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Committee met at 10.27 am

WALKER, MR PATRICK,
Commissioner for Fair Trading,
219 St Georges Terrace,

Perth, examined:

NEWCOMBE, MR GARY,

Director, Projects, Ministry of Justice,
219, St Georges Terrace,

Perth, examined:

The CHAIRMAN: Welcome to today's meeting. You will have sidjiaedocument entitled
"Information for Witnesses". Have you read andarstbod that document?

The WITNESSES: Yes.

TheCHAIRMAN: These proceedings are being recorded by Han3ardssist the committee
and Hansard, please quote the full title of anyudeent you refer to during the course of this
hearing. A transcript of your evidence will be yided to you. Even though this is a private
hearing, | advise you that the committee may makar yvidence public at the time of its
reporting to the Legislative Council. If the contiee does decide to make your evidence public,
it will first inform you of its determination. Yoshould not disclose your evidence to any other
person.

Mr Walker: | arranged for a letter to be prepared in refato the summonses of 20 July and
11 July. Today, we have produced about eight bokdecuments. We believe they satisfy the
requirements of parts 2 and 5, which were outstandiatters from the earlier summons of 11
July. We have also produced the documents requastie summons of 20 July.

The CHAIRMAN: Your letter raises a number of questions. estk, we issued you a
summons to present documents today. Are all tbardents the committee asked for included
in the documents you are tabling today?

Mr Newcombe: That is correct. The documents are identifiadi@at schedule. Two of the
files are lists rather than documents. We have pisvided the files in which the monthly
investigator reports are found. Those files almat@in other documents.

TheCHAIRMAN: The letter contains some comments about thegjm¥We agree that you be
allowed to provide the documents as they becomdadle We realise that you are also
providing documents that were requested in theilegasummons. Obviously, if further

documents are required, the committee will asktgoorovide them as soon as possible.

Mr Walker: Given the relatively tight time line identified the summonses, it is difficult to
distinguish between policy and administrative matteéOn this occasion we have provided all
the documents; however, | understand that neitheX&vcombe nor | should comment on or
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provide policy-type documents. | flag that isseeduse | am conscious that we have simply
bundled up and presented eight boxes of files hatthis inquiry is likely to be ongoing. |
imagine that the committee will request furthezdil probably hundreds. | am conscious of my
obligations to the Minister for Fair Trading to ens that policy-type issues are more
appropriately dealt with by him.

The CHAIRMAN: The committee's term of reference No 4 states -

The committee have power to send for persons, papet records and to move from
place to place.

Standing Order No 331 relates to the evidence blipgervants and states -

Where a committee examines a public servant, questf policy shall not be asked of
that person but shall be directed to the respomsilhister. A public servant is entitled
to decline to answer any question on a matter bfyo

If the committee asks you a question about pokoy are entitled to decline to answer it.

However, if it seeks documents that are in youspssion or control, you are required to provide
them if they are relevant to this inquiry, whettiegy relate to policy issues or another matter.
Obviously, such matters go to the House for firetedmination. You may want to seek your
own independent legal advice on that. Howevethaghairman of this committee, | intend to

proceed on the basis that you have the right teseefo answer questions on policy but not to
decline to provide policy-related documents. Yaaymeed to seek your own legal advice on
that.

Mr Walker: We may follow up on it. Itis useful to knovAll the required documents have
been provided for today's proceedings.

The CHAIRMAN: The committee has received a copy of your letteyut legal opinions.
When did you receive the instruction from the mtigigo not provide the documents to the
committee?

Mr Walker: Yes, | can. Prior to the receipt of the summamd after the select committee was
established, the minister indicated that he wighdx kept informed of all the issues associated
with this inquiry and that all issues should berefd to him prior to any responses being made.
On the basis of that, | approached the ministdfiscowhen we received a summons and |
sought advice in relation to that. The instructioeceived prior to attending the last select
committee hearing was that | should not providse¢hastructions. That advice was in the terms
set out in the subsequent written advice datedill7 which was forwarded to the committee.

TheCHAIRMAN: The document has atime of 16:40 on it. Istihe@B@pproximate time it was
received?

Mr Walker: Yes, the document would have been receivedardte afternoon. | have no
doubt to question that. The minister was attendiicgbinet meeting in Kalgoorlie.

The CHAIRMAN: Were any other instructions given by the minigither than the legal
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opinions about the provision of documents or amgtalse?

Mr Walker: No, other than that general indication whickferred to earlier; that is, that the
issues associated with the select committee sheuleferred to the minister's office and that the
minister should be kept fully informed about reqaes us and information provided to this
committee.

The CHAIRMAN: Are you providing the minister with briefing mston a regular basis?

Mr Walker: Not at this stage. | have not provided anytenitoriefing notes. We have sought
some information from him.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: If I understood you correctly, was the documenicivlyou have tabled
from minister Shave the subsequent advice youved®&i

Mr Walker: No, that was the confirmation -
Hon G.T. GIFFARD: Confirmation, sorry, that you subsequently reed?
Mr Walker: That is correct.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: Can you tell the committee when you first reeeiconfirmation of that
advice.

Mr Walker: Sorry, the written or the verbal advice?

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: The advice was verbal was it?

Mr Walker: Yes, the advice | received from the minister warbal. It would have been not
long after the summons was received and prior t@ppearing before the select committee on
the last occasion.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: Was that verbal advice from the minister?

Mr Walker: It was relayed by the chief of staff of the nster who had received it directly from
the minister.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: Who is the chief of staff?

Mr Walker: Annabelle Gomez.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: Did the verbal advice from Ms Gomez relate te thstructions
requesting those legal opinions? | notice in ttmafirmation that point one refers to legal
opinions and the instructions requesting thoseiops Is that a confirmation of the earlier

advice or was it new advice?

Mr Walker: No, the earlier advice was that anything to dih\egal professional privilege
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should be accommodated. Members will recall thaualast meeting | was asked a question
about instructions etc. | undertook to clarifyttbacause at that stage | was not 100 per cent
sure whether that was captured under the notideg#l professional privilege, but it was
subsequently confirmed to me that that is the case.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: | agree with you that that is what was askedorRo this confirmation
of advice, what had your view been?

Mr Walker: My understanding was that | thought it was cegduby legal professional
privilege, but at that stage | was not certainerEffore, that is why | gave the undertaking to the
select committee to inquire into it and get backhie committee later in the day, which |
subsequently did.

TheCHAIRMAN: The letter from the minister states the legahimms which are held by and
for me. Who has the legal opinion at the momefrg2he minister inferring that they are
physically at his office or are they at the miry8trWhen the minister refers to the documents
being held by him, is it in a notional sense asrésponsible minister?

Mr Walker: The documents are currently within the phygicasession of the ministry. To the
best of my knowledge, the documents are withirsfilethin the ministry itself. However, the
minister is indicating that the ownership of thadseuments rests with the Government.

The CHAIRMAN: As the responsible minister of the ministrywanted to clarify that point
within this letter.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: | have been over the transcripts and am unaldertfirm whether we are
talking about two legal opinions. Is that right?

Mr Walker: No. It relates to all of the legal opinions.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: Are there two or more than two?

Mr Newcombe: The summons directs to legal opinions on a raigeatters. The terms of the
summons covers every legal opinion which we haceeived. In an attempt to find it, the
summons would need to be refined as to which legedions the committee is after, but the
response is in relation to all legal opinions whgight fall within the ambit of the summons.
The CHAIRMAN: Do you have any idea how many legal opinions ithalves?

Mr Newcombe: No. The ministry gets legal opinions as a mmatfecourse, internal and
external, on its administration of a range of Actrtainly on land brokers and land valuers.
There would be quite a few.

The CHAIRMAN: In respect to finance broking?

Mr Newcombe: Yes, going back to 1988. The summons also sdfedand valuers. We
queried the terms of the summons because it creaies difficulty for us. However, item 6 of
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the summons of 11 July is the original of any legrahions in the instructions in relation to the
interpretation of the Finance Brokers Control Abe Australian Securities and Investments
Commission Act, related acts, and any inquiry arestigation of finance brokers or land

valuers; it is pretty broad.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: Would the request for legal opinion on a patdcmatter not be referred
to the minister? Would a legal opinion that redat@ an inquiry stay within the ministry?

Mr Walker: That is correct.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: If you were to receive a legal opinion that Wwasader - about roles and
responsibilities within the finance broking indystwould that as a matter of course be referred
to the minister, or would it also remain within timénistry? Are any legal opinions referred to
the minister?

Mr Walker: It would be unusual for a legal opinion to fiihsl way to a minister. It is more
likely that briefing notes or other issues of sfgraint importance would capture that. It would
not be normal practice, certainly in my time, foutine legal opinions to be automatically copied
and forwarded to the minister.

Mr Newcombe: Some matters would be if they related to the iathtnation of legislation,
advice from the Crown Solicitor's Office and so which are relevant to the provision of
information to the minister or relevant to the viayhich the minister might act. Under several
pieces of legislation, the minister has discretiwna power, and advice on that would be
provided or, as | said, it would be summarised.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: Mr Walker, would you have an idea how many timgge you have
been at the ministry that legal opinions would hagen referred to the minister?

Mr Walker: No, | would be guessing.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: | am just trying to get a sense of whether @tasmmon.

Mr Walker: Inthe course of the Gunning inquiry, we worked that | sign about 5 000 pieces
of correspondence a year, including 20 briefingeaa day. In the context of the volume of
correspondence that goes through my office, ibisanot..

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: Does it happen?

Mr Walker: | believe it would.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: Do you know what the numbers are?

Mr Walker: No, but it certainly happens and it dependshendsue at the time. Itis unlikely

that it would come before the minister if it weneatine Ministry of Fair Trading prosecution or

anything like that. However, if it were a moreaségic policy issue or something that is
contentious, controversial or the subject of paratary consideration, some reference to it

Finance Broking Industry in Western Australia 24 July 2000 Page 5



would be made in briefing notes.

The CHAIRMAN: You raised the matter of staff gaining accegtéodocuments. | have no
problems with that. Jan, are you able to givenysaavice whether that would be a problem?

Committee Clerk (Jan Paniperis): | am not sure what you mean.

The CHAIRMAN: The Ministry of Fair Trading was not able to reakorking copies of the
files and wants to access them while they areamptissession of the committee.

Committee Clerk: How would that happen? Would someone come aedelook through
them?

Mr NEWCOMBE: We do not necessarily want to copy entire fildswever, a number of the
files contain correspondence from members of thieliguwho often refer back to those
documents. We need to see that correspondeneeatadto respond appropriately or to advise
the minister. In those circumstances, we are sgektcess to the files and, if required, to be
able to copy individual documents. We have proditie committee with files that are current,
S0 it is necessary for us to be able to continugeteice the public.

The CHAIRMAN: | understand that issue and am sympathetic to it

Mr NEWCOMBE: We are happy for the files to stay in the coneeis possession. The
officers would attend the office, examine the doeats and, if necessary, take a copy.

The CHAIRMAN: We will confirm that with a legal officer befoseou leave. You made
comments about privacy. Have you identified theuwtoents you believe need to be kept
private?

Mr NEWCOMBE: Many of the files are correspondence files; ¢fane, we regard almost
every document as reflecting something private thanember of the public. Members of the
public who have written to the Ministry of Fair Tiag have stated matters about their private
financial position. In one case, 23 volumes ofregpondence files exist and almost all the
documents within that would contain some confid@ntiformation. Many of the documents
contain information about the activities of supsovs and liquidators, and could possibly impact
on them. The need for privacy is relatively appamn the face of each document and the
committee should see that. However, the exerdiskentifying them is impossible, as about 80
per cent of the documents would contain some fdrmformation that a member of the public
or other people involved in legal action would netessarily expect to be made public.

The CHAIRMAN: That probably covers the next two items in ytaiter. What is your
interpretation of the relationship between the stiyi and the Finance Brokers Supervisory
Board and who has responsibility for various fuma$i? | have difficulty with that because it
seems to change every time | talk with someonetaboWhat is the ministry's perspective on
the relationship between the two?

Mr Nnewcombe: In general terms, the Finance Brokers Superyi®ward has the legal
authority under the Finance Brokers Control Actatiminister that Act. In doing so, it is
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supported by some officeholders, particularly thgistrars. However, it is not an employing
authority and does not have the capacity to empgogwn staff. The ministry provides the
board with staff and administrative, legal and stigative support. The board has put in place
some operating procedures, which the chairman mqudo the Gunning inquiry. The board
does not seek to become involved in the day-tohalagstigation of matters. It has that policy
because of concern about breaches of the rulestafah justice, such as board members
becoming biased through exposure to informationrest is presented to an inquiry. The board
sees itself as responsible for the Act, and cosdhetinquiries and supervises the investigations.
However, those investigations are conducted bystnyjnofficers. The ministry provides all the
policy support and advises the minister. The bagable to comment on policy matters, and
does from time to time; however, most of that falithin the ministry's responsibility. The
ministry has appointed registrars to the boards, avk also managers of particular branches and
as such, have broader responsibilities. Theyddigk a particular branch and are responsible for
finance broking matters that do not necessarilyewithin the terms of the Act. One issue that
springs to mind is the definition of finance bradgrthat is, the definition within the Act stops
once the loan is negotiated and does not covendmagement of mortgages. The ministry deals
with matters that might, in a general sense, impadinance broking but do not specifically
come under the Act. | do not know whether it sacl The ministry is hoping to impose a
stricter delineation of what is dealt with by ondlge other. Essentially, the ministry does most
of the investigative and policy work and carriestbe investigations on behalf of the board, and
the board's role is to supervise that and conchagtiries.

Mr Walker: It is apparent from some of the evidence givefole the Gunning inquiry that
there is a misunderstanding about the respectiatiaeships, even by some of the officers.
Some of the staff on the ministry's payroll areagffs of the board and subject to the direction
and supervision of the board. In practice, thasleen a blurring and misunderstanding of that
function, by not only the board but also, baseéwdence given before the Gunning inquiry, by
some of the office-bearers of the board. On oocaghey do not seem to have been sure
whether they are acting as a ministry official oradficer of the board. Your committee may
come across some of that confusion. | do not thtimk deliberate, but rather it is genuine
confusion about the way the board has been admiattand the ministry arrangements. |
believe that any review of the current regulategnfework should seek to impose far greater
clarity about the respective roles and responsisliof the staff.

The CHAIRMAN: Is this a recent phenomenon or has the minkstgn aware of it for some
time?

Mr Walker: | commenced employment at the Ministry of Faading in June 1998. Although

| became generally aware of the situation, it tdokger than normal because of the
confidentiality provisions of the board. My staiuyt role is Commissioner of Fair Trading and
the chief executive officer of the Ministry of Fdirading. There is a much clearer definition of
roles and responsibilities in the general operatafrihe ministry, which account for 95 per cent
of matters other than finance broking. Issues @rannelled up through the normal
organisational structures and | am made awaresofittHowever, the various boards within the
ministry tended to be like silos and operated irthelently. The information flow did not exist.
It was something that became apparent over timasatite subject of our submission to the
Gunning committee of inquiry.
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The CHAIRMAN: Do you remember what brought it to your attemiio the first instance?
Was there a specific event?

Mr Walker: When | commenced employment at the ministrgoktthe opportunity to talk with
the chairman of the various boards. | had anésten doing that, as | have a local government
background and was used to servicing councils, dtlees and community groups and
organisations. | was not able to devote a gootafeay time to it early on as a restructure was
under way, and we were responding to the Auditare®a's performance examination of the
ministry. However, | and others in the ministrehme aware of it over time as we looked at the
various issues. | cannot recall a particular mamttime when it became apparent to me. It
occurred over time and was the subject of some @ntsand suggestions in the submission the
ministry has made to the Gunning committee of inqui

The CHAIRMAN: You say the board supervises the investigatidbat does that mean?

Mr Newcombe: According to the evidence given to the Gunnimguiry, the registrar or the
Finance Brokers Supervisory Board issues the dmeébr the investigation, which is the legal
starting point for the investigation. The boardoalreceives monthly reports on those
investigations - which is one of the files the coitb®e requested. | understand that the
investigative officers attend the board meetingd anef the board on the progress of the
investigation. In that sense, the board is keformed and knows what is happening with the
investigations, and can issue directions. Howetherchairman of the board has said that, as a
matter of policy, he does not believe it shouldny®lved in the day-to-day detail of the matters
being investigated because, as he has put it, thexeconcern that information might come
through in the investigation process upon whichiberd would ultimately have to rule. Again,
this is restating his position but, when he appéefore the Gunning inquiry, he was very
strongly of the view that it would be inappropriédethe board to be involved in the day-to-day
matters.

TheCHAIRMAN: | am asking for the ministry's perspective. Himyou see that supervision
occurring? What would happen to a complaint thate into the Ministry of Fair Trading? An
investor cannot ring the Finance Brokers Superyi8arard in the first instance. He must ring
the ministry.

Mr Newcombe: Or he might ring the registrar, who is part lo¢ board in a legal sense. A

complaint would be made either by telephone orriting and an investigative officer would be

allocated to look into it. That officer's actioase subject to the day-to-day control of the
manager of the branch, who also happens to beetlistrar. The investigation is managed by
the investigator and the manager of the branch.

TheCHAIRMAN: Does the investigation reach a certain poinbitzethe investigator notifies
the board?

Mr Newcombe: No, all matters are brought to the board's &tian The evidence to the
Gunning inquiry indicated that matters were brouglihe attention of the board within a couple
of weeks of receipt of the complaint. A file isdeaup and the complaint is put on the list that
goes to the board. The board is made aware afdimplaint early on in the process.
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TheCHAIRMAN: Is the board made aware at the time of takingn&b statements or after the
initial telephone call?

Mr NEWCOMBE: The board is made aware at the time a compfaiateived and a file made
up. As lunderstand it, once a complaint file ed® up, it is put on the list. 1 am notinvolvad i
the day-to-day operations of this matter and amisaaty the committee based only on the
evidence | have heard given to the Gunning ingairgt from what | have seen. However, the
documents | have seen reflect that. Files arekyuadded to the list that goes before the board,
and the date of the file indicates the date on Wwiitiavas created. The files remain on the
monthly reports and before they are investigatesl jrivestigator completes a report, which is
the subject of consideration by a legal officer #melmanager of the area. A decision is then
made on whether it is a matter that should go leefioe board for inquiry or whether further
direction by the board is required. The files thyerto the board. The committee should bear in
mind that the investigators attend the board mgstom a monthly basis and are subject to
guestioning by the board about progress on paaticuhtters.

The CHAIRMAN: Has that always been the case?

Mr Newcombe: That is my understanding. The monthly repodsgck a fair way and the
evidence given to the Gunning inquiry comes frolmgbe including Mr Wallace, who was there
before 1993.

The CHAIRMAN: Where does the Minister for Fair Trading fit it that process? He can
direct or be kept informed of the operations ofMiristry of Fair Trading. Is he able to be or
has he been kept informed of the operations dbtlaed? If so, is that the role of the ministry or
the board?

Mr Newcombe: The minister is responsible for the Finance BrskControl Act and the board.
He is unable to direct the board, as the Act castao specific authority for the minister to issue
directions to the board. The board may contacththester directly and occasionally reports
directly to him on matters of policy and administva. However, the minister rarely requests
specific details about investigations. The confiddity provisions have had some impact;
however, recent Crown Solicitor's advice indicdked the minister is entitled to be advised by
the board and/or the ministry for the performantcenmisterial duties. Those duties include
answering questions in Parliament, and it makessstrat the board advise him on such matters.
The briefing is usually done by a combination ahistry and board officials. The ministry
might provide substantive parts of the briefingjtanight be provided by the registrar in his
capacity as an officer of the board, dependinghemtatter.

The CHAIRMAN: | understand that investigations are conductechimistry officers rather
than officers of the board.

Mr Newcombe: An investigator acts as an officer of both tbara and the ministry. Although

it sounds confusing, it is done because an invatsbig may concern an issue specifically under
the Finance Brokers Control Act, or it might invelether legislative or general fair trading
matters. The investigators who investigate fineorok&ing matters are appointed officers of the
board and have the authority to act in relationdmplaints under that Act, but they are also
officers of the ministry. In general terms, th&a#rs act under both hats.
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The CHAIRMAN: The board's view is that it should not invol¥gelf in the day-to-day
inquiries. Would the person conducting an invedian then act as an officer of the ministry
and not of the board?

Mr Newcombe: | do not believe that argument flows. The thett the board does not ask for
the details of the investigation does not meantti@investigator does not act as an officer of
the board. It is simply that the board choosestoabtain the detailed statements or other
reports until the matter comes to the board fouiryg The officers still act as officers of the
board.

Mr Walker: They would report to the registrar of the board.

TheCHAIRMAN: If the minister wanted one of his staff to attevith an investigator, would
he do that with an investigator of the board oimaestigator of the ministry?

Mr Newcombe: | cannot really answer that question. All | cay is that when an investigator
is investigating finance broking matters, he orishgsually wearing both hats.

The CHAIRMAN: The committee has no further questions. Thamkfgr your attendance
today.

Mr Walker: Can we crave your indulgence? We are very kealo everything correctly
regarding evidence before the committee. We aneaous that from time to time registrars,
either from the Land Valuers Licensing Board andaRce Broking Supervisory Board in
Mr Milford and Mr Johnson, may attend the selechoottee hearings. We are keen in our day-
to-day activities not to act in contravention retjag evidence and such issues. It can be
somewhat difficult, given that both of those gemizen are substantive managers within the
ministry. | am not sure whether the committee $yecific examples -

Mr Newcombe: In terms of discussing evidence, an issue caomogidocument production is
that we must discuss with individual officers at thinistry that we need documents, why they
are required and such things. Circumstances viskan which we will not necessarily discuss
the detail of the questioning, but we need in briggichs to discuss with other officers of the
ministry matters as they will provide the document¥/e need to get them to search for
documents and to know what they are looking fdwre broad direction is that we cannot in any
circumstances discuss the evidence, which may,praetical sense, make it impossible to
respond to requests for information.

TheCHAIRMAN: The simple answer is that if an officer has asde a document which we
have requested from the chief executive officehdmrethe ability to direct that officer to provide
him with that document. Obviously, you would née@drovide that officer with sufficient detalil
to identify the document. It goes to the questibparliamentary privilege, and you may want to
seek your private legal advice on that matter. vidyv is that you can ask an officer to provide
you with documents, but you cannot discuss thessdd given before this committee. If it had
been a public hearing, you could have done g8.alprivate hearing so you are not in a position
to discuss proceedings. When dealing with a sunsgnwhich is a public document, you are
entitled to request. The clarification you recéiyem the committee assists you to fulfil that
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summons; therefore, you could request the partiswiithe documents to make it clear to the
officer. Thatis my impression. However, thadssfar as you can go. The other discussions we
have had are not to be mentioned. | receivedahgesfrom reading the letters we received from
the Land Valuers Licensing Board, the Finance Br®l&upervisory Board and the ministry
prior to the last hearing that the response waslaborative effort.

Mr Newcombe: That is correct. That reflects the fact thag documents almost in all
circumstances are in the possession of the minigkg/a matter of course, it is necessary to
discuss with the registrars of those boards whereet documents are, who has them, and what
the response will be. It reflects the fact thatltleards do not effectively have their own staff -
they are all ministry staff.

TheCHAIRMAN: | advise you to be cautious in that area. @dgtayou can determine who
has the documents and indicate that those documentseing provided by A or B. If we have
asked the documents from the same people, we ddollawing requests from you and the
board to avoid confusion or the need to determihe i& responsible. One needs to determine
who has that document, and the other person neesdytthat the document is provided by the
ministry, rather than providing a joint answer.atgoes to matters of privilege, upon which you
may want to get your own advice.

Mr Newcombe: The only other issue is whether the committessgingen some consideration to
the ministry's request to be present during puisiarings and to take notes.

The CHAIRMAN: We have. Our standing orders are very cleahat only accredited
members of the media can take notes. You caniclgrettend. We are sympathetic to your
position, but our standing orders make no provifomanyone other than accredited members of
the media to take notes.

Mr Walker: Is that likely to be reviewed by the Legislat@euncil? | must say, as a CEO
invited to appear before a select committee, @nisinusual situation in which journalists are
treated better than people who have statutory #ref obligations before the committee.

Hon G.T. GIFFARD: | do not think it is unusual.

TheCHAIRMAN: The same rules apply in the House | might &bple in the public gallery
are not allowed to take notes or records, but mesndfehe media may do so. | take your point.
It may be worth considering as an ancillary mattken we report. Maybe there should be
provision for such inquiries for public servantsbi accredited for the purposes of providing
reports. | have some sympathy for the view. Olbsiy it is a matter for the House to
determine.

Mr Walker: You can only work within the current rules.

The CHAIRMAN: We will just check on the issue about providiymu with copies of
documents.

CommitteeClerk: | have checked with Mia: You can copy whole filather just sections. In
that way you will eventually [inaudible].
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Mr Walker: We hope it is over before then.

TheCHAIRMAN: You can liaise with the clerk on those mattéi& release you for now, but
the summons stands for the matters not dealt with.

Mr Newcombe: On that basis, | assume that the committeegivit some consideration to the
information provided and identify. Our view is thee think we have provided what falls within
our understanding of the summons. If there allelstuments from which you seek particulars,
will the committee indicate what it requires?

The CHAIRMAN: Our view is that some documents should have pemnded by now. The
ones which jump out are the legal opinions.

Mr Newcombe: Sure.

TheCHAIRMAN: We need to consider how we will proceed withstholf there are any other
documents we believe should be provided that faalimthe summons, we will certainly notify

you. In a sense, if you have not provided thera,lireach of parliamentary privilege will

already have occurred. The committee may wanate lyou back for more formal evidence
procedures for questions about operations at adtdge.

Committee adjourned at 11.19 am.
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