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THE TRIBUNAL RESUMED AS FOLLOWS ON THURSDAY,

24TH JANUARY 2008, AT 10:00 A.M:

CHAIRMAN: Good morning, Ms. Dillon.

MS. DILLON: Good morning, Sir. The first witness this morning is Mr. John

Ahern.

Mr. John Ahern, please.

MR. JOHN AHERN HAVING BEEN SWORN, WAS QUESTIONED BY

MS. DILLON AS FOLLOWS:

CHAIRMAN: Good morning, Mr. Ahern.

Good morning.

MS. DILLON: Good morning, Mr. Ahern. You are presently, I think retired from
Allied Irish Bank, isn't that correct?

That is right.

And I think that you retired in 1999.

Yeah, 29th of February 1999.

And for the preceding number of years, I think you had been the bank manager
who had dealt with Mr. Frank Dunlop and Mr. Frank Dunlop's bank accounts at
Allied Irish Bank at College Street in Dublin, is that right?

Yes.

Right. Now, can you remember approximately when it was that you first became
aware of Mr. Dunlop as a customer and the circumstances in which you became
aware of that?

My recall is that I first became acquainted with Mr. Dunlop in 1985, and he, on

the introduction of Judge Hugh O'Flaherty, and that's when the banker customer
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10:11:33 1 relationship started with Mr. Dunlop.

2 Q. 5 And would it be fair to say, Mr. Ahern, that in the early years between 1985

3 and 1990 let us say, that the accounts that were operated by Mr. Dunlop at

4 Allied Irish Bank were the normal, either personal or business accounts?
10:11:55 5 A. Initially my recall is they were personal accounts.

6 Q. 6 Uh-huh.

7 A. And he, I think in 1986 he, Mr. Dunlop took a three -- well a three year

8 sabbatical from the public service and in that three year period he worked with

9 Murray Consultants.
10:12:23 10 Q. 7 And thereafter Mr. Dunlop set up his own public relations company.

11 A. At the end of the three year sabbatical, Mr. Dunlop had to decide whether he

12 was going back into the public service or not but he took the decision he

13 wasn't going back and he set up his own public relations business.

14 Q. 8 And that was under the style of Frank Dunlop & Associates, isn't that right?
10:12:44 15 A. Yeah, Dunlop & Associates.

16 Q. 9 And the accounts of Frank Dunlop & Associates in the name of Frank Dunlop &

17 Associates were held at Allied Irish Bank at 5 College Street, is that right?

18 A. Yes.

19 Q. 10 At that point in time, Mr. Ahern, in 1989/1990, what was your position within
10:13:00 20 the bank?

21 A. I was deputy manager at AIB, 5 College Street.

22 Q. 11 And did you remain on as deputy manager or manager at College Street until you

23 retired?

24 A. I did, yeah. The deputy manager name disappeared and I would be referred to as
10:13:17 25 manager. I wasn't the manager of 5 AIB, College Street, I was a manager in

26 5 -- AIB, College Street.

27 Q. 12 But you were the person who had contact with Mr. Dunlop and you were the person

28 who in effect were in charge of Mr. Dunlop's accounts, isn't that right?

29 A. Yes.
10:13:36 30 Q. 13 And it was with you that Mr. Dunlop had his dealings in the bank, isn't that
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10:13:39 1 the position?
2 A. Pardon.
3 Q. 14 It was with you that Mr. Dunlop had his dealings?
4 A. Oh, yes, yes, yes. It was with me. I was his, he had the banker customer
10:13:49 5 relationship with me.
6 Q. 15 With you. And apart from having to attend at tellers on the odd occasion or
7 matters such as that, in the main Mr. Dunlop dealt with you, isn't that right?
8 A. He would have -- I presume he would have largely dealt with me but Mr. Dunlop
9 got to know various members of the -- and he may well have had business
10:14:12 10 transactions that I wouldn't have been aware of in the normal course of
11 business.
12 Q. 16 When did you first become aware, Mr. Ahern, of a company called Shefran
13 Limited?
14 A. I arranged the opening of that account on behalf of Mr. Dunlop.
10:14:34 15 Q. 17 Yes. That wasn't the question that I asked you. That account was opened in
16 1992, isn't that right, Mr. Ahern?
17 A. Yeah, according to the records that is the date.
18 Q. 18 Yes. Prior to the opening of the Shefran account in 1992, when did you become
19 aware of the existence of a company called Shefran?
10:14:53 20 A. I only became aware of the company called Shefran when I was asked, when there
21 was a request to have an account opened in that name.
22 Q. 19 Right. Did you ever prior to 1992, cash cheques for Mr. Dunlop made out to a
23 company called Shefran?
24 A. I would. I would have facilitated Mr. Dunlop with cash, with encashment
10:15:19 25 facilities on cheques payable to Shefran.
26 Q. 20 Right. And would you have facilitated Mr. Dunlop with the cashing of cheques
27 made out to Shefran prior to opening any bank account in Allied Irish Bank in
28 the name of Shefran?
29 A. As I said I would have facilitated Mr. Dunlop with cheques payable to Shefran
10:15:38 30 Limited. If you are asking me for the time thing on it as regards dates.
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Well perhaps it would be easier then, Mr. Ahern, in fairness to yourself, if I
take you through the documents and the various payments and see would that
assist. If I could show you first of all 147857

Right.

This is a document, Mr. Ahern, provided to the Tribunal by National Toll Roads
and Westlink Toll Bridge in relation to payments that it says that it made to

Mr. Frank Dunlop. And I want to draw to your attention in the first instance,

in the second table you will see there on the 1st of August 1990 --

Yeah.

-- there was a cheque made payable to Shefran Jersey Limited in the sum of
20,000 pounds, which according to National Toll Roads cheques was presented at
Allied Irish Bank, College Street, do you see that?

I do, yeah.

Right. According to the evidence of Mr. Dunlop, he says that he cashed these
cheques with you and took the cash away.

I cannot recall the specific cheque.

So if we look I think at the cheque for 1990, and I think that cheque is dated
the 1st of August 1990, and if we look at 21205 you will see on this quite poor
photostat, that the cheque is a cheque made out to Shefran, do you see that,
Mr. Ahern?

I do, yeah.

And you will see on the reverse of it, it's endorsed Barry McCarthy, Shefran
Limited, do you see that?

Yeah.

And according to the records of National Toll Roads, that cheque was presented
and cashed at College Street.

Yeah.

Would you accept therefore, that it's likely that in August of 1990, you cashed
that cheque made out to Shefran for Mr. Dunlop in the sum of 20,000 pounds?

I can't recall specifically but I am intrigued by the endorsement. The name
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McCarthy doesn't mean -- I don't have any recall of the McCarthy connection and
it would appear to me while it's the Barry McCarthy Shefran Limited, that
endorsement as such would appear to be Mr. Dunlop's writing.

Yes. But what I had asked you, Mr. Ahern, was in view the information provided
to the Tribunal by National Toll Roads, that that cheque was presented for
payment and cashed at Allied Irish Bank. Do you accept that it is likely that

you were the person who cashed that cheque for Mr. Dunlop?

It is likely in the sense that I did facilitate Mr. Dunlop with encashment

facilities along those lines.

And if we look at 14785 again, Mr. Ahern, and this is, if we look at the very

first entry on the first column.

Canl --

Yes.

-- stop you for a moment now. You are showing me a lot of cheques here. I am
saying I facilitated Mr. Dunlop with encashment facilities. I cannot for the

life of me remember at this stage who the payees were. I did facilitate him.
Now, there are names that strike me, some of the cheques I did cash for him
were cheques drawn for example Barkhill was a cheque; Riga was a cheque I can
actually categorically say I cashed for him. But putting all of these up and
asking me can I remember. Now I may well indeed but I can't remember did I
cash that particular cheque or that particular cheque or that particular

cheque.

Yes. What I want to ask you about this schedule of payments, Mr. Ahern, is
looking at the other payees that are on the cheque. I'm not talking to now
about who drew the cheque.

Uh-huh.

I'm talking to but in whose name the cheque was drawn, do you understand?
The payee.

Yes, the payee. That's what I had been asking you about. You remember I had

asked you when you first became aware of Shefran and you said it was when you
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opened the account for Shefran in 1992? Do you remember that answer?

Yes.

In the light of that answer, now what I am showing you are cheques drawn in
favour of Shefran which was presented in your bank two years in advance of the
account of Shefran being opened, do you understand?

Yeah.

Right. So if we just go through the document then, Mr. Ahern, and you will see
that the second payment that is outlined on the document is dated the 9th of
February 1990, and the payee of the cheque was B McCarthy & Associates, do you
see that?

Yeah.

And the payee according to the cheque was Barry McCarthy and it is cashed at
AIB, College Street?

Yeah.

Right. Now, that was a cheque to Mr. Dunlop under the name of Barry McCarthy &
Associates. Do you accept that it's likely you facilitated Mr. Dunlop by

cashing that cheque for him?

Oh, itis. Itis likely. It's possible that I did, yeah. It's likely.

And indeed with the next cheque which is dated the 9th of November 1990, which
is made out to cash which is also presented and cashed at AIB, College Street
and which was a cheque to Mr. Dunlop. Do you accept that it's likely that you
cashed and paid that cheque?

It's likely.

Yes. And if you move to the next column you will see the first cheque is

cheque to B McCarthy & Associates and that it's endorsed by McCarthy but again
it's cashed and presented at College Street and that it's likely you cashed

that cheque for Mr. Dunlop?

Yeah, as I've already said --

Yeah.

-- it's quite possible I cashed all of these cheques for him.
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10:21:09 1 Q. 42 Yes.
2 A. If you are asking me. Like, there would have been occasions that Mr. Dunlop
3 may have gone to another member of staff and got encashment facilities against
4 the background of how highly regarded he was at that time.
10:21:25 5 Q. 43 Do you think that it's likely, Mr. Ahern, that Mr. Dunlop would have been able
6 to cash a cheque for 60,000 pounds or 20,000 pounds in the bank with anybody
7 other than yourself?
8 A. Well I don't believe so, yeah.
9 Q. 44 I just draw to your attention then just looking at the cheque that we were
10:21:43 10 talking about. The value of the cheque is 20,000 pounds. The value of the
11 next cheque which is dated 1st of August 1990, is 20,000 pounds, and the value
12 of the third cheque which is dated 10th of October 1990, is 60,000 pounds and I
13 want to suggest to you, Mr. Ahern, it's unlikely Mr. Dunlop could have been
14 facilitated by anybody else within the bank to cash those cheques in those
10:22:03 15 amounts unless it was yourself?
16 A. Yeah, in terms of amounts, I would agree with you. I just in terms of my
17 powers of recall at this stage, I can't recall the name Barry McCarthy &
18 Associates ever coming up. I just can't recall it as such and that's all I can
19 help you with.
10:22:30 20 Q. 45 Yes. If you accept, Mr. Ahern, that you must have cashed the cheques made out
21 to Barry McCarthy & Associates for Mr. Dunlop, do you accept that?
22 A. It's likely.
23 Q. 46 Yes. I would like you to explain to the Tribunal the circumstances in which
24 you became to an arrangement with Mr. Dunlop in either 1989 or 1990, where you
10:22:51 25 agreed to cash third party cheques for Mr. Dunlop?
26 A. It's -- if I put it this way. A banker customer relationship I had with Mr.
27 Dunlop, having knowing him to be highly regarded and knowing his, where he came
28 from and how well he was connected businesswise and he was regarded I think
29 it's fair to say he would be regarded as a highly influential businessman even
10:23:39 30 in those days. And I had never any concern as to whether if there was any
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problem in terms of recourse, I had never any problem in that. The worst that
could happen to me is that the cheques or the items came back unpaid. That was
the worst that could happen to me and at that stage I'd never any concern at
that stage with Mr. Dunlop that the thing would have been sorted out.

So you were happy to cash these cheques for Mr. Dunlop because you trusted

Mr. Dunlop, if I understand you correctly?

I wouldn't have done it otherwise.

But you are accepting, Mr. Ahern, that independently of Shefran or cheques made
out to Shefran that you had in 1989 and 1990, already embarked on a
relationship with Mr. Dunlop where he presented cheques to you made out to
persons other than himself or his company and you cashed those cheques for him?
Well obviously I did.

Yes.

As put up on the screen because I had connection in College Street obviously.
Yes.

Don't deny that for a moment.

Right. So the relationship that you had with Mr. Dunlop before Mr. Dunlop got
involved with Barkhill or Riga was that you already had a history with Mr.

Dunlop of facilitating him and cashing cheques made out to persons other than
Mr. Dunlop for Mr. Dunlop's benefit, is that right?

Well obviously there would have been payees. Now, to the best of my recall I
would have always asked Mr. Dunlop to endorse the back of the cheque.

Yes but other than that, Mr. Ahern, I think you're agreeing me with me that

the position was that prior to the introduction of Riga or Barkhill, you

already had a relationship with Mr. Dunlop where you facilitated by him cashing
cheques that were made out not to Mr. Dunlop and not to Mr. Dunlop's company
but to third parties and you --

Obviously if they were cashed in College Street, the likelihood is that I would
have facilitated that. And can I, may I pose another question at this stage,

because I was at a private session and we went through the technicalities of
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the operations of the account, this that and the other thing. Now, stop me if
I'm out of order, but the bottom line here is I facilitated Mr. Dunlop with

encashment facilities.

Now, what he did with that money I do not know. I now know since the Tribunal
started and my narrative that I handed, that was handed in yesterday highlights
that. Now, we are talking about transactions here, endorsements, whatever.
Now, I don't know what you want out of me but I can tell you here categorically
that what he, I had no iota how he used his money at that stage. And had he,

had I known as we know now I wouldn't have facilitated him.

CHAIRMAN: Mr. Ahern.

MS. DILLON: Sorry.

CHAIRMAN: While you may have dealt with many of these issues in the course of
a private interview with the Tribunal and indeed in your statements which we
have. We nevertheless have to take this evidence in public.

Okay.

CHAIRMAN: And because it only becomes of relevance to the inquiry in terms of
the Tribunal doing a report at the end of the day where it is given in public.

Okay are all right. I accept that.

MS. DILLON: And also I think, Mr. Ahern, from the evidence that you have just
given to the Tribunal, I think it must follow that you must have known of the
existence of Shefran prior to opening the Shefran account in 1992, because you
cashed cheques made out to Shefran, isn't that right

Yeah, that would seem to be the case, yeah.

Yes.
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10

As I said to you early, putting years and dates on it I cannot do that at this
stage.

Now in --

But there could have been a lead into it or what not, yeah.

In April of 1991, Mr. Ahern, you organised according to Mr. Dunlop the opening
of an account at Allied Irish Bank, Rathfarnham Road, Terenure for Mr. Dunlop,
is that right?

Yes.

Right. Now, would you outline to the Tribunal the circumstances in which that
account came to be opened?

Again as I said in my narrative statement, I said the account would have been
opened at the request of Mr. Dunlop. I didn't advise Mr. Dunlop to open the
account in Rathfarnham. He wanted another account and I arranged for the
opening of that account. I do not recall at this stage the specific purpose
other than I'm sure it would have been business related.

Right.

Or fee income related or whatever. But all I'm saying is I opened that account
at his request. He wanted another account.

Did he explain to you why he wanted another account?

This is, I cannot recall specifically why he wanted another account. All I'm
saying to you is I'm quite sure it was business related in some form or other.
What Mr. Dunlop has told the Tribunal, Mr. Ahern, and I have to put this to you
so you can comment on it. Is that he opened the account in Rathfarnham
following discussion with you and you agree with that, isn't that right?

As I've told you, I opened the account at his request.

Therefore it follows, Mr. Ahern --

And obviously he wanted another account and the other account was opened up in
Terenure.

It follows therefore, Mr. Ahern, that you agree that you must have had a

discussion with Mr. Dunlop before the account in Rathfarnham was opened, isn't
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11

that right?

Oh, he obviously discussed with me he wanted another account. That follows.
Mr. Ahern, Mr. Dunlop has told the Tribunal that you advised him that Allied
Irish Bank were able to look after clients who had large sums of money which
they didn't want to appear in their own account or in their own bank. Do you
agree with that?

I disagree.

You disagree with that. Mr. Dunlop also said that you advised him that it

would not be right or advisable to have large sums of money going through Mr.
Dunlop's own account in your branch. Do you agree with that?

Disagree.

You disagree with that. Mr. Dunlop says that he cannot recall the detail of

the conversation but that he had a meeting with you in the front office of AIB
College Street and you told him that Mr. Dunlop wouldn't even have to go to the
branch if Mr. Dunlop wanted money out of the account, that you would organise
it for him once the account was opened. Do you agree with that?

No, what I probably told them was that the account was opened in Terenure but
it could be operated from the College Street base.

And by operated from the College Street base, do you mean, Mr. Ahern, that you
could have told Mr. Dunlop that he could have lodged the money that was to go
to Rathfarnham in College Street with you?

He could lodge or withdraw in College Street for credit or debit of Terenure
account.

And in fact is that what happened in relation to the operation of the account,
that funds were lodged in College Street?

Well in hindsight that was what happened but once the account was opened I had
no reason to monitor the account on an ongoing basis.

And would it be fair to say that you wouldn't have monitored that account
because it wasn't an account within your branch?

Well for the reason I said, I had no reason to monitor Mr. Dunlop's accounts
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12
per say.
Now, you wrote I think at 4896 to Allied Irish Bank in Terenure.
Yeah.
And you sent a customer history card, a joint account mandate form, a bank
limit application form and a bankers payment in the sum of 30,668.88 pounds
which was the opening lodgement to the account, isn't that right?
Yeah.
Now, and you said the following "Mr. and Mrs. Dunlop are highly respectable and
trustworthy parties. Mr. Dunlop is very well got in business circles and
operates a very successful public relations business. He trades under Frank
Dunlop & Associates Limited which is a highly satisfactory account connection
at this branch. A cheque book at this stage is not a reality and a banklink

card in the name of Frank Dunlop will suffice".

I want to ask you about the last sentence, Mr. Ahern. Why about why it was
that a cheque book was not a reality on the account?

For the reason it says, he didn't want a cheque book.

And would that only have been because you had discuss it had with Mr. Dunlop
and Mr. Dunlop had indicated to you that he didn't want a cheque book?
Obviously he didn't want a cheque book on the account.

Right. And would he have given you any reason at that time as to why he didn't
want a cheque book on the account?

No, other than that it was he was going to handle it on a lodgement or a
withdrawal basis either between accounts in College Street or whatever I don't
know at this stage.

Right. And at that stage did Mr. Dunlop live near Terenure?

He lived in Rathfarnham at one stage.

Was that at at this time?

Hence his account came to me from the Bank of Ireland, Rathfarnham and I gather

that he lived in the Rathfarnham area at one stage.
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But at this stage is what I'm asking about, which is?

At the time we're talking about.

Which is 1991.

Yeah, he was living in County Meath.

Yes, he wasn't living anywhere near Terenure, isn't that right?

He was living in County Meath.

Right. And the account that you opened for Mr. Dunlop was a current account,
isn't that right?

In Terenure?

Yes.

Yeah, a current account.

And were you aware from your discussions with Mr. Dunlop that he expected to be
in receipt of substantial funds on an ongoing basis into the future?

Not, I didn't put it this way, and I'm talking in hindsight I make this. 1

never for the life of me thought the account was operated for the purpose that
now seems to be.

I'm not asking you about that, Mr. Ahern, about the purpose of the account.

No, I didn't know for what purpose he was using it for.

Right. The opening lodgement which you transferred was 30,668.88 pounds, isn't
that right?

Yes.

And that's what you opened the account with?

Yeah.

In Terenure?

Yeah.

That was a very substantial amount of money, isn't that right?

Yes.

In your discussions with Mr. Dunlop did he tell you that he expected to receive
further substantial amounts of money which he wanted to lodge to this account?

I cannot recall.
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You were the person who would subsequently have handled the lodgements to that
account, isn't that right?

Not necessarily.

Not necessarily. If I show you then the bank statement at 4912. And I want to
draw to your attention the bank number, Mr. Ahern, that goes beside each of
these transactions. And you will see that each of the transactions bears the
reference 933384 I think it is, do you say that?

I do, yes.

What does that refer to?

That's the College Street's national code number.

That means does it not, Mr. Ahern, that every single lodgement and withdrawal
to this account between the date it was opened on the 9th of April '91 and 21st
of August '91, was lodged or withdrawn through College Street?

Yes.

Right. Isn't it likely therefore that the person to whom Mr. Dunlop would have
gone with the 48,400 pounds to lodge was yourself?

If it was a lodgement and there was a cash withdrawal needed the chances were
it was, yeah.

Or indeed --

But now I indeed could have handled all of these. I don't know at this stage.
But if it's only a lodgement all you have to do is go to the counter and have

it lodged. But I can't recall specific details as to who lodged whether 1

dealt with them or not.

But you would accept that they were all done through College Street?

Oh, they were all done through College Street and as I said earlier, Mr. Dunlop
was, I would have said to Mr. Dunlop he can operate the account through College
Street.

And Mr. Dunlop has told the Tribunal that in general he dealt with you in

College Street?

Oh, in general he would have dealt with me, yeah.
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Certainly in so far as withdrawals were concerned, he dealt with you. But
that, if I'm not misunderstanding Mr. Dunlop that he went down to you whether
he had lodgements to make or withdrawals to make in relation to the Rathfarnham
account, this account. And would you agree with that?
Would you repeat your question there.
Mr. Dunlop has told the Tribunal that in general he dealt only with you within
the bank in College Street and when he wanted to withdraw money from this
account he went to you and equally when he wanted to lodge money he went to
you. And I'm asking you do you agree with that?
He would, I agree with you that he generally dealt with me. I would agree that
I facilitated him with cash facilities. He may well indeed have come to me in
relation to the lodgements but he didn't have to.
If any of those lodgements were connected to the cashing of a cheque for
example, he'd have had to go to you to cash the cheque before he could have
made the lodgement, isn't that right?
Well the larger cheques would have to have, would have to be cleared you know.
If we look at 4807, Mr. Ahern, I am not suggesting now that any of the proceeds
of this went into the Rathfarnham account you understand?
I do yeah.
I draw to your attention a cheque on the 16th of May 1991, made out to Shefran?
Uh-huh.
You see that. And that cheque you will see is stamped 17th of May 1991 by
Allied Irish Bank, do you see that?
Oh.
The sample stamp in the centre?
Yes.
And on the reverse of that at 4808.
Yeah.
You will see there is a stamp Allied Irish Bank 5 College Street and Mr.

Dunlop's signature, do you see that?
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10:38:16 1 A. Yeah.
2 Q. 105 Would you accept that that cheque was cashed on the 17th of May in Allied Irish
3 Bank in College Street?
4 A. I would, yeah.
10:38:21 5 Q. 106 And that it's likely that Mr. Dunlop went to you with that cheque made out to
6 Shefran and that you cashed the cheque for him?
7 A. Yes.
8 Q. 107 All right. Now there was no account open in the bank in the name of Shefran at
9 that stage, isn't that right?
10:38:35 10 A. Yes at this stage, yeah.
11 Q. 108  This is 1991.
12 A. Yeah, yeah. Well that's what the file is saying. I'm talking to you now but
13 yes, I agree on that basis.
14 Q. 109 All right. Would that have meant that Mr. Dunlop would have telephoned you in
10:38:50 15 advance, Mr. Ahern, to say that he was coming down with a cheque and the amount
16 of the cheque so that you'd have the cash ready for it?
17 A. He certainly would have rung me on occasions in relation to requiring cash
18 facilities. To the best of my recall.
19 Q. 110 So that you would have known in advance of Mr. Dunlop it's likely you would
10:39:09 20 have known in advance of Mr. Dunlop presenting himself with this cheque that he
21 was coming down to cash a cheque for 25,000 pounds?
22 A. Yes.
23 Q. 111 And if I can show you at 4849. Now, this is an invoice of the 2nd of April
24 '91, Mr. Ahern, in the sum of 40,000 pounds and this in fact was paid on the
10:39:33 25 30th of May 1991, but the instrument be it draft or cheque is not available, do
26 you understand?
27 A. Uh-huh.
28 Q. 112 According to Mr. Dunlop, he believes that it's likely he cashed this cheque if
29 cheque it was or bank draft with you?
10:39:52 30 A. It's quite probable he did, yeah.
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Yes. And he believes at 4912, Mr. Dunlop has told the Tribunal that he thinks
that it may form part of the lodgement of 80,000 pounds on the 5th of June '91,
to the Rathfarnham account. Do you see that?
I see the 60, is it?
80,000.
Oh, 80 I see, yeah.
Yes.
And when was the cheque cashed?
The cheque according to the records was dated the 30th of May 1991. The
precise date on which it was cashed is not known because the instrument is not
available.
Is the lodgement of the 5th of June a cashment lodgement?
According to the Allied Irish Bank records the lodgement on the 5th of June,
which I will get for you at the moment is described only as CT, credit transfer
origin unknown.
Are you asking me to relate one to the other.
No I'm not asking you to relate one to the other. No I am telling you what Mr.
Dunlop has said and I was about to ask you whether you recollect cashing the
cheque for 40,000 pounds for Mr. Dunlop?
It's quite probable I did.
Right. And in the absence of bank records, Mr. Ahern, would you be able to
assist as to whether you might have done anything else with that 40,000 pounds?
Do you understand the point I'm asking you? Do you remember being asked to
transfer any?
Are you now asking me did I handle the 40,000.
No. What I'm asking you is -- Well yes I suppose I am. What I am asking you,
Mr. Ahern, is whether you have any recollection of taking any of that 40,000
pounds together with any other monies Mr. Dunlop might have given to you and
transferring it to Rathfarnham?

To the best of my knowledge and the best of my recall and I will repeat this
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18
again. I facilitated Mr. Dunlop with encashment facilities. What he did with
the money I do not know. Once he got his cash, that was it. He went off with
it.
Okay.
I had nothing.
Do you say then, Mr. Ahern, that from your recollection of your business
dealings with Mr. Dunlop, that it is unlikely that after you cashed the cheque
for 40,000 pounds for Mr. Dunlop that you had any hand, act or part in
transferring that sum, a portion of it, or it with any other monies to the
Rathfarnham account?
Not only is it unlikely, I don't recall ever doing it.
So is it -- insofar as you have provided these cheque cashing facilities for
Mr. Dunlop, it's not your recollection that you ever thereafter did anything
with the funds other than giving them to Mr. Dunlop, is that right?
Cash that was it.
Right. The -- if you are correct in that, Mr. Ahern, then it would mean that
the 80,000 pounds that's lodged to the Rathfarnham account on the 5th of June,
doesn't likely or is not likely to contain any of the 40,000 pounds, do you
understand?
I cannot relate one to the other because I cannot recall. Like if you're
asking me to relate the cheque encashment a few days prior to that, I just
don't know.
But your recollection of cashing cheques for Mr. Dunlop is that you gave him
the cash, that's what happened is he came in, gave you a cheque you and you
gave him cash?
I cashed them for him.
Right. And would it be fair to say, Mr. Ahern, in view of the size of the
amounts that were involved here which were substantial amounts of money, that
when you got the telephone call from Mr. Dunlop you'd have arranged the cash in

an office somewhere?
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I would. For convenience and for security purposes.
Obviously. That you would have dealt with Mr. Dunlop in your own office or in
some other office rather than in the public?
I might have dealt with Mr. Dunlop probably quite a number of times in my own
office but there might have been an occasion or two it was done in the off
counter cash.
In general in view of the amounts that were involved say a sum of 40,000 pounds
on this occasion a very substantial amount of money. You would have had that
ready for Mr. Dunlop when he arrived?
More than likely.
Right. And if I can show you then at 4994. This is an invoice dated the 1st
of May, which is paid according to the records on the 7th of June '91. Page
5,000 please. This is a cheque drawn on the second cheque there, Mr. Ahern, is
a cheque in the sum of 15,000 pounds in favour of Shefran, drawn on the account
of Riga Limited, which is presented at Allied Irish Bank manager's department
on the 7th of June '91?
Uh-huh.
The words "Manager's Department"” on the stamp would that mean it's likely in a
you dealt with it?
I see that one now. That particular one now with the manager's department on
it as such I'm not sure whether I dealt with that particular one, you know.
The reverse of the cheque is 5001.
Yeah.
And if that could be just turned upside down. Mr. Dunlop --
Oh, yeah, yeah, yeah. Which? Okay you go ahead.
No, no, no. The stamp is the stamp of Allied Irish Bank which is now upside
down but the signatures Mr. Dunlop thinks is his writing but it's likely that
it's his writing. Are the signatures or the names on the reverse of that
cheque familiar to you?

The name Kennedy as such isn't. Well I don't recognise. When I say, I can
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make out a name as such. Kennedy is one. It seems to be Kennedy is one I
don't know what the other one is but if you were going to ask me to comment on
the signatures as such there would in Mr. Dunlop -- could be Mr. Dunlop's

writing, yes.

JUDGE FAHERTY: Can I ask you?
There is an element. The way it's done. It wouldn't surprise me if that was

Mr. Dunlop's writing.

JUDGE FAHERTY: Mr. Ahern, can I ask you about that. Earlier there was
another cheque I think it was 21205. This was another Shefran cheque I think
endorsed by yes, Barry McCarthy there. Do you see that?

Which one now? Oh, Barry McCarthy yes.

JUDGE FAHERTY: You dealt with it earlier and Ms. Dillon was asking you about
that, Mr. Ahern. And your answer to her was you were intrigued by the
endorsement it appears to be Mr. Dunlop's writing.

I would agree that's Mr. Dunlop's writing.

JUDGE FAHERTY: You would be very clear about that one I think.

I would be happy to say that from a visual point of view.

JUDGE FAHERTY: Were you so intrigued in 1991 by that?

Was I.

JUDGE FAHERTY: Would you have been intrigued by that; the fact that it struck
you that the writing "Barry McCarthy" was Mr. Dunlop's handwriting in 19917

Am I intrigued?

JUDGE FAHERTY: You said earlier to us that you were intrigued by the
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signature and you said it appeared to be Mr. Dunlop's writing --
I can't recall McCarthy ever coming up in discussions or whatever. But what I
am saying there is that that endorsement would be, would appear to be Mr.

Dunlop's writing.

JUDGE FAHERTY: I am not worried about who Mr. McCarthy was. It's the fact
that you tell us that you accept that that was Mr. Dunlop's handwriting. And I
am asking you given that it was, you said to Ms. Dillon it was likely that you
were the person who facilitated the encashment of that cheque in 1991.

Uh-huh.

JUDGE FAHERTY: Would it have intrigued you at that stage in 1991, that the
signature or the endorsement on that cheque appeared to be the writing of Mr.
Dunlop, when the name on the back of the cheque was not Mr. Dunlop's?

From my best recall now when I asked him to endorse cheques, it would be on the

basis that he would have signed it Frank Dunlop or F Dunlop or whatever.

JUDGE FAHERTY: But that cheque is --
I might have asked him to sign the back of that and didn't follow it through
and assumed it was all right, you know. I just like you are asking me why was

I not intrigued when he signed it that way.

JUDGE FAHERTY: I am only saying to you, Mr. Ahern, in fairness. You said
earlier this morning that you were intrigued by the endorsement, those were
your words.

Yes, I was intrigued by the endorsement when I said that I was saying it on the

basis that I thought that he normally signed them F Dunlop.

JUDGE FAHERTY: Anybody looking at that it's not Mr. Dunlop, yet you say it's

Mr. Dunlop's writing. Did you recognise it and accept it as Mr. Dunlop's
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writing in 1991, that's what I'm asking you?

Did I recognise?

JUDGE FAHERTY: Did you know that the writing on that cheque when it was being
encashed in 1991, was Mr. Dunlop's writing?

You are bringing me back to 1991.

JUDGE FAHERTY: That's what I'm asking you.
I don't recall. I have to say no because I don't recall it. But now when it
comes up here I can say what I am saying to you that to me is Mr. Dunlop's

handwriting.

JUDGE FAHERTY: Thank you.

JUDGE KEYS: Mr. Ahern, would I be correct in saying or is it proper banking
practice that that would be allowed to arise; that where Mr. Dunlop would come
in with a cheque, he would endorse it in the name of somebody else and the
cheque would be cashed and he'd walk out the door with 20,000, with 40,000 and
we look at the cheque, the last person's nhame who appears on it is Frank

Dunlop. So it can't be traced to him. Surely that's not proper banking

practice?

It can be deemed to be irregular but I facilitated him on the basis --

JUDGE KEYS: It either is or it isn't?

Yeah.

JUDGE KEYS: Now, I am suggesting to you that it is irregular and should not
have been allowed to have happened irrespective of whether you are or anybody
else in the bank were dealing with it, because Mr. Dunlop, as I understand it,

states that in his discussions with you that you had indicated to him that
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monies could pass through the AIB account without his name being reflected in
any of the transactions. Now, he has told the Tribunal that. You say that is

not so. Yet we have a s