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7  November 2008

Mr Bruce Squire QC
Featherston Chambers
PO Box 10-157
Wellington

Dear Mr Bruce Squire QC

WHAIKA TE WHAKAPONO:   Seek for the Truth  —  Follow the Truth

Thank you for your email of 20 October 2008, below.  I respond to your questions 
by my numbering,  as follows:

(1.)  I do not have the names of my targets;  my efforts to find them continue

(2.)  The occasions and locations of the trials where I gave perjured evidence are 
contained  in  my  original  confession  to  the  Chief  Justice,  Dame  Sian  Elias,  as 
follows:

(a)  With regards my Hamilton/Waikato operation

"I write to tell you, Ma'am, that I told lies under oath to 
obtain  convictions  against  the  targets  in  my  Waikato 
undercover operation . . .  (and) . . .  In every case and on 
every charge, I lied to Sir David and I lied to his juries." 

(b)  With regards my other operations, nationwide

"It gets worse . . .  my job in the Waikato was only one of 
many covert, agent-provocateur operations I executed in 
the early to mid 1970s and in every case I lied to the courts  
and I lied to the juries to obtain convictions against my 
targets."
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(3.)  My perjured evidence is categorized as to its "nature" under three headings, as 
follows:

(a)  My evidential oath

Prior giving evidence I swore to tell  "the truth, the whole 
truth,  and,  nothing but the truth" 

                  and always introduced myself in this manner . . . 

"my full name is Patrick John O'Brien and I am a police 
constable  attached  to  police  national  headquarters  in 
Wellington [Period]." 

My [Period] in those testimonies was a lie because I  never  told the "whole truth" 

The "whole truth"  — and what I never told the court  — was that I was a corrupt 
policeman;  a criminal;  a drug addict;  a liar whose operational focus was to obtain 
convictions against my targets

(b)  My reliability and state of mind as Crown witness

In every case I convinced the court that I was a reliable witness because I was 
clean, sober and straight when obtaining evidence against my targets

Under cross-examination, and when asked about my drug use, I would say that I 
had been "simulating" my use of the substance in question

The reality was that I  never  "simulated" my consumption of drugs and my answer 
to  defence counsel and the court, on  every  occasion, was a lie 

 (c)  My tampering with evidence

In every case my evidential-drug-exhibits were tampered with

I tampered with the evidence before giving it to my Operators and my tampering is 
summarized here,  as follows:
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(3)(c) . . . / continued  . . .

(i)  My evidential-drug-purchases were always skimmed, or "rubbed" 

(ii)  I used the skimmed evidence in a variety of ways, for example:  

● supporting my drug habit 
● developing my cover as a drug dealer  
● cultivating new targets 
● on-selling to fund my operations
● topping up other exhibits
● please note, this list is not exhaustive . . .

(iii)  I never arrested or charged the majority of drug offenders.  Drugs purchased 
from the "rats & mice" were used to replace or top-up the evidence against targets 
whose exhibits had been used or depleted by my activities outlined in (3)(c)(ii)

(4.)  On 20 October 2008 you wrote:

"As you  will  appreciate,  without  that  information,  it  is  
almost impossible to identify the persons who might have 
been affected by your claimed perjured evidence, to locate 
them and to pursue the inquiry in any meaningful way."

If police administrators will not give you the names, nor trial dates, Mr Squire, 
a reasonable question arises — is their intention a meaningless inquiry?

Thank you

Yours sincerely

Patrick John O'Brien
X-Constable 3667
http://obrien.wordpress.com
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From: Featherston Chambers
To:   O'Brien
Sent: Monday, October 20, 2008
Subject: Your letter of 17 October 2008

Thank you for your letter of 17 October 2008 which I 
received this morning, Monday 20 October 2008.
Unfortunately the information I have requested from you 
was not self evident from what you have described as 
your original confession, hence the requests made for 
the information in my letters of 18 March, 3 April and 
again of 14 October 2008.

Regrettably your letter of 17 October 2008 in which you 
purport to answer my inquiries does not advance matters. 
In particular:
    (i)    Your description of the lies you told as 
grievous, perjury and a mortal sin does not provide me 
with information as to the nature of the lies you gave 
in evidence as you claimed.  If the lies were such as to 
warrant in your mind the description you have given of 
them, you must surely be aware of what the lies related 
to in terms of the factual issues to which they were 
addressed.  It is that factual information I have been 
seeking from you, not your particular description of how 
serious you believe the lies were.  I should therefore 
be grateful if you would address my question in the 
terms in which it has been put to you and let me have a 
response as soon as possible.
    (ii)    If you do not know, as you claim, the names 
of the persons whom you describe as your 'targets' are 
you able to assist me in identifying the persons who may 
have been affected by the lies you claim you told in 
evidence, by indicating when the cases in which you gave 
your perjured evidence were heard, the locations of the 
Courts concerned, and if you can recall any other 
identifying features such as the names of the Judges 
before whom the cases were called.  In that regard, as I 
have already indicated, I have noted your reference to a 
'circuit court session' presided over by Justice Beattie 
in the High Court at Hamilton in 1974 and I inquired of 
you whether the lies you say you were told to the Court 
were confined to cases during that time.  Are you able 
to provide me with information which might identify the 
cases concerned by reference to those matters?  If so, 
again would you let me have that information as soon as 
possible.   As you will appreciate, without that 
information, it is almost impossible to identify the 
persons who might have been affected by your claimed 
perjured evidence, to locate them and to pursue the 
inquiry in any meaningful way.

I await your reply.

Bruce Squire QC
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