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NSD 2179/2017 

GEOFFREY RUSH 

Applicant 

NATIONWIDE NEWS PTY LIMITED & JONATHON MORAN 

Respondents 

 

1. Conversation with Damien Trewhella 

(a) The email from Damien Trewhella, to the AACTA Board on 14 November 2017, 

is at Tab 144 of the Court Book (Ex R-3).   

(b) In relation to his conversation with Mr Trewhella, Mr Rush's evidence was that: 

(i) It came at the end of a "very frantic day" (T156.46-47). 

(ii) He knew he had a conversation with Mr Trewhella but was not sure 

whether it was on 10 November 2017 (T157.13-17; 157.29-30). 

(iii) By that time, the word "discomfort" had not been used (T157.22).  He 

and Ms Menelaus were "fantasising or imagining a potential scenario" 

(T157.25-26). 

(iv) He went on to say, at T163.23-29: 

 

(v) He thinks he may have told Mr Trewhella about the enquiries from the 

Australian, because he thought it was part of his responsibility as 

President of AACTA to alert it to what the media were up to: T165.5-11. 

(vi) He accepted at T166.7-8 that he thought Ms Norvill was the only one 

you could have made the allegation.  He explains the process of 

reasoning by which he came to that conclusion at T166.10 to 43.  In 
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effect, he eliminated the other females from the cast and crew, and was 

left with Ms Norvill "purely by deduction and speculation" (T166.41-42). 

(vii) If he referred to the carrying of Ms Norvill, to Mr Trewhella, he was 

"speculating" and "assuming": T168.10-11.  He thought she might have 

felt unsafe in case he dropped her: T180.20-21.  He might have told Mr 

Trewhella that Ms Menelaus and he had come to that conclusion as 

"the most likely scenario": T168.37-38. 

(viii) The words "allegedly some discomfort" are Mr Trewhella's words: 

T169.6-12.  Mr Rush was speculating that Ms Norvill may have felt 

vulnerable during that scene: T.169.9-11.   

(ix) He does not think he would have used those words: T169.33-40.   

(x) He denied he would have said those words because he was conscious 

he had caused discomfort: T169.44-47. 

(xi) He denied that again at T170: 

 

2. Conversation with Neil Armfield 

(a) In his evidence in chief, Mr Armfield recalled having a conversation with Ms 

Norvill about a personal issue - her friend coming out from America - but that it 

had "nothing to do with Mr Rush.  That is at T295.4-24: 
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(b) Mr Armfield was not cross-examined about that evidence.   

(c) In cross-examination, Ms Norvill said she through, during that conversation with 

Mr Armfield, they were speaking about Mr Rush.  That is at T556.7-8.   

 

3. Conversation with Robyn Nevin 

(a) Ms Norvill gave evidence in chief about the alleged conversation with Ms Nevin 

during King Lear at T524.7-32.  She said she asked Ms Nevin whether she had 

ever experienced "unwanted advances or sexual harassment" and that Ms 

Nevin replied "no, I can't help you with that.  That has never happened to me". 

(b) In cross-examination, at T608.34, Ms Norvill admitted that conversation was not 

in her statement.  She also admitted at 609.2 that, during the conversation, she 

did not say "Geoffrey".   

(c) Ms Nevin had firmly denied that conversation occurred, at T473.13-26: 

 


