





Notice of Filing and Statement of Claim in the
matter 33558. At approximately 12.00pm,
I 2rrroached the customer counter
and was served by a female, produced and
displayed Inspector identification, explained
the purpose of the documents and left them
on the counter. The female refused to provide
her name when requested. CFMEU Organiser
was seated behind the
female and was in conversation with an
unknown male. | arrroached the
counter and looked over the females shoulder
at the documents, I 2"d N turned
and left the premises to walk to the ABCC
vehicle parked on Elizabeth Street kerbside
parking. The parking space was
approximately 20-30 meters to the north from
the CFMEU office. When 2" I
got to the vehicle, Jjjili] orened the
passenger side door & noticed the male that
was speaking to had followed the
Inspectors and threw the served documents
through the car door with some landing on the
pavement. The male said words to the effect
of “They need to be served on the person”.
The male walked back to the CFMEU office
where | \Vas observed standing out
the front of the building. The unknown male
then used his phone to record images/video
of I 2nd l cven as the car left
and was stopped at lights at the corner of
Elizabeth Street and Victoria Street. The
male wasn't observed again once the
Inspectors turned left onto Victoria Street.













entrance to the site where they heard R
I s2ying to workers as they entered the site:
“Meeting across the road at 6:30.” N
I /2s looking at I 2nd I and
saying: “You fucking dogs.” and “did you bring your
wife to protect you?” At 6:25 am, an unidentified
man wearing a navy blue jumper with white
horizontal stripes and blue jeans dropped his
shoulder into the back of ] He then walked away
with a worker looking pleased with himself and joking
with the other worker. |l a'so witnessed this
and attempted to find out who he was. This man
remains unidentified. Shortly after this, jJjjjj told
I that a worker had just shoulder charged
him as he was walking past. |l rhoned the
police at about 0629hrs and requested their
presence. I advised the behaviour of
majority of people was good, however the police
presence will ensure no unruly behaviour would
happen. At 6:40 am, I Vas addressing
the crowd of about 300 workers and stated that the
‘FWBC are among you'. The crowd then booed

I 29 B then beckoned ] and

I to come up the front. I said no.
About 10 to 15 workers then started yelling at ]

and I stating ‘you fucking dogs’. At 0641
I > d Il stood within two meters of
N 29 - At 0643hrs | turned around and
I \vas still standing there. ] said 'What are
you looking at you fucking dog, turn around.' |
then said '"You fucking dog, you think your phone
number is all | got?' This statement gave the
impression that i} had information on
I personal life. | then looked at il

and spat at his feet and said: 'Lick it up you fucking

dog’. I then said to : 'Why don't







staring at them. About a minute later he walked
back to the Picket in front of the Probuild site.

At 10:36am, as Inspector and I
were sitting down, observmagain
walking towards them. As Jjii] Walked past
I she observed him spit towards her
direction. The spit landed near her foot.
Inspector il then told me

was standing at the café nearby looking at them.

I then took a photo of the spit near her
foot and Inspector il took a photo of the
distance between her foot and the spit.

At this point there were several unidentified
persons wearing CFMEU jumpers and T-shirts
standing near them. ] advised Inspector
I that it would be best to leave as the
situation could escalate. Inspector [N
agreed and both proceeded to the site office to

meet with Inspector 2" I

additionally being
charged with assault.
The matter against Mr
I s isted for
hearing on 9
November and the
matters against Mr
I are listed for
mention on Tuesday,
27 October 2015..
UPDATE 22/2/16 -
Matter against

I Cismissed -
insufficient evidence
to prove charge of
intimidation.
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CFMEU Site Delegate & Probuild employee |Jil]
I unexpectedly entered the meeting
room. | then set about taking over
discussions being held b/w FWBC & Probuild.
I as observed to open a venetian
blind and beckon to others outside. N
being of the belief others were en-route and
having discussions had deteriorated/not
productive advised FWBC were now leaving due
to feeling attempts were being made to
intimidate them. | had positioned
himself that the 2 female Investigators were
required to "squeeze through" he & 1 of the
Probuild Site Mgt to get to the door to exit.
B fo''owedi & 2! the while
continuing to taunt them including comments
that there were others coming to get them &
talking into his mobile phone apparently
recording what was taking place. | Was
joined by other workers estimated to total 12-15
who stood around the vehicle making it a difficult
& somewhat involved process to attempt to
leave. I at times stood in front of the
vehicle, including in the middle of the driveway
with his arms extended. After leaving site
I received 2 calls from . one a
message requesting the phone number of
FWBC Director - At no stage did the
ProBuild site management attempt to assist
B o' B =S they exited the site office.
Probuild site management did not at any stage
ask N to leave or act appropriately. Both

information/details
referred to during
conversations.
AFP
notified/matters
reported to
investigate
appropriate
possible offences
on 26/5/16 with
matters officially
referred to AFP
3/6/16. UPDATE:
12/7/16 Advice
from AFP -
rejection of
request to
Investigate
matter.







I CrMEUSA Organiser upset upon
being served further court orders at Brick Works

Construction Site, South Road, Adelaide, by
Investigators . I SR \Vitnesses

state they did not feel threatened and stated
I \/as just unhappy at being served
court orders again having been served a
number of times over the past year with a
number of matters before the courts. "You
fucking dogs, get a real job, you fucking
12.13 dogs, take it to the head office." "Get a real
16/03/2015( Monday | PM Abuse of staff job, you fucking dogs." ASA Infd FYL.

Hobart

On 18/9/18, ABCC Inspectors IEEENEGE
and
attended the RHH project and addressed the
plastering contractor work force in the site
sheds. During the address CFMEU Organiser
@) arpeared to record the
speech. Afterward whilst we sat at a table,

then took some photos of us. A photo | Reported to ASA for

later appeared on il Twitter page. :\"/‘Ifci- |g tprndSnr ABCC
gt advised.

On 19/9/18, ABCC Inspectors Il | Reported to ASA for
[ B and I info. In turn Snr ABCC
attended RHH with an Interpreter. Upon Mgt advised

10.00
18/09/2018 | Tuesday |AM

19/09/2018 | Wednesday | 10.00AM




24/04/2018

Tuesday

11.07
AM

entering the site sheds ] spoke with
I I informed N that he and
the other Inspectors did not consent to being
filmed or to having their photo taken and to any
images being used in the public domain like
social media, during this exchanged [N
continued to film the group. |l then
addressed the workforce and was again filmed
by - The Inspectors then separated and
spoke to the workforc continued to
walk around the room and take photos of the
Inspectors. |l sroke civilly with [N
throughout the course of the morning.
Subsequently | rublished a photo of
and the interpreter on his twitter
page with the eyes of the 3 being blacked out.

Inspectors and I s

entered the Gateway Shopping Centre Tavern
Fit out site for the purpose of a site visit. J
Hutchinson Pty Ltd is the contractor for this site.

They met with site Manager |

Upon leaving the site office to exit the site

Inspectors N and I \Vcre
photographed by site delegate | 2t 2
distance of approximately 3-5 metres away.

Note:_ was the CFMEU Official for

(Manager NT)
contacted site
manager

on 26/4/18
and enquired about
the site visit, and
advised that the
delegate on site had
photographed the

Inspectors. I




NT until recently. He left the CFMEU before
being employed by Hutchinson as their site
delegate for approximately 6 months prior to the
incident.

apologised on behalf
of himself and
Hutchinson, he was
very disappointed that
this had occurred after
what he initially
thought was a good
site visit. He advised
that he would be
raising the matter with
his state manager

. He
advised that the role
of the delegate on site
was as a working
delegate, his role is
general labouring
duties. He was not
aware that the
delegate had
photographed the
inspectors conducting
the site visit until he
was informed.






