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Inquiry into Aspectsof Worker’sCompensation

Submission:

I haveworkedas an Investigatorfor approximately7 years,handlingWorker’s CompensationandThird

PartyInjury claims.During mywork I wasawareofmattersthatI considerpertinentto thisInquiry:
• CollusionbetweenInvestigatorsand/ or Companystaffoccurredwith medicalpractitioners

examininginjured claimants,informationon suchclaimantsbeingpassedon for identification,
locationandotherpurposes.In otherwords,thesemedicalpractitionerswerenot acting
independentlyofthe Insurer.

• Film evidencewasconvenientlyeditedand/ or destroyedif it wasnot ofsuitablematerialfor
disputationof allegedor claimedinjuries.

• Bluff tacticswereundertakento persuadeclaimantsto settletheir claim. An exampleof thiswas

attendingCourtwith largefilm spoolcasingscontainingsmallrolls of film evidence.

I alsohaveevidenceof:

• DoctorsprovidinggrosslymisleadingmedicalreportstotheInsurer’s,suchevidencesupporting
and/ or reinforcingan attitudeofworking inharmonywith theInsurer’sasopposedto being

• independent.

• Doctorsmedicalreportsandinterviewsnot corresponding,indicativeof grosserror/ corruption/
biasonthepartof suchmedicalpractitioners.

• Doctors.beingunwilling to makeamendmentsto suchgrosslymisleadingmedicalreportswhen
broughttotheir attention.

• ignoringof! cover-upof factsbetweenDoctors/ Lawyers/ Investigators.

• Investigatorsprovidingwritten reportstothe Insurersthatdo not correspondwith film evidence,
therebybeingmisleadingin their content,yet ignoredby Doctors/ Lawyers/ Courtwhen
screenedfor evidenceeitherpriorto or atTrial, therebyindicativeofwhatI perceiveto beand
evidentlytantamountto corruptionwithin the Court / Legal system,pertinentto Injury claims.An
exampleofthis iswhereaclaimantdisplaysrestrictionin movementandexpressionstypical of
experiencingpain,yet suchevidenceis ignored.
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• selectiveuseofvideo surveillanceby Investigators,in whatappearsindicativeof a cover-up.

• allegationsI chargesof fraud againstthe claimantwhen in essenceI believethatthemeans
employedagainsttheclaimantweretantamountto fraud.

• claimsby aWorker’s Compensationagent,baseduponconfirmationfrom the Investigation
company,thatcertainfilm evidencetakenfor identificationpurposeshasbeendiscarded,whenin
fact thecompanypolicy revealsthat suchevidentiarymaterialis neverdiscarded.

• attemptsby a Worker’s Compensationagentnotto revealwhat it terms “sensitiveinformationon
thefile thatpotentiallycouldjeopardisethe successof~their~argumentwhichwill have
ramificationsfor themanagementof(their)file andpotentiallythe ‘Scheme’.”

• film evidencepresentedto the Courtbeinglargelyedited,in whatwastermed “presentable
form (and/ or) abridgedinto a version”togetherwith correspondingwritten notes,indicative
of questionableprocedurewithin theCourt / Legal system,pertinentto Injury claims.

• factualevidence/ exhibitspresentedtothe Courtbeingfabricatedforthe specificpurposeof
disputinganinjury claim, indicativeof questionableprocedurewithin the Court / Legalsystem,
pertinentto Injury claims.

I havecompiledcasesto this effect for the specificpurposeof exposingwhatI believeto becorruption
within theCourt/ Legalsystem,pertinentto Injuty claims,andfor assistingothersto beawareof thetrue
stateofaffairs within the Court/ Legal system.My compilationis continuing.

I rely heavilyon the WhistleblowersProtectionAct 1993in doingso.

It is mybelief, as aresultoftheseexperiences,that:

• the allegedhighcostof disputingallegedfraudulentclaimsis unnecessary,if not entirelylacking

in honesty/ integrity / benevolence/ altruismto societyin general.

• the methodsusedareextremelyquestionable,if not fraudulentthemselves,astheyarebasedupon
deceptionof a higherdegreeby an industrythatlargely claimsitselfto beavictim of fraud.

• suchmethods/ aspectsrequireexposingthereofinthepublic interest.

YoursSincerely

PeterReynolds


