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Preliminary observations
(&)  Separation of legal (misconduct) issues and political issues

The vast majority of the evidence called at the hearing related to political dealings
and political behaviour arising out of differences between the views of different
councillors, and attempts to promote -or facilitate the election of persons who could be
expected to have a particular approach to the performance of a political office’.

' Counsel assisting's assertion that “the great majority of evidence during the hearing concerned term
of reference 17 is simply incorrect if term of reference 1 is, in accordance with the plain words used,
limited to questions of alleged contraventions of offence provisions in the Local Government Act 1993
or any other relevant legislation. To take the most ocbvious example, the law in relation to misieading
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While the Commission is obviously entitled to express a view in the second stage of
the inquiry as to whether any such matters should be converted from the status of
mere politics to the status of being legally controlied, the present position is that none
of them are even remotely arguable to constitute or involve offences against the
Local Government Act 1993 or any other legislation, or to otherwise constitute or
involve official misconduct.

Counsel assisting has correctly identified that the only conduct of an elected
councillor capable of constituting official misconduct is conduct which constitutes a
criminal offence?.

However, despite having correctly identified the clear legal position in that regard,
and despite having accurately recorded the terms of reference for the first stage of
the inquiry which relate solely to "alleged or suspected official misconduct”, counsel
assisting has, quite inappropriately it is submitted in view of:-

. the intense media interest; coupled with

o the inevitable public perception® that comments by counsel appointed by the
Commission to assist it do or may reflect the views of the Commission itself,

presented submissions which are replete with adverse references reflecting what
must be assumed to be counsel assisting’s own personal opinions* about the purely
political behaviour of a range of persons.

LGAQ submits that it is incumbent upon the Commission when conducting an inquiry
about official misconduct to limit the matters it considers, and the matters in respect
of which it makes findings, recommendations or observations of opinion, strictly to
allegations of official misconduct and the extent to which evidence has emerged
which may support those allegations. In the context of a misconduct inquiry, elected
local government councillors are not (as a matter of law) and should not be (as a
matter of fairness) subject to personal behavioural analysis or comment, going
beyond specific misconduct aliegations, even by the Commission itself, much less by
counsel whose instructions go no further than to assist the Commission with
presentation of evidence and the making of submissions with respect to the
commission of criminal offences.

LGAQ thus submits that the Commission must, as a first stage in seeking assistance
from the submissions of counsel assisting as part of its deliberations, clinically dissect
those submissions into matters which relate to allegations of official misconduct and
evidence which may support those allegations, and other matters which involve
nothing more than counsel's personal comments on issues of political behaviour.

voters under section 394 of that Act has been well settied for some years, and counsel assisting wouid
have been well aware at the outset of the inquiry that incomplete or even deliberately misieading
statements to journalists about aspects of a candidate's campaign could not possibly have constituted
an offence under this section.

2 SCA, page 2.

® The lawyers involved know that this is not the case; but the issue is one of public perception,
regardiess of the legal reality.

* As counsel assisting, does not take instructions from the Commission or any other party, his
expressions of opinion, about political behaviour cannot be characterised as anything other than his
personal opinions. With great respect to counsel assisting, his personal opinions on purely political
matters have no greater weight than the opinions of anyone else.
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Whatever relevance the second category of matters may have to stage 2 of the
Inquiry, it is entirely irrelevant to stage 1, and must in LGAQ's submission be isolated
and discarded from the submissions of counsel assisting before the Commission
commences its substantive deliberations.

This will leave only a very limited body of evidence left to be considered for the
purposes of that first stage.

(b) The evidence called -- and not called

In LGAQ’s submission, it can be fairly asserted that counsel assisting has called
evidence and structured questioning in this matter to fit a particular and preconceived
"case theory" of misconduct -- albeit, a confused amalgam of official misconduct
according to law, and "political misconduct" according to counsel assisting's personal
views.

The analysis of the evidence is permeated with a theme of impropriety in the
motivation of Councillor Power and others for doing what they did.

Several witnesses made it clear that the underlying motivation for seeking to fund
and support what LGAQ is happy to refer to as "selected candidates" was a belief
that the 2000 to 2004 Gold Coast City Council was dysfunctional by reason of:-

. recurrent voting deadlocks - requiring the continuing exercise of the Mayor's
casting vote, and meaning that the Council had no clear or consistent policy
direction as a governing body and was dysfunctional®; and

. persistent disruptive behaviour by certain councillors, including a continuing
pattern of purely personal attacks on fellow councillors®.

The tacit premise of the factual analysis contained in counsel assisting's
submissions is that this motivation was an invention, and that the "real purpose" of
the funding of selected candidates was to engineer some kind of "takeover”" of the
Council by candidates with some form of actual or perceived allegiance to the
development industry (or possibly actual or perceived allegiance to councillors
Power and Robbins personally).

Yet, to the extent that some mention was able to be made of these matters by
relevant witnesses during their questioning, the relevant -evidence was
uncontradicted. Counsel assisting at no stage of the inquiry sought to investigate
the "state of the Council" during the previous quadrenniam. A clearly open inference
is that such information as counsel assisting in fact had about these matters
indicated that any more detailed investigation or calling of evidence would have
revealed the truth about the dysfunctionality of the previous Council, thus:-

. making the evidence of those witnesses about their motivation entirely credibie;
. revealing the true motivation for what was done as one quite capable of

endorsement and support by any fair-minded person interested in a better
standard of local government.

®Eg. T 826, T1256, T1899, T2444.
® Eg. T145, T164, T1012.
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A necessary consequence of this outcome would be a bolstering of the credibility of
these witnesses in relation to other aspects of their evidence concerning the funding
and supporting of selected candidates.

However, calling that evidence would inevitably have weakened, if not destroyed,
counsel assisting's preconceived "case theory" that the selection and funding of
candidates undertaken for the purpose of enabling developer interests or particular

existing councillors to “control the city’”.

LGAQ, of course, does not know what would have been revealed by a proper
evidentiary exploration of the functioning of the previous Council and the personal
behaviour of councillors towards each other during the 2000 to 2004 term. lts point in
these submissions is that the complete failure of counsel assisting to explore these
issues requires an explanation and, in the absence of a satisfactory explanation, can
lead only to the inference that the evidence was not called for no reason other than
that:- :

. it did not fit the preconceived case theory; and

o it was not compatible with the allegations of dishonesty and disingenuousness
which counsel assisting clearly sought to impute to these witnesses,
particularly Councillor Power, during the course of examination, and has now
clearly made against these witnesses in the written submissions.

Against that background, and for other reasons which will be explored further in the
submissions, the LGAQ submits that those allegations and the associated
exhortation to the Commission to make adverse findings about the credibility of these
witnesses in fact have no proper evidentiary basis.

(c) The role of the media

The case theory involving a concerted scheme to take over control of the Council
through processes undisclosed to the public was unsupported by any direct evidence
called by counsel! assisting.

The only support for that theory in the "evidence" is the series of articles in the media,
primarily the Gold Coast Bulletin, alieging the existence of a developer-backed “plot™®.

As acknowledged in the submissions, “the media played a pivotal role in the events
which led to the establishment of this inquiry™.

The matter in fact went further as the inquiry unfolded. The overwhelmingly
predominant source of the propositions which counsel assisting put to various
witnesses in an endeavour to elicit admissions to support the case theory was the
block of media articles comprising Exhibit 3.

Allegations that the fund of moneys was related to a scheme or piot by developer
interests to control or influence the Council exist only in these media articles. Not
one witness called by counsel assisting gave any support, even indirectly or

" Seein particular Exhibit 3, ltem 31.
8 4o -

Ibid.
®SCA, page 2,
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peripherally, to such a proposition'®. At its highest, the evidence may support an
inference that Mr Ray had some sort of idea of that kind in his own mind"". The
evidence that anyone else thought the same way is nonexistent.

Yet none of the authors of these articles was called as a witness. Some of those
persons were in regular attendance at the inquiry hearings, and there would
obviously have been little or no difficulty in securing at least the attendance of those
persons to give sworn evidence. In fact, however, nothing was done other than to
tender some unsworn and entirely self-serving statements.

Again, the LGAQ has concern from the perspectives of:-
. fairness to the candidates and councillors of Councils generally;

) specifically, the approach by counsel assisting to the gathering and presentation
of evidence in this Inquiry in terms of whether that approach was genuinely
designed to seek to uncover the real truth,

at the failure to call these persons to test the source and basis of their allegations
that the funding and candidate selection process went beyond what it otherwise
appears to be -- the perfectly ordinary process found at all levels of government in all
Australian States.

That ordinary and, until now, relatively uncontroversial process from a criminal law
perspective, is one whereby politicians seek electoral donations from the business
community, and the business community gives such donations, knowing full well
that:-

. the donations will be disclosed as required by law; and

e that the electoral bribery laws mean jail time for anyone who gives a donation
on the basis or with the intention that it in some way "buys" the donor
favourable political decisions.

The complete ordinariness of this process of solicitation, donation and disclosure as
part of the Australian political scene' is the factor which makes it particularly
incumbent on counsel assisting, if he wishes to publicly agitate allegations of
impropriety arising out of that ordinary process in the particular context of one
particular election, to exhaustively explore the evidence which supports or may
support an allegation that the particular events under investigation had some different
character and involved legal (or even political) impropriety.

That counsel assisting has not discharged this public responsibility by exposing those
making the direct allegations of impropriety to the scrutiny of sworn evidence and

'° Most of the developers who donated did not, on the evidence, even know who the other donors
were. One which did have some knowledge in that regard, Devine Ltd, agreed to donate because it
was having probiems with the "anti-development” Councilior Robbins! On the evidence, none of them
except possibly Mr Ray knew the identities of the candidates whom their funds would support.
Counsel assisting does not even attempt to make the inference (which would be entirely unsustainable)
that there was any kind of meeting of minds, physical or telephone meeting, or other activity in concert
as between the various donors. .

" Email dated 2 March 2004 in Exhibit 89 which refers to the Tweed outcome.

2 See recent Queensiand political party donation registers attached.
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cross examination substantially reduces the value of the entire process, and certainly
makes the inferences of impropriety which he seeks to draw unsustainable to any
relevant legal standard.

In dealing with the criticism of the media made by various witnesses, counsel
assisting observes that "it is appropriate to say that the media reports on this issue
have been shown to be largely accurate™®. To the extent that the media reports
disclosed the sources and amounts of developer donations, and the identity of the
candidates who benefited from those donations, the statement is correct. However,
these matters were in any event readily ascertainable by anybody who had sufﬁment
interest in looking at the third-party returns and individual candidate returns’

To the extent that the media reports alleged or inferred the existence of a secret
scheme to take control of the Council, those reports were, on the direct evidence
presented to this mquury, a complete fabrication. To describe such sensationalist
journalistic invention™ as "largely accurate” is, to say the least, a novel use of
language by counsel assisting.

Analysis of the evidence relating to the campaign period - the material facts

It is not the LGAQ's role to dissect and analyse the evidence, or respond in detail to
the analysis by counsel assisting, in terms of the asserted acts or omissions by
particular individuals.

That said, LGAQ does not in any sense agree with or accept the almost uniformly
adverse inferences which counsel assisting draws against every witness who was
involved in the trust fund and its expenditure, being inferences drawn, in almost every
instance, from facts which, objectively, are equally consistent with an alternate
explanation involving nothing more than political ambition and behaviour conforming
with accepted political norms.

However, LGAQ is quite content to accept that the evidence overali does
demonstrate that:-

. Councillors Power and Robbins were primary participants in a process involving
the solicitation of donations from the Gold Coast business community,
necessarily including (and always intended to include) developers as the largest
group within that community, for the purpose of supporting selected candidates;

. although the evidence on this particular aspect is very sparse, the inference
may be drawn with some confidence that Councillors Power and Robbins had a

SCA page 3.

‘It is acknowledged and accepted that an examination of the returns would not have revealed full
details of all third-party expenditure from the trust fund, particularly in the "monthly retainer" payments
to Quadrant. However, the statutory regime does not require disclosure of expenditure. Each of the
candidates who benefited from the trust fund received some direct funding and disciosed the source of
that funding in their returns. The assertion that differences or minor inaccuracies in the terminology
used to identify the trust fund was misieading or otherwise a matter of legal substance is quite
unsustainable and is dealt with in more detail subsequently. Even without disclosure of all expenditure
by the trust (which was not legally required), the link between developer donations, the trust fund and
candldates benefiting from that trust fund was entirely transparent on the face of the returns.

** Which is the only objective way to describe the allegations on the basis of the evidence presented to
this Inquiry.
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direct and material role in identifying suitable candidates, or at least potentially
suitable candidates for the receipt of that support; '

. the criteria for selection as a candidate worthy of support was a belief on the
part of those 2 councillors that the candidates concerned would behave
professionally and would focus their deliberations and voting on the substance
of relevant issues, rather than on personally attacking other councillors for
generating personal attention in the media;

o those counciliors put the selected candidates in touch with Quadrant, and
anticipated and expected that a substantial part of the financial support raised
from donors and made available to these candidates would be spent on utilising
Quadrant's services to support the individual campaigns of the selected
candidates.

in LGAQ's submission, nothing in the evidence supports any inference that these 2
councillors or anyone else developed or directed the implementation of a common or
joint campaign strategy for the selected candidates. Counsel assisting attempts to
identify "commonality” in aspects of the campaigns'®, but the only "common” aspects
which can be identified relate to universal and banal themes such as "independence"
- themes which permeate every local government election where there is no formal
involvement by political parties.

There is simply no evidence at all of any commonality of campalgn themes or action
in terms of any substantive policy issue.

So far as any other allegation of action in concert by a "group” is concerned’’, the
LGAQ asks the simple question: “When and where did they do it?”

The evidence is essentially uncontested about the identity of those who attended at
the meetings which occurred on 16 December 2003 and 8 January 2004 at Quadrant.

LGAQ agrees that, to the extent that any witnesses suggested positively that
campaign funding was not discussed at these meetings, that evidence needs to be
treated with caution against the background that, on any view of the evidence:-

. Councillors Power and Robbins had by the time of the first meeting on 16
‘ December 2003 formulated an intention to seek donations from the business
community; and

. a primary purpose of these meetings was to discuss campaign assistance of
one kind or another.

'® SCA, page 19.

It is noted that counsel assisting does not recommend prosecution action in respect of any offence
concerning "group” returns. LGAQ does not accordingly go into any detailed discussion of the proper
legal meaning of "group” except to note that, under the definition in section 426, a group must be
"formed to promote the election of the candidates” which in LGAQ's submission imports a clear
requirement that members of the group work together, expending their efforts with a view to securing
not only their own election, but aiso the election of other group members. There is no evidence that
this occurred to any degree in relation to candidates who received monies from the trust fund.
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Thus, the likelihood that there was no discussion at all about who was going to pay
for “assistance” from Quadrant is, objectively, remote.

However, if one steps away from any pre-conceived case theory and looks
objectively at the facts of these meetings from the perspective of a first-time
candidate, the following propositions are both consistent with the evidence and
inherently tenable:-

. first-time candidates would have been naturally keen to receive whatever
information and advice might be available to them about the conduct of their
campaigns and assistance which may be available for their campaigns;

. the fact that information about these meetings was provided directly or indirectly
by existing counciliors would both give the process credibility as being of
potential value and, naturally, excite the interest of these new candidates to find
out why they had been approached and what was going to be put to them - if
they thought about it rationally, they may well have believed or at least
suspected that they were going to the asked to join some kind of alliance or
association, but to infer that, merely by the fact of attendance at these meetings,
a particular candidate agreed to join some kind of alliance or association is
fanciful,

. going along to these two meetings and hearing what was to be said and about
assistance which might be made available would nevertheless leave these first-
time candidates with the equally open alternatives of:-

» saying "thanks but no thanks" and then getting on with their own
campaigns without any further contact with others at the meetings;

>  expressing an interest in receiving assistance, and going on to do so, but
nevertheless maintaining full independence in terms of campaign issues,
strategy and implementation - and thus getting on with their own
campaigns without any further contact with others who had attended at
these meetings, other than the nominated service providers; or

» entering into some joint arrangement involving joint and mutually
supportive campaign activity based upon some level of common and
agreed position in terms of campaign issues, strategy and implementation
- thus becoming part of a "group of candidates" as defined in section 426.

Viewed objectively, the evidence is consistent only with the second of these
alternatives.

There is no evidence that any of the selected candidates met with or spoke to any of

the others at any time in the period after the meeting of 8January 2004 up to the
conclusion of the eiection.

To the extent that Councillor Power had contact with any of these candidates after 8
January 20048, there is no evidence that it had anything to do with advancing any

*® That contact appears to have been limited to candidates Pforr and Rowe. LGAQ is happy to accept
that the evidence supports the proposition that funding for the campaigns of those 2 candidates was a
topic of discussion, at least to some degree, at those meetings. The evidence clearly does not
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form of common or group strategy. Certainly, the evidence indicates that he and
Councillor Robbins between them met with all or most of the persons who became
the selected candidates prior fo 16 December 2003, a matter which is entirely
consistent with a process of identifying candidates to might be thought to be suitabie
to be provided with assistance. However, as a simple matter of logic, no "group
strategy" can be either formulated or implemented until the relevant group has been
chosen and comes into existence. It may be accepted that this effectively occurred
between 16 December 2003 and by not later than 8 January 2004"°.

How can there be any kind of "group" effort occurring without some form and level of
communication between members of the group, either directly between the group
members or through a common intermediary, about the ongoing implementation of
the group's objectives? Unless it was done by telepathy, the evidence is unequivocal
that no such communications occurred after 8 January 2004.

That is not fo deny the clear evidence that solicitation of donations continued to occur
with Councilior Power as a primary participant in that process, after 8 January 2004.
However, the evidence, viewed objectively and impartially, makes it quite clear that
this was a process to secure the funding of the individual campaigns of the selected
candidates, not the funding of some kind of singie campaign strategy being jointly
pursued by any one or more candidates.

Similarly, the evidence is clear that Counciliors Power and Robbins continued to
authorise payments out of the trust fund throughout January and February 2004.
That is entirely consistent with their undoubted and ongoing role in seeking donations
and authorising expenditure of funds in response to requests from candidates or
invoices from Quadrant.

However, to the extent that counsel assisting seeks to make the "jump" from this
evidence to an assertion that the councillors were involved in some form of
coordinated and mutually supportive campaign strategy for a group of candidates, he,
with great respect, confuses an inference which he would wish to make to support his
preconceived case theory, with an inference which can reasonably and objectively be
made from the proved facts. Those facts contained nothing to suggest that either
councillor had anything to do with the formulation or implementation of campaign
strategy for any other candidate, other than to advise them about operational matters
such as doorknocking and leaflet drops , and to otherwise advised them to remain
independent.

Analysis of the evidence relating to the campaign period - objective
interpretation

Much is made in the submissions of counsel assisting about the "secrecy" of the
process of raising and disbursing these funds. Again, this is an emotive and
subjective description which, while unobjectionable as one permissible approach to
submissions to be made to Stage 2 of the Inquiry, has no place in submissions
dealing with allegations of criminal conduct. There was no legal requirement on

support any proposition that these meetings were part of a concerted effort involving a group of
candldates seeking to work together each to support the election of the other.

® Though candidate Molhoek’s probable belief at this time that he had been selected was
subsequently disappointed.
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Power or others to disclose to anybody the fact of donations being made, or the
identity of the donors or the amounts involved, prior to the prescribed time for
lodgement of returns after conclusion of the election.

There was not at any time a legal requirement to disclose the particular way in which
such donations were expended, except to the extent that they were expended by way
of gift in the relevant sense to a candidate, in which case the disclosure obligation
again arose at the prescribed time after conclusion of the election.

In what place and in what time do candidates for elected political office transparently
tell the public everything about who they have talked to and what was said or
suggested to them during the course of a contested election campaign? The question
is rhetorical. Whether candidates shouid do so is a matter upon which there may well
be as many personal opinions as there are persons to express them. But it is not a
matter for Stage 1 of this Inquiry.

The repetitive, tedious and judgemental references to "secrecy” as a material issue,
apart from demonstrating an exasperating degree of political naivete, are entirely
misconceived from the perspective of investigating alleged criminal offences during
or relating to the campaign period. The objective and balanced analysis of what
happened is simple, uncontroversial, and entirely devoid of any supportable
inference of impropriety from any legal perspective.

Subject to whatever specific legal requirements apply, elected representative politics
is a process with few hard and fast rules, and one where the ultimate outcome is
usually "winner takes all". If the Commission takes a balanced and real world view of
the situation, it will readily take notice of the fact that different groups of elected
politicians, and often enough individual politicians, have political positions which are
diametrically opposed to those of other politicians whom they regard as their
opponents.

Such conflicts may arise because of:-
. bona fide but diametrically opposed policy positions;
. personal animosity between the opponents; or

. the fact that one side or other of the conflict possesses (or, at least, is believed
by the opponent to possess) personal characteristics or attitudes which make
him or her unfit for public office.

Whatever the objective "merit" or otherwise in these conflicting positions, and
whatever the personal merits or otherwise of the politicians who hold them, this is
what politics are about in Australia. To suggest otherwise by postulating some more
"pure" standard of behaviour is naive in the extreme. Even those poiiticians who,
objectively, are both genuinely committed to serving the public interest and
possessed of the necessary skills and personal attributes to do s0?°, cannot avoid

| GAQ makes it clear that it is not submitting that any of the councillors or candidates who gave
evidence at the inquiry should be accepted as meeting this characterisation, or the opposite
characterisation, or anything in between. To the extent that such matters are in contest, they are
matters for political judgment by the electorate, whether that judgment is right or wrong.
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that reality of the political process, at least not if they expect to survive and to actually
achieve anything.

Within that environment, it is submitted to be notorious and universal that politicians
do, are expected to do, and are entitled to do, anything which does not contravene a
relevant law to advance the political cause or situation which they support and, in
doing so, do damage to opposing political forces.

While one could make a utopian wish for a more pure or high minded system, it does
not exist, and is not known to exist*'.

With great respect to counsel assisting, his analysis of the evidence relating to the
setting up and application of the trust fund is one made from a politically naive and
entirely artificial perspective which fails to acknowledge this reality or, at least,
asserts without justification that this reality has no relevance to the particular field of
local government politics.

When the evidence relating to the setting up and appiication of the trust fund is
viewed against this real world background, it shows nothing more than that:-

o Counciliors Power and Robbins were political opponents of other councillors
whom they regarded as unreasonable and irrational,

. they had a genuine political concern that the 2004 election may result in the
election of further persons who would also act in that manner,;

. they made their own political decision to undertake a process intended to
achieve a contrary result, that is, the election of new councillors who would act
reasonably and rationally;.

. they set out to identify candidates who would meet those criteria, and to raise
funds to support their election.

Some persons may reasonably and rationally view their decision as one taken
genuinely in the interests of better government, and thus to be loudly applauded .

Others could, equally reasonably and equally rationally, view the decision as one
motivated primarily by a desire to silence or destroy political opponents, and as one
to be roundly condemned as being made with the wrong motivation.

Either view may be “correct’, or there may be some other view which is "more
correct”. That word is placed in quotations because it has no absolute meaning in
the context of political debate and political conflict. On any view, however, what was
done at the instigation of Councillors Power and Robbins was a manifestation of a
perfectly ordinary political process within the context of a democratic election.

Unless some specific law was broken, expressing a view on the merits of one side or
the other of this political conflict, or the character or conduct of any of the players on
either side, is a matter quite beyond any proper function of this Commission.

2! Churchill's famous observation that “t has been said that democracy is the worst form of
government except all the others that have been tried.” states the same proposition, albeit with greater
literary flair.
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LGAQ is gravely concerned on behalf of its membership generally that the
Commission may be prepared, following the lead suggested by the submissions of
counsel assisting, to venture into the arena of taking a partisan position one way or
the other in a political conflict between elected representatives.

It is respectfully submitted that the Commission's final report must:-

. refer to the facts and circumstances relating to the selection of candidates, the
setting up of the trust fund and the application of monies donated only to the
extent that those facts are:-

>  objectively established by uncontested evidence of fact (not opinion or
speculation); and

» clearly necessary to be referred to in order to report on and make
recommendations with respect to specific alleged offences;

o otherwise acknowliedge that any more general comment about the propriety in a
political or any other non-legal sense is entirely irrelevant to the terms of
reference for stage 1; and

» on that basis, explicitly reject the submissions of counsel assisting to the extent
that they involve analysis of or comment upon the political aspects of the
evidence presented, or otherwise relate to the political behaviour of any
individual politician.

Otherwise, the only findings which the Commission ought to make, and the only
findings which, respectfully, it is entitied to make in the context of a misconduct
inquiry, are that:-

. the process by which the trust fund was set up, donations secured and
candidates selected and supported was one undertaken in the context of a
vigorously contested process of democratic election; and

o except to the extent that there is a clear basis for believing that relevant laws
were broken, the process was a legitimate political process;

. in those circumstances, the desirability, propriety or any other quality of the
process are matters for consideration as part of the second stage of the inquiry,
and matters of legitimate public debate generally, but matters which are of no
relevance to the first stage report.

Alleged offences
(a) The trust and third party returns

LGAQ submits that counsel assisting has made material errors of law in his approach
to the third-party disclosure provisions and the question of whether offences were
committed by Power, Barden and others in relation to third-party returns for the trust
fund.

If these errors are corrected, a very different position emerges in terms of possible
criminal offences revealed by the evidence. Without suggesting that there is no
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arguable case that some technical offences may have been committed, any such
matters are properly viewed as minor and insubstantial matters which do not go in
any material way to the fulfilment of the substance or intent of the legisiation.

LGAQ submits that, consistently with the approach correctly taken by counsel
assisting in relation to arguable, but minor or technical, offences identified in other
contexts®?, the Commission should determine that, to the extent that any such minor
or technical offences may have been committed with respect to third-party returns,
the appropriate response is to consider these matters in the context of the second
stage of the Inquiry in terms of whether legislative improvement could be made to
avoid future occurrences. Viewed from the correct legal perspective, none of these
matters are of sufficient seriousness in terms of substantively contravening the
legislative requirements, or otherwise materially subverting the intent of the
legislation, to warrant referral for possible prosecution.

The first error relates to the persistent but misplaced focus on matters concerning the
identity of the party who ultimately directed or controlled the purposes for which the
funds may be expended®.

LGAQ accepts that the evidence supports the inference that it was Power and
Robbins who:-

. took a major role in the solicitation of funds from donors;

. identified the candidates to whom funds could be given or for whose benefit
funds could be expended; and

. authorised the expenditure of the funds for purposes related to the individual
campaigns of selected candidates, including, primarily, payment to Quadrant for
services provided by that firm.

Counsel assisting is correct to conclude that, in the events which happened with
respect to the completion of third-party returns (and candidate returns), it wouid not
have been possible for an interested member of the public to find out that the
councillors had played this role in soliciting funds and authorising their expenditure
for the benefit of particular candidates.

Where counsel assisting, respectfully, falls into error is in treating this as a material or
significant matter in terms of the content, purpose and intent of the third-party
disclosure provisions.

The key provision in this regard is section 430. The circumstances in which that
section applies are clearly set out in section 430(1). LGAQ is happy to accept for

Z sCA, pages 66 (Cr Young - gift register), 67 (Cr Young - material personal interest, despite a clear
admission at T 1771 that he had a material personal interest in the matter as defined in the s 6 of the
LGA), 68 (Cr Sarroff - final return).

% See especially SCA, pages 38-39, and the questioning of Councillor Betts reproduced at SCA, page
47 and of Councilior Pforr reproduced at SCA, page 54, both of which persisted with interrogation on
the legally irrelevant issue of the identity of those controlling expenditure from the trust fund, and
clearly imputed some level of impropriety to Mr Betts and Mr Pforr for not finding out who the ultimate
controliers were. One may well have views about the political wisdom of accepting such a donation
without identifying the controllers of the trust. However, so long as the required trust and trustee
details specified in section 414 are obtained and disclosed, there is clearly no legal issue.
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present purposes? that counsel assisting is correct in his proposition® that the
exemption under section 430(1)(a) for a person who is a "candidate" does not extend
to a candidate who receives gifts and incurs expenditure in connection with the
campaign of some other candidate which is entirely unconnected with the receiving
candidate's own campaign.

While the section requires the submission of a return by a person who "incurs or has
incurred" relevant expenditure, nothing else in the section deals with questions about
the nature of that expenditure, what it was incurred for, why it was incurred or who
requested or ultimately authorised that it be incurred.

The section is thus entirely uninterested (not merely disinterested) in anything to do
with the way in which money is controlied or the process by which it is authorised for
disbursement.

What the section is interested in, as demonstrated clearly by section 430(2), is
identification and disclosure of the gifts received in order to fund the expenditure.
There is no suggestion in the evidence or in the submissions by counsel assisting
that the third-party return which was put in relation to the fund administered through
Hickey Lawyers trust account contained any deficiency, even minor or technical, in its
particularisation of each of the "relevant details" for each of the donations into that
fund, those detalls being®:

. the value of the gift
. when the gift was made; and

) the name and residential or business address of the person who made the gift.

To the extent that there was any legal deficiency, that deficiency can reiate only to
the failure to correctly or completely identify the particular person or entity which
received the gifts or incurred the expenditure. Assuming that such a deficiency did
exist, it deprived the public only of knowledge about the identity of the particular
person or persons who solicited the gifts or made the ultimate or operative
determination about how the funds would be spent. Section 430 contains nothing to
require that those details be disclosed, and nothing to give rise to any anticipation or
expectation on the part of any member of the public that a return under that section
will necessarily disclose those details.

The correctness of this proposition emerges more clearly following consideration of
the second material legal error made by counsel assisting which is submitted to arise
out of a casual or incomplete appreciation of important technical aspects of the law of
trusts.

Although counsel assisting did refer to the fund maintained by Hickey Lawyers,
persistently and pejoratively, as a "so-caliled" trust fund during the course of

% The point is obviously arguable, particularly in the context of a possible criminal prosecution in
which the facts alleged must be shown unequivocally to fit within the terms of the legislation creating
the offence. However, the argument at an individual level is a matter for others, and this issue itself is
not one of central concern to LGAQ.
% ®scA, page 89.

In accordance with the definition of “relevant details" in section 414.
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hearings®’, there can be absolutely no doubt that, as a matter of law, the funds were
held on trust.

Those who donated the funds did so on the specific basis that both legal and
beneficial ownership of the funds would be transferred to others, and that the funds
would be expended by others to support selected candidates. The donors sought no
ongoing power of direction or control as to the expenditure of the monies, and there
is no suggestion that any person had any expectation or anticipation that the donors
would be consulted or even advised about the subsequent expenditure of the funds.

Legal title to the funds became vested in the trustee or trustees of the Hickey
Lawyers trust account. It was the signatories of that account and no one eise who
had the legal ability to apply the funds held to payment for any purpose. However,
no one suggests and no one could suggest that those persons held title to the funds
for their own personal benefit. So, immediately and incontrovertibly at this point, there
is a trust of some kind in existence® -- legal and beneficial ownership are clearly
separated, with those holding or controlling the legal titie not holding the monies in
any sense for their own benefit, but holding them subject to what was necessarily an
equitable obligation to deal with them only for particular identified purposes as
directed by particular identified persons?.

The relationship between a Solicitor holding funds in his or her trust account and the
client on whose behalf those funds are held will aimost invariably involve an element
of agency. That is self-evidently inherent in a professional relationship where one
party acts "on behalf of" another.

However, a solicitor holding funds in a trust account is also a trustee. The difference
between a trustee and a bare agent is that an agent is required in all things and in all
respects to act in accordance with the directions of the principal, at least where so
doing will not place the agent in a position of knowingly contravening some relevant
law.

A trustee, on the other hand, has an independent legal duty to know the terms of the
trust, that is, the specific beneficial purposes for which legal title to property has been
vested in the trustee®®, and to ensure that funds are only disbursed consistently with
the trust purpose®'. That is, regardiess of any request or direction received from a
client or any other party, and even though acting pursuant to that direction would not
otherwise be unlawful in any respect, a trustee is both entitled and required to decline
to act on a direction from another party if that direction would be inconsistent with the
terms of the trust.

A proposition advanced or at least suggested by counsel assisting and, with respect,
seemingly accepted to some degree by the Commission itself during the course of

%7726, 474, 1930, 2185, 2288.
% During the course of evidence, counsel assisting put to various witnesses that there was no trust
deed or nominated settior or named beneficiaries for the trust. Whiie trusts conforming to that model
are familiar enough to those who, for example, set up a standard form discretionary family trust, none
of those matters is a required element for the constitution of a valid trust.
It is elemental that this fact situation establishes a trust. If authority is required, see Ford & Lee,
Principles of the Law of Trusts, para [1000].
% Hallows v Lioyd (1888) 39 Ch D 6886.

! Ford & Lee, Principles of the Law of Trusts, para [9050] and the cases cited therein.
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the hearings, was that the trustees of the Hickey Lawyers trust account were not in
fact to be regarded as trustees of the funds held in that account because they were
not the parties making the operative decisions about disbursement of trust funds.
The error in this proposition is patent for following reasons:-

. accepting that there is a relationship of agency between solicitor and client, any
proposition that trust and agency are mutually exclusive is contrary to long
settled principles of trust law®

. a trust may, in particular circumstances, be a "bare trust" under which the
trustee merely hoids legal title to property in which some other party is
beneficially interested, without having any independent iegal power to deal W|th
that property other than as directed by a beneficiary or other nominated party®®;

o following from that proposition, the proposition that trusteeship necessarily also
involves substantive powers of direction and control about the disposition of
trust property™ is incontrovertibly wrong in law - even in the case of a true "bare
trust”, the holder of legal title is still a trustee at law;

) at least so far as research on behalf of LGAQ reveals, there is no proposition
known to the law by which a party which holids the legal title to trust property,
and has the sole legal ability to effect a transfer or disposition of that trust
property, but is not beneficially entitled to that property, is nevertheless not a
trustee of that property.

Of some concern to LGAQ is the fact that, while counsel assisting has sought to
perpetuate this erroneous view in submissions®, he has not sought to do so by
recourse to fundamental principles of general trust law, or case law authority relating
to directly comparable legislation.

The rejection of what LGAQ submits to be a relatively clear and uncontroversial legal
position is based upon content from local government and State government
"handbooks" which disclose neither the identity or qualifications of the author of the
statements made nor the reasoning or legal authority the which is said to justify
those statements®. Clearly, it is submitted, those statements insofar as they suggest
that a solicitor holdlng funds in a trust account is, by definition, merely the agent of
the client and not a trustee, and that a solicitor is not a trustee if he or she “does
not... have the usual powers and discretion of a trustee” in terms of control of
expenditure, are statements by a lay author expressing views on what he or she
thinks that the legislation means or possibly what he or she thinks it ought to mean,

&2 Barclays Bank Ltd v Quistclose Investments Ltd [1970] AC 567 - while the specific proposition firmly
rejected by the House of Lords in that case was that trust and contract could not coexist, the principle
which it recognised, and which is now settled, is that a particular transaction may give rise to both
legal and equitable rights and remedies, and that the existence of one never excludes the other as a
matter of legal necessity. For detailed discussion of the distinctions and possible overlaps between
trust and agency see generally Ford & Lee, Principles of the Law of Trusts, para [1200] et seq.
Herdegen v Federal Commissioner of Taxation (1988) 84 ALR 271, per Gimmow J at 281.

% Which seems to be the clear but legally mistaken view of counsel assisting -- see SCA, pages 43 -
44,

% - SCA, page 43
¥ sCA, page 44.
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rather than statements by a person with legal qualifications who can opine with any
authority on what it actually does mean as a matter of law.

Clearly, the Commission can place no weight on those documents as aides to the
proper legal interpretation of the provisions in question.

The trust upon which the trustees of the Hickey Lawyers trust account heid the
relevant funds was, in any event, something more than merely a bare trust. Having
regard to the firm's knowledge, belng the knowiedge of its partner Mr Hickey which is
imputed to all members of the firm®’, of the purposes for which funds were being
raised and held, their duties as trustee clearly went beyond the "bare" duty to deal
with the monies as directed by the person ultimately beneficially entitied. The nature
of the trust was such that there was no particular person with ultimate beneficial
entitlement to the funds -- the trust was a purpose trust rather than a trust of property
for persons3®

In those circumstances, the trustees of the Hickey Lawyers trust account had at least
an equitable duty to be reasonably satisfied that the funds which were disbursed from
the trust account, by their signature, and whether at the direction of Power, Robbins,
Barden or anyone else, were disbursed for a proper trust purpose. If the question
were hypothetically posed as to whether Hickey Lawyers would have been entitled or
obliged to write out a cheques for $5,000 in favour of Power and Robbins personally
if they had jointly requested those funds, telling the lawyers that they wanted to buy
themselves new plasma televisions, it is respectfully suggested that neither counsel
assisting nor anyone else would even faintly suggest that the question ought to be
answered in the affirmative.

However, if Hickey Lawyers were mere agents of Power and Robbins, or bare
trustees for Power and Robbins, without their own duties and responsibilities as a
trustee, they would have been both entitled and required to meet that request. The
reason why the answer to the hypothetical question is negative is because making a
payment of that kind would be a patent breach of the equitable duty of the solicitors
as trustee to ensure that the trust funds to which they held legal title were applied
only for the trust purpose.

It is submitted that the Commission must give these issues of trust law very careful
and measured consideration. The danger of superficially glossing over important and
fundamental civil law principles in the context of an inquiry into criminal conduct, thus
leading to embarrassmg error and grave injustice, is demonstrated clearly by the
Hanson case® in which a failure by the prosecution at trial level to properly consider
and apply basic and settied contract law principles led to wrongful convictions in
circumstances where, if those principles had been properly appreciated and
rigorously applied, it would have been clear that there was never a prosecution case
which was capable of succeeding.

What then of the legal position of Power and Robbins (and, later, Barden)?

¥ As part of the agency, and hence imputed knowledge, of each partner for the firm - see generally
Halsburys Laws of Australia, para [305-385].

cf Jessup v Lawyers Private Mortgages Ltd [2006] QSC 003, at para [54]

* R v Hanson; Rv Ettridge [2003] QCA 488.
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Again, it is necessary to state an elemental proposition of trust law that a party may
have powers of direction or control over trust funds without itself being a trustee. The
exact status of a party with such power depends upon the terms of the trust and the
exact nature of that party's powers and responsibiiities. However, to demonstrate the
basic proposition, one need go no further than to examine the constitution of virtually
every listed investment trust in Australia which is required to register details of its
operating structure under the Corporations Act*®. The almost invariabie model for
every such constitution is that there is:-

. a trustee which holds legal title to the trust assets, and is responsible for signing
documentation and maintaining proper records with respect to dealings with
those assets; and

. a manager which, under authority given to it by the terms of the trust, makes the
investment and transaction decisions on behalf of the trust.

The manager is certainly and obviously a fiduciary in terms of its relationship with
both the trustee and the trust investors (who are the ultimate beneficiaries of the
trust). However, equally certainly and obviously, the manager is not a trustee
because it never holds legal title and has no legal ability to call for that legal title to be
vested in itself so as to displace the actual trustee.

It may readily be accepted that Power and Robbins had power of direction and
control for the expenditure of moneys held in the Hickey Lawyers trust account. It is
also accepted that, at least in the case of Power, there is some evidence that the
situation continued after the introduction of Barden as the party nominally responsible
for giving directions to Hickey Lawyers for the payment of invoices.

However, there is no evidence upon which the Commission could determine that
Power, Robbins or Barden had any legal power to take control of legal titie to the
assets or to otherwise substitute themselves for Hickey Lawyers as the holders of
legal fitle.

Undoubtedly, those three parties had fiduciary responsibilities. The powers of
direction and control which they had may fairly be characterised as “trust powers™".

That does not, as a matter of law, make them trustees*’. That role was occupied at
all times by the trustees of the trust account of Hickey Lawyers.

To now return to section 430, the party, and the only party, which "incurs
expenditure” in a direct and legal sense when trust moneys are disbursed for an
authorised trust purpose is the trustee.

“© See generally Corporations Act 2001, Part 7.7.

' See generally Laws of Australia, 15.13, Chapter 2, Part B, Division 6 as to the clear distinction
between the ability or duty to exercise of appointment (which may be a "trust power") on the one hand,
and the holding of office as a trustee on the other.
“2 Ibid. They could have been trustees, without hoiding legal title, if they had the ability to take that
legal title from the nominated trustee. This was the position in Jessup (supra) where the defendant
solicitors had received trust funds into their trust account, and then passed those funds to a nominee
company which they controlied. Both the company actually holding legal titie and the solicitors
themselves were trustees in terms of duties owed to the investors. On the evidence, the situation here
is quite different, with Power and Robbins merely soliciting the payment of donations which they never
received personally, but which were then paid to a legally separate trustee.
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The fact that the incurring of the expenditure may have been directed by some other
party who has a fiduciary relationship with the trust does not alter that basic and
incontrovertible proposition.

Therefore, as a matter of law, the party which both:-

o "incurfred] expenditure for a political purpose” for the purposes of section
430(1)(a) - as distinct from authorising or directing that the expenditure be
incurred; and

o " receive[d] a gift that is a prescribed gift" for the purposes of section 430(1)(c) -
as distinct from soliciting the making of that gift,

is, having regard to the proved facts and the settled law, the trustees of the Hickey
Lawyers trust account.

importantly, the relevant trust was a single and continuing trust which commenced
with the deposit of the first monies into Hickey Lawyers trust account, and did not end
until the last of the donated monies had been disbursed.

Against this background of proper and rigorous legal analysis, it becomes apparent
that any contravention of section 430 in connection with the third-party return which
was lodged in the name of Barden is a minor and purely technical contravention.

First, although the return should technically have been lodged in the name of the
trustee ( the partners of the firm of Hickey Lawyers), the fact that it was lodged in the
name of Barden deprived no one of the substantive information which section 430 is
designed to ensure is made available to the public. As has already been emphasised,
nothing in that section is designed to secure public disclosure of the identities of the
particular persons or entities responsible for soliciting funds or responsible for
controlling or directing particular expenditure decisions.

If there is an offence in this regard, it was committed by the trustees of the Hickey
Lawyers trust account. However, in circumstances where the information required to
be disclosed was fully disclosed, and where no-one could in the circumstances have
been under any confusion or misapprehension about the identity of the fund referred
to in the return, it is self-evidently a minor and technical offence for which no further
action is warranted.

Second, as the trust was a single and continuing trust, it would have been a far more
significant contravention of section 430 for there to have been two separate returns
lodged (one by Power & Robbins and one by Barden) as suggested by counsel
assisting. Adopting that course would have positively misled the public by suggesting
that there were two separate and independent entities receiving third-party donations
primarily from developers, in circumstances where the truth was that there was a
single trust fund to which all of the relevant development donations were directed,
and from which all relevant expenditure was paid.

Accordingly, the suggestion that Barden, even if he was otherwise liable to make a
return, should be prosecuted because his return disclosed the whole of the gifts
received by the trust, rather than being limited to an entirely artificial and misleading
disclosure of only part of those gifts, is self-evidently unsustainable.
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Third, the proposition that Power or Robbins (or Barden) were required to lodge a
third-party return, in circumstances where neither of them ever received a prescribed
gift or incurred expenditure for political purposes is patently: incorrect. If the
Commission considers that the law should be changed so that there should be
disclosure of the identity of those who solicit donations, and the identities of those
who make the operative decisions or provide relevant authority for third-party
expenditure, that is a matter for comment and consideration as part of Stage 2.

However, as the law presently stands, Power and Barden are demonstrably innocent
of any offence relating to a return under section 430, and the Commission's final
report should say so clearly and unequivocally.

Similarly, even if it were concluded, contrary to what LGAQ submits to be the clear
position, that the "controller" rather than the trustee was the party (or a party) liable to
make a return under section 430, the fact that Barden disclosed the full history of
transactions going back to the commencement of the trust, and that Power and
Robbins were not mentioned, is a minor and technical matter only in circumstances
where section 430 has nothing to say about disclosure of the details of the process
by which expenditure was directed or "controlled”, but is concerned only with
disclosure of the details of donations received. In fact, it is submitted to be strongly
arguable that, with the law properly understood and applied, the failure to identify
“controliers” of the fund — a matter simply not required, as such, by s 430 — does not
relate to a “material” particular within the meaning of section 436(2). Whether or not
that is correct, any offence is trivial in any event.

(b) Candidate returns

Following on from the preceding analysis and discussion, candidate returns relating
to gifts received from the trust fund should have disclosed the following "relevant
details":-

. the value of the gift

o when the gift was made; and

J the names and residential or business addresses of the trustees of the Hickey
Lawyers frust account; and

J the title or other description of the fund constituted by the donations received
into that trust account.

There was, of course, a significant level of variability in the way in which these gifts
were described by different candidates.

However, the first two elements were complied with in full by all candidates who
received gifts from the fund, and the other two elements were, on any view,
substantially complied with, particularly against the background of the widespread
media attention given to the trust fund.

Regardiess of whether a particular candidate referred to the donor or as "Hickey
Lawyers", "Common Sense Trust", "The Lionel Barden Trust Fund" or " Lionel
Barden Trust account”, the source of the funds was, in the circumstances, patently
obvious to anyone who was interested enough to look at the returns. In all cases, the
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address was given as “c/- Hickeys Lawyers” at that firm’s postal or street address.
Some of these titles may have been technically inaccurate from a legal perspective,
but none was intended to mislead or deceive, and none was capable of having that
effect, particularly against the background of the media interest and the fact that
Hickey Lawyers were identified as the address in all cases.

These offences, to the extent that they were committed at all, are no more significant
than the arguable offences by councillors Young and Sarrof in respect of which
counsel assisting has, quite properly, submitted that prosecution action is not
warranted having regard to the materiality of any breach and other relevant
circumstances. That counsel assisting takes a different view in relation to these
equally minor "paperwork” offences, which involved no failure at all to disciose the
money amount of donations received, and still provided an easily traceable
identification of the source, once again refiects the preconception of impropriety on
the part of those who benefited from the trust which has, with the greatest of respect,
characterised his approach to the investigation from the outset of the hearings.

It is perhaps slightly more difficult to make that assertion in respect of the initial return
for candidate Scott which listed "Tony Hickey" and "Chris Morgan Quadrant" the as
the sources of donations. However, her final return substituted "Hickey Lawyers
Trust Account" for the previous references to Mr Hickey personally.

So far as Quadrant is concerned, Ms Scott's evidence is uncontradicted that she did
not know the details of the trust and that, so far as she was concerned, Quadrant had
provided her with a service of a specified value without charging her for it**. While
that was not, as it emerged, the full story in circumstances where Quadrant was
ultimately paid from the trust fund, there is a self-evidently strong argument that the
return was in fact entirely correct in terms of the "gift" which she received. She never
received the relevant amount in cash from the trust fund or from anyone else. What
she received was services from a particular party, for which she did not pay, and
what she disclosed was the correct value of those services and the correct name of
that party.

That aside, the various recommendations for prosecution action in respect of
candidate returns are all based upon the premise that Power and Robbins were the
"trustees" of the fund* or, somewhat less precisely, and somewhat coyly (particularly

in th4e5context of allegations of criminal conduct) were "effectively” the trustees of the
fund™.

For the reasons already given, this premise or premises are demonstrably wrong in
faw.” Upon a proper appreciation of the correct legal position, the basis for
prosecution on the ground of a substantive failure to disclose the source of relevant
donations falls away.

In those circumstances, all one is left with is some errors in nomenclature or
terminology which were not in themselves capable of misleading anybody. Clearly,
no prosecution action is warranted in those circumstances.

“ T433.
“ SCA, page 89.
> SCA, page 90.
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LGAQ does concede that different considerations arguably arise with respect to the
$5,000 donation received by Scott from Rix (Family Assets) via Mal Chaimers trust
account. The evidence in relation to this particular matter does support the
proposition that the solicitor may not have become subject to any equitable
obligations with respect to these funds over and above the common law agency
obligation to make the specific payment directed by the principal. Again, however,
the absence of any intent to conceal a disclosable amount, the fact that the amount
itself was fully disclosed as required, and the fact that the ultimate source of the
donation was readily ascertainable by short inquiry of the disclosed agent, would all
seem to militate against there being any objective justification for the taking of
prosecution proceedings.

Other issues of concern to LGAQ

(@)  Quadrant shortfall

LGAQ accepts, and indeed positively submits, that the circumstances surrounding
the payment to Quadrant of the additional $22,700 following the election, and after all
donations to the trust fund had ceased, demonstrate a deficiency in the existing
legislation.

It would appear that no one "incurred expenditure” in respect of these monies within
the meaning of section 430, given that there is no reason not to give "expenditure” it's
ordinary meaning as referring to an actual disbursement of funds.

Clearly, in order to have comprehensive coverage, the relevant legislation needs to

incorporate a concept of incurring a liability to make payment, as well as actual
expenditure.

Even then, the facts of the matter are that Quadrant simply "kept working" on
instructions received from the individual candidates but in circumstances where there
was no intention to bill those candidates directly for the work. '

On the basis that Quadrant incurred at least some out-of-pocket expenditure in
connection with the work invoiced, the current iegal position would appear to be that
Quadrant has received disclosable gifts under section 430 after expiry of the
disciosure period for the 2004, and that it will be required to make a third-party return
following completion of the 2008 election, bearing in mind that section 430 requires
disclosure in connection with "an election or in elections relating to the relevant local
government’, and not merely in connection with the "relevant election" (2008) by
reference to which the disclosure period is determined.

Given that the amounts paid by Ninaford and Suniand to settie with Quadrant were
clearly known and accepted by all parties to be donations, and given that there is no
legal objection under general contract law to Party A agreeing to make payment to a
supplier in respect of services which that supplier gave to Party B, the persistent
references to "false” invoices are excessively and unnecessarily colourful.

That appellation would be appropriate only if there were evidence that the payments
had been treated by the donors as business expenses for income tax deduction and
GST reimbursement purposes. LGAQ notes that no evidence was placed before the
Inquiry about those matters. No doubt, the parties concerned will respond on that
particular issue.
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(b)  Fundraising functions

From LGAQ’s perspective, this is an issue for Stage 2 of the inquiry. Legislative
clarification is clearly necessary.

It does observe, however, that counsel assisting’s proposition that any “profit margin”
on such a function ought to be declared as a “gift’ is unsupported by authority, and
ignores the obvious fact that “full consideration” in any commercial or other arm’s
length context may, and usually does, include a profit margin.

Obviously, questions of degree arise in terms of what level of profit forms part of
arm’s length “consideration”, and what level is artificially high and really represents a
donation.

However, the simplistic analysis by counsel assisting, which infers that all 3
councillors have committed offences (even though no recommendation for
prosecution is made), is unsustainable.

Specifically with respect to Cr La Castra, the evidence as to the market value of his
entertainment services was not challenged by any other evidence. That he is a
professional entertainer of some note, at least within the Gold Coast locality, was not
questioned. Assuming that he otherwise told the truth, which is a reasonable
assumption in the absence of evidence to the contrary, the proposition by counsel
assisting is that if a candidate receives $5,000 in payment for $5,000 worth of work,
the candidate has received a "gift’.

The proposition is entirely extraordinary, and is another example of the pre-
conceived case theory of impropriety clouding rational and objective analysis, and
leading to a conclusion which is patently unsustainable.

(c) Statements to the media

It must certainly be accepted that a number of candidates were, at the least, less
than fully frank with the media, particularly the Gold Coast Bulietin.

That publication was itself clearly misleading the public to the extent that it published
articles referring to a developer-backed “plot” to “control” the Council®®, and to the
existence of secret “voting bloc™’. At best, that was a colourful exaggeration of what
had actually occurred. At worst it was sensationalist semi-fiction, in which the truth
was relegated to a minor consideration.

Counse! assisting, with respect, has no basis for his submissions that the
explanations given for not being fully frank with the media were “unconvincing”.

Cr Power testified that, for a professional politician dealing with a hostile or potentially
hostile media, there was nothing unusual in the approach adopted*®. He was not re-
examined on this by counsel assisting, and no evidence was calied to the contrary.

“ See Exhibit 3, item 31.
“7 Ibid. “Bloc” allegations permeate Exhibit 3 generally.
* 72537,
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Counsel assisting is not a professional politician or media consultant or analyst. He
called no relevant evidence from any such person. He thus demonstrates no
evidentiary or other basis for rejecting this aspect of Cr Power's evidence. The
submission is therefore not a submission based upon relevant evidence, but merely
an expression of personal opinion, given from the perspective of a lawyer. It is not an
expert opinion, and has no weight or relevance to any matter for determination by the
Commission.

(d) Conflict of inferest

LGAQ has very serious concerns about a clear error in understanding or statement of
the law in this section of counsel assiting’s submissions, and the reliance on that
erroneously stated legal position as a basis for drawing adverse inferences against
certain councillors who gave evidence and, by necessary implication, many other
councillors throughout Queensiand.

Section 229 has nothing to say about, and nothing to do with “perceptions”. That
concept is relevant to the common law test for bias which can vitiate a statutory
decision making process if the decision maker has some interest in or other
relationship with the subject matter of the decision or a party affected by the decision
such that, whether or not there is any evidence of actual bias or partiality, a
reasonable person may perceive a risk that the decision making will not be impartial*®.

Section 229 does not deal with common law bias and certainly does not deal with
any concept of “perceptions”. Its terms are clear and uncomplicated and involve 2
simply and clearly stated elements.

First, under section 229(2), a councillor is required to serve the public interest
referred to section 229(2)(a) and, if a conflict arises between that pubiic interest and
a private interest of the councilior or other person, the councillor must give
preference to the public interest.

This provision does not talk about potential or perceived or theoretical conflicts or
anything of that nature. It talks simply about a situation where an actual conflict
“‘arises”, and it gives a simple and easily understood direction to the councillor to give
"preference to the public interest", that is, it imposes a simple and clear duty a duty to
ensure that considerations arising out of any private interest do not affect the
decision which the councillor would otherwise make in the public interest as required
by section 229(2)(a).

Counsel assisting’s statements which indicate that the law requires that councillors
consider whether relevant circumstances give rise to a "reasonable apprehension
that they may not be able to act impartially™® is to impute a test from another area of
administrative law which, while related in a broad sense, is not a test stated
expressly or impliedly by the section. To the extent that these comments constitute a
submission of law by counsel assisting, they are demonstrably wrong and must be
rejected.

* The principle, which is of long standing and well settled, was recentiy considered and applied by the
High Court in Hot Holdings Pty Ltd v Creasy (2002) 210 CLR 438.
¥'sCA, page 78.
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In the absence of any judicial determination about factual issues, the most
appropriate party to determine whether an actual conflict of interest exists, is the
councillor himself or herself. More importantly, whether an asserted conflict is actual
or merely perceived really does not matter in the context of section 229(2)(b). The
issue under that section is whether or not a councillor has performed their express
statutory duty to give preference to the pubiic interest over any other interest, be it
actual or perceived®’. At the end of the day, and in the absence of admissions
against interest or some other overwhelming evidence to the contrary, the only
evidence about the extent of performance of that duty is what the councillor himself
or herself says about his or her state of mind and personal integrity.

If a councillor has voted in a way which he or she bona fide (and rationally) believes
to comply with the duty to give preference to the public interest, the statutory duty is
fulfilied. Leaving aside cases of dishonesty or the holding of a belief in that regard
which is manifestly unreasonable or irrational, only a councillor knows the truth about
the state of his or her mind, and the test is in that sense a subjective one which does
depend directly upon a councillor's "own personal view"?, not as to whether or not a
conflict exists as such, but as to whether or not any conflict which may exist has been
discarded in favour of the duty to give preference to the public interest in all matters.

This subjective approach, which is essentially one of self-regulation and reliance
upon the personal integrity of councillors, is reinforced by section 229(3). That
section imposes an additional duty on a councillor, in circumstances where a private
interest relevant to a matter before the Council does or may exist, to ensure that he
or she "honestly" disregards that private interest and performs the duty under section
229(2).

Again, the "honesty" with which this particular obligation is performed depends
primarily on the true state of mind of the individual councilior concerned. While there
may be cases in which admissions or other overwhelming background evidence
would support a factual finding that a councillor has not pursued the "honest"
performance of his or her role of serving the pubilic interest, despite protestations by
the councillor that he or she had done so, the general position is that only a councillor
knows whether or not he or she has, in truth, been honest in the performance of his
or her public duty. It is an issue of the subjective state of mind of the councillor, and
therefore something upon which the councilior's own "personal view", while not
conclusively determinative in a case where there is some other evidence of
dishonesty, is nevertheless the primary real world determinant as to whether or not
this particular personal duty has been fulfilled.

At the risk of repetition, LGAQ is very concerned about the misrepresentation of the
law in this section of counse! assisting's submissions. The interpretation outlined
above is that which flows from the plain meaning of the words used in section 229 of
the Local Government Act 1983, and is the interpretation generally applied by
councillors throughout the State. Counsel assisting cites no case law authority for the
contrary view.

* For clarity, this is not a concession that a perceived conflict of interest is covered by the section; the
Eoint is made that even if the section did extend to perceptions, the position would be the same.
2 See SCA, page 78.
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Certainly, the 2 councillors referred to in the submissions may have been guilty of
imprecision of language to the extent that they suggested that a conflict does not
exist if a councillor is satisfied that they can put the public interest ahead of any
potentially conflicting private interest. However, the substance of their testimony was
clear -- they understood their duty as being to identify any potential conflict between
private and public interest, and to satisfy themselves that they were honestly able to
discard private interest considerations and act solely on the public interest®.

As a matter of substance, those witnesses clearly correctly understand and apply the
relevant law in their day-to-day activities. Counsel assisting, with great respect, does
not correctly understand that law.

The giving of any credence to the views expressed by counsel assisting would cast
aspersions on the integrity of potentially hundreds of counciliors throughout
Queensland. Having regard to the plain words of section 229(2) and (3), and in the
absence of any case law authority to support the interpretation of those provisions
suggested by counsel assisting, the Commission is urged to include in its final report
a clear and unequivocal rejection of that interpretation. '

(e) “Jeopardy" to proper standards of public conduct

The assertion that, no corrupt behaviour arising out of the electoral donations having
been established, it can nevertheless not be said that "proper standards of public
conduct were not placed in serious jeopardy"* must be rejected.

So far as the 8 factors said to be "similar" to the Tweed situation are concerned:-

1. There is no evidence before the Commission that anyone, with the possible
exception of Mr Ray, was seeking to secure the election of a "pro-development”
Council. The evidence is all one way that the objective was to seek the election
of councillors who would act courteously, professionally but nevertheless
independently. If counsel assisting had evidence that advancing the interests of
developers over other groups or the community generally was the objective, he
shouid have called it. That he did not do so speaks for itself. This alleged
"similarity" is unsupported by any material evidence, and merely reflects
counsel assisting's preconceived case theory.

2. The evidence does establish that there was a substantial financial resource
made available to selected candidates. To state that there is evidence that
there was a "substantial campaign conducted by the group", which infers both
that the existence of a "group" was established by the evidence, and that there
was a single coordinated “campaign” conducted by that group, is a gross
misrepresentation of the evidence which was in fact called.

3. It may be accepted that some candidates were less than frank with the media
about the sources of their funding. There is absolutely no evidence that any

58 Although the legislation makes no express provision for councillors excusing themseives from
decision-making where a conflict of interest (not being a material personal interest) exists, it is
generally accepted by LGAQ that in any case where a councillor is not able to be genuinely satisfied
that he or she can honestly disregard all other interests in favour of the pubiic interest, securing the
objectives of section 229 requires that councilior to withdraw from the matter.

54 SCA, page 84.
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candidate, particularly those who were successful in being elected, ever was or
has been anything other than genuinely independent in the way that they
perform their duties. Again, the inference to the contrary is unsupported by
evidence and merely an attempt to “bootstrap” the preconceived case theory by
mere assertion.

4. See 3. For the most part, the candidates did not know the identity of those
providing funds. ' It may, however, be accepted that they knew or ought to have
known that developers were, at least, a substantial source of that funding.

5. The statement is substantially correct on the evidence, though fails to make the
equally important point that the development industry appears to be the largest
and most active component of the Gold Coast business sector.

6. The statement is put as an assertion of fact, but is merely an unsupported
opinion by counsel assisting. The proper question to ask was one as to whether
councillors who accepted donations, disabled or impeded themselves from
performing their duty under section 229(2) and (3) as those sections are
properly construed and applied. There is no evidence that this was the case in
relation to any matter.

7. The statement is substantially true. However, as phrased, it carries the
imputation that counciliors who received funding from the trust were in fact
compromised despite the "attempt" to avoid that outcome. There is no
evidence that this occurred.

8. The evidence is that the 2 identified negative campaigns were thought up by
particular individuals who had direct relationships with the candidates who may
be thought to have benefited from those campaigns. There is absolutely no
evidence that these two persons®® had involvement with any broader "group”.

The proposition that a councillor who accepts a donation necessarily puts himself or
herself in a position of confiict of interest must be rejected. The duties of a councillor
are statutory. The Local Government Act 1993 provides a very prescriptive and
comprehensive regime by which electoral donations must be disclosed to the public.
That regime makes no distinction between donations by developers and donations by
anyone else.

If it had been part of the statutory scheme that a donation from a developer (or
anyone else), despite being disclosed under that regime, would nevertheless give
rise to some further or additional disability on the part of a councillor in taking part in
Council business or performing his or her duties generally, the Parliament could
easily have said so. It has not done so. ‘

This is not to say that a conflict may not arise at an individual level if, as between a
councillor and a donor, there is some dealing which goes beyond the mere making
(and subsequent disciosure) of the donation. However, the general assertion that
councillors who receive donations from developers thereby come under some
automatic or inherent disability relating to conflict of interest makes the fundamental
error of purporting to apply general common law principles to a particular statutory

% Hill and Janssen.
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office, without first undertaking a detailed and rigorous analysis of the legal nature of
the relevant duties and responsibilities as set out in and regulated by that statute.
The common law is the final point of reference in this kind of context, and may not
need to be referred to at all. Counsel assisting has, with respect, made the
elemental error of first going to the general law, and then assuming, without any
stated justification, that detailed statutory provisions about the relevant subject matter
have absolutely no impact on what may otherwise be the general law position in the
absence of any such provisions. '

The other aspect of this topic is that counsel assisting concedes that, apart from
three matters to which brief reference is made below, there is no evidence of any
“favouritism" to developers. There is clear and uncontradicted evidence before the
Commission, and it is in any event a matter of which the Commission can take its
own notice, that Gold Coast City Council is a large and sophisticated organisation in
respect of which planning decisions go through multiple hands at the officer level as
well as public and elected representative scrutiny at the committee and Council level.

Any "favouritism" to a developer could not possibly be concealed. Apart from
anything else, the political stance on development issues taken by Councillor Young
in particular®® would make it impossible for any such favouritism to go undetected.

Counsel assisting makes a pointed and adverse inference that, without the present
inquiry and related events, favouritism to developers may have occurred. This is a
baseless supposition which, again, reflects nothing more than counsel assisting's
preconceptions, and his lack of practical knowledge and experience concerning the
operations of large local governments.

This particular inference constitutes an unjustifiable insult to the integrity of both the
elected councillors as a whole, and the employed staff as a whole, of Gold Coast City
Council and, by inference, any local government in Queensland made up of elected
councillors who have accepted donations from "developers".

This section of the submissions is gratuitous and completely without substantiation
on the evidence. it ought to be summarily rejected by the Commission.

() Over-arching LGAQ concerns -- origins, justification for, and resource cost of
the inquiry

The exact nature of the allegations or evidence which the Commission gathered and
considered leading up to its decision to conduct the present Inquiry has never been
revealed®’.

However, in those circumstances, it appears reasonable for LGAQ to proceed on the
basis that the sources of allegations or evidence which were revealed during the
course of the hearings were the primary sources.

At the end of the day, and in relation to the broader allegati'ons of bilocs, developer
backed plots, favouritism to developers and the like, those sources were limited to:-

% With whom councillors Crichlow and Sarroff appear to share some common values. To avoid any
misunderstanding, LGAQ completely supports the entitlement of these councillors to take any bona
\;i7de stance they wish on any issue, and makes absolutely no criticism of them in that regard.

T2374.
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. media articles, primarily in the Gold Coast Bulletin, authored by persons who
were not called as withesses; and

. parts of the so-called Young "dossier", the major part of which was not admitted
into evidence.

Therefore, unless there are hidden sources of substantive evidence which have not
been revealed to the public, the allegations which appear, at least as a matter of
public knowledge and perception, to have given rise to this Inquiry, that is, general
allegations of a secret scheme to place control of Gold Coast City Council in the
hands of developers, and allegations that the Council was persistently favouring
either developers generally or the particular developers who had donated, are now
shown to be entirely without foundation.

That is the case even in respect of the three particular matters referred to in the
submissions of counsel assisting though, again, counsel is simply not prepared to
concede or accept that there was no impropriety in relation to those matters, even
though it is now patent that that is exactly the situation.

Each of those three matters raises broader issues of interest to LGAQ and the
following brief comments are appropriate:-

. Yarrayne: Counsel assisting continues to paint this matter as involving the
appropriation of "Council's parkland" for the benefit of a developer, whereas it
emerged clearly in evidence that the downstream area under Council's control
was aiready a detention basin. The proposition that utilising this detention basin
to serve the catchment as a whole was a technically better solution in the
overall public interest was not challenged by counsel assisting or any witness.
Certainly, the developer obtained additional lots, but the evidence before the
Commission indicates that the outcome was a clear "win-win" for both the
developer and the overall public interest. Counsel assisting focuses only on the
"advantage of the developer”, thus presenting a misleading and incomplete
picture about what actually happened.

. Sunland: the evidence is overwheiming that, whatever the correct legal position
in terms of the Council's power may have been, the Council decision on this
matter was made bona fide by all concerned following a vigorous and
exhaustive debate in which all relevant viewpoints were aired. A matter not
raised in evidence is that, under section 996 of the Act, it is the specific
statutory responsibility of the chief executive officer to amend the land record
where necessary to make it comply with the regulations. Section 42 of the
Local Government Regulation 2005 requires the land record to contain "the
owner's name and postal address".

There were numerous references in the evidence to dealings between Sunland
group companies and the Council, and to the fact that Carnriver is actively
engaged in a development project. It is by no means uniikely that further
investigation would reveal the existence of substantial correspondence from
Carnriver to the Council, after October 2003, showing its correct postal address.
Counsel assisting seems to assume that there is some specific obligation under
the Local Government Act 1993 to notify a change of address specifically for the

purposes of the land record. An examination of the Act reveals the existence of
no such obligation.
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LGAQ certainly does not criticise the CEO, particularly having regard to the size
of the Council and the breadth of its operations. However, further investigations
might well reveal the existence of a genuine legal argument that the reason why
the rate notice went to the wrong address was that, at least from a strict
technical perspective, the CEO, being possessed of knowledge about the
current postal address of that company, had failed to act under section 996(1)
to amend the land record to reflect that information.

LGAQ respectfully submits that the Commission should further investigate this
issue before making any comment on the lawfulness or otherwise of the
. Council's decision, if it is otherwise the Commission's intention to do so.

. The issue of infrastructure charges is, as demonstrated by recent and
vigorously contested Planning and Environment Court challenges involving this
particular Council®®, an issue of both great financial significance and great legal
uncertainty as a consequence of the IPOLA 2003 amendments to section
6.1.31 of the Integrated Planning Act 1997.

The stated reason for Councilior Power raising the matter just prior to the
election was a concern about the lawfuiness of charging the new rates to
existing developers. The legal question as to whether developers with an
existing approval, subject to a standard condition requiring payment of
contributions “at the rates in force at the time of payment” (often two years or
more after the approval is granted), may be charged at the new and higher
rates under a new policy which comes into existence before the time for
payment arises is entirely untested®.

LGAQ knows nothing about the actual motivation of Councillor Power or anyone
else in raising the issue. However, any suggestion that the issue was not one
about which the Council should have been genuinely concerned from a legal
perspective displays simple ignorance of this area of the law.

Having disposed of those matters and in circumstances where there is no evidence
of any broader legal misconduct by anybody, the particular matters in respect of
which genuine argument exists about the possible commission of offences (that is,
the issues concerning the third-party and candidate returns) were matters of very
narrow compass which could easily have been dealt with, if not without holding a
Public Inquiry at all, certainly on the basis of a very abbreviated set of hearings.

*8 Hickey Lawyers v Gold Coast City Council [2005)] QPELR 597; Clift v Gold Coast City Council [2005]
QPEC 106. Clift raised squarely the issue of whether infrastructure charges should be based upon
permitted planning scheme density or actual proposed development density, one of the issues which
Councillor Power, in evidence, indicated was an issue of vigorous debate and discussion among both
councillors and officers. The Council adopted the planning scheme density approach (least favourabie
'ég developers) and was, in part, overruled in that regard by the Clift decision.

Older authorities such as Gannock Pty Ltd v Brisbane City Councif [1983] QPLR 423 estabiish that it
is lawful to require payment at amended and higher rates in force at the time of payment by reason of
an amendment to the same policy which was in force when the approval was granted. However, those
cases are not authoritative on the situation where an entirely new policy which calculates contributions
on a more sophisticated and much more onerous basis for the developer comes into force between
the date of approval and the date of payment. As appears from the discussion by Robin QC DCJ in
Hickey Lawyers, the new policies adopted by Gold Coast City Council were of that kind.
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With the greatest of respect to the Commission, the scale and resource cost of the
present Inquiry, (occupying some 28 hearing days), the media interest inevitably
generated by an Inquiry of that scale (and the equally inevitable media
misstatements, such as the numerous media references to the Inquiry as being an
“inquiry into corruption” or similar), when considered against the complete lack of
evidence of any legal misconduct other than some arguable issues about election
donation returns®, raise issues of substantial concern to LGAQ. Those concems
relate to:-

. the process by which allegations of misconduct are critically assessed upon
receipt by the Commission by persons with the appropriate knowledge and
experience of local government law and local government operations;

. the apparent lack of a clear separation between:-
»  consideration of potential misconduct issues; and

>  consideration of issues going to merely administrative or political
behaviour which may well fall within the Commission's broad jurisdiction,
but raise no possibie issue of "official misconduct" as such.

LGAQ acknowledges that it supported the establishment of the inquiry. It did so
believing that there were substantial and potentially wide ranging allegations of
substance to be investigated, and that the Inquiry was necessary from a perspective
of ensuring public confidence in the integrity of the local government system in
Queensland.

However, as the Inquiry has unfoided, the issues identified above have emerged. It is
now apparent that the risk of processes such as this inquiry giving rise to:-

. potential for massive waste of public and private resources; and

. the casting of ultimately unjustified aspersions on the character or integrity of
individuals,

may not be sufficiently recognised by the existence in relevant legislation of effective
sanctions for those who make allegations of misconduct when there is no reasonably
supportable basis for those allegations in law or in fact. When that occurs, one clearly
available inference is that such persons have sought to invoke the jurisdiction of the
Commission for their own poilitical purposes.

These are recognised to be matters for consideration in Stage 2 of the Inquiry, but it
is considered appropriate to tell the Commission now that these are the broader
policy issues of greatest concern to LGAQ which arise out of the entire Stage 1
process. Other aspects of the law relating to issues canvassed during the hearings
certainly require revision and refinement, but the avoidance of a recurrence of any
situation where an LGAQ member Council and its elected representatives are subject
to such a major disruption to the carrying out of their public activities, for so littie

® None of which involve a legal failure by any candidate to disclose the receipt or the amount of a
donation received by that candidate, or a failure by a third-party to disclose the receipt or the amount
of a donation received by the third-party.
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substantive reason, will be a major focus of the Association during the course of its
submissions in Stage 2.

S P Fynes-Clinton

Counsel for LGAQ
03.02.2006
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ECQ - Supplement ... Donations Received

Details of persons or organisations from whont donations of $1,500
or more were received during the period 1/7/03 to 30/6/04.

Donor's Name Donor's Address Amount of Gift
AA Pty Ltd C/o Mt Isa Airport Mtisa Qid 4825 $2,000.00
ABN-AMRO Morgans Lid GPO Box 202 Brisbane Qid 4001 $7,500.00
AFCDO & A Pozzebon PO Box 930 Aitkenvale Qld 4814 $2,000.00
/&lgn Brendon Corporation Pty 16 Epworth Street Oxiey Qld 4075 $55,000.00
Albert Dadon 14 Hopetoun Road Toorak Vic 3142 $2,500.00
Ctlgoga Aluminium Smelter Pty L11, 46 Edward Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $35,000.00
ALP Hasluck ¢/o 79 Stirling Street Perth WA 6805 $1,750.00
ALP National Secretariat PO Box E1 Kingston ACT 2604 $35,000.00
Angela Chai 390 Benheim Street Calamvale Qid 4116 $2,000.00
AP Fraser 55 Princes Street Paddington QId 4064 $5,000.00
Aqua Infinity Pty Ltd PO Box 7085 Riverside Centre Brisbane Qid 4001 $10,000.00
Aras International import & 93 Caxton Street Petrie Terrace Qid $2,000.00
Export 4000
Association of Marine Parks Sheridan Street Caims QId 4870 $1,700.00
Tour Operators
Aurora Developments Pty Lid 34 Sickle Avenue Hope Island Qid 4212 $4,500.00
Aussie Home Loans Lid Locked Bag 19 Royal Exchange NSWwW $10,000.00
1225
Austai International Pty Ltd Unit 8, 3 Zamia Street Sunnybank Qid 4109 ‘$10,000.00
Austcorp Group Ltd 17-19 Mt Gravatt-Capalaba Road i)fngr Mt Gravatt Qid $10,000.00
Australand Holdings Ltd PO Box 1365 Coorparoo Qld 4151 .$45,DO0.00
Australian Leisure & Hospitality Locked Bag 4040 South Melbourne Vic $2,000.00
Group Ltd 3205
Austraiian Liquor, Hospitality & PO Box 331 Spring Hill Qid 4004 $39,000.00
Mis Workers Union
Australian Manufacturing PO Box 13006 George Street Qid $3,000.00
Workers Union 4003
Australian Mezzanine L2, The “}errace, 155 George Street Sydney NSW 2000 $10,000.00
Investments Pty Ltd
Baldwin Riverlands Pty Ltd 84 St Andrews Street Kuraby Qid 4112 $10,000.00
Barrier Reef Motors Mulgrave Road Cairns Qid 4870 $2,000.00

TRy

ECQ - Supplement ... Donations Received

Wednesday, 20 October 2004

Page 1 of 9




Donor's Name

Donor's Address

Amount of Gifi

Baulderstone Hornibrook Pty
Ltd

Bendigo Bank

Bernaise Pty Ltd

Blanfield Pty Ltd

BLP Training & Services
Blue Sky Capital Pty Ltd
BMD Constructions Pty Lid

Brendon Aust international
Corporation

Brisbane Marine Industry Park
Pty Ltd

Brisbane's Futures Commitiee
British American Tobacco .
Bundaberg Sugar Ltd
Bushiand Enterprises

C Cummins .

C&B Consultants Pty Ltd

C&D Global Protection Pty Ltd

Cannon Hill Developments Pty
Lid

Carmichael Ford Four

CEPU Electrical Division Qld
Branch

CFME Union of Employees Qld
CFMEU Mining Division

Chais Law Practice

Chao-Ming Liu

Cheung Kwong Enterprise Pty
Ltd

Churchill Abbattoir
Management Pty Ltd

City Lodge Mote! Pty Ltd Hotel
Ridge

Clem Jones Pty Ltd
Coca-Cola Amatil Lid

Coles Myer Lid

PO Box 55

Fountain Court

PO Box 25

5 Timaru Street

460-492 Beaudesert Road
308c¢ Marine Parade

PO Box 197

16 Epworth Street
PO Box 178

GPO Box 2319
Private Bag 1

21 Magura Street
16 Epworth Street
4B/3 Nicklin Way
26 Florence Street
2 Fortune Street

Unit 8, 3 Zamia Street

77 Charters Towers Road

41 Peel Strest

366 Upper Roma Street
PO Box 508

PO Box 4198

12 Stanford Street

77 Chalmers Road
Berry Street
L1, 28 Fortescue Strest

758 Old Clevetand Road
GPO Box 145

PO Box 2000

Spring Hill Qid 4004

Bendigo Vic 3550

Surfers Paradise Qid
4217

Westlake QId 4074
Salisbury Qid 4107
Labrador Qid 4215
Wynnum Qid 4178

Oxiey QId 4075

Cannon Hill Qid 4170

Brisbane Qid 4001
Maroubra NSW 2035
Enoggera Qid 4051
Oxley Qld 4075
Minyama Qld 4575
Cairns Qid 4870
Coomera Qid 4209

Sunnybank Qid 4109

Townsvilie Qid 4814

South Brisbane Qid
4101

Brisbane Qid 4000
Spring Hill Qid 4004

Eight Mile Plains Qid
4113

Robertson Qid 4109

Strathfield NSW 2135

Churchill QId 4305

Spring Hill Qid 4000

Carina QId 4152
Sydney NSW 2001

Glen iris VIC 3146

$15,000.00

$1,500.00

$6,000.00

$2,500.00
$1,500.00
$2,000.00
$10,000.00

$10,000.00
$5,000.00

$153,735.17
$16,500.00
$5,000.00
$2,500.00
$9,000.00
$4,000.00
$1,500.00

$20,000.00

$1,500.00

$47,500.00

$127,000.00
$7,000.00

$2,000.00

$5,000.00

$20,000.00
$2,000.00
$12,500.00

$5,000.00
$25,000.00

$5,000.00
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Donor's Name

Donor's Address

Amount of Gift

Collingwood Park
Developments Pty Ltd

Consalidated Properties Group
Pty Ltd

Coomera Resort Pty Lid

Coomera Town Centre
Management Pty Lid

Cosmopolitan Developments
Pty Ltd

. Crewlodge Pty Ltd (Rose &
Crown Bars)

Crosby Road Developments
Pty Ltd

Delfin Realty (Qid) Pty Ltd
Devine Ltd
Dianne Reilly

DM Power

East West International
Development Pty Ltd

Elizabeth Zussino

Emily's List ‘
F Huang

F&S Wu Sunrise Industrial Co
Ltd

Felicity Farmer

Felix Apartments Pty Ltd

Ferry Real Estate
FKP Ltd
Foxleigh Mining Pty Ltd

Fridmont Properties

G&A Mantle

General Outdoor Advertising
Pty Ltd

GH Colbran
GH Colbran

Glowaim Pty Ltd

Lot 45, 218 Eagie Street

L12, 344 Queen Street

PO Box 764

PO Box 764

Suite 1, 60 Kingsford Smith Drive
Cavill Mall

2105 Moggill Road

Springfield.Lakes Boulevard
PO Box 7087
PO Box 415

c/o 16 Peel Steet
1 Peter Close

4 Endeavour Street

PO Box 415
PO Box 3211
5 Gray Road

97 Hassall Street

PO Box 463

25 Sturt Street
GPO Box 2447
.20, 141 Queen Street

Cavill Avenue

GPO Box 2866

PO Box _2129

PO Box 1008

PO Box 1008

c/o Trucat Pty Ltd, 32A Oxford Street‘

Collingwood Park Qid
4301

Brisbane Qid 4000

Surfers Paradise Qld
4217

Surfers Paradise Qld
4217

Breakfast Creek Qid
4010

Surfers Paradise Qid
4217

Kenmore Qid 4069

Springfield Qld 4300
Brisbane Qid 4001
Mudgeeraba Qid 4213

South Brisbane Qid
4101

Eight Mile Plains Qid
4113

Gladstone Qid 4680

South Melboume Vic
3205

South Brisbane Qid
4101

West End Qid -4101

Corinda Qld 4075

Fortitude Valley Qld
4006

Townsvilie Qld 4810
Brisbane Qid 4001
Brisbane Qid 4000

Surfers Paradise Qld
4217

Brisbane QId 4001

Fortitude Valley Qid
4006

Casteltown Qld 4812
Castletown Qid 4812

Darlinghurst NSW
2010

$75,000.00

$30,000.00

$10,000.00

$10,000.00

$10,000.00

$2,000.00

$56,100.00

$5,000.00
$15,000.00
$1,500.00

$7,000.00

$5,000.00

$2,000.00

$2,105.00

$10,000.00

$2,000.00

$5,000.00

$20,000.00

$2,000.00
$15,000.00
$10,000.00

$2,000.00

$3,000.00

$10,000.00

$2,000.00
$3,000.00

$20,000.00

e
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Donor's Name

Donoer's Address

Amount of Gift

Gold Coast Olympic Café PO Box 418 Surfers Paradise Qid $10,000.00
4217 .

H&H Toumbas PO Box 7201 East Brisbane Qld $2,000.00
4169

Happiness Enterprises PO Box 6288 Acacia Ridge Qid 4110 $2,000.00

Hara-Lambos Pty Ltd PO Box 7201 East Brisbane Qid $2,000.00
4169

Harbrew Pty Ltd Harbour Road Slade Point Qid 4740 $1,500.00

Hatia Property Corporation Pty 551 Millers Road Kuraby Qid 4112 $70,000.00

Ltd

Haven Road Developments 2105 Moggill Road Kenmore Qid 4069 $25,000.00

Pty Ltd

Hewchester Pty Ltd PO Box 7083, Riverside Centre Brisbane QId 4000 $2,000.00

Hok Price Pty Ltd Harbour Road Slade Point Qid 4740 $1,500.00

Howard Smith PO Box 3150 Yeronga Qid 4104 $2,500.00

tan Brien Pty Ltd West Street Mtisa Qid 4825 $2,000.00

lan McNamara 5 Cumrumja Close Weipa Qld 4874 $5,000.00

indigo Projects (Management) Shop 5, 577 Settiement Road Keperra Qld 4054 $5,000.00

Pty Ltd

inland Ol 39 Byron Street Bulimba Qld 4171 $5,000.00

lvan Molloy 18 Tern Street Peregian Beach Qid $10,000.00
4573

J Wong 29 Cessnock Close Mermaid Waters Qid $2,000.00
4218

James Fielding Developments L.22, 56 Pitt Street Sydney NSW 2000 $10,000.00

Pty Lid

JE&MJ Morris 12 MacGregor Street Rockhamdton Qld $1,500.00
4700

Jensons Holdings Pty Ltd PO Box 888 Darlinghurst NSW $5,000.00
1300

Jessibay Pty Lid 48 Wharf Street Kangaroo Point Qid $30,000.00
4169

JPF Australia Pty Ltd c/o Clarissa Chiang, Unit 8, 3 Zamia Sunnybank Qid 4109 $2,500.00

Street

K Richardson PO Box 137 Bellbowrie Qid 4070 $2,000.00

Kaldig Pty Lid PO Box 1044 Southport Qid 4215 $5,000.00

KC Tsai c/o Clarissa Chiang, Unit 6, 3 Zamia Sunnybank Qid 4109 $1,500.00

Street

Kellogg Brown & Root Pty Ltd GPO Box 2702 Adelaide SA 5001 $5,000.00

Kerr Enterprises (Qid) Pty Ltd 6/1368 Kingsford Smith Drive Pinkenba Qid 4008 $10,000.00

Kirman Pty Ltd 1 Hargrave Street Paddington NSW 2021 $5,000.00
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Donor's Name

Donor's Address

Amount of Gift

L. Rayner

Labor Resources Pty Ltd

Labour Union Investment
Services Lid

LD Bryant
Leighton Contractors Pty Ltd
Leighton Holdings Lid

Lend Lease Development Pty
Ltd

Lewiac Pty Ltd

Lewis Land Pty Ltd

Leyshon Pty Ltd
Liu Chao-Ming

M Chen World Arts &
Multiculture Inc

M Hayes
Macquarie Bank Lid
Marine Contracting Pty Ltd

Marley Accommodation
Centres

MDA Capital Pty Lid

Melba's on the Park

Meridien Developments
Meriton Apartments Pty Ltd
Metroplex Management Pty Ltd

Michael Knox

Mika Pty Ltd

Miie End Developments Pty Lid

Mincom Ltd
Mirvac Queensland Pty Ltd
Monsour Legal Costs Pty Ltd

Montivon Pty Ltd

PO Box 137

c/o 16 Peel Street
.43, 80 Collins Street

53 Cintra Street
PO Box 288
PO Box 1002

L11, Australia Square

9 Castlereagh Street

50 Cavilie Avenue

GPO Box 3119
12 Stanford Street

PO Box 874

36 Aberdeen Terrace
GPO Box 4294
323 Paringa Road

PO Box 231
PO Box 7146
46 Cavill Ave

Eagle Street
L5, 267-277 Castlereagh Street
L1, 28 Metroplex Avenue

47 Radcliffe Street
PO Box 888
48 Wharf Street

PO Box 1397
L2, 164 Grey Street
L9, 300 Queen Street

PO Box 2053

Bellbowrie Qld 4070

South Brisbane Qid
4101

Melbourne Vic 3000

Durack Qid 4077
Toowong Qid 4066
Crows Nest . NSW 1585

Sydney NSW 2000

Sydney NSW 2000

Surfers Paradise Qid
4217

Brisbane Qld 4001
Robertson Qid 4109

Sunnybank Qid 4109

Gordon Park Qid 4031
Sydney NSW 1164
Murarrie Qid 4172

Sans Souci NSW 2219
Riverside Cenire Qid
4001

Surfers Paradise Qld
4217 :

Brisbane Qld 4000
Sydney NSW 2000
Murarrie Qid 4172

Sinnamon Park Qld
4073

Darlinghurst NSW
1300

Kangaroo Point Qid
4169

Brisbane Qld 4001
South Bank Qid 4101
Brisbane Qid 4000

Fortitude Valley Qid
4006

$2,100.00

$4,935,000.00
$5,000.00

$5,000.00
$10,000.00
$10,000.00

'$10,000.00

$13,000.00

$1,500.00

$5,000.00
$10,000.00

$3,000.00

$5,000.00
$20,000.00
$5,000.00

$20,000.00
$5,000.00
$5,000.00

$2,500.00
$50,000.00
$17,500.00

$2,000.00
$5,000.00
$10,000.00

$5,000.00
$25,000.00
$4,000.00

$10,000.00
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Donor's Name Donor's Address Amount of Gift
MS & LSH Kao Unit 8, 3 Zamia Street Sunnybank Qid 4109 $5,000.00
Ms Deborah Wu 16 Epworth Street Oxiey Qid 4075 $2,000.00
Muttiplex Developments (Qld) PO Box 7847 Waterfront Place Qid $70,000.00
Pty Ltd 4000
Musgrave Road Project Pty Lid L12, 344 Queen Street Brisbane Qld 4000 $20,000.00
Nicolas Malouf investments 122, 215 Adelaide Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $5,000.00
Pty Ltd
Norris Motor Group PO Box 177 Nundah Qid 4012 $7,000.00
Ir:ltc;rth Steyne Investments Pty GPO Box 2522 Sydney NSW 2001 $40,000.00
Northbrook Corporation Pty Lid 43 Bycroft Street Pullenvale QId 4069 $10,000.00
Norwood Street Project Pty Ltd L12, 344 Queen Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $2,500.00
NPD Finance Pty Lid 94 Eugaree Street Southport Qid 4215 $5,000.00
Oakden Investments Pty Ltd 1 Commercial Drive Springfield Qid 4300 $20,000.00
Oliver Hume (Australia) Pty Ltd 40 St Kilda Road St Kilda Vic 3182 $5,000.00
Orchid River Pty Ltd PO Box 25 Surfers Paradise Qid $14,000.00
4217
Oxley Sports Dron;e PO Box 957 Archerfield QId >41 08 $20,000.00
Corporation Pty Ltd
P Pisasale PO Box 5101 Brassall Qid 4305 $3,367.50
P&A Gray 64 Clarence Dve Helensvale Qld 4212 $2,000.00
E;ciﬁc Reef Fisheries Aust Pty PO Box 2200 Ayr Qid 4807 $2,000.00
Paxford Pty Ltd PO Box 473 Sunnybank Qid 4109 $22,000.00
Peter Clapin Lawyers Cnr Clevetand Redland Bay & Bunker Victoria Point Qid 4165 $1,500.00
Roads
Pinder Gandini PO Box 5657 Cairns QId 4870 $2,500.00 v
PL Cooper 48 Wharf Street Kangaroo Point Qid $5,000.00
4169
Players Showgirls Pty Ltd 18 Orchid Avenue Surfers Paradise Qid $5,000.00
(Refunded) 4217
Plaza Parade Investments Plaza Parade Maroochydore Qid $3,000.00
4558
Port Binnli Pty Ltd PO Box 1001 Spring Hill Qid 4004 $7,500.00
Pradella Developments Pty Lid PO Box 804 Spring Hill Qid 4004 $3,000.00
Qld Lions Soccer Club Inc Ping Road Richlands Qid 4077 $11,000.00
QM Properties Pty Ltd GPO Box 2414 Brisbane Qid 4001 $12,500.00
R Nolan 26 Tallon Street Ipswich Qld 4305 $1,500.00
Ray Group Pty Ltd PO Box 81 Robina Qld 4226 $10,000.00
ECQ - Supplement ... Donations Received
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Donor's Nume Donor's Address Amount of Gift
Readymix Holdings Pty Ltd L8, Tower B, 799 Pacific Highway Chatswood NSW 2067 $10,000.00
Reanna Developments Pty Ltd PO Box 5393 Townsvilie Qld 4810 $6,000.00
Red Cedar Corporation Pty Ltd 43 Bycroft Street Pullenvale Qld 4069 $3,000.00
Reichhold Enterprises Pty Lid PO Box 136 Castletown Qid 4812 $2,000.00
Rhyddings Pty Lid PO Box 3888 Robina Qld. 4230 $10,000.00
Riviera Marine (Int) Pty Ltd 50 Waterway Drive Coomera Qid 4209 $7,000.00
RJ & E Balkin PO Box 270 Main Beach Qid 4217 $2,000.00‘
Ross Neilson Properties Pty Ltd PO Box 10204 Brisbane Qld 4000 $3,000.00
Ross Stath PO Box 236 Greenacre NSW 2190 $10,000.00
RR&LM Bowie 88 Lindfield Circuit Robertson Qid 4109 $3,000.00
RW Baldwin 52 Ortive Street Yeronga Qid 4104 $2,000.00
Rynah Pty Ltd T/A Melba's on 46 Cavill Avenue Surfers Paradise Qid $5,000.00
the Park 4217
Sarina Russo Job Access 82 Ann Street Brisbane Qld 4000 $1,500.00
(Australia) Pty Ltd
E;jarborough Stregt Project Pty L12, 344 Queen Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $10,000.00
Schuiz Fisheries 99 Mary Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $1,500.00
Seoul Senior Towers Australia 950 Nerang-Beaudesert Road znzq]u1nt Nathan Qid $2,000.00
Seymour Administration Pty Ltd GPO Box 2487 Brisbane Qld 4001 $10,000.00
Ett;oal Point Developments Pty L1, 28 Fortescue Street Spring Hill Qld 4000 $12,500.00
Shooters Saloon Bar (Gold 15 Orchid Avenue Surfers Paradise Qid $5,000.00
Coast) Pty Lid 4217
Silvada Pty Ltd PO Box 295 Salisbury QId 4107 $10,000.00
SJ&NC Brennan 48 Wharf Street Kangaroo Point Qld $5,000.00
4169
Springfield Land Corporation 1 Commercial Drive Springfield Qld 4300 $4,000.00
Springwood Hotel Sprongwood Road Springwoo& Qid 4127 $1,500.00
Stefan Hair Fashions Pty Ltd 170 Melbourne Street South Brisbane Qid $2,000.00
4101
Stencraft Pty Ltd GPO Box 1124 Brisbane Qid 4001 $15,000.00
Stephen Griffiths Wharton Street Moorooka QId 4105 $4,000.00
Stockland Development Pty Ltd PO Box %0160, Adelaide Street Brisbane Qld 4000 $35,000.00
Su Suh-Ying Yang PO Box 1783 Sunnybank Hills Qld $1,800.00
4109
Suniand Group Ltd PO Box 1301 Surfers Paradise Qld $42,000.00
4217
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Donor's Name

Donor's Address

Amount of Gift

Sunsuper GPO Box 2924 Brisbane Qld 4001 $8,000.00

Superincome Pty Ltd PO Box 558 Rochedale South Qid $2,500.00
4123

TABCORP Holdings Ltd GPO Box 1943R Melbourne Vic 3001 $30,000.00

Taiwan Invsetment 16 Epwortﬁ Street Oxley Qid 4075 $5,000.00

Management Pty Ltd

Taxi Counci! of Queensiand PO Box 290 Stones Corner Qld $2,000.00
4120

TCB Belmont Pty Ltd PO Box 7201 East Brishane Qid $2,000.00
4169

TCB Oxley PO Box 7201 East Brisbane Qid $2,000.00
4169 .

Telnet Group Pty Ltd c/o Clarissa Chiang, Unit 8, 3 Zamia Sunnybank Qid 4109 $2,000.00

Street

Teinet Group Toowong Pty Ltd Shop GA21, 9 Sherwood Road Toowong Qlid 4066 $2,000.00

The Australian Workers' Union GPO Box 88 Brisbane Qid 4001 $35,000.00

of Employees Qid

The Gandel Group Pty Lid PO Box 104 Chadstone Vic 3148 $25,000.00

Thiess Bros PO Box 15 Beenleigh Qid 4207 $3,000.00

Thiess Pty Ltd L5, 40 McDougall Street Milton QId 4064 $10,000.00

Thomas Gribben 11 Breezeway Court Kuraby Qid 4112 $5,000.00

TJ Ryan PO Box 314 Gordonvale Qid 4865 $1,500.00

Toga Pty Ltd PO Box 888 Darlinghurst NSW $5,000.00
1300

Tokora Investments Pty Ltd PO Box 314 Hyde Park Qld 4812 $5,000.00

Tonreny Pty Lid Mt Cotion Shopping Centre Mt Cotton ‘Qld 4165 $10,000.00

Townsville Resorts Pty Lid PO Box 798 Townsville QId 4810 $2,000.00

Trades & Labour Council Camooweal Street Mtisa Qid 4825 $3,000.00

Transfield Corporate Pty Ltd 8 Windmill Street Walsh Bay NSW 2000 $15,000.00

Transurban Ltd L37, 1 Macquarie Place Sydney NSW 2000 $3,800.00

Tsai Liang Pty Ltd 8 Havenwood Court Sunnybank Qld 4109 $3,500.00

Urangan Fisheries 99 Mary Street Brisbane QId 4000 $1,500.00

Urbex Pty Ltd PO Box 197 Wynnum Qid 4178 $25,000.00

Victoria Newton 97 Deagon Street Sandgate Qid 4017 $3,000.00

Viking Industries Ltd PO Box 178 Cannon Hill Qid 4170 $35,000.00

Villa World Ltd PO Box 7720 GCMC Bundall Qld 9726 $6,000.00

WA Stockwell Pty Ltd PO Box 3144 South Brisbane Qld $15,000.00
4101
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Donor's Name

Donor's Address

Amount of Gift

Walker Corporation Pty Ltd
Walker Street Pty Ltd

Walter Construction Group Ltd
Warner Village Theme Parks
Weathered Howe Pty Ltd
Wilbow Corporation Pty Ltd

William Thursby
Wingate Properties Pty Ltd

WM Projects Pty Lid

Wolter Holdings Pty Ltd

Yu Feng Pty Ltd

Zacstar Pty Ltd

Zenus Pty Ltd

Zupp's Mt Gravatt )

GPO Box 5384

L12, 344 Queen Street
GPO Box 941

Pacific Highway

PO Box 1653

L3, 383 Wickham Terrace

4 Tung Yeen Street
48 Wharf Street

PO Box 683

PO Box 85

PO Box 7201

L10, 95 North Quay

1310-1332 Logan Road

Sydney NSW 2001
Brisbane Qid 4000
Brisbane Qid 4001
Oxenford Qid 4210
Southport QId 4215
Spring Hill Qid 4000

Rockhampton Qld
4700

Kangaroo Point Qid
4169

Hamilton Qid 4007

South - Melbourne Vic
3205

Sunnybank Qid 4109

East Brisbane Qid
4169

Brisbane Qid 4000

Mount Gravatt Qid
4122

Total of all donations over $1,500 :

$40,000.00
$10,000.00
$5,000.00
$50,000.00
$2,500.00
$12,500.00

$2,266.60
$40,000.00

$7,000.00

$5,000.00

$69,300.00

$2,000.00

$19,000.00

$2,000.00

57.670,024.27
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Australian Labor Party - State of Queensland.

Political Disclosures

200372004 Financial Year

ECQ - Supplement ... Other Amounts Received

Details of persons or organisations from whom amounts other than donations,
of $1,500 or more, were received during the period 1/7/03 to 30/6/04.

Name

Address

Amount Received

2042 Logan Road Pty Ltd

AAM|
AASH! Pty Ltd
Abbott Tout Solicitors

ABCE & BLF Qld Branch
Union.of Employees

ABN AMRO Services Australia
Lid

ABN-AMRO Morgans Ltd
Accenture Australia Ltd

Aegis Consulting Australia Pty
Ltd

AF Phillips

AFULE Qid Union of
Employees

Aldoga Aluminium Smelter Pty
Ltd

Allianz Australia insurance Ltd
ALP National Secretariat
Amex Corporation Pty Ltd
Arnold Bloch Leibler

Australian Co-operative Foods
Ltd

Australian Ethical Balanced
Trust

Australian Industry Group

Australian Insfitute of Marine &
Power Engineers

Australian Liquor, Hospitality &
Mis Workers Union

Australian Manufacturing
Workers Union

Australian Meat Holdings Pty
Ltd

L2, 161 Robertson Street

601 St Kilda Road
125 Bromley Street
Martin Place

366 Upper Roma Street
PO Box 4675

GPO Box 202
PO Box 4022

84/333 Buiwara Road

PO Box 4171

PO Box 161
L11, 46 Edward Street

2 Market Street

PO Box E1

L2, 50 Subiaco Square
L21, 333 Collins Street

PO Box 72

Bradfield Street

51 Walker Street. .

Unit 14, 40 Brookes Street
PO Box 331

PO Box 13006

PO Box 139

Fortitude Valley Qid
4006

Melbourne Vic 3004
Comubia Qid 4130
Sydney NSW 2000

Brisbane Qld 4000

Sydney NSW 1042

Brishane Qld 4001
Sydney NSW 2001

Ultimo NSW 2007

Kirwan Qld 4817

Fortitude Valley Qid
4006

Brisbane Qid 4000

Sydney NSW 2000
Kingston ACT 2604
Subiaco WA 6008
Melbourne Vic 3000
Lidcombe NSW 2141
Downer ACT 2602
North Sydney NSW
2060

Bowen Hills Qid 4006
Spring Hill Qld 4004
George Street Qid

4003
Booval Qid 4304

$2,150.00

$1,650.00
$2,500.00
$4,500.00

$25,512.30

$22,500.00

$10,953.06
$2,500.00

$2,200.00

$2,000.00

$7,504.20

$18,200.00

$1,650.00
$36,726.96
$1,650.00
$2,500.00

$1,850.00

$2,204.86

$1,650.00

$2,979.90

$113,839.86

$65,498.40

$2,0585.00
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Name Address Amount Received
Australian Meat Industry Union L1, 39 Lytton Road" East Brisbane Qld $28,868.40
of Employees Qid 4169
Australian Rail Tram & Bus 428 Upper Edward Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $35,432.10
Industry Union Qid
Australian Services Union PO Box 3347 South Brisbane Qid $37,768.50

4101
Australian Services Union C&A PO Box 478 Fortitude Valley Qid $33,783.75
4006
Australian Taxation Office Locked Bag 1793 Penrith NSW 1783 $521,384.88
AWB Ltd ' 380 La Trobe Street Melbourne Vic 3000 $2,750.00
Etzulderstone Hornibrook Pty PO Box 55 Spring Hill Qid 4004 $1,650.00
E;ulderstone Hornibrook Pty PO Box 2566 Kent Town SA 5071 $6,500.00
Berndale Securities L29, 130 Collins Street Melbourne Vic 3000 $10,021.58
Beth's Legacy PO Box 211 Sandgate Qid 4017 $1.800.00
BIGA Training Ltd PO Box 5360 Brendale Qid 4500 $4,550.00
Bob Macintosh 32 Brickworks Road Kallangur Qid 4503 $2,100.00
Bovis Lend Lease Pty Ltd L8, Australia Square Sydney NSW 2000 $2,150.00
Brescia Investments Pty Ltd PO Box 383 Spring Hill Qid 4004 $1,650.00
Brisbane City Council GPO Box 1090 Brisbane Qid 4001 $4,750.00
Brisbane Commercial Services 69 Ann Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $70,974.86
Brisbane Convention & PO Box 3869 South Brisbane Qld $4,110.12
Exhibition Centre 4101 _
Brisbane Markets Lid Sherwood Road Rocklea Qid 4106 $2,000.00
Buiiding Division Department 80 George Street Brisbane Qld 4000 $21,073.80
of Public Works
Burson Marstelier Pty Ltd L16, 65 Berry Street North Sydney NSW $2,500.00
2060
C Emerson PO Box 349 Woodridge Qid 4114 $1,650.00
C Prescott "Minimi" Balonne Plains St George Qid 4487 $1,500.00
Cameron Miiner c/o 16 Peel Street South Brisbane Qid $3,099.87
4101
Carne Reidy Herd PO Box 13067, Brisbane Street Brisbane QId 4003 $10,450.00

Carolyn T Male PO Box 1635 Caboolture Qid 4510 $3,700.00
Castlemaine Perkins Locked éag 220 Silverwater NSW 2128 $2,000.00
CEPU Communications PO Box 3203 South Brisbane Qid $23,220.45
Division P&T Qid Branch 4101
CEPU Communications PO Box 3789 South Brisbane Qid $8,053.65
Division Qid T&S Branch 4101
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CEPU Electrical Division Qld
Branch

CEPU Plumbing Division

CFME Union of Employees Qld

CFMEU Energy Division Qid
District Branch

Chatswood ALP

Chen Cunu-Lung & Wu May-
Chun

Christine Smith
CITEC

Citigroup Australia Ltd

Citimark Services Pty Ltd

Clayton Utz

Ciubs Queensiand

Co Mac Pty Ltd
Colemans Fresh Produce

Collingwood Park
Developments Pty Ltd

Commonwealth Bank of
Australia

CommonwealthvBank of
Australia

Commonwealth Bank of
Australia

Community Titles Institute Qid -

Lid

Consolidated Properties Group
Pty Ltd

Coomera Town Centre
Management Pty Ltd

Cubbie Station

Darling Downs Vision 2000
Davina Shelley - Thiess Pty Ltd
DB & LF Redden

Delfin Lend Lease

Design Institute of Australia

41 Peegl Street

PO Box 3596

366 Upper Roma Street

PO Box 508

c/o PO Box K408

83 Wadley Street

19 Park Avenue

Parliament House, Cnr Alice & George

Streets
GPO Box 557

PO Box 463

PO Box 55

PO Box 1558

Wynnum & .Junction Roads
Sydney Markets

Lot 45, 218 Eagle Strest

81 Boundry Street

Bruce Highway

1.3, 48 Martin Place

PO Box 1280

112, 344 Queen Street

PO Box 764

PO Box 169

PO Box 3358

L5, 40 McDougall Street
427 Chatsworth Road
PO Box 4403

PO Box 172

South Brisbane Qid $38,897.10
4101

South Brisbane Qid $5,885.55
4101

Brisbane QId 4000 $54,331.20
Spring Hill Qld 4004 $24,284.70
Haymarket NSW 1240 $3,000.00
Macgregor Qid 4109 $3,000.00
Burleigh Heads Qld $1,500.00
4220

Brisbane Qid 4000 $288,166.95
Sydney NSW 2001 $14,500.00
Fortitude Valiey Qid $5,500.00
4006

Brisbane Qid 4001 $6,000.00
Fortitude Valley Qid $1,650.00
4006

Morningside Qid 4170 $2,000.00
Flemington NSW 2140 $3,767.40
Collingwood Park - Qid $14,500.00
4301

West End QId 4101 $21,953.36
Rockhampton Qid $3,459.;16
4700

Sydney NSW 2000 $1,650.00
Spring Hill Qid 4004 $1,650.00
Brisbane Qid 4000 $10,750.00
Surfers Paradise Qid $2,500.00
4217

Archerfield Qid 4108 $5,000.00
Toowoomba Qld 4350 $2,750.00
Milton Qid 4064 $2,500.00
Shailer Park Qid 2500 $2,500.00
Forest Lake Qld 4078 $7,650.00
Fortitude Valley Qid $1,650.00

4006 .
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Devine Ltd PO Box 7087 Brisbane Qid 4001 $7,500.00
Dianne Reilly PO Box 415 Mudgeeraba Qid 4213 $2,000.00
DM Power c/o 16 Peel Street South Brisbane Qid $2,500.00
4101
DM Wells PO Box 532 Deception Bay Qld $4,300.00
4508
Dr Lesley Clark PO Box 1014 Smithfield Qid 4878 $4,300.00
Electoral Commission GPO Box 1393 Brisbane Qlid 4001 $1,362,639.51
Queensland
Emerald Developments L13, 93 Wickham Terrace Fortitude Valley Qld $5,000.00
4006
Endeavour Consulting Group Franklin Street Manuka ACT 2603 $4,000.00
ERM Group 6/620 Moggill Road Chapel Hill Qld 4069 $1,650.00
Ezekiel Solomon c/o Allens Arthur Robinson, 2 Chifley Sydney NSW 2000 $1,500.00
Square
Federated Clerks Union of PO Box 135 Townsville Qld 4810 $3,999.60
Australia Nth Qld
Federated ironworkers GPO Box 10212 Brisbane Qid 4001 $23,274.90
Association of Australia
FKP Ltd GPO Box 2447 Brisbane Qld 4001 $2,000.00
Fosters Group 77 Southbank Boulevarde Southbank Vic 3006 $2,000.00
Fujitsu Australia 1 Breakfast Creek Road Newstead Qld 4006 $2,750.00
Gary Fenlon 358 Old Cleveland Road Coorparoo Qid 4151 $2,000.00
GBST Holdings Pty Lid PO Box 1511 Milton Qid 4064 $5,500.00
GCRS Pty Ltd L3, 80 Petrie Terrace Brisbane Qid 4000 $1,650.00
GD Trivetty Associates 58 Hynes Street Bowen Hills Qid 4006 $2,000.00
Gerrard Pesticides Pty Ltd PO Box 5477 Brendale Qid 4500 $3,900.00
Gien Alpine PO Box 236 Greenacre NSW 2190 $10,000.00
Sléan Alpine Constructions Pty LS, 36 Carrington Street Sydney NSW 2000 $1,980.00
ggld Coast Airport Corporation PO Box 112 Coolangatta Qld 4225 $1,650.00
Golden Circle Ltd PO Box 106 Virginia Qid 4014 $2,500.00
Goldman Sachs JB Were L37, 123 Eagle Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $4,372.50
Greenbank RSL 54 Anzae Parade Hillcrest Qid 4118 $2,000.00
Greenslopes Hospital Newdegate Street Greenslopes Qid 4120 $7,500.00
Hassell Pty Ltd L3, 120 Edward Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $4,150.00
Haven Road Developments 2105 Moggill Road Kenmore Qid 4069 $25,000.00
Pty Ltd
ECQO - Supplement ... Other Amounts Received
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Hawker Britton (Qid) Pty Ltd 164 James Street New Fram Qld 4005 $3,500.00
Hawker Britton Pty Ltd PO Box 75 Millers Paint NSW $3,500.00
2000
Hewlett Packard 3/166 Abbotsford Road Bowen Hills Qid 4006 $1,700.00
HM & BC Lim PO Box 5019 Clayton Vic 3168 $4,400.00
Hopgood Ganim Lawyers GPO Box 367 Brisbane Qid 4001 $1,650.00
House of Representatives Parliament House Canberra ACT 2600 $25,176.48
1BM Business Consulting L5, 348 Edward Street Brisbane QId 4000 $2,500.00
Services
independent Fund PO Box 1230 Miiton Qld 4064 $2,500.00
Administrators & Advisers
ingles Group (Qid) Pty Ltd PO Box 558 Surfers Paradise Qid $1,650.00
4217
Intrapac Projects Pty Ltd L1, 8 Alma Road St Kilda Vic 3182 $2,500.00
investa Developments Pty Ltd L18, 570 Bourke Street Melbourne Vic 3000 $1,650.00
investment & Financial L24, 44 Market Street Sydney NSW 2000 $2,500.00
Services Assn Lid
JB Were L37, 123 Eagle Street Brisbane Qld 4000 $23,000.00
JH Jarratt PO Box 1302 Proserpine Qid 4800 $1,500.00
JM English PO Box 3070 Victoria Point West $3,700.00
Qid 4165
John Down - Coca Cola Amatil 260 Orchard Road Richlands Qid 4077 $2,500.00
John Fairfax Group Finance GPO Box 506 Sydney NSW 2001 $1,500.00
Pty Ltd
'Kedron Wavell Services Club PO Box 107 Chermside Qid 4032 $4,150.60
nc
KPMG GPO Box 233 Brisbane Qid 4001 $5,500.00
KPMG Australia PO Box H67, Australia Square Sydney NSW 1213 $26,400.00
L Rayner PO Box 137 Bellbowrie Qid 4070 $3,169.11
Leda Holdings Pty Ltd GPO Box 2522 Sydney NSW 2522 $5,000.00
Legist Pty Ltd L11, 21-23 Norton Street Leichardt NSW 2040 $3,100.00
Leighton Contractors Pty Ltd PO Box 288 Toowong Qld 4066 $12,500.00
Leighton Holdings Ltd PO Box 1002 Crows Nest NSW 1585 $7,000.00
Lewiac Pty Lid 9 Castlereagh Street Sydney NSW 2000 $8,000.00
Lions Den c/o 11 Noela Close Carseldine QId 4034 $2,500.00
Local Government Association PO Box 2230 Fortitude Valley Qid $5,250.00
of Qld Inc 4006
Logan Diggers 42-46 Blackwood Road Logan Central Qld $6,250.00
4114
ECQO - Supplement ... Other Amounts Received
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Address
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Luxury Paints Pty Ltd
Macarthur Coal

Macquarie Bank Ltd
Macquarie Bank Lid
Macquarie Country Wide Trust
Macquarie Office Trust
Margaret Keech

Maritime Union of Australia
Marketplace Communications

McCalls Pty Ltd

McRoss Developments Pty Ltd
Meriton Apartments Pty Lid

Mike Kaiser Consulting Pty Ltd

Miller Enterprises
Mirvac Queenstand Pty Ltd

Montivon Pty Lid

Moranbah Gas Project

Mt Hoffman Investments Pty
Ltd

Mulheran Construction

Multipiex Developments (Qld)
Pty Lid

N Cunningham

National Retail Association Ltd

National Union of Workers (Qld
Branch)

Netstar Australia Pty Ltd
Neville Pask

Niren Raj Trading as Raj
Lawyers

NPD Management Pty Ltd

Nursery & Garden Industry
Queelsland

Ofiver Hume (Australia) Pty Ltd

8 Manburgh Terrace
L10, 380 George Street
GPO Box 1459

GPO Box 4294

GPO Box 4294

GPO Box 4294

PO Box 577

73 Southgate Avenue
PO Box 1177

PO Box 2477

201 Kent Street
L5, 267-277 Castlereagh Street

PO Box 4374

62 Lawrance Drive
L2, 164 Grey Street

PO Box 2053

80 Albert Street

PO Box 317

2/16 Shore Street

PO Box 7847

PO Box 935

PO Box 91
L1, 17 Cribb Street

9 Mayneview Street
94 Eugaree Street

GPO Box 1708

94 Eugaree Street

PO Box 345

40 St Kilda Road

Darra Qld 4076

Brisbane Qid 4000
Brisbane Qid 4001
Sydney NSW 1164
Sydney NSW 1164
Sydney NSW 1164

Beenleigh Qid 4207

Cannon Hill QLD 4170

New Farm Qid 4005

Fortitude Valley QId
4006

Sydney NSW 2000
Sydney NSW 2000

Eight Mile Piains Qlid
4113

Nerang Qid 4211

South Bank Qid 4101

Fortitude Valley Qld
4006

Brisbane Qid 4000

Buddina Qid 4574

Cleveland Qid 4163

Waterfront Place Qld

4000

Bundaberg Qid 4670

Fortitude Valley Qid
4006

Milton Qid 4064

Milton QId 4064
Southport Qid 4215

Brisbane Qid 4001

Southport Qid 4215

Salisbury Qld 4107

StKilda Vic 3182

$3,000.00
$2,000.00
$1,650.00
$18,700.00
$10,684.48
$6,162.03
$1,700.00
$5,296.50
$1,650.00

$4,150.00

$5,500.00
$5,000.00

$2,500.00

$1,650.00
$27,000.00

$5,500.00

$1,700.00

$3,400.00

$2,550.00

$10,500.00

- $1,850.00

$1,650.00
$26,833.95

$1,700.00
$2,500.00

$5,500.00

$5,500.00

$1,650.00

$11,000.00

ECQO - Supplement ... Other Amounts Received
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Open Door Consulting Pty Ltd L5, 1 Eagle Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $1,650.00
OPSM L6, 75 Talavera Road Macguarie Park NSW $21,660.00
2113
Optus Administration Pty Lid L28, 101 Miller Street North Sydney NSW $1,500.00
2060
Parker Simmonds L2, Oasis on Broadbeach, Victoria Broadbeach Qid 4218 $2,600.00
Avenue
Parsons Brinkerhoff GPO Box 2807 Brisbane Qid 4001 $1,900.00
Pask Group 94 Eugaree Street Southport Qid 4215 $2,500.00
Paxford Pty Ltd PO Box 473 Sunnybank Qlid 4109 $5,000.00
Pelcorp Pty Ltd PO Box 2, Brisbane Markets Rocklea Qid 41086 $16,299.83
Peninsula Development Group L4, 580 St Kilda Road Melbourne Vic 3004 $6,000.00
Pharmaceutica! Society of PO Box 8171 Woollcongabba Qid $2,750.00
Australia Qid Branch 4102
Pharmacy Guiid of Australia PO Box 457 Spring Hill Qid 4004 $2,750.00
(Qld Branch)
Pike Mirls McKnoulty Pty Ltd PO Box 1559 Fortitude Valley QId $6,000.00
4005
PMM Group Pty Ltd PO Box 1559 Fortitude Valley Qid $1,650.00
. 4006
PricewaterhouseCoopers GPO Box 2650 Sydney NSW 1171 $6,600.00
(NSW)
PricewaterhouseCoopers GPO Box 2650 Sydney NSW 1171 $6,600.00
Services Pty Ltd
Qld Group Pty Lid 2105 Moggill Road Kenmore Qld 4069 $12,000.00
Qid Hotels Association GPO Box 343 Brisbane Qid 4001 $2,200.00
Qld Master Builders 417-419 Wickham Terrace Brishbane Qld 4000 $2,750.00
Association
Qld Retail Traders & PO Box 105 Kelvin Grove Qld 4059 $1,650.00
Shopkeepers Association )
QM Properties Pty Ltd GPO Box 2414 Brisbane Qid 4001 $2,750.00
Queensland Mining Council Ltd L7, 60 Edward Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $4,150.00
Queensland Nurses' Union of GPO Box 1289 Brisbane Qid 4001 $62,000.00
Employees
Queensland Services industrial PO Box 3347 South Brisbane Qld $9,429.75
Union of Employees 4101
Queensland Trucking PO Box 325 Stones Corner Qid $1,650.00
Association Ltd 4120
R Coliins Shop 5&6, Rode Shopping Centre, 271 Stafford Heights Qid $5,000.00
Appleby Rd 4053
Rachel Nolan 125 Brisbane Road Booval Qid 4304 $1,850.00
Rapcivic Contractors Pty Ltd PO Box 25 Surfers Paradise Qid $2,500.00
4217
ECQ - Supplement ... Other Amounts Received
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Ray Group Pty Ltd PO Box 81 Robina Qld 4226 $5,500.00

Real Estate Institute of PO Box 15855 Coorparoo Qld 4151 $1,650.00

Australia

Renglade Pty Lid PO Box 6066 Upper Mt Gravatt Qid $4,400.00
4122

Rio Tinto Coal Australia GPO Box 391 Brisbane Qld 4001 $1,6850.00

Robert Poole PO Box 996 Nerang Qld 4211 $1,800.00

SAP Australia Pty Ltd L1, 168 Walker Street North Sydney NSW $2,500.00
2060

SAP Australia Pty Ltd £12, 133 Mary Street Brisbane Qld 4000 $1,650.00

Sarina Russo Job Access 82 Ann Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $10,000.00

(Australia) Pty Ltd

Seymour Administration Pty Ltd GPO Box 2487 Brisbane Qid 4001 $4,000.00

Shop Distributive & Allied PO Box 490 Spring Hill Qid 4000 $155,988.35

Employee's Association

Sinclair Knight Mertz L8, 369 Ann Street Brisbane Qld 4000 $1,650.00

SiTA Australia Pty Lid PO Box 160 Kemps Creek NSW $6,000.00
2171

Springfield Land Corporation 1 Commercial Drive Springfield Qid 4300 $6,000.00

Stockland Development Pty Lid PO Box 10160, Adelaide Street Brisbane Qid 4000 $16,500.00

Suncorp-Metway Ltd 118, 36 Wickham Terrace Brisbane Qid 4000 $5,000.00

Suniand Group Lid PO Box 1301 Surfers Paradise Qid $14,000.00
4217

Surf Lifesaving Queensland inc PO Box 3747 South Brisbane Qid $1,650.00
4101 .

T Rowe GPO Box 557 Sydney NSW 2001 $2,000.00

T Sullivan 725 Gympie Road Chermside Qld 4032 $1,850.00

TAB Ltd 495 Harris Street Ultimo NSW 2007 $5,000.00

TABCORP Holdings Ltd GPO Box 1943R Melbourne Vic 3001 $1,650.00

Taxi Council of Queensland inc PO Box 290 Stones Corner Qld $5,500.00
4120

Telstra GPO Box 9901 Melbourne Vic 3101 $1,700.00

Terrace Tower Hoidings Pty Lid PO Box 109 Double Bay NSW 1360 $2,500.00

The Australian Gas Light PO Box 944 North Sydney NSW $2,500.00

Company 2059

The Australian Workers' Union GPO Box 88 Brisbane Qid 4001 $200,353.40

of Employees Qid

Theiss Contractors L5, 40 McDougall Street Mitton Qid 4064 $1,700.00

Thiess Pty Ltd L5, 40 McDougall Street Milton QId 4064 $13,750.00

ECQ - Supplement ... Other Amounts Received
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Name Address Amount Received
Three Pius Pty Lid PO Box 571 Fortitude Valley Qld $10,450.00
4006
Timber Queensiand Ltd PO Box 2014 Fortitude Valley Qid $1,650.00
4006
Tipperary Oil & Gas (Australia) GPO Box 1100 Brisbane Qld 4001 $2,750.00
Pty Ltd
Toll Transport Pty Lid L8, 380 St Kilda Road Melbourne Vic 3000 $5,000.00
Transdev Australia Pty Ltd L11, 100 Walker Street North Sydney NSW $1,500.00
2060
Transport Workers Union Qid PO Box 452 Cannon Hill Qid 4170 $35,783.55
Branch
Transurban Citylink Ltd (NSW) L37, 1 Macquarie Place Sydney NSW 2000 $5,000.00
Transurban Infrastructure L37, 1 Macquarie Place Sydney NSW 2000 $5,000.00
Developments Ltd
Transurban Ltd L.37, 1 Macquarie Street Sydney NSW 2000 $6,100.00
Trinity Property Trust GPO Box 35 Brisbane Qid 4001 $24,027.91
Union Co-operative Society Ltd 301 Given Terrace Paddington Qld 4064 $6,519.40
Victoria Newton PO Box 426 Sandgate Qid 4017 $2,000.00
Village Roadshow Treasury Box 1411M Melbourne Vic 3001 $2,500.00
Pty Lid
Walker Corporation Pty Ltd PO Box 5384 Sydney NSW 2000 $5,500.00
Warner World Australia Pty Ltd Pacific Highway Oxenford Qid 4210 $1,650.00
Weathered Howe Pty Lid PO Box 1653 Southport Qld 4215 $4,500.00
Westfield Capital Corporation L12, 100 William Street Sydney NSW 2011 $4,150.00
Ltd -
Wingate Properties Pty Ltd 48 Wharf Street Kangaroo Point Qid $4,500.00
4169
Yong International Catam Road Sunnybank Hills Qid $2,600.00
4109
Total of all other amounts received over §1,500 : $54,374,514.47
ECQ - Supplement ... Other Amounts Received
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OFFICE USE ONLY
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POLITICAL PARTY
Electoral Aét iggz

To be lodged by no later than 20 October. Postto GPO Box 1383 Brisbane 4001 or
deliver to Assistant Manager (Projects) Level 6 Forestiy House 160 Mary Strest

Brisbane,
PARTY DETAILS L{BERAL PARTY OF
Name: — : - 'APG 1-GL¥
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Business hours contacts — Telephone;

Fax:
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HANDBOOK FOR REGISTERED POLITICAL PARTIES

ERAL PARTY OF
-
RETURN g3/o%  PARTY W OLLOCNGRRRA L102
AMOUNTS RECEIVED

Total amount received during the year

Must inciude:

o all amounts recelved by all party units
¢ value of gifts-in-kind

» amounts less than $1500

« Joang

PERSONS OR ORGANISATIONS FROM WHOM §1500 OR MORE WAS
RECEIVED :

List below the détéils of each person or organisation from whom the party recsived
$1500 or more  In monetary amounts, gifts-in-kind or loans (do not count ammounts of
less than $1500 in determining the total amount received from a person or

orgenisation).

NOTE: It is the party's ré‘s'po.ns'lbility to advise any donor of an amount of $1500 or
more of their obligation fo lodge & retum with the Commission.

Name Address Amount
. Recsived

4

., VPV, el

If space Insufficient, please sttach additional pages
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AMOUNTS PAID

Total amount of payments madeé during the year

Must Includs
» all payments made by all party units
« amounts less than $1500

PERSONS OR ORGANISATIONS TO WHOM PAYMENTS OF $1500 OR MORE
WERE MADE

List below the details of each person or organisation to whom the party made ' -
payments of $1500 or more (do not count amounts of less than $1500 in deterrrumng
the iotal amount paid t& @ person or organisation).

Name : . Address - Amount
. Paid

g

[

D 4=y

If space insufficient, piease altach additional pages
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OUTSTANDING DEBTS

Total of alf outstanding debis as at 30 June

Must include

+ all debts owed by all party units
s overdrafts

-+ unpaid accounts

» outstanding balance of loans

PERSONS OR ORGANISATIONS TO WHOM §1500 OR MORE I$ OWED

List below the detalls of each person or organisation to whom the party owed $1500
. ormore as at 30 June ,

" Name -Address - ‘ Amount
' Owad

i space insufiicient, please attach addiliona! pages
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ELECTORAL COMMISSION

QUEENSLAND

Assistant Manager (Projects)
Electoral Commission of Queensland
GPO Box 1393

BRISBANE QLD 4001

REQUEST TO AMEND A RETURN

Schedule to Electoral Act 1992 section 319A

hereby request that the return be amended as detailed
below

on the attached pages
(delete whichever is not applicable)

NOTE: A request to amend a political party’'s Annual Return may only be made by the current
registered agent.

Insert details of amendments to be made (if not shown on an attachment).

_[‘f&___mg_é, TO TOTHAKS.

UPLPDATED (wvzm;f DEFWYrL S,
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NATIONAL PARTY
OF AUSTRALIA -
QUEENSLAND

Annual Return 2003-04




22 March 2005

Ms Libby Gladwin

Funding and Disclosure Section
Electoral Commission of Queensland

GPO Box 1393
BRISBANE QLD 4000

Dear Libby,

REQUEST TO AMEND A RETURN FORM FOR ANNUAL RETURN — POLITICAL PARTY
NATIONAL PARTY OF AUSTRALIA - QUEENSLAND

Following your advice regarding Donations made to Political Parties, | have requested that our
Accountant review the Return lodged with the ECQ and the associated working papers. It has
become apparent that the Accountant used an out of date database that did not reflect all of the
Party Units returns, however the National Party of Australia — Queensland’s financial figures
used were correct and up to date. In light of this we must amend the return as follows:

1. Total Receipts this Financial Year - $3,255,718

2. Persons and Organisations from whom $1,500 or more was received - Attachment 1

3. Tofal Payments this Financial Year - $3,121,069

4. Persons or Organisations 1o whom payments of $1500 or more were made - Attachment 2
5. Total of all Outstanding Debts as at 30 June - $3,549,629

6. Persons or Organisations fo whom $1500 or more is owed - no change

You will note that the amended return, Afiachment 1, does not include all the donations that
your queried when we met on 7 March 2005.

In relation to the retum by Aldoga Aluminium Smeltor Pty Ltd, the Hinkler Divisional Council did
receive this donation but not unfil 2 July 2004. Mrs Betty Reddacliff reported it in the June 30 -
December 31, 2004 returns as a $2,000 donation from Mr John Benson, 14 Argyee St Albion

4010. Because our Parfy operates on a cash accounting sysfem for GST and Elecforal
Commission purposes, what we haven’t received by 1 July we are unable to report on.

I

Queensland SUPRSIRER to Annual Return Covering Letter 2YMar05
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-9,

In relation to the return from FKP Limited, the $4,750 donation to the National Party was a
mistake and FKP has informed me that it has lodged an amendment (please refer to the
attached email).

In relation to the Stockland Development return, while we have identified the $2,000 donation
fo our parly unit at Maroochydore, we did not receive the $5,000 donation as recorded. Please
refer to the attached email for further information.

Finally, in relation fo the $5,000 donation from Brisbane Marine Industry Park P/L we have no
record of this being received. | have had several conversations with Andrew Crook, the
company’s accountant and he informed me that the cheque was written to the National Party on
6/2/04 and presented on 12/2/04. However, | have found a record of us receiving a donation
of $1,000 (please refer to the attached correspondence) but it was posted to us on 17 March
2004. Please advise how you would like. me to proceed on this matter.

Yours sincerely
dnnl adar

Lisa Palu
State Secretary

Amendment to Annual Return Covering Letter 21Mar05
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