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THE TRIBUNAL RESUMED AS FOLLOWS ON TUESDAY,

22ND JANUARY 2008, AT 10:00 A.M:

MS. DILLON: Good morning, Sir. Mr. Dunlop, please.

MR. FRANK DUNLOP, HAVING BEEN SWORN, WAS QUESTIONED

BY MS. DILLON AS FOLLOWS:

CHAIRMAN: Good morning Mr. Dunlop

Good morning, Chairman, Judges.

MS. DILLON: Good morning, Mr. Dunlop

Good morning, Ms. Dillon.

I propose now to resume your evidence, Mr. Dunlop.

In October of 1992, which was the point that which had arrived at before which
we came to consider the issues of the alterations to your diary and the issue

in relation to 'big one', 'big one’, which we have been dealing with on the

last number of days?

Yes.

Before we do, there is one matter that I want to put to you. It's a matter

that was already dealt with, at 24347. And this is the issue in relation to

Mr. Peter Brady and Mr. Gerry Leahy. At the time, Mr. Dunlop, when you gave
your evidence in relation to this matter, Mr. O'Callaghan's statement hadn't
then been provided to the Tribunal and it was provided shortly thereafter. So
this is the first opportunity I have had to put the contents of this statement

to you and see do you agree with Mr O'Callaghan's recollection of matters in
relation to Mr Leahy and Mr Brady.

And you will remember Mr Dunlop in relation to Mr Leahy and Mr Brady that your
evidence was that you were advised by Ms Ridge that the appropriate person to

go to seek to influence Peter Brady was Mr. Leahy and you had outlined then
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your recollection of the arrangement or understanding that you believed existed
between Mr. O'Callaghan and Mr. Leahy which differed from Mr. Leahy, isn't that
right?

That's correct, yes.

And the statement that's on screen is a statement of the 9th of November 2007
and it is headed "Re: Gerard Leahy, Peter Brady" and Mr O'Callaghan says
there were at the time of the Quarryvale proposals 7 councillors in the
Lucan/Clondalkin area as follows.

Colm McGrath, Colm Tyndall, Therese Ridge, John O'Halloran, Finbar Hanrahan,
Gus O'Connell and Peter Brady, isn't that right?

That's correct.

Now, I think that in the next paragraph "Peter Brady was a Fine Gael councillor
and was more on the Lucan side. Generally the Lucan people did not support
Liffey Valley. Peter Brady's problems specifically was the talk of 1.5 million
square feet and 1,000 houses in Liffey Valley itself which he feared would
decimate Lucan. The other Fine Gael Councillor was Therese Ridge. She could
not ease Peter Brady's mind because both of these talked up features of the
development i.e. 1.5 million square feet and 1,000 houses in the Liffey

Valley".

Was that your understanding of the problem with the proposed Quarryvale
development?

In general terms, my view was that Mr. Brady had a difficulty with the
Quarryvale Development because of its impact, whatever that would be, on Lucan.
And I think Mr. Brady had, he was in accord with the view, for example, of the
Lucan traders.

In the next paragraph Mr. O'Callaghan states.

"Gerard Leahy helped to get Peter Brady elected and was to some extent his
mentor. Therese Ridge told me that the only person that could speak to Peter
Brady was Gerard Leahy".

Does that accord with your recollection?
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Yes. In the context of Ms. Ridge telling me that of the association between --

of the association between Gerard Leahy and Peter Brady.

This statement suggests that Ms. Ridge also told Mr. O'Callaghan?

Yes, it does.

Isn't that right?

Yes.

Yes. Now, in the next paragraph.

"I went to see Gerard Leahy with Frank Dunlop. Gerard Leahy said that he would
talk to Peter Brady and introduce me to him. He asked me about whether he
could undertake any work on the auctioneering side of Liffey Valley. I told
Gerard Leahy that I would consider talking to him about Liffey Valley but on

the residential side only. He could not have handled the commercial side. He
couldn't have dealt with UK surveyors with whom we were dealing”. Does that
accord with your recollection of the discussion between Mr. O'Callaghan and Mr.
Leahy on this topic?

Yes, I can't account for Mr. O'Callaghan's specificity in relation to

residential vis-a-vis commercial but in general terms, as I gave evidence on

this matter previously, the -- whatever discussion took place between Mr.
O'Callaghan and Mr. Leahy in my presence arose out of Mr. Leahy undertaking to
do something with Peter Brady and being recompensed in some fashion or other in
return in relation to commercial activity.

Yes. In fact, Mr. Leahy is understanding from the documentation that was
created at the time appeared to suggest that Mr. Leahy believed that he had a
concluded agreement?

Yeah.

With Mr. O'Callaghan but that was not your recollection?

Absolutely not.

Mr. Dunlop, according to your evidence, you had no recollection of such a
concluded agreement and the furthest you could put the matter as I recollect it

was that Mr. O'Callaghan would consider or have discussions with Mr. Leahy into
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the future?

Correct.

So that insofar as your recollection accords, it appears to accord with what

Mr. O'Callaghan is saying in this statement and presumably will tell the

Tribunal when he comes?

Yes.

And therefore you don't agree with Mr. Leahy that there was any concluded
agreement that Mr. Leahy would be appointed the auctioneer for some or other or
any part of the Quarryvale development?

No, no, I have given evidence to that effect and that is my recollection of
matters. There was no such agreement.

But you do agree that Mr. Leahy did agree to exert influence on Mr. Peter Brady
for the purpose of ensuring Mr. Brady supported Quarryvale as a result of his
conversation with Mr. O'Callaghan and yourself?

Oh, yes Mr. Leahy undertook to speak to Mr. Brady yes.

The next page. 24348 please. "Gerard Leahy did introduce me to Peter Brady.

I told Peter Brady that we would limit Liffey Valley to 500,000 square feet and

I undertook not to consider putting a single house down the Liffey Valley. He
begrudgingly supported us in these circumstances. Gerard Leahy was
subsequently taken on by Gunne's Estate Agents. Gunne's sued us in relation to
what Gerard Leahy perceived to be a promise that I had made in connection with
certain auctioneering work with Liffey Valley. These proceedings were never
pursued" isn't that right?

Yes.

So there Mr O'Callaghan is acknowledging that there were proceedings instituted
and that Mr Leahy perceived that there had been a concluded agreement between
himself and Mr. Leahy, isn't that right?

Correct.

Right. But Mr. O'Callaghan, like yourself Mr. Dunlop's, recollection of the

agreement with or the discussions with Mr. Leahy are that no actual promise was
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made to Mr. Leahy to provide him with any work in relation to this but that Mr.
Leahy did agree to speak to Mr. Peter Brady.

And Mr. O'Callaghan did undertake to speak to Mr. Leahy in subsequent, at a
subsequent time in due course and that that was the generality of the
conversation.

If I can move on now to deal with the events of October 1992, Mr. Dunlop.

First can I show you at 24719. This is a document that has extrapolated from
your diaries. A list of the meetings with -- first of all meetings and then

second of all telephone contacts that are recorded so as to save the necessity
of going through all of those entries individually. Though it will be

necessary for us to look at some but certainly not all of them. And you will
have been circulated with these summaries Mr. Dunlop?

Yes.

And in general do they accord with your recollection of the amount of times
that you had telephone contact with certain people and the number of meetings
that you had?

Yes.

And I think it would be fair to say Mr. Dunlop that in both your telephone
records and in your diary records at this period in time, which is October and
November of 1992, there is an increase in activity involving yourself and the
councillors and Mr. O'Callaghan, isn't that right?

That's correct, yes.

Now, for example in your telephone contacts in October 1992 you had 18
telephone calls recorded from Mr. Tom Hand, 12 from Mr. Ambrose Kelly, 10 from
Mr. Tim Collins and nine from Mr. O'Callaghan and six from Mr. Don Lydon, isn't
that right?

That's correct.

And you had three from Mr. GV Wright. Five from Mr. Liam Creaven, four from
John O'Halloran and six from Colm McGrath and six from Therese Ridge, isn't

that right?
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Correct.

Now, you had meetings with a lot of councillors in October 1992. But in
particular you had five with Tom Hand. Two with Mr. Don Lydon. Two with
Therese Ridge and nine with Mr. O'Callaghan. And then you had a nhumber of
individual meetings, isn't that right?

That's correct.

And the balance of those can be seen at 24720. And included in the meetings
that are recorded which is, which continues in October 92 with Mr Finbar
Hanrahan, Ms. Marian McGennis and Mr. John O'Halloran, isn't that right?
Yes, correct.

Now, insofar as those meetings are concerned, there is only one or two
particularly that I want to draw to your attention and ask you about Mr.
Dunlop. And can I show you 8101. And in particular I want to draw to your
attention the meetings on the 2nd of October?

Yeah.

With Mr. Don Lydon and Mr. Tom Hand?

Yes.

And if I can show you 8102. Which were your redacted diaries for the 2nd of
September and you will see there that you had identified those two meetings
with Mr. Lydon and Mr. Hand on the 2nd as being Quarryvale related?

Yes.

So that when you were making your first disclosure to the Tribunal of matters
relating to Quarryvale you disclosed these two meetings as being Quarryvale
related, isn't that right?

Correct, yes.

Now when you came to give evidence in Ballycullen, Beechill, Mr. Dunlop?
Yes.

You identified those two meetings at 8101 with Mr. Lydon and Mr. Hand as being
the occasions of which you paid Mr. Lydon and Mr. Hand for their support in

connection with the Ballycullen development. Do you remember giving that
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10:24:55 1 evidence?
2 A. That's correct, yes.
3 Q. 31 Now what I want to ask you then arising out of that. Is how is it that you
4 were on one hand and one occasion identifying those meetings as being
10:25:04 5 Quarryvale related meetings and then subsequently you informed the Tribunal
6 that you had paid Mr. Lydon and you had paid Mr. Hand in connection with their
7 support for Ballycullen on the 2nd of October?
8 A. Yes. I can't recollect specifically the detailed remit of the order but
9 certainly in the redacted diaries a submission to the Tribunal related to
10:25:31 10 contact that I had with politicians in relation to Quarryvale, which I had had
11 with Tom Hand and Don Lydon in the specificity in relation to the payments to
12 both Tom Hand and Don Lydon in relation to Ballycullen. That came up in the
13 Ballycullen Module but in response to the order in relation to, if there was an
14 order, I can't recollect correctly now but I mean in relation to the redacted
10:25:56 15 diaries, my ... my orientation was to list all those people that I had had
16 contact with during Quarryvale.
17 Q. 32 That in fact, Mr. Dunlop, is not correct?
18 A. Uh-huh.
19 Q. 33 Because when we come to look at the events of November 1992 we will see?
10:26:16 20 A. Yeah.
21 Q. 34 That you did not disclose any of the meetings at which you say you paid
22 councillors in connection with Quarryvale in your redacted diaries?
23 A. Correct.
24 Q. 35 Right. Now, so that therefore --
10:26:27 25 A. But contact with councillors.
26 Q. 36 Yes. And in dealing with contact with councillors?
27 A. Yes.
28 Q. 37 When you come to deal with your diary in November '92 the following month when
29 you meet Mr. Rabbitte and you meet with those councillors?
10:26:40 30 A. Yes.
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You did not provide those contacts as being Quarryvale related to the Tribunal
when you made your first disclosure?

That's correct.

Right. So therefore a process took place Mr. Dunlop in your mind at least when
you considered your diaries for the purpose of complying with the order as to
those meetings you would redact and those meetings you would disclose, isn't
that correct?

That is probably correct, yes.

So when you came to consider this meeting of the 2nd of October 1992 your
original disclosure to the Tribunal indicated that these were Quarryvale

related meetings, isn't that right?

Yes because I had had contact with both those in relation to Quarryvale.

Yes. But specifically you did exclude subsequently certain meetings with
councillors that now you say are Quarryvale related but you had excluded those
from consideration by the Tribunal, isn't that right?

Yes.

Right. So that when you looked at this entry for the purposes of apparently
complying with the Tribunal's order you had to make a decision as to whether
Mr. Lydon and Mr. Hand's contact with you or your contact with them on the 2nd
of October was related to Quarryvale, isn't that right?

Yes but I knew I had had contact with both of them in relation to Quarryvale.
They were two very key supporters.

In fact what happened on the 2nd of October 1992 Mr. Dunlop if your evidence in
the Ballycullen Beechill Module is correct is you paid 2,000 pounds to

Mr. Lydon and to Mr. Hand in connection with their support for Ballycullen
Beechill, isn't that correct?

That's correct yes.

And I suggest to you if that in fact happened as you described in your prior
evidence and then the only topic of conversation between Mr. Lydon and Mr. Hand

and you on that occasion was the discussion in relation to Ballycullen Beechill
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and the payment for their support?

That was certainly the primary issue, yes.

And therefore it was not a situation where you would have been discussing
Quarryvale with them, isn't that right?

Well it would not have been the primary issue but I would not discount the
probability that Quarryvale was mentioned because Quarryvale was an ongoing
issue.

I suggest to you, Mr. Dunlop, that it's inconsistent that you would tell the
Tribunal that the purpose of the meetings with Mr. Lydon and Mr. Hand is to
discuss Quarryvale on one occasion. And on a second occasion you tell the
Tribunal that what in fact happened at those meetings was that you paid

Mr. Lydon and Mr. Hand money for their support in connection with Ballycullen
Beechill?

Yes, I don't regard it as unduly inconsistent. I see the point that you're
making. I have given evidence in relation to Ballycullen Module in relation to
the 2nd of October 1992 and meeting these two gentlemen and what I said stands.
What I will not discount is the possibility that Quarryvale was discussed with
either of them -- with either or both of them on that occasion.

When you came, Mr. Dunlop, to provide information to the Tribunal as to matters
that you said were connected with Quarryvale?

Yeah.

You reviewed your diaries for the purpose of providing the information to the
Tribunal isn't that right.

Yes, yeah.

And in your initial review of the diaries you excluded some entries as not

being Quarryvale related?

Yes.

Or matters that you weren't disclosing to the Tribunal, isn't that right?

Correct.

But this one you decided at that time was Quarryvale related?
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10
Yes.
And I am suggesting to you that if as you have told the Tribunal in sworn
evidence you in fact made two payments one to Mr. Lydon and one to Mr. Hand on
this occasion then this wasn't Quarryvale related. It was related to
Ballycullen?
It was related to Ballycullen certainly. As per the evidence that I gave in
the Ballycullen Module and as per the statement that I have made to you just
now.
And can I show you another diary entry specifically that I want to ask you
about at 8179. Now, and again on this, sorry I beg your pardon. 8179.
Who is that?
Now, here, Mr. Dunlop, I want to draw to your attention first to the entries on
the 7th of October 1992. And at 11 you have an entry OOC to W Murray?
Yes.
Now that I assume relates to Mr. O'Callaghan?
Yes it does.
And it refers to bringing Mr. O'Callaghan to Mr. Murray or a meeting between
Mr. O'Callaghan and Mr. Murray?
Willie Murray.
Yes and Willie Murray was then the Deputy Planning Officer for Dublin County
Council?
Correct.
And that was a Quarryvale related matter?
Absolutely.
And in the information that you provided to the Tribunal at 8180. In relation
to the 7th of September -- October '92 you have redacted out the entry for Owen
O'Callaghan and Willie Murray, isn't that right?
Yes, uh-huh.
And the information you are providing to the Tribunal in these redacted diaries

was Quarryvale connected information, isn't that right?
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Correct yes.

Why you you did you redact out the entry about Mr. O'Callaghan going to Willie
Murray?

That I cannot say other than in circumstances that I am paying attention in the
main, in the main, to contacts with political representatives.

Okay. You see if we go back. Could we possibly have the two entries side by
side. That's at 8179 for the 7th and at 8180 for the 7th. If we could just

have the two pages together. 8179 and 8180. No, I think it can be seen

Mr. Kavanagh thank you. What I want to draw to your attention about the
entries for the 7th and the exercise that you conducted initially Mr. Dunlop?
Yep.

Is the entry at "11 o'clock, OOC to Willie Murray" had to be Quarryvale
connected and you deleted it, isn't that right?

I have no doubt that it was Quarryvale related, yes.

At 5.30 you have an entry P Fly which you accept is an entry for P Flynn and
brackets OOC and you accept OOC is a reference to Mr. O'Callaghan and you
deleted that also?

Yes.

On the 7th of October 1992 when you provided information to the Tribunal first
you deleted a reference showing that Mr. O'Callaghan had gone to see the Deputy
Planning Officer in October 92 and you deleted a reference that suggested a
contact between Mr. Padraig Flynn and Mr. O'Callaghan?

Yes.

Why?

Well first of all I don't, I certainly didn't attend the meeting with

Mr. O'Callaghan in relation to Padraig Flynn. I may well have set it up but I
don't believe it was Quarryvale related. I'm not absolutely 100 per cent
certain that it was Quarryvale related but certainly Mr. O'Callaghan wanted to
speak to Mr. Flynn or Mr. Flynn wanted to speak to Mr. O'Callaghan and I was

the intermediary in establishing the meeting as I recollect matters.
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Was Mr. O'Flynn then the Minister for the Environment?

He was.

What I am asking you Mr. Dunlop is why it is that you elected or made the
decision to delete from consideration by the Tribunal the information that Mr.
O'Callaghan had gone to see the Deputy Planning Officer of Dublin County
Council and that on the same day there was some contact between the then
Minister for the Environment and Mr. O'Callaghan.

Yes well in relation to the first one. I've said quite clearly that I really
genuinely and sincerely believe that that meeting with Willie Murray related to
Quarryvale. Why I deleted it I was probably paying particular attention to
elected representatives as I said to you. In relation to Padraig Flynn, I

don't, I don't recollect any contact between Mr. O'Callaghan and Mr. Flynn.
Certainly no contact between myself and Mr. Flynn in relation to Quarryvale and
I don't recollect any report from Mr. O'Callaghan in relation to any meeting
that he had with Mr. Flynn in relation to Quarryvale.

So in fact what you did Mr. Dunlop when you considered your diaries for the
purpose of making the deletions is you made a valued judgement on whether or
not the material came in your view?

In my view, yes.

In your view within what the Tribunal was entitled to see, isn't that right?
Yes.

Now your only business dealings with Mr. O'Callaghan related to Quarryvale,
isn't that right, at this time?

1992, yes.

Isn't that right because your only other business dealing with Mr. O'Callaghan
didn't happen until 94/95, isn't that right?

Correct, yes.

So that every single entry I suggest to you to do with Mr. O'Callaghan in your
diaries should have been disclosed?

If the compass, if it fell within the compass of the order yes I would accept
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that yes.

And again on the 8th of October do you see an entry "OOC to organise"?
Where are we Ms. Dillon? Yes.

And then it says B Cass, L Lohan, H Keogh, F Hanrahan?

Yes.

What does that entry mean?

That either means well logically, looking at it logically it means that Owen
O'Callaghan is to organise meeting with Helen Keogh and Finbarr Hanrahan.
Uh-huh. And did Mr. O'Callaghan in October 92 organise meetings with Ms. Cass
Mr. Lohan and Helen Keogh and Finbarr Hanrahan?

At this stage I don't believe that Mr. O'Callaghan organised any meetings with
any public representatives without my so organising.

And there is also an entry beneath that "Don L to call"?

Yes.

Right. And if you look back at the evening of the 7th at 7:15 there is an
entry?

Yes.

That says "call to Don L"?

Yes.

Right. And there has been evidence in relation to this previously and I think
it is to the effect that you had never called to Mr. Lydon's home and I think
Mr. Lydon agrees with that?

I don't know where Mr. Lydon -- I have a general idea but never been to

Mr. Lydon's home.

Although there is a telephone record giving you Mr. Lydon's then address?
Yes, correct.

Now what was that contact with Mr Lydon because it's disclosed by you as being
Quarryvale related?

It may well have, if it's disclosed it may well have been in relation to

organising a meeting with Mr. O'Callaghan and myself in relation to Quarryvale
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14
or asking Mr. Lydon what his position was in relation to Quarryvale. Though I
doubt it was very much the latter because we knew what Mr. Lydon's position in
relation to Quarryvale was.
And Mr. Lydon's position was supportive of Quarryvale?
Yes it was.
Isn't that right.
Yes.
And if you look at the entry for the 9th of October 1992 at 4:00 it says "OO0C
to see F Hand"?
Sorry, yes, yes.
Right. And if that Mr. Finbarr Hanrahan?
Yes.
Does that mean that a meeting was arranged between Mr. Finbarr Hanrahan and Mr.
O'Callaghan for the 9th October 19927
Yes, as I recall matters in relation to the relationship with Mr. Finbarr
Hanrahan though I knew Mr. Hanrahan and I met Mr. Hanrahan and I made a
contribution to Mr. Hanrahan, certainly a contribution to Mr. Hanrahan, but
that Mr. O'Callaghan went to see Mr. Hanrahan alone on a particular occasion
and I believe that that is that occasion in this instance and there was one
other occasion when Mr. O'Callaghan spoke to Mr. Hanrahan alone and that was in
between votes at Dublin County Council when he and Mr. Hanrahan walked up and
down O'Connell Street together.
Did Mr. O'Callaghan ever discuss with you what he had discussed with
Mr. Hanrahan?
No, other than to say that Mr. Hanrahan was very difficult.
Did he ever suggest to you that he was of the view that Mr. Hanrahan was
looking for money in connection with his support for Quarryvale?
He never suggested any -- he never suggested such directly. There were stories
circulating which slightly colours my recollection and my view on this matter.

There were stories circulating, hypocriful or otherwise, anecdotal or
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otherwise, in relation to what had or had not taken place between Tom Gilmartin
and Mr. Hanrahan and others but Mr. O'Callaghan never specifically said to me
that after any meeting that he had with Finbarr Hanrahan. I can absolutely
tell you what he told me in relation to his meeting with Mr. Hanrahan after he
walked up and down O'Connell Street. He said that he wasn't open to it. In
relation to this particular meeting I have no recollection of Mr. O'Callaghan
coming to me and telling me that Mr. Hanrahan was looking for money.

What did Mr. O'Callaghan tell you had happened at the meeting between

Mr. Hanrahan and Mr. Gilmartin?

I'm not so sure that it was Mr. O'Callaghan was the one who ever told me about
any meeting that took place between Mr. Hanrahan and Mr. Gilmartin. I think
this was knowledge that developed as time went on. I think in fact the first I
ever heard of this was through Ambrose Kelly and I think I may well have raised
it with Mr. O'Callaghan at some stage. Sorry. I may well -- I did raise it

with Mr. O'Callaghan at some stage and Mr. O'Callaghan was relatively
non-committal about it but he did say that various incidents had taken place.
Did Mr. O'Callaghan recount to you that Mr. Gilmartin complained to him that
Finbarr Hanrahan had sought money?

Oh, certainly again I cannot be date specific about this but certainly at some
stage yes. Mr. O'Callaghan did confirm, in inverted commas, that what was
circulating in relation to what Mr. Hanrahan allegedly demanded from Mr.
Gilmartin at some meeting or other, that that in fact had occurred.

When you say that Mr.-- when you say that Mr. O'Callaghan, in inverted commas,
confirmed to you what do you mean by that?

I obviously asked him. I asked Mr. O'Callaghan. I cannot say when I did this
but I do have a recollection of raising this issue with Mr. O'Callaghan at some
stage during the course of my relationship with him. I cannot say when this
occurred but certainly in the circumstances where, as I say there was -- there
were stories circulating about what had or had not occurred and what had or had

not been demanded by Mr. Hanrahan and I believe I raised that matter with Mr.
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O'Callaghan and Mr. O'Callaghan said that there was some incident or occurrence
at some stage and that there was -- Mr. Gilmartin had told him that there was a
demand for money.

And was it indicated to you or did Mr. O'Callaghan tell you that this demand

that Mr. Gilmartin told him had been made by Mr. Hanrahan arose after a meeting
that had taken place between Mr. Gilmartin and Mr. Hanrahan in Buswells Hotel?
I cannot absolutely say that that detail was told to me but obviously I do know
that because of all of the evidence that has been given but I certainly knew

that before evidence was given in this Tribunal because that was the

circulating comment that an incident had taken place in Buswells Hotel.

Yes. And I think in one of your private interviews in fact?

Yes.

Which hopefully I will have for you in a moment. You did recount to Mr.
Gallagher what you said Mr. O'Callaghan had told to you?

Yes.

Had told you about -- what Mr. O'Callaghan had told you about the incident in
Buswells Hotel, isn't that right?

Correct.

And I think that that was at a fairly early stage in when you were making
disclosure to the Tribunal, isn't that right?

That was in 2000.

In 20007

May/June 2000.

Could I have page 17746, please. Yes, I think that at the bottom of the page

at question 2877

Yeah.

You see there "he used the phrase "always had the hand out" now thisis a
reference to Mr. McGrath. And you answer "always had the hand out, yes and the
only other incident that I am aware of which was reported to me by Mr.

O'Callaghan", isn't that right?
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Yes.
You don't say reported to you by Mr. Ambrose Kelly?
That's correct.
You say "reported to me by Mr O'Callaghan. Not reported to me in the sense
that it came up was that Finbarr Hanrahan had asked Gilmartin for 100 grand in
Buswells Hotel. Approximately can you remember, approximately when Mr.
O'Callaghan told you that had happened.
A: He would have told me that in the context of the walk around the block
Q: Yes, in December 1992
A: When Hanrahan>
Q: When there was a difficulty with O'Hanrahan?
A: Exactly yes. And when O'Callaghan suspected that the same moxie was going
on. I do not know whether it was. I never discussed it with O'Callaghan. He
kept well away from Hanrahan. I had one conversation on the telephone with
Hanrahan. I think I mentioned this to you in which he said something to the
effect, the words are important I know but something to the effect that "yes
nothing can be done for nothing"
Yeah..
"Q: thatis what Hanrahan said?
A: vyes
Q: Can you remind me where was he for the May 1991 vote. Is he on one of the
lists you have given us?
A: No he was not. He was on the list for a contribution as a General

Election candidate if memory serves me right".

All right? Now there are two things arising from that information that you
have provided to the Tribunal . In fact there are a number of things. The
first is that you identify Mr. O'Callaghan as the source of the information in
relation to Mr. Hanrahan, isn't that the position

Yes correct.
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Not Mr. Ambrose Kelly.

Yeah. I had a discussion with Mr. Ambrose Kelly and with Mr. Liam Lawlor about
this issue. So there are three parties to this. Four. Myself, if you will

excuse me going first, Mr O'Callaghan, Mr. Ambrose Kelly and Mr. Liam Lawlor.
This was a matter that was of some discussion not among ourselves but among
others as well, among other councillors.

Yes. The question I had put to you Mr. O'Callaghan was that in this meeting
with the Tribunal?

Mr. Dunlop.

I beg your pardon. In this meeting with the Tribunal you had identified the
source of the information about the demand being made in Buswells Hotel of Mr.
Gilmartin by Mr. Hanrahan as being Mr. O'Callaghan, isn't that correct?

Yes, because I obviously asked him.

Yes. But you don't identify Mr. Ambrose Kelly as the source of the information
whom you had earlier today identified as the source of the information. Do you
understand the point I'm making?

I do exactly, yes.

Now you also identify the time at which you receive this information from

Mr. O'Callaghan, isn't that right?

Yes.

Yes. And you indicate that to the best of your belief at the time is that Mr.
O'Callaghan told you when he walked, after he walked Mr. Hanrahan around the
block which was the 17th of December 1992, isn't that right?

Yes.

And I will come to deal with the vote and all of that 17th of December. But at
that stage if it's correct, you would have known by the end of 19927

Yes that's correct, yes.

That Mr. Gilmartin had complained to Mr. O'Callaghan that a demand for 100,000
Pounds had been made of him in Buswells Hotel, isn't that right?

Yes. As I said to you earlier I can't put to you specifically other than what
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you've shown there in relation to the private session. I can't specifically

put a date on it as to when I asked Mr. O'Callaghan about this but certainly it
was a subject matter of discussion at some stage with him and others.

All right. But if you are correct Mr. Dunlop?

Yeah.

In what you have told the Tribunal on page 17747 it means that by December of
1992 you had discussed with Mr. O'Callaghan the fact that Mr. Gilmartin had
complained that Mr. Hanrahan had sought 100,000 Pounds from him in Buswells,
isn't that right.

Yes.

And that therefore by the end of 1992 you were in possession of this
information and the source of your information was Mr. O'Callaghan, isn't that
right?

Correct.

And the source of Mr. O'Callaghan's information was Mr. Gilmartin?

Well there was never any doubt about that, yes.

So that what had happened is that Mr. Gilmartin had complained about what

Mr. Hanrahan, he said had happened with Mr. Hanrahan, isn't that right?
Correct, yes.

Now, in the answer at question 219 the question is put to you by counsel "was
there a difficulty with O'Hanrahan and your answer is exactly yes and when
O'Callaghan suspected the same moxie was going on, I do not know whether it
was, I never discussed it with O'Callaghan". What was the meaning of the "same
moxie was going on" Mr. Dunlop?

That Mr. Hanrahan was attempting to extract money.

From Mr. O'Callaghan?

Yes. Mr. O'Callaghan never told me -- never actually said that to me but I

have to be very careful ... the circumstances here were such that Mr.
O'Callaghan and myself and Mr. Kelly were being advised by Mr. Liam Lawlor in

relation to certain matters. Mr. Lawlor and Mr. Hanrahan were in the same, I
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10:49:14 1 can't say that they were in the same ward electorally in the County Council but
2 they were certainly in the same constituency. There was unceasing rivalry
3 between them and I have to say that I have never had any evidence directly, I
4 Frank Dunlop have never had any evidence directly other than in making a
10:49:42 5 contribution to an election campaign for Finbarr Hanrahan in relation to
6 demands for money. There was a discussion about money with Mr. Hanrahan on a
7 number of occasions but most of our informat