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Lawrence 
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recording or otherwise) be reproduced, stored in a retrieval 4 

system or transmitted without prior written permission of the 5 

Authorised Officer. 6 

MR PETERS:  If Your Honour pleases, I appear with Ms O'Gorman 7 

for the plaintiff.   8 

HIS HONOUR:  Thank you, Mr Peters.   9 

MS NESKOVCIN:  If the court pleases, I appear with Mr Newland 10 

for the defendant.   11 

HIS HONOUR:  Ms Neskovcin, thank you very much.   12 

MR PETERS:  Now, we're grateful to Your Honour listing this so 13 

quickly after resuming yesterday.  The urgency really 14 

involves a members' meeting on the 26th, which is next 15 

week.   16 

HIS HONOUR:  Yes.  I have received an affidavit from - - - 17 

MR PETERS:  Mr Lawrence?   18 

HIS HONOUR:  Yes, Mr Lawrence.  Thank you.  I've received the 19 

affidavit from Mr Lawrence together with your 20 

submissions, and you should presume that I have read 21 

that.   22 

MR PETERS:  Yes, Your Honour.  Your Honour, the real issue on 23 

this application today is twofold.  Firstly, the broad 24 

issue is whether the club should provide the memo to 25 

Mr Lawrence with a copy of the register, which includes 26 

the email address.   27 

HIS HONOUR:  I suspect that's not the issue, as I suspect that 28 

Ms Neskovcin will say she's provided you with the 29 

register.   30 

MR PETERS:  Well, that was what I was going - - - 31 

HIS HONOUR:  That was your second point, was it, Mr Peters.   32 

MR PETERS:  It was, it was, but Your Honour's always in front 33 
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of me, so over the years I've got used to that.  But the 1 

point is, when you look at the evidence - in particular, 2 

what club's solicitors have said - it's as plain as a 3 

pikestaff that the email addresses are required to 4 

register for membership and are held by the club on the 5 

Archtics system because that's how they say that's the 6 

register.  To suggest that that information is - - - 7 

HIS HONOUR:  Why don't we do this the other way around?  I've 8 

read your submissions, and I understand your submissions, 9 

I believe, and I'm familiar with the provisions.  I'd 10 

like to hear how Ms Neskovcin - - - 11 

MR PETERS:  Sure.   12 

HIS HONOUR:  And then you'll be able to respond.  That would be 13 

fairer, wouldn't it?   14 

MR PETERS:  Certainly.   15 

HIS HONOUR:  Ms Neskovcin.   16 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Your Honour, obviously this is brought on at 17 

short notice to you last night.  We would like a little 18 

more time to put on some affidavit material particularly 19 

addressing the issues that my learned friend Mr Peters 20 

was about to launch into regarding the Archtics system 21 

and what it is used for.   22 

  But in short the defendant's position is that the 23 

plaintiff's entitlement to access to the register is to 24 

the register that's maintained under s169.  That register 25 

does not include email addresses, which he's here to 26 

seek.  He has obtained the register in the manner in 27 

which it's been provided, and that is the extent of his 28 

entitlement.   29 

  The secondary questions as to whether there is a 30 

register in the form of the list that was used to provide 31 
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notices to members for the purpose of the meeting next 1 

week or whether there is a register in the form of the 2 

Archtics platform, or extracts from that platform, raises 3 

legal and factual issues which we would like an 4 

opportunity to address.  Your Honour - - - 5 

HIS HONOUR:  You might take this opportunity at the very least, 6 

Ms Neskovcin, to understand how it's put to the extent 7 

you are able to help us.  But reading the material, and 8 

in accordance with the submissions, it appears that the 9 

club considers its register to be electronically recorded 10 

on the AFL Archtics system, is that correct?   11 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Incorrect, Your Honour.   12 

HIS HONOUR:  Well, then, lead me to wisdom, please, 13 

Ms Neskovcin.   14 

MS NESKOVCIN:  The club considers that it complies to its 15 

obligations under 169 of the Corporations Act by 16 

maintaining the information that it is required to 17 

maintain in the Archtics platform.  So, the obligation 18 

under s169's an obligation to maintain information.  That 19 

information is maintained on the platform.  When - - - 20 

HIS HONOUR:  So that's the issue, then.  The difference is that 21 

Mr Peters says, under the Corporations Act, the register 22 

is a thing, and the thing that your client maintains is 23 

its information contained on the Archtics.  You say, no, 24 

it's our ability just to access those things which have 25 

to be put in the register, and so there are other things 26 

on that - - - 27 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Correct.   28 

HIS HONOUR:  - - - which aren't on the register.   29 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Correct.  And particularly in this environment, 30 

where the issues of data rights and data protection is a 31 
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very live issue of concern to all corporations, accessing 1 

that information is something that needs to be very 2 

careful considered because, as Your Honour has observed, 3 

the information on the Archtics platform comprises not 4 

only member information but personal information, credit 5 

card information, and a whole spectrum of broader 6 

customer-related information, which could just be a 7 

platform or a level to obtain access to all sorts of 8 

information and have unintended consequences beyond the 9 

issue that's being dealt with today.  So we submit that 10 

this needs to be carefully considered.  We want an 11 

opportunity to address Your Honour more carefully about 12 

that platform and the broader issues.   13 

HIS HONOUR:  So do you say, under the Act, for the reasons 14 

you've indicated, there'll be other information stored by 15 

the club and that's not part of the register?   16 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Correct.   17 

HIS HONOUR:  It's all put onto this platform, which I presume 18 

is a server which has a software component which enables 19 

you to extract information, but is in, in this case, the 20 

Melbourne Football Club's section of the server.   21 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes.  And as Your Honour's just alluded, the 22 

server or the platform or - I'm still in the process of 23 

getting instructions, but I think, broadly, as you've 24 

outlined, it doesn't just deal with this club's 25 

membership details, it deals with the league's membership 26 

details as well, so, as I said, it has broader 27 

ramifications.   28 

HIS HONOUR:  But presumably the Melbourne Football Club doesn't 29 

have access to the league's.  It has a quarantined 30 

section, which is the Melbourne Football Club's 31 
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information.   1 

MS NESKOVCIN:  As I understand it - and I'm still in the 2 

process of getting instructions - the Melbourne Football 3 

Club's access the platform is through the AFL, the 4 

Australian Football League, which administers and manages 5 

the platform, so to say it has access, it has indirect 6 

access, or rights of access.   7 

HIS HONOUR:  But it's not unusual for corporations - - - 8 

MS NESKOVCIN:  No.   9 

HIS HONOUR:  - - - to have other outside - - - 10 

MS NESKOVC:  That's right, third-party service providers.   11 

HIS HONOUR:  Third-party providers that actually ensure that 12 

access.   13 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes.   14 

HIS HONOUR:  And that's now permitted.   15 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes, Your Honour.   16 

HIS HONOUR:  But there would've been a notice under the Act, 17 

would there not, that would permit you to have the 18 

register off-site?  I think, under the Act, you're 19 

required to give a notice to ASIC to do so.   20 

MS NESKOVCIN:  I'll have to check that.  Your Honour, in short, 21 

our position is that the database doesn't comprise the 22 

register, and whatever rights that the defendant has to 23 

access to the register are the rights found in 169,  24 

and - - - 25 

HIS HONOUR:  No, no.  No, the rights of 169 are that they have 26 

access to the register.   27 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes.   28 

HIS HONOUR:  Your nuanced argument is, providing we give that 29 

information which we are required to keep, that is 30 

sufficient to access the register, because you know there 31 
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are authorities that say that if on the register there is 1 

additional information, including emails - - - 2 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes.   3 

HIS HONOUR:  - - - that has to be provided as well.   4 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes.   5 

HIS HONOUR:  And the nuanced argument that your instructors in 6 

their latest piece of correspondence alluded to, which I 7 

might say it didn't completely give it away, but I think 8 

we'll probably be able to work out what you're getting  9 

at - - - 10 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes.   11 

HIS HONOUR:  - - - is to say this is a little different.   12 

MS NESKOVCIN:  It is, yes.   13 

HIS HONOUR:  All right.   14 

MS NESKOVCIN:  So, in those case that Your Honour refers to, 15 

the register in issue contained the email addresses.  In 16 

this case - - - 17 

HIS HONOUR:  Well, it was an electronic database, wasn't it, in 18 

Aurora as well, wasn't it?  It was an electronic 19 

database.   20 

MS NESKOVCIN:  But there were deficiencies in that database.  21 

The comments that fell from Justice Reeves in that case 22 

really arise out of the preceding case, where the 23 

database itself comprised the register, and the question 24 

there was whether the register in its entirety had to be 25 

provided, but there are nuances, Your Honour.  And I 26 

think Your Honour's identified through this discussion 27 

the issues to be decided need to be identified, but there 28 

needs to some further factual material before the court.   29 

HIS HONOUR:  Yes.  See, what struck me was that it may well be, 30 

for example, credit card details.  If your client put it 31 
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all on the same server as part of the same what I'll call 1 

management programs, information of its members, there 2 

are a few options.  One is that, in that case, all of it 3 

becomes a register because you can't distinguish between 4 

them, and so it's all available for inspection, subject 5 

to limited use.  The other extreme is your position, 6 

which you say, no, no, we can just take off those things 7 

from it which are necessary or required to be on the 8 

register and allow that to be inspected.   9 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes.   10 

HIS HONOUR:  And I'm not sure what that means the register is 11 

as such because of course the register's not the thing 12 

that gets produced - a register is something that's held 13 

permanently.  There may be some middle ground, and the 14 

middle ground may not assist you because email addresses 15 

are something which is of fundamental importance these 16 

days for the purpose of communicating with the members.  17 

The Act actually contemplates that members might want to 18 

have access to the register for the purpose of 19 

communicating with other members, and whilst some 20 

commotion might be excluded, email addresses are just the 21 

sort of thing you would expect a company would have on 22 

its register.   23 

MS NESKOVCIN:  And, Your Honour, that's something I want to 24 

address Your Honour on.  As Your Honour's identified, the 25 

Act specifically contemplates the electronic means of 26 

communication by the company, not by members, and I - - - 27 

HIS HONOUR:  Yes.  I just said it specifically contemplates 28 

communication with members.   29 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes.   30 

HIS HONOUR:  And in these days, critically, the company will 31 
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want to communicate electronically with its members, and 1 

it will do so by reference to the email addresses, which 2 

you wish to conveniently put are not part of the  3 

registry - it goes to something other than the register.   4 

MS NESKOVCIN:  But when I take Your Honour through the Act, in 5 

our submission, the Act is making a deliberate 6 

distinction between the register comprising names and 7 

physical addresses on the one hand and the opportunity 8 

for the company to communicate with members through 9 

electronic means on the other hand, and when that's 10 

coupled with the limited rights a member has to have 11 

access to the register, one can see a deliberate 12 

intention for that access to not include email addresses.  13 

And I'll take Your Honour through the provisions to 14 

support that, but - - - 15 

HIS HONOUR:  It's going to be difficult for you to say that in 16 

circumstances of Aurora Funds, where they really found 17 

the opposite to be case and they said - - - 18 

MS NESKOVCIN:  And I'll address that in due course, but can I 19 

just go back to Your Honour's spectrum.  There's another 20 

possibility on the spectrum, and that is that any 21 

noncompliance by the defendant doesn't enlarge the 22 

plaintiff's right.  That's why I keep saying you've got 23 

to go back to s169.  And the entitlement in 169 is to the 24 

names and address - I'll leave aside some other  25 

details - - - 26 

HIS HONOUR:  Your obligation on the register is to have minimum 27 

requirements - - - 28 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes.   29 

HIS HONOUR:  - - - for what's there.  And in fact, according to 30 

the affidavit material, the club has breached that at the 31 
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moment because it doesn't have - - - 1 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Well - - - 2 

HIS HONOUR:  - - - on the register, if you're right, because 3 

there are no what I'll call land address or residential 4 

addresses.   5 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes.  Your Honour, there are a relative handful 6 

of members who have failed to provide residential 7 

addresses.   8 

HIS HONOUR:  Nine hundred of them, so.   9 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Well, that's a matter that we want to address in 10 

our affidavit as well.  It's not that high, but the 11 

company is endeavouring to rectify that deficiency.  It's 12 

reliant upon members to provide the addresses.  There are 13 

limits to what the company can do to compel this.  They 14 

do attempt to address that deficiency, but that is a 15 

potential issue.   16 

HIS HONOUR:  I gather you haven't, in the very short time 17 

you've had, Ms Neskovcin, had the opportunity to find any 18 

authority which entitles you to define the register as 19 

you have.   20 

MS NESKOVCIN:  No.  Your Honour, well, my junior has diligently 21 

searched for cases on the meaning of the register.  There 22 

are many cases where shareholders and members are seeking 23 

access to the register but no discussion about what the 24 

register might comprise, which is somewhat surprising 25 

given that we are now in the electronic age with 26 

databases and so on, so this might be a matter that 27 

Your Honour will be considering for the first time.   28 

HIS HONOUR:  It's always nice to have a blank canvas - it 29 

helps.  That leads me to this concern, though, that this 30 

meeting's going to be on very soon, so how quickly can 31 
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you get ready, then how quickly can Mr Peters respond to 1 

that, but how quickly can the court then give a decision 2 

to enable us to determine whether these members 3 

effectively should be given this material.   4 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Your Honour, we can have our material ready 5 

tomorrow, preferably in the afternoon.  If it's required 6 

in the morning, we can do that.   7 

HIS HONOUR:  And then you'd make submissions, and then I'd give 8 

you the answer, would I?  Mr Peters, what do you say 9 

about all of this?   10 

MR PETERS:  On this issue of timing, Your Honour, today raises 11 

a question of corporate governance.  It's really dealing 12 

with the contract between the members, and the members 13 

and the board.  We're surprised we're in this age, an 14 

electronic age, that the Melbourne Football Club can't 15 

just give us the email addresses.  As we say, cases like 16 

Aurora say they should do explicitly.  But if my learned 17 

friend says she needs time until Friday morning to be 18 

ready to argue, Your Honour's got a balancing act - what 19 

are the interests of members, and what are the interests 20 

of the board to oppose members being communicated with in 21 

respect of issues such as - - - 22 

HIS HONOUR:  Well, maybe you would, but the possibility, of 23 

course, is to put the meeting off.   24 

MR PETERS:  Well, I looked at the cases on that, Your Honour, 25 

and Your Honour's well familiar with the cases on trying 26 

to step the members' vote.  It's a very high bar.  Now, 27 

if our learned friends were to say we'll put the meeting 28 

off in return for getting some time, that might be the 29 

price they have to pay if they don't want my client, 30 

Mr Lawrence, to be able to say to members I don't really 31 
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have a provision in the constitution that allows women to 1 

have one-third of the seats, men one-third of the seats, 2 

and the balance can be up for election.  They're 3 

substantial issues that he wants to raise that members 4 

should vote about and decide.   5 

HIS HONOUR:  And I don't think that's in the contest at the 6 

moment that your client's purpose is one of the permitted 7 

purposes for which members can use information from the 8 

register to contact members, and the recognition of that 9 

as being the purpose of the Act is what led me to that 10 

middle position that the ability to extract contact 11 

details off the register because it's not specifically 12 

part of an address, even though on one view it might be 13 

said that an address includes an email address.   14 

MR PETERS:  Can I raise two points about what Your Honour's 15 

just said.  It's common ground my client's purpose is 16 

proper because they provided details of what they say is 17 

the register - they're just incomplete.  The second point 18 

is could I ask to take Your Honour to two paragraphs at 19 

p225 of the exhibits.   20 

HIS HONOUR:  This is when they say that's the register.   21 

MR PETERS:  Yes, and it's very illuminating because you'll see 22 

why I said it's plain as a pikestaff that the register 23 

inputs details for members which have to include the 24 

email address.   25 

HIS HONOUR:  I noted that the letter - let's go there so I'm 26 

not guessing at what the expression was.  225, was it?   27 

MR PETERS:  225, Your Honour.  It's a letter from the 28 

Melbourne Football Club's solicitors of 11 October 2022 29 

to Mallesons.   30 

HIS HONOUR:  Yes.   31 
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MR PETERS:  King & Wood Mallesons.  They're the firm that 1 

crafted my client's constitution, Your Honour.   2 

HIS HONOUR:  It says, 'When the club requires details of 3 

membership for registry purposes, it then downloads those 4 

details from the AFL Archtics system'.   5 

MR PETERS:  Could I ask Your Honour to look at the start of 6 

that paragraph because we're talking about maintaining 7 

the register, to use of words of s168 and 69.  'The club 8 

maintains its register using the AFL's electronic 9 

Ticketmaster membership and customer relationship 10 

management platform, Archtics'.  That is the register, 11 

and if there's any doubt, Your Honour, look at the last 12 

sentence.  I beg your pardon.  After the club inputting 13 

the details, Your Honour was going to go on to the next 14 

sentence.  'When the club requires details of membership 15 

for registry purposes, it then downloads those details'.  16 

They have to include the - - - 17 

HIS HONOUR:  What do you say about the credit card details?   18 

MR PETERS:  We're not asking for the credit card details.   19 

HIS HONOUR:  I understand that.   20 

MR PETERS:  They're not an issue.   21 

HIS HONOUR:  But it affects the principal, doesn't it?   22 

MR PETERS:  Well, s177 balances privacy - I'll have to take 23 

Your Honour to the explanatory memorandum - against 24 

proper corporate governance, and so, so long as your 25 

purpose is not a prohibited purpose, you're entitled to 26 

inspect and make a copy of the register.  Now, we balance 27 

that in this case by not asking for credit card details 28 

or other private details.  We ask for names, addresses, 29 

and the email address.   30 

HIS HONOUR:  But can someone else, with a proper purpose, have 31 
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an inspection and inspect the register which includes the 1 

credit card details on the basis that they're entitled to 2 

inspect the register, it's only the use to which they  3 

put - - - 4 

MR PETERS:  Yes.   5 

HIS HONOUR:  - - - that inspection, which is limited.   6 

MR PETERS:  Yes.  And Your Honour would know that under s1303 7 

there's a discretion, when making an order, to provide a 8 

copy of the register, and that might be where that 9 

balancing act comes in.  You can have the email address 10 

but not their credit card details or - - - 11 

HIS HONOUR:  The discretion's under 1303, is it?   12 

MR PETERS:  1303 and 1324.   13 

HIS HONOUR:  Yes.   14 

MR PETERS:  But I do want to come back to this point because 15 

Your Honour will see the sleight of hand - and I don't 16 

mean that in the pejorative sense - in what's put to us.  17 

They call this register, the Archtics, the true register 18 

of the club.   19 

HIS HONOUR:  Yes.   20 

MR PETERS:  And what they then say is, well, we extract 21 

information from the Archtics system for a point in time.  22 

One can see - and no doubt this is going to  23 

evidence - when they extracted the information to send 24 

the mail out to members to call the meeting, they must 25 

have extracted that information with - - - 26 

HIS HONOUR:  They did.   27 

MR PETERS:  - - - with email address.   28 

HIS HONOUR:  Yes.   29 

MR PETERS:  Now, the affidavit is silent on that.  We'll - - - 30 

HIS HONOUR:  Well, that's a given.   31 
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MR PETERS:  Yes.   1 

HIS HONOUR:  But they say that that's not on the register 2 

because what they maintain as the register is part of the 3 

information that's on the platform and it's only that 4 

part being parts that they're required to keep as part of 5 

the register.   6 

MR PETERS:  That argument been tried, and it's failed.  And 7 

Aurora at paragraph 26 makes the point quite clearly, 8 

where the court said this, relying on MDA National:  'The 9 

obligation is to provide all information contained in the 10 

register, not simply that the register, as a minimum, 11 

must contain'.  That's the sleight of hand in the 12 

argument.   13 

HIS HONOUR:  Well, that really goes to the argument that will 14 

be launched against you on that purpose because it's 15 

compelling enough, but that is on the basis that if you 16 

keep a register which includes other information, then 17 

all of it is able to be inspected.   18 

MR PETERS:  And that's why I took you to p225, because what 19 

they do is they say we get a membership application, and 20 

we put the details - and they're very silent on what 21 

those details are - - - 22 

HIS HONOUR:  Well, presumably all the details (indistinct).   23 

MR PETERS:  It has to be.  I mean, they have to give the email 24 

addresses.   25 

HIS HONOUR:  Then somehow it is that they say we only consider 26 

the register that bit of information we're required to 27 

keep under the act.   28 

MR PETERS:  They don't get that choice, Your Honour.   29 

HIS HONOUR:  I think we'll need to see what they about it.   30 

MR PETERS:  Yes, but they don't get that choice to say we'll 31 
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keep all this information on the register, but we'll only 1 

give you that on a request.  Tried and failed.   2 

HIS HONOUR:  I understand, Mr Peters.  I understand.  The 3 

proposition is they have to a register.  A register is a 4 

thing rather than just the ability to extract from  5 

a - - - 6 

MR PETERS:  Yes.   7 

HIS HONOUR:  - - - the minimum bits that they want to extract 8 

and call that the register.  But in fairness I think it 9 

is a nuanced argument and we've got to give Ms Neskovcin 10 

an opportunity to provide the factual foundation for it.   11 

MR PETERS:  Yes.  Well, perhaps we can come back on Friday, 12 

Your Honour, and hopefully I can convince you in a manner 13 

that might be able to assist Your Honour to resolve this 14 

by Friday afternoon or otherwise the club might allow 15 

another process to let members decide, but I'll speak to 16 

Ms Neskovcin about this.   17 

HIS HONOUR:  Yes.   18 

MR PETERS:  Your Honour, in terms of information, there's been 19 

a number of letters passing backwards and forwards of the 20 

solicitor.  This is not something they haven't been 21 

expecting - they've been thinking about it for weeks - so 22 

they shouldn't need too long to get their material 23 

together.   24 

HIS HONOUR:  Well, I think you need tomorrow, I think 25 

Ms Neskovcin saying.   26 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes, Your Honour.   27 

MR PETERS:  I was - - - 28 

HIS HONOUR:  I'm thinking about 2 o'clock tomorrow.   29 

MR PETERS:  I will take 2 o'clock, Your Honour.  I was going to 30 

ask for 12, but I won't because Ms Neskovcin won't ask 31 
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for four.   1 

HIS HONOUR:  Yes.  2 o'clock's reasonable isn't it, 2 

Ms Neskovcin?  I got the impression that you can probably 3 

manage something like that.   4 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes, Your Honour.   5 

HIS HONOUR:  All right.  Well, we'll adjourn it till  6 

Friday - - - 7 

MR PETERS:  Yes, Your Honour.   8 

HIS HONOUR:  - - - on the basis that the defendant will file 9 

its material by 2 o'clock tomorrow.  Submissions, you'll 10 

probably want to put something in writing, Ms Neskovcin.   11 

MS NESKOVCIN:  We'll do that, Your Honour, at the same time as 12 

the material.   13 

HIS HONOUR:  At the same time.  That'd be excellent.  The other 14 

thing, your client's got to think about whether it really 15 

wants to be a party to this interestingly nuanced fight 16 

at this stage, Ms Neskovcin.   17 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Yes, Your Honour.   18 

HIS HONOUR:  The authorities have made it plain that they think 19 

that email addresses are not something so private it 20 

shouldn't be available for inspection.  I  21 

understand - - - 22 

MS NESKOVCIN:  I hope to persuade you to the contrary.   23 

HIS HONOUR:  No.  Well, you won't be telling me that Aurora's 24 

wrong; you'll be distinguishing Aurora.   25 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Correct.   26 

HIS HONOUR:  I'm just saying that the line of least resistance 27 

might be that your client decides to allow the members to 28 

receive the balance of this information through emails, 29 

but then again they may want to be the test case.   30 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Thank you, Your Honour.   31 
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Lawrence 

MR PETERS:  Yes.  I should say, Your Honour, Mr Lawrence is 1 

more than happy to accommodate the club in whatever way 2 

they can just so long as the members are informed, and if 3 

that involves reaching some sort of compromise - - - 4 

HIS HONOUR:  Well, there was a compromise proposed earlier by 5 

Mr Lawrence whereby the material was sent out by the 6 

club.  You would've thought that might be a solution to 7 

this problem, Ms Neskovcin - it means that they don't get 8 

the email addresses.   9 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Noted, Your Honour.   10 

HIS HONOUR:  But of course your client's entitled to be part of 11 

the test case if that's what it desires.   12 

MS NESKOVCIN:  Thank you, Your Honour.   13 

HIS HONOUR:  Nothing further?   14 

MR PETERS:  No, Your Honour.   15 

HIS HONOUR:  Thank you very much for your assistance.  We'll 16 

adjourn the court until Friday.   17 

MR PETERS:  If Your Honour pleases.   18 

ADJOURNED UNTIL FRIDAY 21 OCTOBER 2022 19 


