you see that?---Yes.

So it’s possible that you didn’t speak with him because it’s a very short call,
but can you recall the purpose for which you placed that call?---No. I used
to talk to Michael Hawatt all the time. He, he was a friend.

Given the immediacy in time between your call with Mr Stavis and your call
to Mr Hawatt, it’s possible, isn’t it, that you wanted to speak to Mr Hawatt
about something that arose in the course of your conversation with Mr
Stavis?---As I said, all the documents that Mr Stavis gave me, they were all
confidential, and I was not relaying any of his information to anybody else
other than Barbara Coorey.

All right. So, you say that there’s no connection between your completing
calls with Mr Stavis at 7.02 and then placing a call to Mr Hawatt at 7.03?
---I don’t believe there was anything, no.

You will see at item 22, that you, at 7.09pm, placed another call to Mr
Stavis and that was 2 minutes and 51 seconds, and then at 7.35 — this 1s item
23 — you attempted to place another call to Mr Hawatt and again it’s only 3
seconds, so it may be that again you didn’t get through. And then
immediately thereafter, still at 7.35, you placed a call to Mr Azzi. Do you
see that?---Yes.

And that call was for a duration of 1 minute.---Yes.

Is 1t possible that you were ringing Mr Azzi to communicate to him
information you’d received from Mr Stavis or issues he’d raised in his calls
with you, in circumstances where you hadn’t been able to reach Mr
Hawatt?---Again, with Mr Stavis, the information I had, nobody saw those
documents and I did not speak to anybody about Mr Stavis’s legal issues.

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr Vasil, we’ve got to emphasise, I know you've
mentioned documents that Mr Stavis may have shown you and you're
adamant that you didn't show those to anybody, but that’s fine.---Except
(not transcribable)
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But there are other matters, information that Mr Stavis might have discussed
with you, some of which was known to councillors or might not have been
known. That sort of information, did you discuss or inform either Mr
Hawatt or Mr Azzi of that? We’re just not concentrating on either
privileged or confidential documents between Mr Stavis and his lawyer. |
think Ms Mitchelmore’s questions go more, I'm sorry, go wider than that.
Do you understand that?---Yes, yes, yes, | understand.

MS MITCHELMORE: And with that understanding are you able to
indicate, in answer to my question, whether it is possible that you were
ringing Mr Azzi to communicate to him information, general or otherwise,
that you’d received from Mr Stavis or issues he’d raised in circumstances
where you hadn’t been able to contact Mr Hawatt?---Yes, look, not being
able to remember any of these phone calls, I, I can’t say what | was
discussing with, with all these people.

Looking at item 25, Mr Vasil, you'll see that at 7.35 Mr Hawatt appears to
have tried to contact you. You'll see that’s a three-second call.---Yes.

So again it may be that he didn't reach you. And at item 26 you have
contacted him at 7.38 and it’s a 25-second call. Do you see that?---Yes.
Yes.

So a short call.---Yes.
And then at item 27, Mr Hawatt rang you again at 7.40.---Yes.

He appears again. It’s a two-second call, so he may not have got through.
And then at item 29, at 7.43, you've rung Mr Hawatt and there’s been a 38-
second call. Do you see that?---Yeah, yes, yes.

7.43, 38-second call. Do you see that?---Yes.

Now, looking at the timing of these calls, do you recall wishing to convey to
Mr Hawatt and/or Mr Azzi anything of your communications with Mr
Stavis that evening?---No, no.

Is it possible that that was at least a purpose of your calls to Mr Hawatt and
Mr Azzi that evening?---No, | don’t believe so. | don’t believe so.

See, to your knowledge, certainly in early February of 2015, the issue of Mr
Stavis’s employment was a matter of significant interest to Mr Hawatt and
Mr Azzi, wasn’t it?---1 don't know what their interest was at that point in
time because I can see that they were in contact with the general manager
early February, so - - -

I'm just asking, Mr Vasil, about your knowledge. So to your knowledge, the
issue of Mr Stavis’s employment was in early February a matter of
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significant interest to Mr Hawatt and Mr Azzi, wasn’t it?---1 think it was,
from my understanding it was of significant interest to them, of course.

And it’s possible, isn't it, that you wished to keep Mr Hawatt and Mr Azzi
informed of your communications with Mr Stavis and what Mr Stavis was
telling you?---No, | don’t believe so because they were already in contact
with the general manager, so there was no information that I could provide.

THE COMMISSIONER: They were, sorry, | didn't hear that.---They were
already in contact with the general manager. Mr Hawatt, | can see, he was
already in contact with the general manager around the 1%, 2" of - - -

MS MITCHELMORE: And are you basing that, Mr Vasil, on this
document?---On this document, yes, certainly.

| see. But your knowledge at the time? Did you know that they were in
contact with Mr Montague? Or are you looking at this after the fact with the
benefit of this document?---About that time | don't remember having
discussions with them about this, these issues, no.

Had Mr Hawatt or Mr Azzi asked you to be a point of contact for Mr Stavis
in relation to this ongoing issue about his employment and to keep them
informed of your discussions?---No, definitely not, I don’t think so. | don’t
think that was the case, no.

Was keeping them informed that you were talking to Mr Stavis and what Mr
Stavis was telling you something that you did of your own volition?---Sorry,
the question again?

Communicating to Mr Hawatt and Mr Azzi information that you received
from Mr Stavis, is that something that you might have done of your own
volition, so without them asking you to do it?---No, again, because |
remember very clearly, | wasn’t going to relay any information to them
from, information that I got from Mr Stavis. | wasn’t going to relay any
information to anybody. It was all confidential. Whatever | was discussing
with Mr Stavis was between him and me.

Can I move to the following day, Mr Vasil. This is 2 February. You’ll see
at item 33 that you rang, at 11.32am you rang Mr Hawatt and there was a
duration of three minutes and 12 seconds. Do you see that?---Yes.

And at item 34 you placed a call to Mr Stavis at 12.04pm and that was a call
of three minutes and two seconds.---Yes.

And is it the case with the passage of time you can’t recall the specific
content of that call?---There's no way that I can recall.
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Is it possible that you were relaying to Mr Stavis information you’ve
discussed with Mr Hawatt in your call at 11.32am?---Well, | can’t see what
information | could be relaying because Mr Stavis already knew. He was an
employee.

But the situation at this time, this is 2 February, in the morning of 2
February, the situation with Mr Stavis’s employment and indeed with

Mr Montague’s employment was still evolving. Isn’t that right?---1 don't
know because | can see here there’s a call from Mr Hawatt to Jim Montague
SO - - -

I’m just talking about what you knew at the time. So leaving what this
document indicates - - -?---Sorry. Yes. Yes, sorry. The question again?

At the time, so as at 2 February the situation with Mr Stavis and indeed
Mr Montague’s position were still evolving. Isn’t that right?---1 don't know.
I can't remember how that - - -

And it may be that what Mr Hawatt told you would be material that you
thought might be of interest to Mr Stavis?---No, | don’t believe so.

And it’s possible, isn’t it, that you communicated to Mr Stavis information
that you were receiving from Mr Hawatt about the general state of play in
relation to these issues with the council?---No, | don't remember anything
like that.

If | can take you down to item, actually over the page, Mr Vasil, to item 44,
It’s on page 2 so | think it’s the second entry. You will see that Mr Stavis
rang you at 6.03pm and it was a very short call, three seconds, which
indicates perhaps he didn't reach you.---Yes.

And at 6.03, so the same minute you've returned, perhaps returned his call.
Do you see that? And that's a call of four minutes and 19 seconds duration.
Do you see that?---Ah hmm.

And can you recall anything of what Mr Stavis said to you in that call?
---No, there's no way | can recall.

At item 47, so this is at, I’m sorry, there was another call, sorry, at item 47,
just to skip over 46 for the moment, you’ll see that there was a call from you
to Mr Hawatt at 6.34. Do you see that? Again it was a very short call.
---Yes.

So it may be that you didn’t get through to him. And then at item 48 you’ll

see that you again contacted Mr Stavis and there was a call, this is at 6.37, a
call of one minute and 26 seconds. Do you see that?---Yes.
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Just focusing on item 47 for a moment. Can you recall the purpose for
which you were contacting Mr Hawatt?---1 was contacting Mr Hawatt all
the time. We used to go training. We used to go for a walk. We used to go
lunches. It was more of a social thing with Michael Hawatt.

All right. But looking, Mr Vasil, at the fact that you’d spoken to Mr Stavis
just after 6.00pm and your call to Mr Hawatt was at 6.30, is it possible that
one purpose for which you rang Mr Hawatt was to tell him about your
conversations with Mr Stavis and perhaps raise with him something that
Mr Stavis raised with you?---Well, again, 1 don’t recall any of this
information, and as | said, anything that Mr Stavis told me in confidence |
did not relay any of that to anybody else. | remember that very, very
clearly. That's my recollection.

Mr Vasil, looking at your further call with Mr Stavis at item 48 you’ll see
that before you had that conversation with him at item 46 Mr Montague had
placed a call to Mr Stavis at 6.27pm. Do you see that?---Yes.

And the call duration was a minute 14.---Yes.

Do you have any recollection of Mr Stavis telling you in the call that is
recorded at item 48 about a conversation he’d recently had with
Mr Montague?---No, I don’t. | don’t, no.

Given your interactions with Mr Stavis about his employment it’s likely,
isn’t it, that he would have told you of any communications he had with

Mr Montague. Is that right?---He possibly could have mentioned it but I
don’t recall him saying to me Mr Montague rang him. Just having a look at
this. It’s one minute and 14.

So you don’t have a specific recollection, Mr Vasil?---No, | don’t have a
specific recollection?

But it’s possible that Mr Stavis may have indicated what occurred in the
course of his call with Mr Montague just shortly before you spoke again?
---Well, it, it is possible but I don't remember the, the call, the conversation
or anything like that. I can't remember specific phone calls four years ago,

Yes, | understand. Can I ask you, Mr Vasil, when you learned that Mr
Montague had offered Mr Stavis the job?

THE COMMISSIONER: Sorry, can | - - -
MS MITCHELMORE: I'm sorry, the second time around. So - - -

THE COMMISSIONER: When — yes.
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MS MITCHELMORE: So when Mr Montague indicated, having
withdrawn the offer, that he was going to honour the offer or honour the
contract?

THE COMMISSIONER: And actually allow Mr Stavis to start work?
---Yes, okay. The first documentary information - - -

No.

MS MITCHELMORE: No, no, no. Just your recollection.---Okay. My
recollection, I think it, it was after he got the email from, from the union
guy, he came to see me and I think 1t’s, 1t’s about that time that I knew,
maybe a few days before. I don't know. I don't remember.

I'm asking when, so when you learned that Mr Montague had contacted Mr
Stavis and said to him, “I'm going to honour the contract”?---No, I don't
remember that.

You have no recollection of that?--- No, no recollection. No.

Given the direct contact you had with Mr Stavis, 1s it possible that he told
you himself?---Mr Stavis?

Yes.---1, I don't remember, you know, four years ago.
Is it possible?---It could be possible but the first document - - -

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr - - -?7---1, I don't know, four year ago. Sorry.

I'm sorry, I interrupted you.
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MR PARARAJASINGHAM: Commissioner, can I just raise an objection
back here.

THE COMMISSIONER: Oh, yes.

MR PARARAJASINGHAM: Thank you, Commissioner,

THE COMMISSIONER: Ms Mitchelmore.

MS MITCHELMORE: Yes, thank you, Commissioner. Mr Vasil, can I
take you back to the document that we’re looking at. So, we’re on page 2,
and item 49. So we dealt with item 48, which was your call with Mr Stavis
of a minute and 26 seconds, and you'll see that at 18.41, so 6.41pm, so this
1s shortly after your call with Mr Stavis, you had a call with Mr Hawatt. Do
you see that?---Yes.

For a minute and 55 seconds. Do you see that?---(No Audible Reply)
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And given your recent contact with Mr Stavis, is it possible that you
communicated to Mr Hawatt something of what had passed between you
and Mr Stavis in that call?---Again, | can't recall. 1 can't recall.

It’s possible, though, isn't it, that that happened, given the timing?---Again,
any confidential information that Mr Stavis gave me | wasn’t passing to
anyone.

But leaving aside, as the Commissioner said to you earlier, the confidential
information, just information that Mr Stavis had passed on which might
have been already to the knowledge of the councillors, it’s possible that you
were communicating with Mr Hawatt. In the course of your
communications you were telling him something of what had passed
between you and Mr Stavis.---Again, | do not recall discussing the issues
with Mr Hawatt about Mr Stavis. | don't recall that.

And given, Mr Vasil, looking at the calls here where Mr Stavis had had a
call from Mr Montague and you subsequently spoke to Mr Stavis, and |
think you've acknowledged it’s possible that Mr Stavis might have told you
what had passed between him and Mr Montague, it’s likely, isn't it, that in
this call with Mr Hawatt you may have passed on what Mr Stavis told you
to him, to Mr Hawatt.---Again, | remember very, very clearly in my mind. |
was not discussing the issues with Mr Stavis or anyone else, legal issues or,
or any issues.

All right.---That’s my recollection. And I, | remember that very clearly. I,
people could be talking about things but I was very conscious of not
discussing anything that Mr Stavis told me in confidence, discussing with
anyone else.

Can | take you then, Mr Vasil, down to item 60. This is 3 February now,
and you'll see at item 60, at 8.14am, there was a call from Mr Stavis to you
at 8.14 of 3 minutes and 31 seconds. And then at 8.26 and 8.39 you placed
two calls to Mr Stavis, the first of 3 minutes and 28 seconds at 8.26, and
then at 8.39, 1 minute and 33 seconds. Do you see that?---Is that item 61?

Yes, 61 and 62. You see those two calls there?---Yes. Yes, yes, yes.

All right. And then you'll see - - -?---Sometimes calls used to drop out, so if
it was straight after, that’s what would have happened.

| see. So it was an ongoing conversation. Sometimes the calls dropped
out.---Yeah, yeah. There were many times the, the, the calls would just
drop out and - - -

I see. All right, thank you for that.--- - - - and one would ring the other one
back, things like that.
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Thank you. And then at item 66 you'll see, Mr Vasil, that there was a call
with Mr Hawatt at 12.14pm for 5 minutes and 10 seconds. Do you see
that?---Yes.

And a very short 23-second call at 12.20. Again, that might have been the
phone dropping out potentially.---Yeah, look, all these things, yeah, just
dropping off and ringing back.

Yes. And then similarly at 12.21 a short 30-second call, so again that might
have been picking up the phone and dropping out, is that right?---Yes.

Given your contact with Mr Stavis that morning, is it possible that in the
course of those calls with Mr Hawatt you communicated to Mr Hawatt the
content of your conversations with Mr Stavis that morning?---1, 1 don’t
believe so and I don't remember any of these calls. Again, I was in contact
with Michael Hawatt all the time as a social friend.

Dropping down, then, Mr Vasil, to item 75-76, you'll see there are some text
messages between Mr Montague and Mr Stavis at 1.26pm. Do you see
those two messages?---So that’s on the 3", the 3"%?

Yes, we’re still on the 3", yes.---3" of February, yes.

Do you see that? And then at 77 and 78 there are text messages from Mr
Stavis to Mr Montague at 1.48pm. And you'll see the same minute that Mr
Stavis has sent the text message to Mr Montague, he has attempted —
actually, no, he’s contacted you, 1.48pm, and the duration of the call is 1
minute and 21 seconds. Do you see that?---Yes.

Now, given the timing, it’s likely, isn't it, that Mr Stavis rang you to tell you
about the content of his message exchange with Mr Montague, isn't it?---1t’s
possible. Again, don’t remember the conversation. It’s possible.

It’s likely, isn't it, Mr Vasil?---Well, | don’t understand the difference
between possible and likely, but - - -

It’s more than a possibility given the timing.---Mr Stavis sends a message to
Jim Montague. Again, Stavis sends a message to Jim Montague, and Stavis
rings me, contacts me.

The same minute, he contacts you.---Obviously with that he would not have
received anything back from Mr Montague so there would have been
nothing that he would be relaying back in any — I don't remember this - - -

But there’s been an exchange, Mr Vasil, between Mr Montague and Mr

Stavis, immediately following which he contacts you. Do you see that?
---Yes.
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MR NEIL: Commissioner, | object to the word “exchange”. It’s not an
exchange. It’s one-way.

MS MITCHELMORE: I'm sorry, I'm looking at the messages at 75 and 76,
and then 77 and 78.

MR NEIL: Thank you.

THE COMMISSIONER: Yes.

MS MITCHELMORE: So I'm looking at that, those messages as a whole.
THE COMMISSIONER: Globally, in a sense.

MS MITCHELMORE: Yes.

THE COMMISSIONER: So you've got Mr Montague. It’s an exchange of
texts from Mr Montague to Mr Stavis, and Mr Stavis to Mr Montague.

MS MITCHELMORE: Yes, that’s what — so between 75 and 78.
MR NEIL: Well, if it’s expanded, | don’t object.

MS MITCHELMORE: Yes, I'm sorry. I'm sorry for not — | take my
friend’s point. So, Mr Vasil, it’s likely, isn't it, that when Mr Stavis
contacted you at 1.48pm he informed you of the message exchange that he
had had with Mr Montague starting at 1.26pm?---Sorry, the question?

Yes, I'm just - - -?---I'm sorry, | was just looking at these things.

No, no, no. Of course. No, no. So it’s likely, isn't it, Mr Vasil, that when
Mr Stavis rang you at 1.48pm it was to tell you about the exchange of
messages or the messages he’d received at 1.26 from Mr Montague and his
reply to Mr Montague at 1.48, isn’t that right?---1 don't know. 1, I can’t
speculate what they were doing, what, what his - - -

And then at 2.01pm, if you look at item 80, you attempt to ring Mr Hawatt,
do you see that? It’s a short call so it may be that you didn't reach him. Do
you see that?---Yes, | see that, yes.

Now, looking at the timing of that call or the attempted call with Mr Stavis,
so it’s about 10 minutes later, was it a purpose of your call to inform Mr
Hawatt of what you’ve discussed with Mr Stavis in the call at item 79?7---1
don’t believe so.

You accept that it’s possible?---Mr Hawatt knew at that time that Mr Stavis
was going to be, there’s consideration for him being employed or whatever.
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THE COMMISSIONER: Sorry, say that again.---On the, | saw some, and
then again I'm only looking at this thing here, there was contact between
Michael Hawatt and Jim Montague on the, | think it was the 2"9. So there
was nothing that I could relay to Michael Hawatt that he didn't know.

MS MITCHELMORE: But, Mr Vasil, you understand you're reconstructing
from this document what Mr Hawatt knew.---Yes. Yes.

You weren't aware of what Mr Hawatt and Mr Montague were discussing,
were you?---No, I'm not, no.

So you weren't aware of what Mr Hawatt knew, is that right, at this time, as
to his discussions with Mr Montague?---No, no.

So what you had to communicate you might have considered to be of some
value to Mr Hawatt, isn’t that right?---1 don't remember. | don't know.

Mr Vasil, can you see at item 82, still on page 2, you've made a very short
call to Mr Stavis. Do you see that? That’s at, sorry, 2.02pm.---Yes.

And then again at 3.29 you've attempted to call Mr Hawatt. Do you see
again it’s a five-second call so it may be that you didn't reach him.---Yes.
Yes. Yes.

And then at item 85, over the page, you've contacted him again at 4.46pm
and that time the line was open for a minute and 45 seconds. Do you see
that?---Yes.

Now, is it possible that in the course of that call you informed Mr Hawatt of
your communications with Mr Stavis that afternoon, having not been able to
get through to him earlier?---Don’t remember the conversation, so | can’t
say it’s possible or not possible. Not remembering any conversations about
this.

Can I move then to items 91 and 92, Mr Vasil. This is 4 February. You’ll

see that at, this is at 1.04pm you had a call with Mr Hawatt which was, the

line was open, item 91, for three minutes and 49 seconds. Do you see that?
---Sorry, which item is that, please?

Sorry, item 91.---Yes.

And then at item 92 you had another call with him at 1.42 for a minute and
55 seconds. Do you see that?---Yes.

And then at 2.02pm you placed a call to Mr Stavis and the line was open for
three minutes and 46 seconds.---Yes.
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Now, again looking at the timing of items 91 and 92, so your calls with

Mr Hawatt, and then item 93, it’s possible, isn’t it, that you rang Mr Stavis
with a view of updating him with information that Mr Hawatt had given you
in the course of your calls with him, isn’t it?---No. | don't remember
anything like this, and again if Mr Stavis, by that date he knew what was
going on. There was nothing that Mr Hawatt could have provided.

THE COMMISSIONER: Sorry, what do you - - -?---Mr Stavis, at that time
he already knew what was going on. Mr Stavis, yes. He already knew that
he was - - -

What?---On the payroll, if you put it that way.

Yes, but that doesn’t mean he was going to get the job. At that stage he was
directed not to attend work.---On the 6" I think. Yes, correct?

Yes.---Yes, yes, yes.

So he was in limbo. On the 6" there’s a direction not to attend work but he
will be getting a wage.---Right, right. Okay.

That doesn’t mean he’s actually going to get a direction to start work.
---Right, right.

So he’s still in a sense in limbo.---Okay. | understand, yes.

So was he discussing that with you?---1 do not remember Michael Hawatt
discussing that with me, no. No.

MS MITCHELMORE: Can you think of any other explanation, Mr Vasil,
as to why you would be calling Mr Stavis reasonably shortly after your calls
with Mr Hawatt?---No, | can’t give an explanation for that. As I said, we
were in contact with Spiro Stavis generally all the time about that time,
yeah.

If I can drop down then to items 98 to 99. You will see that there are calls
from Mr Stavis to you first at 4.58pm for six minutes and four seconds and
then at 5.29pm for four minutes and 29 seconds. Do you see that?---Yes,
yes.

And then that evening, item 100, at 7.09pm Mr Hawatt has called you and
the line was open for three minutes and 59 seconds. Do you see that?---I'm
sorry, something came on the screen just now and | missed that.

I’m sorry, the screen jumped I think. So I’m looking, Mr Vasil, at 98, 99
and 100.---Yes.

So two calls from Mr Stavis to you.---Yes, yes.
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And then a call from Mr Hawatt to you for three minutes and 59 seconds.
Do you see that?---Yes.

And again, given the lengthy calls with Mr Stavis in the course of the
afternoon, it’s likely, isn’t it, that a purpose, that in the course of this call
you’ve passed on to Mr Hawatt information from your communication with
Mr Stavis?---Sorry, Michael Hawatt rings me.

Yes, | know.---Right. Okay.

In the course of that call, given you’ve had two reasonably lengthy
conversations with Mr Stavis in the course of the afternoon, isn’t it possible
that you have passed on in that call with Mr Hawatt information that you've
received from Mr Stavis?---First, | don’t remember the call and | don’t think
so because, again, | was not passing information to anybody received from
Mr Stavis. That’s my recollection. That's what | remember. I’'m making a
conscious effort not to pass on anything from Mr Stavis to anyone.

Can | take you then, Mr Vasil, to items 118 and 119.---118.
So on the same page and this is 5 February, 2015.---Yes, yes, yes.

You’ll see at 118 Mr Stavis | think perhaps attempts to call you. You'll see
it’s only a five second call so it might be a missed call.---Yes.

And then at 5.34 there’s a call, he makes a call to you and the line is open
for four minutes and 52 seconds. Do you see that?---Yes.

And item 120 Mr Hawatt has called you at 6.25 and the line is open for
eight minutes and 13 seconds. Can you recall what you discussed on that
call?---No, because again, on that day | can see there were other calls from
me to Michael and from Michael to myself before that.

Given that you’d spoken to Mr Stavis just under an hour before you spoke
to Mr Hawatt, looking at the times of the calls at 119 and 120, is it possible
that you updated Mr Hawatt as to your conversations with Mr Stavis?---No,
I don't remember it like that, no.

So you don’t acknowledge that that’s - - -?---And if you go backwards you
can see that there were other calls from me to Michael and from Michael to
me so - - -

You see, Mr Vasil, I’d ask you to accept from me for the purposes of these
questions that this document doesn’t contain or record any direct contact
between Mr Hawatt and Mr Stavis in this period. So there’s no direct
contact between Mr Hawatt and Mr Stavis and there’s no direct contact
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between Mr Stavis and Mr Azzi. So if you can accept that from me.---Yes,
yes, yes.

That is why, contrast with evidence before the Commission that indicates
reasonably frequent phone contact between Mr Hawatt and Mr Stavis,
certainly in December of 2014, and a possible explanation for the absence of
any record in February is that by that time you were communicating with
Mr Stavis and keeping him informed about what was happening at council
and you were also keeping Mr Hawatt up to date about what was happening
at Mr Stavis’s end. | want to ask you for your response to that possible
explanation.---No. | don't remember anything like this. And Mr Stavis was
in contact with Mr Montague, Michael Hawatt was in contact with Mr
Montague, so he would have known what was going on through Mr
Montague. There was no need for me to be passing anything to anybody.

THE COMMISSIONER: But why, Mr Vasil, | think you’ve been outside
for a lot of the evidence?---Yes, yes, yes, yes, yes.

And you’ve been listening.---Yes, yes.

Do you recall Mr Montague described his relationship with Mr Hawatt and
Mr Azzi as “the war”?---Yes.

The war was still continuing at the beginning of February, so why do you
assume, if they are at war, that Mr Montague is necessarily telling either Mr
Hawatt or Mr Azzi everything? If you were at war with somebody, would
you be telling them everything?---Well, from what I can see and what |
understand now is that Michael Hawatt was communicating with Mr
Montague to sort out their issues, from what | see now.

Sort out is different from telling somebody everything that may be part of
your strategy to continue as general manager.---Commissioner, again, what
I say — and | know Mr Stavis’s barrister has, you know, made some
comments about — Mr Stavis at that time | felt, to me | felt a little bit
uncomfortable that he was talking to me like an uncle.

All right. So he’s talking to you like an uncle, but Ms Mitchelmore’s
raising with you re the coincidence between things are still happening with
Mr Stavis’s employment, the war is continuing, you seem to speak or get a
text message from Mr Stavis, and then the coincidence is either shortly after
or within a reasonable time frame there’s contact between either you and Mr
Hawatt and Mr Azzi, and what Ms Mitchelmore is exploring is really that
coincidence of a pattern of contact and, as she put to you, whether it’s a
matter of you became the conduit of communications or passing on
information between Mr Stavis and the two councillors.---No. | don't
believe that’s the case, Commissioner, because | remember my feelings
about Mr Stavis. | wasn’t going to reveal any of his confidential
information to anyone. | remember that very clearly.
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MS MITCHELMORE: Mr Vasil, | just wanted to ask you about a couple of
further examples. Can I take you to page 4, item 147. You’ll see that this is
9 February at 10.00am, you’ve placed a call to Mr Stavis. Do you see that’s
a 57 second call, so a little under a minute.---That’s correct, yes.

And then at 10.06am, you’ve called Mr Hawatt for a duration of 5 minutes.
---Yes.

So, in view of the timing, again it’s likely, isn’t it, that you rang Mr Hawatt
perhaps for a number of purposes, but one of your purposes was to discuss
the communication you’d had with Mr Stavis five minutes before, isn’t that
right?---No, | don't believe so. | don't remember these conversations. So, I,
I know my, I know my interaction with Spiro Stavis. So - - -

Can | take you, Mr Vasil, to page 5, this is 11 February, and items 184 to
188. If I can just get you to look at those.---Yes.

You'll see that again this might be an issue with the phone, phone dropping
out, perhaps, but you'll see at 8.00, starting at 8.02pm there was a call from
Mr Stavis to you of 2 minutes and 33 seconds, and at 2.05 there was a short
call from you to him, sorry, 8.05, 19 seconds. And then at 8.30pm you've
attempted to ring him and that may not have gone through because it’s only
a four-second call, and he’s returned your call apparently that same minute,
looking at 188, and that was a call of 2 minutes and 35 seconds. Do you see
that?---Yes. Yes.

And that’s at 8.30. And then if you look at item 189, at 8.40 you've
attempted to ring Mr Hawatt. Do you see that?---Yes. Yes.

And again it’s four seconds, so that may not have been a call where you
actually spoke with, with Mr Hawatt, but do you have any recollection as to
why you rang Mr Hawatt less than 10 minutes after your call to Mr Stavis?
---No (not transcribable) 1 have no recollection of this and - - -

Well, again, in terms of the timing, Mr Vasil, it’s quite likely, isn't it, that
one of your purposes was to update Mr Hawatt as to y