Federal judges and magistrates who will retire in the next three vears (ie before 31 May 2009)

Federal judges and magistrates are appointed until they attain age 70. They may resign before they reach this age.

The table below shows federal judges who will tum 70 before 31 May 2009, None of the current federal magistrates will attain that age before

that date,

Court Judeze/Magisirate Appointment expires {age 70) | State/Territory

High Court The Hon Chief Justice Murray Gleeson 29 August 2008 NSW
The Hon Justice Michael Kirby 17 March 2009 NSW
The Hon Justice lan Callinan 31 August 2007 (Qld

Federal Court The Hon Justice Murray Wilcox i6 February 2007 NEW
The Hon Justice Peter Heerey 15 February 2009 Vic
The Hon fustice Brian Tamberlin 29 March 2000 NSW
The Hon Justice Robert Nicholson 6 August 2007 WA
The Hon Justice Roger Gyles 21 August 2008 WNEW
The Hon Justice Richard Conti 18 August 2007 NSW

Family Court The Hon Justice Paul Guest 7 March 2009 Vic

Currently, no judge or federal magistrate has writien to the Governor-General tendering their resignation.

24 May 2006
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purchases made subsequently.

Purchase from Australia and Argentina in Jan — Feb, 97 were gffeatf:d to make up for the
shortfall due to delay in arrivals from Canada, where severe cold weather had created force majeur
conditions, resulting in itmpensiﬁﬁof shipments. Besides, the decision to purchase wheat from
Argentina on trial basis was taken by the Committee of Secretaries and Ministry of Food.

The purchases during January — February 1997 were also made following proper systems and
procedures i.e. by floating of tender, negotiations with the eligible lowest tenderer, consultation with
concerned rinistry i.e. Ministry of Food and FCI, etc. and the terms were finalized with due
approval of Committee of M&%mgemen‘t of STC. Thus, all attempts were made to ensure full
transparency in all wheat purchases. |

The floating of limited tenders was preferred, vis-3-vis global tender, as a strategy to enter
the market in a low-key manner. Even if the intémationai market was aware of India’s likely
production and demand, confidentiality in regard to timing of purchase and quantity to be purchased
against each tender was very essential to prevent the market from flaring up and pushing the prices
'up‘w_ax“du

Thus, all the decisions in respect of wheat import were faken with the_ consent of Ministry of
Food and FCT and contracts finalized after protracted negotiations with the Eﬁerst tenderer who
could meet the guality and PPQ parameters. It is submitted that neither any purchase was made In
discrete manner or with low publicity, nor any higher price was paid ‘to. the suppliers. The price
differential between the purchases made in the first round and in subsequent rounds had arisen due to
difference in the timings of purchase.

As regards any lapses on the part of employees of 8TC, the matter was under examination by
CBL
Further comments of the Department

An RC was registered by CBI in this case against senior officers of the Governiment of India
and ex-CMD of STC. Department of Food & Public Distribution, which is a nodal Department for
import of wheat, had informed that the Letter Rogatory (LR) issued in the case by the CBI was
pending with office of Attorney General Department, Australia.

The Committee was further informed that the case was closed for lack of evidence,

particularly on account of n@n-gcmperaﬁon from concerned Australian authorities, to whom a Letter

h@:ﬁi%10@.24.167fbooszmponsfcomem}/ﬁ':f;;;ﬁrggmhtm : 16/05/2006
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Simon Hayes
Computer erime

JUST one in fve respondents to a
national compufer crime survey had
hacking attacks agaipst them prose-
cuted, because of limited police re-
sources and a lack of understanding of
computer offences by frontline officers.

Senior Federal Police offficers ad-
mitted the study showed more education
was needed and thal frontiine police
were sometimes confused by the intrica-
cies of computer crime,

The study of 400 compantes, funded
by the Attorney-General®s Depariment,
foundd that computer crime dropped
sightly in the past 12 monthe, with 42
per cent of respondents reporting an
attack compared with 49 per cent last
year. But those who reported atfacks
sald police often did not iovestigate.

OF the respondents, 21 per cent sald
thely allegations o police weore not
investigated at all and 49 per cent said
lack of evidence prevented charges being
Iaid, Only 19 percent of respondents said
charges had been laid

The director of the Federal Police
Austrabian hi-tech crimne centre admitted
that Hmited resources and a growing
number of offences meant many allega-
tions were oot divectly nvestigaled.

Federal pgent Kevin Zuccato sald 19
per vent of offences prosecuted was a
very positive figure, given the challenges.

SWith this orime the offender is
usually bevond owr reach,” he said.

Wr Zuccato sald It was “not possible
fo investigate every single offence®,

Section: 1T Today
Region: National Cireulation: 133,434

Tuesday 16/5/2006

Bize: 158.48 sq.oms,
Published: MTWTF

ine
given the amount of hacking and low-
fevel fraud.

$<f don®t think police officers would
think #7s not important, but they would
give due consideration to thelr work-
load™ he said.

“Well prosecute as many of these
individuals as we can find and prove
oftences against.™

The popularity of the interpet wag
chunging the nature of crime, he sald

We are moving away from fraud and
large importations of narcotics to the
gathering of large amounis of identity
information that s then sold on the
internet,”” Mr Zuccato said

“That & a challenge for us™

The study finds that computer crime
cost each respondent an average of
$241,150 annually, but it notes that fgure
may be skewed by « large loss reported
by one respondent,

Police are cJaiming plenty of suc
cesses, any of which involve interne-
tional co-operation.

in Muarch, a Melbowrne man was
arrested and charged over attacks in
2008 on internet relay chal servers in
Belgium.

FPolice allege the man used remaotely
controiled computer networks 1o atiuck
the servers.

Attacks are se common, police face
huge challenges.

in November, hackers attacked the
website of ACT Chief Minister Jon
Stanhope, and in December, altackers
defaced the website of the federal
agency, Land and Waler Australia

Brief: DPLAUTC
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A report backed by online auction
glant eBay has identified a key
weakness in Australia’s response {0
online ientity theft and called on
the Australizn Comeaunications and
Media Authority to intervens,

The paper’s authors have recom-
mended the intreduction of regu-
iations to govern amd co-prdinate
responses 1o phisking, an escalating
form of cyberomime in which indi
viduals are ticked into handing
over personal details and financial
information o Take websites, typh-
cally as a result of an email
Invitation,

Australia has already set 3
precedent with  oybercrime laws,
including the Spams Act 2003, bwl

the country lacks a co-ordinated
policy for responding to phishing
that spans police and government
departosnts  including  AusCert
{Auwstralian Computer Emergency
Response Team), as well as online
COMPANISs.

The report, sponsorsd by eBay
angd prepared by cybercrime experis
dascha Walkley and Peter Grabo-

sky, & professor at the Australian
Mational University, argues Aust
ralia nesds 2 minimum el of
standards to repori phishing inch

Ausiralian Financial Review
Thursday 20/4/20086

Page: 43

Saction: information

Region: National Ciroulation: 85,542

Type: National
Sipe: 228.68 sq.oms.
Published: MTWTFS

dents, respond, and share semsitive
consumer data comnected with
phishing aftacks. '

“{Fiven the internet’s global
natare and the patchwork of laws
across the world, an approach that
emphasises conswmer education and
engagement between the privaie and
public sector will be nécessary, but
not sufficient, to control phishing,”
according to Ms Wallkdey and
Tdr Girabosky,

ACMA warned consumers in
March to ke basie precautions
against phisking -~ such as visiting
only official bauk webslles - as
part of a four-week campaign by the

Auvstralasian - Consumer  Fraund
Taskforos,

An ACMA spokesperson was not
available to comment on how
planped to address the issue.

eBay’s decision to more publicly
address the problem comes as it
responds to an increasing pumaber of
attacks ajmed af exivatting financial
data from its members, including
vsers of its PayPel financial pay-
menis service

The company has employed more
then 1000 people worldwide io
address  oybercrime, trust and
security-related lssues.

eRay Australin and New Zea-
fand’s st and  safety direcior,
Alastair MacGibbon, would ot

Brief, DPLAUTO

ng report calls for united response

disclose how mapy aliacks wers
targeted af the company’s 181 mib

Lion global mwembers or the 100 mil-
Hon people with PayPal accounts,
However, he said the company
continwed to hire move peopls for its
security team as the company grew.

Phishing, and the broader issue of
consumer sentiment about online
security, was oritical to eBay's
futare,

“We a5 & company put 3 lot of
stock in petting the [phishing] sites
put down,”’ Mr MacGibbon sald.

He suid 2Bay would work win il
participation in organdsations like the
Internet  Indwstry  Assoclation 1o
achisve some of the recommendations
cutlined in the phishing report, adding
that respomsibility for co-ordinating
phishing investigations was & tatural
extension of ACMA's regulation of
internet service providers.

B An eBavsponsored report advorates
the introdustion of regulations 1o
address online identity theft

@ eBay has emploved more than 1000
pecyde worldwide to address
securlyreiated issuas.

Ref. 21556034
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- MEDIA RELEASE -
SENATOR THE HON. ERIC ABETZ

Minister for Fisheries, Forestry and Conservation

DAFF0O6/464 24 Way 2006

Getting tougher on illegal foreign fishers

The Government will amend Australia’s fisheries laws to include gaol sentences for foreign
fishers caught ilfegally in our territorial waters, Fisheries Minister Senator bric Abetz
announced today.

“This bill, if enacted, will allow for gaol terms of up o two or three years, depending on size of
the vessel illegal fishers are using, as well as substantial fines of up to $825,000, or both, for
those caught ilegally fishing in our territorial waters,” the Minister said.

“These new penaliics will be among the toughest in the world, and are an important part of
the Governmant's new 'get-tough’ measures in its fight against illegal foreign fishing.”

Senator Abetz said that, at the momaent, foreign operators caught fishing ilegally in our
waters are gacled for only token periods, and then only i thay fail to pay a fine.

He particularly pointed to a recent case where an illegai foreign fisherman was fined just §5
in a South Australian court, despite being caught in Australian territorial waters with $10,000
worth of giolan fish on board.

“That's just frankly not good enough,” he sald.

“We need to send a clear message that we are absolutely serious about protecting our fish
stocks and our border from illegal foreign fishers.”

The new custodial penalties will apply in territorial waters controlled by the Australian
Government — from three to 12 nautical miles from the coastline,

“That inciudes the mainiand, Tasmania and adjacent islands, as well as exiernal territories,
such as those in the sub-Antarclic,” Senator Abetz said.

“Applying the new measures 1o walars controlled by the States — from the coastline to the
three nautical mile point — is also a consideration, and the Government is already discussing

that with the States most affecled.”

Waters in Australia’s exclusive economic zone — that is, from 12 to 200 nautical miles —
cannot be included in the new custodial penalties under international law. However, the non-
sustodial penalties applying there under existing Commonwealth law will continue.

The Minister said that he expected the bill, which will be introduced into Parliamant
tomorrow, to be rapidly passed into law.

“t would expect cross-party support for this bill that will help deter iflegal fishing boat
incursions that, as well as harming our fisheries, could bring exofic pests and diseases 1o this

country.”

Ends

Media inguiries: Brad Stansfield 0419 884 666



2. IMMIGRATION MATTERS
{a} immigration matters filed 1997/98 -- 2005/06
{b} Current immigration matters as at 15.04.06
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{b} Current Immigration Matters as at 15 May 2006

Registry Constitutional Writ of Special Leave Appeals
Writs Summons Applications
Adelaide - - 6 2
Brisbane - - 2 1
Canberra - - . .
Darwin - - - -
Hobart - - - -
Melbourne 16 - 32 1
Pearth - - 3 1
Sydney - 1 109 i
Total 16 1 152 ]
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1. MATTERS FILED - GENERAL
{a) Recentfilings (previous and current financial years to 30.04.08)

{b} Increase in matters filed since 1982




{a) Recent filings (previous and current financial years to 30.04.06)

TOTAL MATTERS FILED IN ALL JURISDICTIONS FOR THE

PERIODS:
1-7-2004 to 30-04-2004 and 1-7-2008 to 30-04-2006

Reaistry {$4\08 0506
Sydney 484 398
Melbourne 131 153
Brisbane 76 75
Adelaide 54 34
Perth 49 44
Canberra 21 14
Hobart 1 5
Darwin 5 6
TOTAL: 831 730

CATEGORIES OF MATTERS FILED IN ALL JURISDICTIONS FOR THE

PERIODS:
1-7-2004 to 30-04-2005 and 1-7-2005 to 30-04-2006

Category 04\08 05\G6
Special Leave Applications (Civil) 603 509
Special Leave Applications (Criminal) 88 84
Appeals (Civil) 52 51
Appeals (Criminal) 10 10
Wit of Summons 15 19
Applications for Removal of Causer 3 4
Cause Removed 0 2
Constitutional Writsz) 53 43
clectoral Achy 2 &
Othenq 5 B
TOTAL: 831 730
i Applications made in accordance with section 40 of the Judiclary Act 1803 (Cth).
2] Applications for Constitutional Writs made within the original jurisdistion of the Cour{ confamad by

section 75(v) of the Constitution.

3 Fiection Patitions filed pursuant to saction 353(1) of the Commonwealth Electoral Act 1818 with the
Cout sitting as the Court of Disputed Returns,

4] Ex parte applications for leave to issue procaedings where a Justice has directed, pursuant to Rule 6.07
of the High Court Rules 2004 that the Registrar refuse to issue the proceedings without the leave of a
Justice first had and obtained by the party seeking o issue iL




MATTERS FILED IN THE HIGH COURT OF AUSTRALIA

{b} Increase in matters filed since 1982

Year Matters filed
1982 264
1983 403
1984 454
1985 430
1986 488
1987 455
1988 516
1989 383
1980 336
1991 374
1992 533
1993 549
1994 523
1994/95 482
1995/96 516
1996/97 521 (1175")
1997/98 548
1958/99 615
1999/00 754
2000/01 688
2001/02 922
2002/03 2925°
2003/04 1045
2004/05 1054
2005/06" 730

" This figure includes 665 related writs of summons issued from the Darwin office of the Registry (“Stoien

(eneration Cases”™,
% This figure includes 1351 Prerogative Writs lodged subsequent to the decisions in the Muin & Lie immigration

matiers,

# Current to 30.04.2006




2. IMMIGRATION MATTERS
{a} Immigration mafters filed 1997/98 - 2008/06
{b} Currentimmigration matters as at 15.04.06
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{b) Current Immigration Matters as at 15 May 2006

Registry Constitutional Writ of Special Leave Appeals
Writs Summons Applications
Adelaide - - 5 2
Brisbane - - 2 1
Canberra - - - .
Darwin - - - , -
Hobart ~ - - -
Melbourne 16 - 32 1
Perth - - 3 1
Sydney - 1 109 1

Total 16 1 162 &




3. SELF-REPRESENTED LITIGANTS
{a) Tables showing representative status and success rate
i Civil w
ii} Criminal
it Total

{b) Applications for special leave filed showing representative status

{c) Appearances before a Single Justice showing representative
status




i) Special Leave Applications - Civil
Special Leave Applications Decided
Special Leave Refused Special Leave Granted TOTAL
Represented Sealf Represented Self DECIDED
Rapresented Represented
1992119583 103 7 29 - 139
1993/1984 138 19 42 2 201
1984/19588 127 29 33 2 191
1995/1286 89 28 42 1 161
1996/1997 118 3 48 1 198
1997/1998 102 45 a3 1 181
1998/1989 72 44 42 2 160
1999/2000 155 68 51 1 275
2000/2001 113 57 59 1 230
2001472002 128 78 61 0 287
2002/2003 100 69 50 4 223
200372004 119 117 51 3 280
20042005 186 247 73 2 508
2005/2008* 136 404 41 0 581
TOTAL 1826 1244 853 20 3608

% Current to 30 April 2006




Epecial Leave Applications Granted - Results of Subsequent Appeais

Rapresenied Self Represented

Year special Special Leave Appeal Allowed Special Leave Appeal Allowed”
isave granted Granted Granted

1992/1983 29 16 - "
199371994 42 25 | 2 2
189471885 33 24 2 -
1996/1986 42 21 1 -
1996/1987 48 30 1 1
1997/1988 33 23 1 -
1938/1999 42 30 2 “
1994/2000 51 31 1 1
2000/2001 59 13 1 .
2001/2002 61 38 - -
2002/2003 50 21 4 3
200312004 51 7 3 1
200442008 73 25 2 1
200812006 41 7 0 0
TOTAL 655 31 20 9

* To 30 April 2006
" Appeals are not necessarily decided during the same year that special leave is granted.
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ii) Special Leave Applications - Criminal
Special Leave Applications Decided
Special Leave Refusad Special Leave Granted TOTAL
Represented Self Represented Seif BECIDED
Representaed Represented
199211883 52 2 19 1 T4
199311994 &9 5 27 - 101
1994/1985 65 g 12 . 88
1688/1888 48 8 13 2 74
1996/4997 46 7 17 - 70
199711598 52 14 19 1 Be
1998/1899 53 g 21 - 83
1998/2000 79 18 13 1 112
2000/2601 60 13 10 - 83
20042002 50 17 16 3 86
200212003 53 17 11 - 81
2063/2004 83 20 17 - 98
2004/2008* 73 21 15 - 108
2008/2008" 48 13 8 G 69
TOTAL BO6 174 218 8 1206

" To 30 April 2006
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Special Leave Applications Granted - Results of Appeals (Criminal}

Represented Seif Represented

Year special Special Leave | Appeal Allowed | Special Leave | Appeal Allowed™
leave granted Granted Granted

199271983 19 14 1 -
198371594 27 20 - -
1994/1888 12 - -
1985/1948 13 2 2
199611997 17 - -
1987119498 19 11 1 -
1948/1999 21 15 - -
1996/2000 13 9 1 1
2000/2001 10 b - -
200172002 18 g 3 2
200212003 1 2 - -
200372004 17 2 - -
200412008 15 4 - -
200520068 8 1 E - -
TOTAL 218 118 | 8 5

* to 30 April 2006

" Appeals are not necessarily decided during the same year that special leave is granted.
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it} Special Leave Applications - Civil and Criminal
Special Leave Applications Decided
Special Leave Refused Special Leave Granted TOTAL
Represented Self Represented Self DECIDED
Represented Represented
1992/1993 155 g 48 1 213
1993/1994 207 24 89 2 302
199441988 182 38 45 2 277
199511996 137 37 55 3 232
1998/1887 164 aa 85 1 268
1967/1988 154 59 52 2 267
1998/1999 128 53 63 2 243
1998/2000 234 87 64 2 287
2000/2601 173 70 68 1 343
200172002 178 95 77 3 353
20022003 163 86 81 4 304
200312004 177 137 68 3 385
200412005 259 263 88 2 617
200812008~ 184 417 49 0 850
TOTAL 2492 1418 B73 23 4811
Special Leave Applications Granted - Resulis of Subsegquent Appeails
Represenied Self Represented
Year special Special Leave | Appeal Allowed | Special Leave | Appeal Allowad”
leave granted Granted _ Granted
1992/1983 48 30 1 -
199371994 69 45 P 2
1994/1998 45 32 2 .
1995/1946 55 28 3 2
19981997 68 38 1
1997/1998 52 34 2 -
199811999 83 45 2 -
1999/2000 84 40 2 2
2000/2001 69 18 1 -
200172002 77 47 3 2
2002/2003 &1 23 4 3
200372004 68 9 3 1
200472005 a8 29 2 1
20052008 49 8 0 0
TOTAL 873 427 28 14

" to 30 April 2006 _
** Appeals are not necessarily decided during the same year that special leave is granted.
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{b} APPLICATIONS FOR SPECIAL LEAVE FILED

1995/96 Unrepresented Representied Total
Civil 53 {19%) 219 (81%) 272
Criminal 23 {21%) 87 (7%%) 110
Total 76 {(20%) 306 {(80%) 382
1986/87 Unrepresented Represented Total
Civil 69 (26%) 199 {(74%) 268
Criminal 18 (18%) 83 {82%) 101
Total 87 (24%) 282 (76%) 369
1897/58 Unrepresented Represented Total
Civil 84 (26%) 181 (7T4%) 245
Criminal 13 (12%) 100 {88%) 113
Total 77 {22%) 281 {78%) 358
1998/99 Unrepresented Represented Total
Givil 79 (268%) 223 {74%) 302
Criminal 21 {20%) 84 (80%) 105
Total 100 {25%) 307 (T5%) 407
1998/00 Unrepresented Represented Total
Civil 114 (29%) 280 (71%) 394
Criminal 22 {18%) 103 (82%) 128
Total 136 {26%) 383 {74%) 518
2000/01 Unrepresented Represented Total
Civil 123(33%) 247(67%) 370
Criminal 39 {(31%) 86 {69%) 128
Total 162{33%) 333(67%} 495
2001/02 Unrepresentad Represented Total
Clvil 170 (43%) 223 (57%) 393
Criminal 27 {28%) 77 {74%) 104
Total 197 (40%) 300 (60%) 487
2002/03 Unrepresented Represented Total
Civil 219 (48%) 259 (54%) 478
Criminal 34 {27%) 893 (73%} 127
Total 253 (42%) 352 (58%) 605
2003704 Unrepresented Represeniad Total
Civil 323 (54%) 280 (46%) 803
Criminal 27 (21%) 99 (79%) 128
Total 350 (48%) 379 (52%) 728
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2004/08 Unrepresented Represented Total
Civil 486 (63%) 281 (37%) 787
Criminal 22 (20%) 87 (80%) 108
Total 508 (58%) 168 (42%) 876
2008/06 Unrepresented Represented Total
Civil 303 (59%} 206 (41%) 508
Criminal 24 (28%) 60 {72%) 84
Total 327 266 593

* to 30 April 2006
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PUBLICATION OF REASONS AND PRONOUNCEMENT OF ORDERS

01-07-05 TO 30-04-06

DATE WRITTEN | APPLICATION TOTAL
CASE BOOK

1/8/2005 13 13
4/8/20056 15 4 18
5/8/20056 51 51

10/8/2005 14 14
29/8/20056 16 16
30/8/20056 16 16
8§/8/20056 33 11 44
8/8/2005 16 16
6/10/2005 11 11

6/10/2005 16 16
7/10/2005 12 2 14
2001074005 12 12
8/1172005 11 7 18
14/11/2008 10 10
17/11/2005 22 2 24
14/12/2005 2 11 13
15/12/2005 18 1 20
9/2/2006 12 12
71372006 20 20
8/3/2006 7 7

D/3/2006 14 4 18
11/4/2006 14 14
12/4/2006 14 2 16
TOTAL 370 44 414

During this 10 month period, there were 17 maiters in which the Court, after
considering the applicant's written case, directed that the applicant serve the written
case on the respondent and proceed to prepare an application book.

Of those 17 matters:

1 was subsequently deemed abandoned

12 have been determined and the applications dismissed with costs and

8 were still outstanding as at 30 April 2006.

Of the 44 matters where application books had been filed, 39 were unrepresented
applicants. This reflects the fact that there was a transitional period where there were
still a number of unrepresented applicants who had commenced their applications
before 1 January 2005, so that under the old High Court Rules 1952 procedures
application books were prepared. Under the current High Court Rules 2004, an
unrepresented applicant does not prepare an application book, unless there is a
specific direction by the Court to do so.
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5. FEES
(FILING FEES, HEARING FEES, DAILY HEARING FEES ETC)

{a)
{b}
{c}
{d)

{e)
{f

Waiver of fees 2002/03 to 2004/08

Breakdown of waiver of fees 2001/02 to 2004/05

Calculation of waiver of fees

Fees for period 1 July 2004 to 31 December 2004, individuals and
corporations

Fees from 1 January 2005 - current

Current Fees from 1 July 20035, individuals and corporations - One
third waiver for financial hardship
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HIGH COURT OF AUSTRALIA (FEES) REGULATIONS

Waiver of fees during 2002/03

Exemption Category Sources of Exemption No. Amount
Legal Aid Reg.4(4)(a)/dA(2)(bY5(2)(b) 29 $20,703.00
Social security law concession Reg.4(4Xb)(H&(I/AAL) () 131 $166,680.00
cardholder or Veterans’ Affairs  &(31)/5(2)(c)(D&(ii)
cardhoider
Frison inmate/person in lawful  Reg.4(4)(b)(i/aA(2){(c)(i)/ 262 $1965,4658.00
Detention 5(2){(c)i)
Child under the age of 18 Reg 4(@)(bYIvAAYCHiv)/ 4 $10,045.00
years 5(2)(c)iv)
Youth allowance or Austudy Reg.4(4)(bYWIAA{Z) () vy 1 $72.00
payment recipient 5(2¥cyv)
ABSTUDY recipient Reg 4{(4 b)Y viY4A(Z)(c)(vi)/ 0 Nil
S(2){c)(vi)
Financial Hardship Reg 4(4)(c)4A2)dY5(2)(d) 2085  $3,151,045.00
TOTAL 2512  $3,544,014.00
Waiver of fees during 2003/04
Exemption Category Sources of Exemption No. Amount
Legal Aid Reg.4{4)(a)/4A(2)(b)/5(2)(b) 23 $8,055.00
Social security law concession  Reg 4@} bYD&IAALY el 83 $127,768.60
cardholder or Veterans’ Affairs & (i/52){(c){(i) & (i)
cardholder
Prison inmate/person in lawful  Reg4(@)(b)i/4ARZ)c)Giy 182  $156,118.00
Detention S(2)(e) i)
Child under the age of 18 Reg 4(4)(b)(Ivy/[AAR2)(c)ivY 6 $7,462.00
years B(2}c)iv)
Youth allowance or Austudy Reg.4{4)(b)(v)/4A2)(c)(v)/ 1 $1,148.00
paymeni recipient B2} cHv}
ABSTUDY recipient Reg.4(4)Xb)(vi)MMA)c)viy @€ Nil
B(2)(c)vi)
Financial Haraship Reg.4(4)(c)/4A2){(dY5B(2)(dy 347  $453,460.00
TOTAL 852  $754,012.00
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Waiver of fees during 2004/05

Exemption Category Sources of Exemption  Neo, Amount
Legal Ald Regulation 8(1)(a) 22 $18,887
Holder of a concession card Regulation S8(1){b(}) 88 $122,089

Prison inmate/person in lawful detention  Regulation (8)(1)(b)(i) 99 $81,409

Child under the age of 18 years Regulation (9){1)(b)(iii) 6 $20,891
Youth allowance or austudy payment Regulation (9)(1)(b)(iv) 0 Nil
recipient

ABSTUDY recipient Regulation {(2)(1){b){(v) 0 il
Financial Hardship Regulation 10 362 $471,073
TOTAL 877  $714,349

Waiver of fees during 2005/06

Exemption Category Sources of Exemption  No. Amount
Legal Aid Regulation 9(1){(a} 19 $18,850
Holder of & concession card Regulation 9(1)(b{i) 65 391,714

Prison inmate/person in lawful detention Regulation (9)(1)(b)(ii) 62 $44 814

Child under the age of 18 years Regulation (9)(1){(b) (i) 13 $20,058
Youth allowance or austudy payment Regulation (9){1){(b){(iv) 1 $808
recipient

ABSTUDY recipient Reguiation (9)(1)(b)}(v) 0 Nil
Financial Hardship Regulation 10 230 $198,266
TOTAL 380 $376,510

* Current to 30 April 2006
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BREAKDOWRN OF FEE WAIVER

Breakdown of waiver 2001-02

Leave to appeal

Unrepresented/waived 168
Unrepresented/paid 29
Represented/waived 92
Represented/paid 208
TOTAL 497

Breakdown of waiver - 2002-03

Leave to appeal

Unrepresented/waived 226
Unrepresented/paid 27
Represented/waived 150
Represented/paid 202
TOTAL 605

Breakdown of waiver - 2003-04

Leave to appeal

Unrepresented/waived 307
Unrepresented/paid 46
Represented/waived 132
Represented/paid 244
TOTAL 729

Breakdown of waiver - 200405

Leave to appeal

Unrepresented/waived 371
Unrepresented/paid 137
Represented/waived 117
Represented/paid 251
TOTAL 876

Constitutional Writs

Unrepresented/waived 29
Unrepresented/paid 14
Represented/waived 212
Represented/paid 45
TOTAL 304
Constitutional Writs

Unrepresented/waived 203
Unrepresented/paid 104
Represented/waived 1460
Represented/paid 364
TOTAL 2131
Constitutional Writs

Unrepresented/waived 138
Unrepresented/paid 13
Represented/waived 47
Represented/paid 23
TOTAL 221
Constitutional Writs

Unrepresented/waived 41
Unrepresented/paid 10
Represented/waived 6
Represented/paid 7
TOTAL 64
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Breakdown of waiver - 2005-06*
Leave to appeal

Unrepresented/waived
Unrepresented/paid
Represented/waived
Represented/paid

Constitutional Writs

Unrepresented/waived
Unrepresented/paid
Represented/waived
Represented/paid

TOTAL

TOTAL

Mote

No figures are vet available for the current financial year. The 2005-2006 figures contain
figures for the partial waiver of fees for financial hardship. A new reporting system to
encompass this partial waiver is currently being tested.

Currently when a financial waiver is given that waiver will be recorded both in the fees paid
report and the fees waived report.
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CALCULATION OF WAIVER OF FEES!U

01/07/02 - 30/06/04:

Order 55 rule 1 $1,435 (including chamber hearing)

Writ or Pelition $3,731 (including hearing fee and first day Full Court}
Civil SLA $1,148

Criminal SLA $72

$8.40 Removal App $2,008 {including daily hearing fee)

Civil Notice of Appeal $3,731 {including hearing fee and first day Full Court)
Criminal Notice of Appeal $1,129 (including hearing fee)
M individual rate

MB. To calculate the number of cases atfiracting a filing fee (see second
paragraph, Cost of Litigation; Waiver of Fees) matters listed as “other” in Table 2

{applications for leave to issue and causes removed) are not counted as they do
not attract a filing fee.




Schedule 1

FEES FOR FILING, ISSUING OR SEALING A DOCUMENT OR
OBTAINING A SERVICE - INDIVIDUALS

DOCUMENT OR SERVICE MENTIONED IN SUBREGULATION 4(1)
{1 July 2004 — 31 December 2604)

ITEM DOCUMENT OR SERVICE FILING HEARING DAILY
N, FEE FEE HEARING
FEE
i. Application under rule 1 of Order 53 $1,211.60 nil $303.00
of the Rules {1/2 day Single I

4908.00
{Full Court)

2. Writ of summons or petition $1,211.00 $1.817.00 F908.00

3. {ivit leave or ¢ivil special leave application $1,211.00 nif nil

4. Criminal special leave application $76.00 ni nil

3. AppHeation initiating a proceeding {including $1,211.00 nit $908.00

removals under section 40 of the Act, but not
inchuding an application referred to in ancther
item of this Schedule)

A, Apphication for summons for directions $303.00 nil $303.00
{1/2 day Single I}
6. Civil notice of appeal $51,21L.00 $1.817.00 H908.00
GA, Criminal notice of appeal 3445.00 §$746.00 nil
7. {entificate of the Registrar other $43.00 0/ nfa
than a certificate of taxation
8. Taxing a bill of costs for every $100.00, $9.00 néa n/a
or part of $100.00
2. Searching or inspecting a document for $14.00 n/a na

cach hour or part of an hour

10 Making a photocopy or office copy of $3.00 n/a n/a
any document - for each page :
11 Copy of reasons for judgment -
{a} for each copy issued 1o a person not $3.00 n/a n'a
a party to the proceedings; and
{b) for each copy in excess of one copy §3.00 n/a n/a
issued o a party to the proceedings;
and
{¢) in respect of each copy issued
(i) for sach page in excess of 10 pages; $1.00 nfa na
or
{11} maximum per copy $30.00 n/a nfa
1Z. Apnual subscriptions for copies of $521.00 nfa nfa

reasons for judgments (including postage)

i3, Transcript {for each page) $8.00 n/a nfa
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Schedufe 1

FEES FOR FILING, ISSUING OR SEALING A DOCUMENT OR
OBTAINING A SERVICE - CORPORATIONS

DOCUMENT OR SERVICE MENTIONED IN SUBREGULATION 4(1)
(1 July 2004 — 31 December 2004)

ITEM DBOCUMENT OR SERVICE FILING HEARING DALY
NG, FEE FEE HEARING
FEE
1. Application under rule I of Order 55 52,422.00 nil 5606.00
of the Rules (1/2 day Single 1y

$1.817.00
(Fuli Court}

2. Writ of summons or petition $2,422.00 $3,633.00 S1,817.00

3. Civil leave or civil special leave application $2,422.00 nil nil

4, Criminal special leave application $76.00 nil nil

5. Application initiating a procesding (including $2.422.00 nit $LEI7.00

removals under section 40 of the Act, but not
including an application referred to in another
item of this Schedule)

A Apphcation for summons for directions $606.00 nif $606.00
(1/2 day Single D

6. Civil notice of appeal $2,422.00 $3.633.00 3LEVT.00
HA. Criminal notice of appeal $445.00 $745.00 nil
7. Certificate of the Registrar other than a certificate $43.00 n/a n/a

of taxation
& Taxing a bill of costs for every $100.00, orpartof  $9.00 /e na

$100.60
8, Searching or inspecting a document for $14.00 n/a n/a

each hour or part of an hour

1. Making a photoeopy or office copy of $3.00 n/a nia
any document - for each page
11 Copy of reasons for judgment -
{a) for each copy issued fo a person not $3.00 nia w/a
a party to the proceedings: and
(b} for each copy in excess of one copy $3.00 wa n/a
issued fo 4 parly to the proceedings;
and
(¢y in respect of each copy issued
(i} for each page in excess of 10 pages; $1.00 w/a n/a
or
(i} maximum per copy $30.00 n/a n/a
12. Annual subseriptions for copies of $521.00 n/a n/a

reasons for judgments (including postage)

13, Transcript {for cach page) $8.00 ma n/a
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