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Grace Johnston

From: Bekkers, Jonathan
Sent: Monday, 22 June 2020 3:26 PM
To: Prior, Terry
Subject: 22.06.2020 Boggo Road CFMEU s117 - JLB notes

Date:  22.06.2020 
Time:  8.30 am to 1.40 pm 
Site:  CRR Boggo Road Tunnels 
CFMEU attendees (“Officials”):  Beau Seiffert and Shaun Desmond 
CBGU JV attendees:  Bekkers, Jonty (IR Advisor); Bradley, Shane (Superintendent); Cullen, Peter (Safety 
Advisor); David Alt (Tunnelling Director); Matthew Papworth (Senior HR Advisor) 
WHSQ attendees (“Regulators”):  Peter Stevens (Senior Inspector) and Daniel Ala-Outinen (Senior 
Inspector) 

Chronology 

8.30 am to 9.40 pm – two CFMEU Officials arrived on site.  Officials present s117 notice and entry forms 
and displayed their permits upon request.  Notice of entry forms listed the following suspected 
contraventions: 

1. Unsafe access/egress;
2. Non-compliant first-aiders;
3. Unsafe systems of work; and
4. Non-compliant hazardous chemicals storage.

Site inquired into the specifics of the suspect contraventions, with little clarification provided by the 
Officials.  Officials were notified of an ABCC visit occurring at 9 am.  Officials asked, “Is that what you do 
now?” (ie, call the ABCC when they arrive).  The site told Officials it was at the ABCC’s initiation.  Officials 
made some calls and were overheard requesting “two additional people down here”. 

9.40 am to 11.30 am – Officials entered the Boggo Road construction site and began inspecting the 
chemical storage containers at the shop area, along with the SDS register - the Officials noted no issues 
with either of these.  Officials inspected the portaloos and noted no issues.  Officials inspected the diesel 
station, including pre-start book, with no issues noted.  Officials checked access into the pit area and noted 
no issues.  Officials checked the agitator tanks storage against SDS and noted no issues.  Officials 
checked a decommissioned piece of plant and noted no issues.  Officials checked Caporn’s (piling 
subcontractor) lifting register and equipment, along with their servicing dates/logbook.  At 10.45 am two 
WHSQ Regulators arrived to the site, however, did not join the Officials and site party until 11.30 am.   

11.30 am to 12 pm – Officials and Regulators continued to inspect Caporn’s piling rig and inquired as to 
whether a 3rd party engineer had signed off on their recent bolt variations.  Regulators requested 
documentation from Caporn indicating sign-off (this was not followed up by the Regulators or 
Officials).  Regulators raised issues with Caporn not having their material boxes serialised or identifiable, 
and no record of inspection.  Officials alerted Regulators to some lifting equipment not being on Caporn’s 
registers.  Caporn will likely receive two improvement notices for these issues, however, I am told they may 
dispute the former.  The party left Caporn’s work area and returned to the Hazchem storage/storeroom 
area. 

12 pm – 1 pm – Officials and Regulators worked through the SDS register.  Regulators indicate they are 
happy with what’s been recorded but noted one chemical had an incorrect quantity labelled.  We may still 
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receive an improvement notice for this.  Officials alerted the Regulators to the flammable liquid storage 
cabinet as they believed the “Ramset explosive charges” were incorrectly stored in it.  There was debate as 
to whether the storage cabinet was considered a magazine.  In response, the site team removed the 
explosive charges of the site.  The Regulators considered this satisfactory.  The Officials directed the 
Regulator back to the previously inspected portaloos and noted to them that there was no sanitary bin in 
the female toilet.  This was quickly rectified by the site team and, subsequently, an improvement notice will 
not be issued.  Officials and Regulators moved to inspect the storage of aluminium sulphate.  Regulators 
noted the insufficient storage of 100mL of agitator sitting out in the sun for planned removal off-site.  We 
will receive a notice of improvement for this, however, the Regulators have been advised that we will be 
disputing it. 

1 pm to 1.40 pm – the group left the construction site and walked back to the site offices.  Once there, the 
Officials raised concerns with whether the recent variation undertaken by Side by Side (Sacaffoloding 
contractor) had considered the additional load-bearing incurred by the variation (originally designed for 
1.4m, however, had been varied to 1.8m).  The Regulators were shown the original design report, however, 
considered this unsatisfactory.  Regulators requested certification from Side by Side’s engineer be sent 
through.  We will be receiving an improvement notice for this. 

1.40 pm – Officials and Regulators departed the site. 

Chronology end 

Regards 

Jonathan Bekkers 
IR Advisor 

159 Roma Street, Brisbane, QLD 4000, Australia 
T   M  
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A completed copy of this form must be provided to the IR Manager within 24 hours of union ROE. 
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to express their frustrations that we had people still working despite a potential Covid-19 outbreak 
occurring.  ETU and CFMEU reiterated their claim that the PCBU had failed in its duty of care. 

8. At 10 am, the Site called an HSR meeting.  At that meeting, Rob Riches updated the HSR 
committee as to the morning’s events and the clearance documents received.  Both ETU and 
CFMEU spoke at the HSR committee meeting, raising concerns with the PCBU failing to follow 
the correct Covid-19 procedure/management.  This HSR meeting was attended by Daniel Smith 
(Delta HSR), Dean Ackinclose (Xcel HSR), Lee Clues (Stowe HSR), CFMEU, ETU and Site. 

9. At approx. 10.20 am, Chris Lynch departed the site to attend matters at the Queen’s Wharf 
construction site. 

10. Following the HSR Committee meeting, Beau Seiffert requested to address the workers in the crib 
shed (those being Xcel, Delta and Stowe).  The Site redirected Beau back to the Delta HSR, who 
confirmed they had updated the workforce. 

11. Beau again requested to address the workforce.  The Site stated, "We are not permitting that; 
however, we will not physically stop you”.  Beau entered the crib shed and proceeded to address 
the workforce present in the room.  I was not privy to what was discussed in this meeting. 

12. At approx. 11 am, Shaun Desmond attended the site under section 117 of the WHS Act.  Shaun 
presented his permits upon request.  The Site queried Shaun on his suspected contraventions.  
Shaun began writing in his notebook as he believed we were hindering him.  Shaun reneged and 
stated he would not be looking into access/egress or unsafe systems of work, as listed in his s117 
notice of entry form, but wants to inspect the amenities as they relate to a suspected 
contravention following a potential Covid-19 outbreak.  When asked, Shaun explicitly stated he 
would like to check the hand sanitizer quantities, access to soap in the toilets and crib shed max 
capacity/spread of chairs.  Shaun was escorted on site, signed in and undertook a verbal visitor 
induction.  Shaun proceeded to enter the crib shed and inspect the hand sanitizer levels and crib 
shed max capacity/seating.  Shaun exited the crib shed and checked the toilets, remarking that 
the cubicles seemed low.  Shaun departed the site at approx. 11.25 am. 

13. At approx. 11.40 am, CFMEU and ETU exited the site to get lunch, indicating that they would be 
returning shortly. 

14. CFMEU and ETU returned and re-entered the site at approx. 12.10 pm. CFMEU and ETU 
advised that they were entering under the same suspected contravention.  CFMEU and ETU 
informed the Site that WHSQ was shortly attending the site. 

15. WHSQ arrived at approx. 12.30 pm.  WHSQ was given an update from the Site before signing in 
and completing the required forms.  The party (WHSQ, Site, CFMEU and ETU) entered the crib 
sheds to discuss the matter further.  

16. At this meeting, CFMEU stated concerns with our Covid-19 declaration form as they believed it 
inadequate.  WHSQ and ETU requested to see our Covid-19 Management Plan.  CFMEU also 
requested the document, however, decided not to pursue the matter further.  The site broke away 
to escalate the request up the chain for approval. 

17. Following deliberation and conversations with management, Site informed WHSQ that we would 
provide them with a copy of our Covid-19 Management Plan; however, we would not be handing 
over the document to the ETU, who had also requested it under s118 of the WHS Act relating to 
their original s117 notice of entry.  The Site informed all parties that, since the risk has been 
assessed and not deemed imminent, the Project believes there is no contravention occurring as 
such, won’t be handing over the requested document to the ETU. 

18. ETU requested WHSQ to issue the PCBU with an improvement notice for hindering and 
obstructing a permit holder.  WHSQ escalated the matter to their managers, who did not provide 
instruction at the time. 

19. At approx. 2.30 pm, the Party adjourned to attend an HSR meeting.  In attendance was the Xcel, 
Delta and Stowe HSRs, along with CFMEU and members of the Site.  In this discussion, the 
meeting minutes from this morning’s HSR meeting were discussed (the one that occurred before 
my arrival) as CFMEU didn’t believe they accurately reflected the discussion – specifically, 
CFMEU wanted the portion that references agreeance to remain in the cribs and await 
management direction to be more prescriptive.   It was mutually agreed by all committee 
members to update the morning’s HSR meeting minutes to reflect the belief that there was an 
imminent health and safety risk and that all workers agreed, without CFMEU direction, to remain 
in the crib room to isolate.  This meeting concluded at 2.40 pm. 
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20. WHSQ, CFMEU, ETU and Site resumed discussions, with Site handing over the Project’s Covid-
19 Management Plan to WHSQ, as instructed.  ETU continued to request that WHSQ issue an 
improvement notice to the PCBU for hindering and obstructing.  WHSQ raised with the ETU that 
their original notice of entry form didn’t list a contravention of the PCBU’s Covid-19 Management 
Plan.  The ETU requested to amend and initialise their form to include the management plan.  
The Site refused this because the ETU entered for the listed purpose and should not be allowed 
to retrospectively amend their entry notice.  The ETU stated they would issue a new form within a 
reasonable and practicable time.  The Site refuted this again with the ETU stating, “we had this 
battle at Roma Tunnels, and we won, you were there.”  WHSQ proceeded to interview me and 
Rob Riches on the original entry facts, whereby it was agreed it was a lawful entry.  This interview 
served no later purpose during the entry. 

21. At approx. 4 pm, ETU stated words to the effect of, “you are clearly not going to issue them an 
improvement notice tonight so I am going to leave.”  At approx. 4 pm Wendel Moloney departed 
the site. 

22. At approx. 4.20 pm, the Site and WHSQ (with CFMEU commentary throughout) proceeded to 
work through the provided Covid-19 Management Plan.  WHSQ sought instruction from their 
management on whether there were grounds to issue the PCBU an Improvement Notice as the 
Covid-19 Declaration form did not ask if they had recently been interstate or been in contact with 
someone with Covid-19.  WHSQ were instructed that there was, however, the Site rectified the 
form immediately and subsequently, no Improvement Notice was issued. 

23. CFMEU departed the site at approx. 5.20 pm.  Stewart Bramich and I departed the site at approx. 
5.30 pm, with Rob Riches and Peter Everill remaining to close out discussions with WHSQ. 
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be permitted on the grounds of inspecting the gantry crane’s lifting register, however, the 
entry would not be permitted for any other purpose beyond that original scope (ie, working 
outside SWMS).  This information was relayed onto WHSQ and the Officials.  WHSQ agreed 
with the site’s assertion. 

11. I advised the party that the “SWMS for McFayden Earthmoving” related to a completely 
different site and that we would discuss that matter upon receipt of a new s117 Notice of 
Entry form from the Officials pertaining to the Stations Site (Lot 1).  Officials stated that they 
would not provide this and commented, “they’re the same site and we’ve told you everything 
we want to see.” 

12. 12.00 pm – Officials alerted WHSQ to the arrival of a Cleanaway truck and that they did not 
observe the driver complete a Covid-19 declaration and that they believed this was not 
occurring for delivery drivers/couriers arriving at the site.  WHSQ brought the issue to the 
Site’s attention and requested to see documentation relating to the process.  Site produced a 
“Delivery Driver Induction” form, part of which contains a Covid-19 declaration. Officials 
continued to press WHSQ as believed the form wasn’t being filled out each time, and that this 
is an imminent risk and work should be stopped.  WHSQ requested to see the completed 
forms from the delivery drivers and began questioning the Site on the Project’s Covid-19 
management of delivery drivers arriving at site.  The Site adjourned to discuss the matter 
further.  During this time, WHSQ approached the Cleanaway driver and asked him if he had 
completed the declaration form.  The Cleanaway driver stated that he had not, however, his 
own company have extensive Covid-19 management processes in place. 

13. Officials approached me and provided a new s117 that listed the following: 
a. Failure to provide a primary duty of care; 
b. No Covid-19 check of delivery drivers; 
c. Request to see the Covid-19 management plan; and 
d. Request to see the management plan for managing the delivery of goods to the site. 

14. I approached WHSQ and advised them of the Notice of Entry forms received and that we 
would only be dealing with one matter at a time, to which WHSQ agreed. 

15. I instructed Marty to seek management approval before providing documents to any third 
party present.  Marty contacted David Alt, who engaged Mick Nash on the matter. Dave and 
Mick approved the release of the Covid-19 management plan to WHSQ and Officials to view 
only, and that no copies would be provided. 

16. Site presented the Covid-19 Management Plan to WHSQ, who identified that there is no 
reference made to the delivery driver induction form and that they believed this form wasn’t 
being completed by delivery drivers arriving to site. 

17. 1.50 pm – WHSQ advised Site that an Improvement Notice would be issued concerning the 
Covid-19 Management Plan and a failure to have delivery drivers complete a declaration 
upon their arrival.  WHSQ further stated that they believe there is no imminent risk given the 
sites controls currently in place and that they would now be departing from that matter and 
moving onto the original entry to view the lifting register.  WHSQ stated that they would also 
like to see information on the ‘competent’ third party that signs-off on the register.  I advised 
WHSQ that we would not be entering for that purpose given the original notice of entry did not 
specify that.  WHSQ agreed and acknowledged that entry is only to view the lifting register 
located on-site.  I advised WHSQ that we would not be undertaking a general site walk. 

18. 2 pm – Stewart Bramich arrived and relieved me as the Party entered the site. 
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13. At 12.30 pm, I met with Paul Kitchener at the gantry entrance.  I escorted Paul to the sign-in 
area and had him undertake the site induction etc.  I asked Paul if he had been called to 
assist the Officials and if so, why there was only one of him.  Paul responded that “(he) wasn’t 
sure” and was just “directed to go down to Albert Street by (his) boss.” 

14. At 12.40 pm, Paul and I joined Mark and the Pensa Hygienist outside Lot 3.  Mark and Paul 
commenced discussions regarding asbestos management on the site and were joined by two 
other WHSQ inspectors, Matthew Schleehauf and Stephen Dutka.  I was told these 
inspectors worked in the Department’s Asbestos Unit. 

15. At 1 pm, I advised the party that I would be departing and to contact me if the Officials return. 
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c. “Let me film you so you can watch back how fucking stupid you look…”; and 
d. I recall the terms “moron” and “moronic” being used towards the Site team. 

10. One Official proceeded to get out his phone, stand up and begin filming us.  I advised the Officials 
that we would not be engaging with them any further as we believed their behaviour is 
inappropriate and they have no interest in having a productive discourse with us on their intended 
entry.  I instructed the Site team to depart the crib room and that we would return shortly to try 
engaging with the Officials again. 

11. Once outside, the Officials remained in the crib room.  Dave Fowler (Dave) arrived and joined the 
Site team at approx. 8.30 am. 

12. At approx. 8.35 am, the Officials exited the crib room and approached me.  One Official was 
filming me while the other Official was repeatably asking if I was obstructing them.  The Official 
filming me had his phone approximately a metre from my face.  I believe this was done in a 
manner to deliberately intimidate me. During this exchange, I felt tense and pressured.  I recall 
the conversation as follows: 

a. Jonty: “I am politely asking that you do not film me… You are on a private site where 
filming is prohibited, and I am asking personally that you do not film me.” 

b. Official: “You are obstructing permit holders and we need to record it… We will continue 
filming… Are you obstructing us?” 

c. Jonty: “We attempted to have a conversation with you to discuss the specifics of the 
suspected contraventions listed on your entry notices...  We adjourned that meeting as 
you were swearing at us and were behaving aggressively.” 

d. Official: “We weren’t swearing, we were having a robust conversation...” 
e. Jonty: “I believe that was more than a robust conversation…  I am mindful of how you 

were behaving, and I will not be engaging with you any further while on camera.” 
f. Official proceeded to read the WHS Act regarding obstructing permit holders and the 

associated penalties. 
13. Officials returned to the crib room following the above exchange. 
14. At approx. 8.40 am, two WHSQ Inspectors arrived and entered the crib room to speak with the 

Officials 
15. WHSQ exited the crib room and engaged with the Site team to discuss what had occurred.  The 

Site team advised WHSQ that the Officials had been behaving in, what we believed to be, an 
aggressive and intimidating manner and that we would not subject our employees to that 
behaviour.  The Site team further advised WHSQ that we had attempted to get more information 
from the Officials as we are not sure what their contraventions are or where to take them on-site.  
The Site advised WHSQ that the Project does not believe the intent of s117 to be a general 
site/safety walk. 

16. WHSQ said the Officials do not need to provide this information as it may incriminate the worker 
who had tipped them off (I note that the ETU later claimed that the tip-off they received was 
anonymous and that all they see is a phone number).  WHSQ further asserted that they believed 
the Officials entry was lawful as “they had provided an s117 Notice of Entry form and displayed 
their permits.” 

17. The Site team asked if WHSQ know where to take them or if they had more information on the 
suspected contraventions listed.  WHSQ stated that it was a small site and that it shouldn’t take 
too long to check out the access/egress.  The Site team replied that, since it was a small site, it 
shouldn’t be too hard for the Officials to tell us where their suspected contraventions are, and 
once we know that we can escort them on-site to check it out.   

18. During this exchange, the Site team also advised WHSQ that two different WHSQ Inspectors 
attended the site yesterday to inspect the same contraventions listed.  WHSQ claimed that this 
doesn’t matter as the site is constantly changing.  The Site team advised WHSQ that there had 
been no night shift and asked WHSQ if they felt there was value in contacting the inspectors from 
yesterday.  WHSQ declined this.  The Site team broke away to seek further advice from their 
respective managers. 

19. Upon return, WHSQ asserted to the Site team that we may be hindering and obstructing the 
Officials and that at this point, they would be entering the site under s165.  The Site team 
acknowledged this, and Mark advised WHSQ that he was ready to escort them on-site whenever 
they are.  WHSQ asked if we should wait for the ETU.  The Site asked WHSQ if that means they 
are escorting the Officials on-site with them, as the project was not permitting their entry at this 
stage.  WHSQ denied this before exiting the area into a crib room to make a call. 

20. At approx. 9.20 am, WHSQ returned and advised the Site team that they would now be entering 
the site to carry out an inspection.  WHSQ were escorted on-site by Mark. 
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21. Between 9.20 am and 9.55 am, the Officials remained in the crib room atop the gantry and did not 
follow WHSQ on-site.  There was minimum interaction with the Officials during this period; 
however, the Officials occasionally asked if they “could go on-site”. 

22. At approx. 9.55 am, David entered the crib room and advised the Officials that the Project would 
not be permitting their entry and that they are to vacate the site. 

23. At approx. 10 am, the Officials exited the crib room and approached the Site team.  Officials 
asked David, Michael and I if we were obstructing their entry.  All Site personnel responded that 
the Project would not be permitting their entry today for the reasons stated earlier.  The Officials 
continued to ask the same question.  I advised the Officials that, considering they have failed to 
provide particulars on their contraventions as per Section 28 (a) of the WHS Regulation, the 
Project’s management would not be permitting their entry. 

24. The Officials departed the site at approx. 10.10 am.  Upon departure, the Officials yelled out 
words to the following effect, “don’t go too far, Jonty, we are going next door”.  I advised the 
Officials that it would be either myself or Dave that attends that Right of Entry. 

25. The Officials did not return that day.  I was later advised by Mark that WHSQ had found no 
concerns with the items listed by the ETU during their independent site inspection. 
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Jonty Bekkers – 04.03.2021 – Albert Street Station – s.121 ROE summary notes 

4. At approx. 7 am, Swanson and Kinson – two CPB direct-hire workers (Forklift Driver 

and a Hoist Operator respectively) – presented themselves outside the turnstiles.  

Both workers had indicated to me earlier in the week that they would like to 

participate in the consultation with Blakeley. 

5. I advised Blakeley that the temporary crib room was available and could be used to 

conduct his consultation with the CPB workers.  Blakeley said he wanted to speak to 

the workers downstairs outside the gate to the gantry stairs.  This request was 

permitted. 

6. Blakeley asked where the crane and excavation crews were as he would also like to 

speak to them.  I asked Blakeley if he had issued them with s.121 notice of entries as 

they are PCBU’s.  Blakeley said he didn’t have to and that he had the same 

argument at Roma Street yesterday and that the inspectors there said he had a right 

to carry out the s.121 entry and meet with all the workers. 

7. I advised Blakeley that s.122 (1) (a) and (b) of the WHS Act requires that he issue a 

Notice of Entry to the person with management or control of the workplace and the 

PCBU.  I acknowledged that Blakeley had done so for CPB as a PCBU, however, the 

other PCBU’s performing work on the site had not received an s.121 notice of entry 

from him, and were therefore not aware of his intent to speak to their workforce. 

8. Blakeley disagreed with this interpretation and said that he had contacted the 

regulator earlier and that two of them were on their way. 

9. Blakeley departed the site’s sign-in area with Kinson and Swanson and spoke to the 

workers outside the site door along the Albert Street footpath (see Image 7). 

10. The consultation was held from approx. 7.05 am to 7.22 am, after which time both 

workers returned to work. 

11. Following the consultation, I approached Blakeley.  Blakeley indicated he would now 

like to speak to the other workers.  I advised Blakeley that his right of entry had been 

exhausted and that he would need to issue the other PCBU’s with an entry notice 

and provide them with 24 hours’ notice, should he wish to meet with their workers 
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under s.121.  Blakeley told me that’s not how the right of entry works and that WHSQ 

is coming to tell me we are wrong. 

12. Blakeley said he doesn’t do this on s.117 entries, which has the same wording, and 

that CPB was deciding what legislation is applicable and what isn’t.  I advised 

Blakeley that organised consultation with PCBU’s and their workers is different from 

suspected safety contraventions and that we have management control of 

access/egress etc. 

13. Forde offered Blakeley to have a coffee with him so he could explain where the 

Project’s view is coming from.  Blakeley refused and said he doesn’t care what our 

view is and that we are hindering and obstructing him. 

14. Forde advised Blakeley that we have facilitated his s.121 entry and we didn’t obstruct 

him in doing that. 

15. Blakeley advised me and Forde that he was recording.  I asked Blakeley not to 

record me.  This request was refused. 

16. Blakeley said he wanted to speak to the piling workers and traffic controllers, which 

he believed he has the right to do so. 

17. I again asked Blakeley if he had issued those PCBUs with notices of entry.  Blakeley 

said we are the PCBU and that he issued it to us.  I asked Blakeley if he thought 

subcontractors were PCBUs, to which he replied, “yes they are, in their own right.”  I 

told Blakeley that he needs to issue a notice of entry to them as PCBUs, in addition 

to us as the person with management or control of the workplace. 

18. Blakeley asked if we were going to allow him to enter to carry out his s.121 entry.  I 

advised Blakeley that he had already carried out his s.121 entry and that he no 

longer has a valid right to enter the site.   

19. I told Blakeley we would not be debating it any further and that we had advised him 

of our management’s position and that we would wait for the regulator. 

20. At approx. 7.30 am, Azcune arrived at the site, followed shortly by Ross.  Upon their 

arrival, Azcune checked Blakeley’s permits.  Forde advised Azcune that we had 
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checked his permits and that they were fine.  Nevertheless, Azcune and Blakeley 

broke away for a private conversation.   

21. Upon Blakeley and Azcune’s return, Azcune advised me and Forde that their legal 

team believe Blakeley has a right to meet with all workers under s.121 to talk about 

safety in lunchrooms but not on the site.  I told Azcune that we had facilitated 

Blakeley’s right of entry earlier and without hindrance.  I asked Azcune if he believed 

Blakeley could speak to other PCBUs under the right of entry notice issued to us, to 

which Azcune said he could because he gave us sufficient warning.  

22. I told Azcune that management’s position is that Blakeley needs to issue 

subcontractors, who are PCBUs, with entry notices.  I advised Azcune that this 

position is taken from s.122 of the Act.  Azcune said s.122 of the Act states “and/or”.  

Forde and I told Azcune that we would like him to pull up that section of the Act and 

show us where it says “or”. 

23. Azcune pulled out and flicked through his Qld WHS Act handbook (see Image 8) and 

read out the “or” in “person conducting a business or undertaking”.  I directed 

Azcune’s attention to the semi-colon (;) followed by an “and” that indicated the notice 

of entry had to be issued to the person with management or control of the workplace 

and the PCBU.  I further explained that these were list items. 

24. Azcune said their determination is that we had received ample time to prepare for the 

s.121 and that CPB doesn’t request a new s.117 notice of entry when Officials are 

conducting an s.117.  I told Azcune that we were discussing s.121, not s.117.  

Azcune said that we have set a precedent on how we facilitate s.117 entries. 

25. At this point, Forde and I broke the meeting to make a phone call to management. 

26. At approx. 7.50 am the group reconvened.  When we returned, Azcune asked me if I 

had ever read Section 3 (Object) of the WHS Act.  Azcune stated that the Object is 

like the blurb in a book and it explains what the book is about.  Azcune proceeded to 

read Section 3 (c) “encouraging unions and PCBUs to take a constructive role in 

providing a healthy and safe workplace.”  Azcune stated that “we are looking at a 
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little grey area of the act that could go either way”.  Azcune asked if he thinks we are 

following the Object of the Act.  I told Azcune I was just following s.122 of the Act. 

27. I asked Blakeley if he carried out his s.121 this morning and if we hindered him.  

Blakeley said he only met with CPB workers and no one else and that we are 

hindering him from doing so. 

28. Forde suggested to Blakeley that he issue an s.484 right of entry if he wanted to 

speak to workers.  Blakeley said he didn’t want to as that is a Fair Work entry and he 

wanted to do a safety right of entry.  Blakeley further stated that, since this was a 

safety entry, both Forde and I being there was irrelevant. 

29. Blakeley continued saying he disagreed with our position.  I explained to the group 

that the word “and” was the operative word in section 122 (a) and (b) and that 

management had determined the wording, as it reads, requires Blakeley to issue a 

notice of entry to the other PCBUs working on-site, in addition to CBGU JV as the 

person with management or control of the workplace. 

30. Blakeley asked Azcune if he believed his entry was lawful, to which Azcune replied 

“yes”.  Blakeley said, “thank you”, and starting walking towards Lot 3.  Forde asked 

Blakeley where he was going, to which he replied, “to exercise my lawful right”. 

31. Forde followed Blakeley while I remained at Lot 1 with the inspectors.  I asked 

Azcune if he was issuing us with a direction to allow Blakeley access to the site, to 

which Azcune replied no.  I asked Azcune if he was endorsing Blakeley’s entry, to 

which Azcune replied no. 

32. Azcune made a phone call to Helen Burgess (Burgess) and attempted to pass me 

the phone to speak to her.  I asked Azcune if I had to speak to her, to which he said 

no.  I told Azcune that I would like to speak to my management before speaking to 

Burgess. 

33. I contacted Terry Prior (Prior), who instructed me not to speak to Burgess.  I returned 

to the group and stopped Azcune attempting to pass the phone to Taylor.  I told the 

inspectors that we would not be speaking to Burgess.  Azcune told me Burgess had 
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been trying to contact Mick Nash to no success.  I advised Azcune that I would pass 

that information on to Prior. 

34. Azcune asked me who my manager was, to which I replied Terry Prior.  Azcune 

asked for Prior’s number, which I provided.  Azcune told me he would text Prior’s 

number to Burgess. 

35. Blakeley returned to the Lot 1 area and began walking around the site’s perimeter.  I 

followed Blakeley while he did this.  We returned to the site gate shortly thereafter. 

36. At approx. 8.27 am, Azcune attempted to put me on speaker with another inspector 

to provide a statement to him.  I told Azcune that I would not be participating in a 

voluntary interview.  

37. Azcune advised the group that a “Luke Matthews” (Matthews) from WHSQ was 

attending the site at 10.30 am to conduct an investigation.  Azcune said that 

Matthews was working from home today and hence would be awhile. 

38. At approx. 8.50 am I witnessed Tommy Martin (Martin), the QPS Supervisor, exit the 

site and go talk to Blakeley, who at this point was standing on the vehicle access way 

located on Albert Street. 

39. At approx. 8.55 am, I witnessed roughly 6-8 QPS workers exit the site and meet with 

Blakeley on Albert Street.  I asked Martin if he had authorised his workers to leave 

the site, to which he said he did.   

40. I contacted Shane Stewart (Stewart) and Mat Anforth (Anforth) and asked them if 

Martin notified him that the QPS workforce was exiting the site.  Both CBGU JV 

supervisors told me that he did not. 

41. At approx. 9.35 am Blakeley approached me and asked to use the toilet located on-

site.  Forde advised Blakeley that there was a public toilet a couple of metres up the 

road that he could use.  Blakeley said this was inhumane and that he would use the 

toilet on Lot 3.  Forde followed Blakeley as he walked off to Lot 3. 

42. At approx. 10 am I observed Seiffert walking towards the group.  I exchanged 

niceties with Seiffert, and we spoke no further.  Blakeley and Seiffert spoke privately 
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amongst themselves.  Seiffert was wearing a short sleeve high-vis shirt and departed 

the group shortly after arriving.  Seiffert returned with a long sleeve high-vis shirt 

about 5 minutes later. 

43. At approx. 10.28 am Blakeley departed the group towards Mary Street.  I followed 

Blakeley and observed him speaking with an Altus Traffic Controller working along 

Mary Street.  Blakeley returned to the group at approx. 10.33 am. 

44. At approx. 10.34 am, two new WHSQ inspectors arrived.  I did not know these 

inspectors.  The inspectors spoke with Seiffert, Blakeley, Ross and Azcune in private. 

45. At approx. 10.52 am, the two new WHSQ inspectors approached the CGBU JV 

group, consisting of Taylor, Forde and me.  They identified their names as Luke 

Matthews and Graeme Hogan. 

46. Matthews spoke to Forde about whether the Project’s position had changed from 

yesterday.  Forde said it hadn’t.  Matthews asked Forde if he could tell him who his 

manager is.  Forde said he wasn’t comfortable doing so. 

47. Matthews asked where CPBs head office was located.  I advised him that it would be 

Sydney.  Matthews asked if there was a Brisbane HQ.  Forde advised Matthews that 

there likely is and that he could Google the address for him.  Matthews asked who 

the senior person at the CPB office is.  Taylor advised that we weren’t sure but Mick 

Nash was the Project’s Safety Director.  Matthews asked where the Project’s head 

office was.  I told Matthews it was in Milton at the John Oxley Centre. 

48. Matthews told the group that he wouldn’t hang around and that their position is the 

same as yesterday and that they are yet to make a determination.  

49. The two inspectors departed the area at 10.55 am following a private conversation 

with Azcune, Ross, Blakeley and Seiffert. 

50. At approx. 11 am I saw Martin exit the site for a cigarette.  Martin approached me 

and told me Blakeley chatted to them about the new CFMEU EBA as theirs is about 

to expire.  I asked Martin if Blakeley spoke to them about safety, to which Martin 

confirmed Blakeley offered the CFMEU safety hotline services if they had safety 
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concerns on site.  I asked Martin if he felt like he could speak to someone here if he 

had a safety concern.  Martin said, “yes, always”. 

51. At approx. 11.04 am, Azcune and Ross departed the area.  Seiffert and Blakeley 

remained in the vicinity.  Blakeley was filming the general area with his camera.  

During this time, I observed Seiffert take out a notepad and begin writing on it.  I 

believe this was a notice of entry to carry out an s.117 right of entry. 

52. At approx. 11.30 am, Azcune and Ross returned.  Azcune, Ross, Blakeley and 

Seiffert had a private conversation. 

53. Azcune approached Taylor, Forde and me and told me that Seiffert was going to 

carry out an s.117 to look at access and egress and that they would hang around for 

it.  Seiffert provided Taylor with his notice of entry.  I asked Seiffert if he could identify 

the workplace he was seeking to enter as Stations, Lot 1, as every other union official 

does when attending the site.  Azcune agreed with this and asked Seiffert to clarify 

which site he wanted to enter.  Seiffert refused to amend his entry notice. 

54. As this discussion was occurring, I witnessed Blakeley walk off under the gantry 

overpass towards Mary Street.  This was at approx. 11.40 am.  I followed Blakeley 

and left Forde with Taylor, Seiffert and the two WHSQ inspectors. 

55. Blakeley walked to and remained standing on the corner of Mary Street and Albert 

Street at the vehicle access gate (Gate 1) located there (see Image 9 and Image 

10). 

56. At approx. 11.50 am I witnessed Seiffert unlock the gate door and open it.  Blakeley 

entered the site.  Blakeley immediately started walking towards the Calbah stairs that 

provided access into the station box area.  I advised Blakeley that his entry to the site 

had not been authorised. 

57. As Blakeley began walking down the Calbah stairs, Anforth and I told him that he 

was not clean-shaven and that his entry into the station box area posed safety 

concerns (see Image 11).  Blakeley ignored this request and proceeded down the 

stairs into the box. 
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58. While in the box, Blakeley walked up to an LCR Dogman, who was spotting a lift 

occurring at the time.  The Dogman told Blakeley he would need to remain outside 

the exclusion zone while the lift was taking place.  Blakeley obliged and remained in 

the area.   

59. Following the lift, Blakeley spoke to the LCR Dogman briefly before returning up the 

stairs.  At the time Blakeley told me the Dogman would be coming up shortly to 

speak with him.  Robinson was in the area during this time as well. 

60. When back on the protection slab area, Blakeley proceeded to speak to another LCR 

Crane’s worker (see Image 12).  While atop the station box, Azcune asked me if I 

saw Blakeley enter the site.  I said I did and asked Azcune if he did as well.  Azcune 

said he did and that he caught it on film.  I asked Azcune what he thought of that 

behaviour.  Azcune said he didn’t think it was ‘Kosher’ and that he would show 

Burgess the footage. 

61. Shortly thereafter, Seiffert began walking down into the station box area via the 

Calbah stairs with Robinson, Azcune and Ross.  I followed the party and left Forde 

with Blakeley. 

62. When back in the box (see Image 13), Seiffert went to the QPS’ work area and 

spoke to some of the workers there.  No safety issues were raised by any party 

present. 

63. The party departed the station box area at approx. 12.13 am. 

64. Once atop, Seiffert, Azcune, Ross, Taylor, Small and I followed Seiffert to the Mary 

Street end as he continued to carry out his s.117.  Forde remained with Blakeley. 

65. While there, several concerns regarding kickboards (fall from heights) and scaffolding 

wind load bearings due to the addition of Unimesh were raised to Taylor (see Image 

14 and Image 15).  Taylor verbally agreed to prohibit the area from access while 

engineering documentation relating to the additional load bearing on the handrails 

was produced. 
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66. The party departed the area and Seiffert left the site at approx. 12.52 am.  I 

witnessed Blakeley depart the site through the same door he entered through at 

approx. 12.38 pm while atop the gantry with Seiffert (see Image 16). 

67. No notices were issued. 
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Image 1 - Lot 1 sign in area #1 (outside turnstiles) 
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Image 2 - Lot 1 sign in area #1 (outside turnstiles) 
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Image 3 - Lot 1 sign in area #1 (outside turnstiles) 
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Image 4 - Blakeley COVID-19 Declaration (did not sign) 
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Image 5 - Blakeley Visitor Induction (did not sign) 
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Image 7 - Site access door to Lot 1 sign in area (Albert Street) 
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Image 8 - Azcune reading s.122 of WHS Act 
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Image 9 - Blakeley standing on the corner of Albert Street and Mary Street - Gate 1 
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Image 10 - Gate 1 Lot 1 

 

43



Jonty Bekkers – 04.03.2021 – Albert Street Station – s.121 ROE summary notes 

 

 
Image 11 - PPE requirements for access to box 
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Image 12 - Blakeley speaking with LCR Dogman 
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Image 13 - Seiffert and Robinson in the station box 
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Image 14 - Load bearing concern raised by Seiffert 
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Image 15 - Fall from heights concern raised by Seiffert 
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Image 16 - Blakeley exiting Lot 1 through Gate 1 
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Jonty: “Where are you mate?” 

Beau: “We are up on the gantry.  One of the workers let us through the door.” 

Jonty: “Righto… I must have missed you when I walked past.  I’ll come up now.” 

 

6. I walked back upstairs.  As I got back to the gantry I observed Andrew Blakeley and 

Seiffert.  I immediately noticed that both Blakeley and Seiffert were clean-shaven.  I 

considered this unusual as they were often sporting a beard in our previous interactions.  

I had also seen earlier a notification come through on the Project’s WhatsApp group that 

two CFMEU Officials were seeking to enter the Roma Street Cavern under s117.  I was 

able to discern from this that the Officials might be looking to enter the tunnel/cavern side 

of the Albert Street site, not the Stations. 

7. Upon my arrival, Seiffert, Blakeley and I exchanged pleasantries.  Both the Officials 

handed me their notice of entry paperwork that listed the following suspected 

contraventions: 

a. Unsafe access and egress (plant and pedestrian separation); 

b. Insufficient access to amenities; 

c. Plant maintenance/servicing; and 

d. Silica management, 

8. The officials then presented me with their entry permits.  Seiffert showed me an entry 

permit issued to him under the Qld Industrial Relations Act 2016.  I asked Seiffert to 

show me his federal IR permit.  Seiffert said it’s the same thing but reluctantly showed 

me the permit issued to him by the Fair Work Commission, in addition to his Workplace 

Health and Safety permit. 

9. Blakeley showed me the permits issued to him under the Fair Work Act and the 

Workplace Health and Safety Act. 

10. Following this interaction, Blakeley, Seiffert and I had a conversation to the following 

effect: 

 

Jonty: “So what site are you looking to go to today?” 

Beau: “The tunnel.” 

Jonty: 

“Okay.  I’ll advise you now that the Project’s position is that you can’t enter 

the cavern area as you aren’t inducted and we won’t be doing an 

induction as the Project believes you do not have relevant workers 

working in there for the purpose of the Workplace Health and Safety Act.” 
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Blakeley: 

“Yes, we do. You can take us through an induction just like you do when 

Workplace Health and Safety Inspectors attend and Annastacia 

(Palaszczuk) comes for her photoshoots.” 

Jonty: 

“We will not be taking you through a visitor induction as the Project does 

not believe the suspected contraventions you have listed on your notices 

are related to relevant workers in the cavern.” 

 

Note: The reason I provided this response was because of the multiple conversations I have 

previously had with Terry Prior (IR Manager) and Nick Forde (Senior IR Advisor) about the 

CFMEU’s ability to enter a tunnel construction area before this event.  I had also received 

multiple emails from Prior and Forde on the Project’s position and response to the 

CFMEU/Workplace Health and Safety if the CFMEU attempt to enter the tunnel construction 

area.  Specifically, the emails I had received are dated:  2 September 2021, 2 August 2021 

and 15 April 2021. 

 

11. The conversation continued back and forth along the same vein for another 2-3 minutes.  

Seiffert told me that they had called the inspectors and that they would be here shortly to 

arbitrate the dispute.  I do not recall either official making a phone call during our 

exchange so assumed this was done before they arrived at the site.  I responded with 

“that’s fine, we will wait for the inspectors.”  Blakeley continued to push me for the reason 

that their entry was being declined.  I told Blakeley that this was the Project’s position 

and advice on the matter, and I was simply relaying that onto him.  Blakeley said that I 

was “just a puppet” and that I “would be held responsible for hindering and obstructing 

permit holders, even if you are just relaying on the message.”  Seiffert and Blakeley also 

told me that they are recording. 

12. As we waited for the inspector’s arrival, I contacted Mark Taylor at 9.32 am and told him 

not to come down as the Officials were seeking to enter the tunnel side, not the station 

side. 

13. Following this phone call, I contacted Martin Harvey at 9.33 am and asked that he attend 

the site with Mel Ketchen to assist me with an attempted right of entry to the tunnel’s site. 

14. Blakeley, Seiffert and I remained on the gantry.  We had little interaction during this 

period, however, the officials continued to ask me why they weren’t being permitted 

entry.  I maintained the position that “the project doesn’t believe the alleged 

contraventions you’ve raised relate to or affect relevant workers for the purposes of the 

WHS Act.”  The Officials both stated that we had let “other officials down there.”  I asked 

what officials they were referring to and responded that different unions have different 

rules and industrial coverage. 
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15. While waiting atop the gantry, the Officials were taking photos of the award and 

recognition wall located in the vicinity.  The Officials were mocking the people on the wall 

and were pointing out who had left the project.  The Officials asked me where I was and 

that I should get an award for enforcing PPE.  I believe this was an attempt to mock me 

as I had previously asked them to correctly don/wear PPE during other site entries. 

16. At 9.52 am, Ketchen called me and asked if the entry was safety-related as Harvey 

wasn’t sure.  I told her that it was.  Ketchen asked what contraventions they suspected, 

and I read them out to her. 

17. About four minutes later, Ketchen and Harvey arrived at the gantry together and walked 

to where Seiffert, Blakeley and I were standing.  Ketchen and Harvey exchanged 

pleasantries with the Officials.  I do not believe Ketchen and Harvey had met Blakeley 

before, so they introduced themselves. 

18. After this, I asked Ketchen and Harvey to come into the training room with me so we 

could have a conversation in private.  When in the room, I informed Ketchen and Harvey 

of the Project’s position on the CFMEU’s entry to the cavern area.  I further advised them 

that Workplace Health and Safety would be here shortly. 

19. We left the meeting room.  I told Mel that I was going to shave so I could access the 

cavern if need be.   

20. As I was walking off-site, I observed Lewis Cash and Youngmin Lee completing their 

Covid-19 sign-in at the door that provided entry to the gantry area.  Cash told me that 

they were here in response to a right of entry dispute.  I responded with “that’s probably 

regarding the officials standing around the corner.”  I then told the inspectors that I would 

re-join them in 2-3 minutes and that I was just popping next door. 

21. At 9.52 am I entered the EzyMart and purchased some razors.  I left the EzyMart and 

headed into the toilet located atop the gantry.  I shaved off my stubble and re-joined the 

group approximately 2 minutes later. 

22. Ketchen, Harvey, Seiffert, Blakeley, Lee and Cash were all standing on the gantry 

outside the turnstiles.  Cash asked if there was a room they could use for the discussion.  

I said we could use the training room located two metres from where we were standing, 

however, we may need to leave if others had booked it. 

23. The group headed into the training room.  As we were entering the training room, I asked 

Cash if he could instruct the Officials to complete a covid sign-in given we were going 

into an enclosed space.  Cash said that he wouldn’t enforce our policies.  I told Cash that 

their inspectorate had previously advised us that this was required when going into 

meeting and crib rooms where social distancing couldn’t be maintained.  Cash said this 

was a different inspector and that he wouldn’t be instructing the Officials. 
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24. While in the room, the inspectors asked to see the entry notices provided by the Officials.  

I provided these to the inspectors and we proceeded to have a protracted conversation 

about the right of entry dispute.  During our time in the meeting room, all parties bar the 

Officials wore a face mask. 

25. Throughout the discussion, I maintained the Project’s position in that the Officials entry 

has been declined because they have not completed the induction and the site would not 

take them through one as the Project does not believe their suspected contraventions 

relate to or affect relevant workers in the cavern area. 

26. Cash was the one doing all the talking and Lee was taking notes throughout the 

exchange. 

27. Blakeley asked who was giving these directions and why they weren’t down here.  I told 

him that I was their delegation and that their being here would serve no purpose as they 

would tell them the same thing. 

28. I continued relaying the project’s position on the matter when queried.  Seiffert said they 

believe they have coverage.  I responded that I acknowledge their opinion, however, the 

Project’s opinion is contrary to theirs. 

29. Cash warned us that we may receive a notice for hindering and obstructing permit 

holders and that the dispute may be referred to the Queensland Office of Industrial 

Relations.  Cash further stated he was not saying we would, or that he believed this was 

the case, just that we may be if that is found to be the case. 

30. At approximately 10.23 am, Cash decided to adjourn the meeting so he could make a 

phone call and receive further advice.  Harvey, Ketchen, the Officials and I left the room 

to give the inspectors privacy. 

31. At approximately 10.27 am, the inspectors called the group back into the meeting room.  

While in the room, Cash asked the Officials, “do you have any members in the cavern?”.  

Blakeley responded with “Yes, we do.”  Cash then asked the Officials if they believed 

they had coverage in the cavern area.  Blakeley again responded, “yes, we do”. 

32. Cash then asked the Officials, “what trades do you think you have in there?”.  Blakeley 

responded that he didn’t want to get into a discussion about what trades etc are in the 

cavern. 

33. Cash turned to me and asked, “has your position changed?”.  I responded that “no, it 

hasn’t”. 

34. Cash said that he doesn’t have an opinion on whether the entry is lawful, however, from 

what he has seen he believes it to be a valid right of entry.  Cash further reiterated that 

he is not allowed to make a formal judgement on the matter and that they (Lee and 

Cash) would be entering the cavern to inspect the items listed on the Officials entry 

notices. 
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35. I asked Cash if he would be “authorising, endorsing and/or escorting the officials on-

site?”  Cash emphatically replied that “no they would not.” 

36. At approximately 10.36 am, the discussions concluded and the officials stepped out of 

the room to “make a call” to someone. 

37. I followed the officials out and remained in the vicinity.  The inspectors remained in the 

training room with Ketchen and Harvey.   

38. Ketchen, Harvey and the Inspectors left shortly afterwards to attend their inspection.  I 

did not join them and remained at the gantry area with the Officials. 

39. The Officials loitered around the gantry area for 5-10 minutes.  During this time I asked 

the Officials on two separate occasions to depart the area as their right of entry had been 

declined.  The Officials declined and Blakeley walked into the training room while Seiffert 

remained outside.   

40. I followed Blakeley into the training room and again asked him to remove himself from 

the area.  Blakeley refused. 

41. Shortly afterwards, Seiffert came up to me and asked if he and Blakeley could have the 

room for a private chat.  I obliged but again told him that they both need to remove 

themselves from the area immediately afterwards. 

42. While in the training room, I observed the officials from the window.  I saw Seiffert taking 

photos of the site’s 3-week lookahead program that was written on the whiteboard.  

Upon seeing this, I immediately entered the room and told Seiffert that he couldn’t take 

photos and that they now needed to leave the area.   

43. I told Seiffert that this was disrespectful and that, while they may not like the Project’s 

position, I had shown respect to them.  Seiffert said he wouldn’t do it again but asked if 

he could have the room.  I said no and that they needed to leave the area. 

44. Seiffert told Blakeley, “let’s go”, and both the Officials departed the training room.   

45. The Officials shook my hand as they were leaving and said, “see you soon”. 

46. The Officials departed the area at approximately 10.47 am. 
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Grace Johnston

From: Quinn Murray
Sent: Thursday, 18 April 2024 1:08 PM
To: Gareth Davie
Subject: FW: CFMEU Attendance - 17 April 2024
Attachments: AGJV-Entry-to-Assist-in-Resolving-a-Safety-Issue-Procedure--s81-3--.pdf

Useful document for managing them under 81-3 
 

 

Quinn Murray  
Project Manager  
Georgiou BMD Joint Venture (GBJV)  
 

  
  

213 Sinnamon Road, Jindalee QLD 4074  
PO Box 197 Wynnum Qld 4178  

 

 

 

From: Jonty Bekkers   
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2024 4:18 PM 
To: Quinn Murray  
Subject: FW: CFMEU Attendance - 17 April 2024 
 
Quinn 
 
See AGJV’s s81(3) procedure attached as an FYI. 
 
Also, if they are purporting to be “WHS entry permit holders, then s124 would require them to also hold a permit 
issued to them under the Fair Work Act.  As we know, Dean Reilly and Luke Gibson had the Fair Work Act permits 
revoked. 
 

JLB-21
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At 10am Luke Gibson left the Southern Abutment and crossed the river and entered the Northern Abutment 
Working area where he challenged the team on safety provisions associated with traffic management and 
access/egress etc 
 
At 10.25am the QPS attended site where I debriefed with them. Acting Sergeant Michael Downie reviewed the 
information and determined they would attempt to convince the CFMEU to leave site. 
 
Following extensive discussions, the CFMEU advised they had entered site under S81.3 of the WHS Act, that being a 
person had called regarding a safety issue. Upon questioning this issue changed and morphed several times leading 
to the Police confirming that they were content to facilitate their removal, however they required confirmation in 
writing from WHSQ as to the unlawful nature of the organisers entry (Michael advised that the QPS are currently in 
court with the CFMEU and their personnel have been directed that no action is to be taken without WHSQ direction. 
 
At 10.43am I contacted WHSQ requesting Inspector attendance to facilitate the direction to QPS 
 
At 11.34am I made contact with Rob McDonald, Operations Manager for WHSQ, requesting expeditious assistance 
on the above. We spoke at length about the provisions of S81. I then facilitated a conversation between Rob and 
Acting Sergeant Michael XXXXX. 
 
At 12.50pm Dean Riley agreed to leave the site work front and attend the office to attempt to resolve the issue. 
 
At 1.10pm WHSQ (Lauren Arthurs and XXXXX XXXXX) attended site and convened in the induction room with Ben 
Weston, Gavin Kenny, Dean Riley and Luke Gibson. 
 
The issues raised by the CFMEU were deemed resolved by 1.55pm, and the organisers departed site. 
 
From 1.55pm to 2.25pm, Ben, Gavin and I conversed with the inspectors to better understand our obligations and 
rights under S81.3 (summarised as follows): 

 They have no powers to enter site - only to attend discussions at the office 
 We are not required to provide them with any documentation or address their concerns 
 WHSQ are the mediator in the event resolution cannot be achieved between the parties 

 
 
 
Concrete Pour was completed successfully and other workfronts progressed without hassle but southern abutment 
landside piling lost the bulk of the day. 
 
 
Regards, 
 
 

 

Quinn Murray  
Project Manager  
Georgiou BMD Joint Venture (GBJV)  
 

  
  

213 Sinnamon Road, Jindalee QLD 4074  
PO Box 197 Wynnum Qld 4178  
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Grace Johnston

From: Jonty Bekkers 
Sent: Thursday, 18 April 2024 10:40 AM
To: Sean Donald; David Balmer; Matthew Hall; James Hanna; Mark Bingley
Subject: RE: EXT: Combating the S81.3

Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up
Flag Status: Completed

My two cents: 
 

1. Any letter sent should include the names of the known CFMEU/CFMEUQ officials that have 
had their federal entry permits revoked by the Fair Work Commission as a result of being found 
“unfit and improper” to hold a permit. Off the top of my head these are: Beau Seiffert; Andrew 
Blakeley; Blake Hynes; Michael Ravbar; Jade Ingham; Luke Gibson; and Dean Rielly. 

2. We should also remind WHSQ and the QPS of section 109 (misrepresentation) – specifically 
that its unlawful for these non-permit holders to make false representations about what they 
can do under the WHS Act. Gold standard would be to have WHSQ onboard with issuing 
infringement/improvement notices to the CFMEU/CFMEUQ (as PCBUs in their own right). 

3. The Health and Safety and Other Legislation Amendment Act 2024 was passed late last month 
and will come into effect shortly. This has a raft of changes that were pushed by the AWU in an 
attempt to address entry by these non-permit holders under s81(3). Most notable was the 
inclusion of the terms “excluded entity” and “suitable entity” when determining who can enter 
under s81(3) as a representative. It is likely now these non-permit holders would fall within the 
excluded entity definition. We all know they will still simply walk on site but at least it’s likely to 
be more clear cut for WHSQ/QPS. 

4. Without having the requisite understanding of right of entry powers, the police will always be 
uneasy getting involved in “union matters” given the below carve out for trespass in the 
Summary Offences Act 2005. This was tested in Seiffert v Commissioner of Police, which 
didn’t end well for the QPS… They generally have a pretty unsuccessful record in this area. 
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Jonty Bekkers 
Senior HR/IR Advisor 
Coomera Connector – Shipper Drive to Helensvale Road  
Acciona Georgiou Joint Venture 
35 Waterway Dr, Coomera, Queensland 4209 

 
 

 
 

From: Sean Donald  
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2024 8:04 AM 
To: David Balmer ; Matthew Hall ; james.hanna ; Jonty Bekkers ; Bingley, Mark  
Subject: RE: EXT: Combating the S81.3 
 
Do not disagree 
 
Just for info, Gibbo or Riley did NOT mention a 83.1 until WHS arrived. 
 
I will have a chat at the CCF Board meeting today. 
 
 

Sean Donald
 

General Manager - QLD 
 

Level 16, 31 Duncan Street 
Fortitude Valley 
 

QLD 4006
  

Mobile:
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they attend site. The letter should be sent to all the PM’s and a company representative should reach out to the 
local QPS with the letter to get a number to contact should we get a non-compliant visit and to make sure they are 
comfortable with the process. 
 
The reason for the letters is due to the CFMEU officials currently just walking on to site and disrupting our workforce 
and stopping our productivities whilst we are waiting for WHSQ to attend site, we can be waiting most of the day for 
them to attend site. Without us forcibly removing the officials, there isn’t much we can do when they are forcing 
their way on to site and standing inside of exclusion zones. 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Matthew Hall 
General Superintendent 
 
Coomera Connector – Shipper Drive to Helensvale Road 
Acciona Georgiou Joint Venture 
100 Melbourne Street, South Brisbane, QLD, 4101 

 
 

 

 

 

 

This email, including any attachments, is confidential and may be privileged (in which case neither is 
waived nor lost by mistaken delivery). If you are not the intended recipient of this email, please 
immediately notify the sender and delete both the subject email and your notification email. Please 
do not copy or disclose its contents. ACCIONA reserves the right to monitor communication sent and 
received over its network. The Geotech Group is now part of ACCIONA. Learn how together, we can 
work to deliver your next project. http://www.acciona.com.au/about-us/acciona-australia/  
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Grace Johnston

From: Jonty Bekkers
Sent: Tuesday, 28 March 2023 12:51 PM
To: Quinn Murray
Cc: Rob Young; Leigh Hahn
Subject: AGJV + GBJV - BPIC
Attachments: GBJV Centenary Bridge Upgrade Works Greenfields Agreement 2022 

(AG2022-5264).xlsx; # CALCULATOR TEMPLATE [BUILDING AND 
CONSTRUCTION].xlsx; Tender Clarification Questionnaire - BPP.docx; WorkPac - 
Tender Clarification Questionnaire - BPP [FINAL].pdf; LCR - Tender Clarification 
Questionnaire - BPP [FINAL].pdf

Quinn 
 
As discussed, see attached the following: 
 

1. Employee Earnings Calculator – Template 
2. Employee Earnings Calculator – GBJV Centenary Bridge Upgrade Works Greenfields Agreement 2022 

(AG2022-5264) 
3. Tender Clarification Questionnaire – BPP 
4. Tender Clarification Questionnaire – BPP – completed examples from the following contractors: 

a. WorkPac 
b. LCR 

 
Let me know if you want to discuss any of the above. 
 
Thanks, Jonty 

Jonty Bekkers
 

Senior HR/IR Advisor 
 

 

Telephone:
 

Mobile:  
Email:  
   

  

 

 

Our vision is to be the 'best people to work with' 
Georgiou Group acknowledges the traditional custodians of the land on which we work, and pay 
our respects to the Elders past, present and emerging. 
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CN-13712 Centenary bridge Upgrade - Options

Where: Microsoft Teams Meeting; 141-4253 GBJV Meeting Room
When: Wed. Mar. 13 17:00:00 2024 +10:00
Until: Wed. Mar. 13 17:25:00 2024 +10:00
Organisers Leigh Hahn 
Required Attendees: Leigh Hahn 

berry.freshney 
Gary Grant 
Gavin Kenny 
Mathew Quy-Verlander 
Quinn Murray 
Rex Clarke 
Sean Donald 

Optional Attendees: Jonty Bekkers 

Gents:   Table below was prepared by Jonty and forwarded via Berry on the available avenues to
address the blockade situation CBUP is facing. 

I think our collaboration pathway has ended so, my thoughts are a combination of Low & Moderate.
 
 

Response
Level

Options

BAU / on-
site
strategies

Detailed and contemporaneous file notes and statements of unlawful behaviour
and conversations with CFMEU officials as to why the action is occurring
(particularly intimidating and abusive/aggressive comments). Good notes and
evidence are vital if pursuing legal avenues.
Video footage, photos of the CFMEU folk wearing CFMEU branded clothing.  This
allows us to demonstrate the CFMEU’s involvement in organising the action.
Quantifiable records of financial loss as a result of unlawful behaviour.
Proactively engaging police/police escorts before and during delivery.
Reconsidering how deliveries to the site are received (eg, utilising the river).
Improved site security (ATF gates, security guards, CCTV etc).
Hosing down the “protestors” to get them to move

Low 1. PRIORITY: Write a letter to the CFMEU putting them on notice and seeking an
undertaking from them that the action will stop etc or we will take them to court.

a. Can be prepared in-house but suggest engaging a solicitor to ensure wording is
effective.  Relatively cheap if we engage a solicitor (~$800-$1,000 + GST)

b. Would need to be prepared to escalate through other avenues if the behaviour
continues.

c. Can be used in future court proceedings to demonstrate we attempted to resolve
the situation at a local level before seeking court intervention.

Moderate 1. Meet with the police off-site and explore avenues available to us through
them/brief them on the situation so they have an understanding when they get
called out.  Arm them with the information and organise a meeting with the right
person within QPS.

BMD.001.005.4196
JLB-24
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You don't often get email from . Learn why this is important

RE: CFMEU

From: Jonty Bekkers 
To: Quinn Murray ; Maddie Bismire 
Date: Mon, 20 May 2024 16:42:17 +1000

I’ve used them before on another project.  Can go one of two ways:
 

1. Union organisers adjust their behaviours as their actions are being captured for the world to see; or
2. It further escalates the situation.

 
As a general rule: I wouldn’t roll out body cameras straight away; it’s probably better getting a feel for the behaviours/individual organisers you are
dealing with and wielding the threat of body cameras, if need be.
 
Worthwhile also checking the state’s surveillance laws.  I am not sure about WA but in Queensland, for example, the Invasion of Privacy Act 1971 makes
filming people fairly unfettered (outside of “private conversations” and being in the toilet).
 
Regards, Jonty
 
 
Jonty Bekkers
HR/IR Manager
Coomera Connector – Shipper Drive to Helensvale Road 
Acciona Georgiou Joint Venture
35 Waterway Dr, Coomera, Queensland 4209

 
From: Quinn Murray  
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2024 4:18 PM
To: Maddie Bismire ; Jonty Bekkers 
Subject: RE: CFMEU
 
Centenary Bridge team has recently started utilising them in response to the change in behaviour from the CFMEU.
 
They have been quite useful for both record keeping purposes and keeping the organisers to adhere to normal human decency.
 

Quinn Murray 
Project Manager 
Georgiou BMD Joint Venture (GBJV) 

 
 

213 Sinnamon Road, Jindalee QLD 4074 
PO Box 197 Wynnum Qld 4178

 
From: Maddie Bismire  
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2024 10:35 AM
To: Jonty Bekkers ; Quinn Murray 
Subject: FW: CFMEU
 

Hi Jonty and Quinn
 
Sarah in WA is wanting some feedback on body cams for union visits.
 
Is this something that either of Coomera/Centenary projects regularly utilises?
 
Thanks
 

BMD.001.002.3609
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Maddie Bismire​​​​

HSEQ Systems Coordinator

Level 16, 31 Duncan Street

Fortitude Valley QLD
4006

Mobile: 
Email: 

Our vision is to be 'the best people to work with'
Georgiou Group acknowledges the Traditional Custodians of the land on which we work, and pay our respects to elders past and present.

From: Sarah Pettit  
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2024 8:47 PM
To: Jock Macfarlane ; Maddie Bismire
Subject: CFMEU
 
Hey Team
 
I was wondering if you know, or could ask a few of the QLD HS Advisors in Rogers absence, if anyone is still using (Actively) the body cams when the CFMEU
come onto site? I know Rog rolled this out a while ago, but very interested to see if people use these regularly or if its fall away?
We are looking to implement on our new perth airport project given the attention we know we will receive from our Furry Friends :)
 
Any info would be appreciated.
 
Regards,
 

Sarah Pettit​​​​

HSE Manager ‑ WA

M: 

 

Our vision is to be 'the best people to work with'
Georgiou Group acknowledges the Traditional Custodians of the land on which we work, and pay our respects to elders past and present.

BMD.001.002.3609_0002

184



 

BMD.001.002.3609_0003

185



1

Grace Johnston

From: Roger Oliver
Sent: Wednesday, 8 January 2025 11:51 AM
To: Jonty Bekkers JV; Joe Barker; Quinn Murray JV; Gareth Davie
Subject: Union/Regulator Interaction presentation
Attachments: Union Interaction Presentation JB Rev 2.pptx

Hi All 
 
Attached is the final draft of the presentation can you pleasae cast your eyes over it and if need be make any 
change(s) and get back to me with them.  If your happy with your section simply reply OK 
 
Cheers 
Roger 

JLB-26
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