We have a right to continue our fight to

IT is ironic that as a person
woften doser
prominent” supgarter of Sue
Nell-Fraser, I could have
weritten an arbicle with the
exact same title as that of
Colin Riley, president of the
Police Amaociy
Tasmanix {Real fact s bebnd
police investipation inta Sue
Neall-Fraser case. Soptomber
&) Albeit for entarely different
Mr Riley and | share
erms about this
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concerned that recent
il

mnuendo and gossiy

extensive experience and
steller ¢
bano legal team, nat to
mention the eminent
academicn who huve weighed
in o express their concern

dentialy of Sue

opinsans will continue to be
divided
Nell-Fraser Suppart Group
has existed, its members have
bemn calling for an

independent judicial inquiry

iminal pr

I think 1 would use those
exuct words in ney artiche boo,
to describe the concerns Sue's
e about ruch
of the evidonce wied to convict
ber. Mr Riley has stated that a
Corones’s mvestigation

couarse the Coroner is obliged
Ty | b g wiithy the pesialts
of the court.

Mir Riley talks about the
exlemuve expersence of the
police mvestsgators in the case.
whereas [ would talk sbout the

abaut the £ Sue
Neill- Frawer

I could goen and on, but
the point is that there are
Isgcdy conflscting views
surrounding this case, which
court processes have been
unable bo resobve o date
Whatever the outcome af the
latest appeal. it is likeby that

dependent means from
otdtssle Tassmainia) ey
that will go back to Australia
Diay 2006 and examine all
anpects of the cuse

W will contimse to lobby
For this regas II\-;z-hh\-
outeame of the appe

Mr Rll.etNLb)buuk “true
facts”, but then states that

investigators maimtain the
oo bl g
allegations i 1 vendetta
against the investigating palice
and has mothing o di with the
interests of justice
Seriously, Mr Riley? Where
shenee bot thia?

wha have legitimate concerns
shent uspeets of the inilisl
police investigation inta the
dappearance of Bob
Chappell and people have 3
right to raise their concerns.

If Mr Riley is serious about

win justice for Neill-Fraser

true facts, he should read the
Etter/Selby papers tabled in
the Tasmanian parliament.

Mr Riley has sugpested that
cerlain supporlers of Sue are
just trying to keep their ]
and faces in the media to raise
their profiles.

Twasn't sure whether to
Iaugh or cry when | read that. 1
don’t think any of us actually
enjoy whal we do, nor do we
du it for sell-promotion. We
have simply come together in
our shared belief that a
grievous wrong needs to be
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made right. Mr Riley suggests
that we go hack to looking at
ourselves in the mirror,

[ am not sure what he
muans by thal, bul T know
when I get up in the moming
and look in the mirror the first
thing often on my mind is Sue
Meill-Fraser.

Hased on the evidence we
have seen, Sue’s supporters
relieve she was wrongly
convicted. We live ina
democracy, and we are
entitled to say that, to believe
that, to protest about it and to

express our opinion.

However, often when | lnok
in the mirmor, | wish to God
that | had never got myself
involved in this case. Tam Lined
of the nastiness that surrounds
it Tam tired of the volume of
lies that circulate on social
media about all aspects of the
case. | am tired of the endless
hattle to raise awareness about
Sue's situation. | am tired of
the prank and abusive phone
calls at all hours of the day and
night.

Twon't give up. though;

neither will Sue’s other
supporters, we owe that to her.
| hope if | were ever in her
position someone would do
the samwe for mae.

A question T have for Mr
Riley is this: If vou are 50
confident in the efficacy of the
original palice investigation
why don't vou welcome the
prospect of a Commission of
Tnguiry?

Rosie Crumpton-Crook is
president of the Neill-Fraser
Support Group Inc



