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Dear David,
Re:  “Should Queensland Adopt A Bill of Right?” (Issues Paper No.3)

I refer to our telephone conversation of 15 April ,1998 and confirm that I wish to make
the following submission on behalf of the Australian Plaintiff Lawyers Association in
support of the adoption of a Bill of Rights.

Whilst we support the prevailing philosophy within governments of seeking increased
efficiency in the interests of reducing the cost of governing, we are strongly of the
opinion that a Bill of Rights is necessary to provide a counterbalancing guarantee of
citizens rights. Around Australia we observe the gradual and haphazard reduction of
rights in the interests of governmental efficiency, but with no document providing
guidance to law makers, the judiciary and citizens about the extent to which this process
in acceptable.

The existence of a Bill of Rights would also provide citizens with peace of mind that their
rights will not be diminished during our constitutional evolution toward a republic.
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In our view, a suitable model for discussion purposes would be to adapt the recently
passed UK Bill of Rights, but with our model adopting ICCPR instead of the ECHR
included in the UK Act. We also support the rights described in the [ESCR, and would
welcome debate on the need for rights such as these in Australia.

The main right we support which is not expressly included in the EARC’s draft is a right
of access to civil justice, which could be addressed by a more general expression of the
right to trial by jury.

APLA nominees stood for election for the Constitutional Convention in five states under

the banner “Bill of Rights for Australia”. Our election results were as follows:

o Richard Carew (QLD) was excluded 90th of 116 unsuccessful candidates with 2340
first preference votes

e Cathy Henry (NSW) was excluded 118th of 154 unsuccessful candidates, with 3754
first preference votes.

¢  Geoff Coates (VIC) was excluded 98th of 142 unsuccessful candidates, with 1808
first preference votes.

e Jay Weatherill (SA) was excluded 19th of 28 unsuccessful candidates, with 4239 first
preference votes

¢ David Clyne (WA) received 1212 first preference votes.

Although none of our candidates were elected, the Campaign was a moderate success,
with several other elected delegates raising the Bill of Rights issue at the Convention, and
a lose promise being made to convene working groups to discuss the issue at a later stage.

We are now establishing contact with the elected delegates who supported the
introduction of a Bill of Rights, and considering the feasibility of convening the promised
working groups of the Convention, as it appears no other group has any concrete plans to
do so. We would welcome LCARC input into this program, as your committee appears
to be the only government body considering this issue of vital importance in an era of
constitutional reform.

In support of our submission, and to avoid repetition, I enclose the following documents
which contain the detail of our position:
1. “The case for an Australian Bill of Rights” by C. Henry, published in our
journal, Plaintiff (February 1998).
2. APLA Membership Brochure detailing the Association’s objectives.



APLA is an association of lawyers and other professionals devoted to the protection and
enhancement of the rights of those injured at the hands of wrongdoers and dedicated to
injury prevention through safer products, workplaces and other environments. We aim to
redress the imbalance between the ample resources available to wrongdoers and their
insurers on one hand and those available to the public on the other hand. APLA also
supports public interest litigation.

APLA came into existence in 1993 and has since been invited to participate in all major
discussions concerning the rights of the injured.

It is a national association with branches in all Australian states and territories, and over
one thousand members. APLA is the fastest growing legal association in Australia, and
has links with the Association of Trial Lawyers of America (ATLA), the Association of
Personal Injury Lawyers (APIL) in the UK, and the Pan European Organisation of
Personal Injury Lawyers (PEOPIL).

We wish to be consulted further on this issue, and will make more detailed submissions if
required.

Thank you for considering our comments,

Yo}urs faithfully,

c Q/\

Simon McGregor

\71icy Manager
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The case for an Australian

Bill of Rights

Catherine Henry & Francesca Dominello, Sydney
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administrative and adwisory funcuons of
the Human Rights and Equal Opporturnity
Commission, though these functions stop
short of direct enforcement of human
nghts obligations.

Are these guarantees sufficient?

Of the express rights guaranteed in
the Constitution, sl17 has developed
most effectively in eliminating discnmina-
tion against out-of-state residents, though
only since 1989."

The other express nghts have been
applied only sporadically. and then 1n a
very limited way. Section 80 has been
read as requiring that there be a jury tnal
only when Parliament decides that there
should be."”

Section 116 has rarely been tested,
J._l when, for example. in 1943 the
Jehovah’s Witnesses were outlawed and
the propagation of their doctrines forbid-
den, it was held that this was not an inter-
ference with freedom of religion."

Further, s41 of the Consutution,
which mught be read as guaranteeing a
nght to vote, has been held to have no
such effect.”

The High Court has done little to pro-
mote the express nights, and where it has
found implied nghts in the Consutution,
these have been met with considerable
criticism from the executive government
Politicians, past and present, continue to
publicly dende the Coun for “acung like
an unelected and unauthonsed third
chamber in the Parliament."*

. The suggestion that 1t is the present
Federal government s intention to appoint
political conservatives to the High Court,”
who are more likely to adopt a narrow
interpretation of the role to be played by
the Court in determining cases involving
wide social, politcal and economic ques-
tions and adhere to a strict view of prece-
dent and separation of powers, may signal
a change of direction. However, even
before the most recent appointments, the
dissension within the Court over any
extensive resort to constitutional implica-
tions had been manifest. In 1997 after
much uncertainty, the Court finally unued
in reaffirming the implied freedom of
political discussion as a limit to defama-
tion actions,” but three weeks later was
unable to give majority support to any one
of a wide range of arguments that the tak-

ing of “stolen” Abongmnal children had
been unconstitutional ™

In any event, the cnucism of a judicial
strategy resung only on mplications 1s
not without substance. The cntena of
implication remain uncertain and unpre-
dictable, and can never be systematic or
comprehensive.

The Court was unable to give
majority support to any one of
a wide range of arguments
that the taking of stolen
Aboriginal children had been
unconstitutional.

Thus 15 not to say that the protecuon ol
nghts should remain solely in the hands of
the Parhament. Through the use of the
external allairs power the Austrahan
Parhament has implemented rights-based
legislation. But this method has severe limu-
tauons, pnmarnly because Parhaments and
governments have unlimited power to
decide which intermatonal obligations
should be taken senously and which should
not. While the immediate decision in the
Teoh case”’ drew attention to the need for
greater awareness of Australias oblgations
under the 1989 Cenvenuon on the Rights of
the Child, the ensuing controversy high-
lighted the number of other instances in
which Australia has signed or ratified inter-
national conventions without any meaning-
ful acceptance of the obligauons involved
At the same tme, the rejection by successive
governments of the Courts approach in
Teoh showed the determination of poliu-
cians [rom both the established poliucal par-
ties that the choice of which obligations
should be given effect to was to be a matter
for government and Parliament alone

The recent interaction between the two
arms of government clearly indicates that
whilst judge-made law, the common law
has shown at times a great capacity to adapt
to social change, we cannot rely upon 1t
exclusively as the means of protection of
individual nghts. Yet 1t also indicates that

self-regulation by government cannot be
relied upon, either. Though 1t may be the
will of the people that a particular party
should govern, the policies pursued by any
party in government can often claim no
such mandate. And in relation to nghts, the
most 1important objective is usually to
ensure that those not in a majonty are still
protected within the community

Advantages of a Bill of Rights
The inadequacy of the exisung guar-

antees, whether express, implied or inter-

nationalised, and of methods for their
enforcement, shows that the Constitution
usell does not have sufficient 1nternal
mechanisms for the protection of human
rights. The fabne of human nghts in

Australia resembles more of a patchwork

quilt, frayed at the edges, than a secure

and comprehensive regime of nghts and
freedoms

Although no one mechamism can
solve all human nghts problems, the intro-
ducuon of a Bill of Rights would be an
improvement. The standard argument
against a Bill of Rights has been that u
would funcuon to usurp the power of
Parliament in favour of the High Court So
far both arms of government, in one way
or another, have fallen short of full protec-
tion for our nghts An argument in favour
of a Bill of Rights would be that while it
would empower the High Coun, it would
also direct and control tt. The Bill of Rights
would serve as a direcuve to the High
Court as to which nghts were to be
enforced, and could also give direcuves as
to how conflicts were to be resolved To
locate such directives in the Consutution
would not usurp anybodys nghts. The
directive would be @mven by the Australian
people through a referendum.

[n 1988 Sir Anthony Mason, then the
Chuel Jusuce of the High Cour, succinctly
summansed the pnmary advantages of a
Bill of Rights. as customanly advanced !
as follows
+ It deters Parhament from abrogating

the rule of law, thereby presentng a

constitutional obstacle to the use of

parliamentary power as a means ol 4

totalitanian system,

+ [t ensures that the power ol the
majority in Parliament cannot be
used to overnde the rights of minon-
ues and individuals;
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+ It offers more secure protection of
individual and minorty nghts [rom
the exercise of power by insttutions
and pressure groups operating
through government machinery;

+ ltoffers principled and reasoned deci-
sion-making on fundamental issues;

+ It reinforces the legal foundations of
society, thereby enhancing the role of
law in society,

* It has a major educative role in pro-
moting greater awareness of, and
respect for, human rights.

Just as the momentum for Australias
conversion from constitutional monarchy
to republic has gathered pace in the last
decade, there is also a wader realisation in
contemporary Australian society of the
value of a Bill of Rights *!

The Constitution itself does not
have sufficient internal
mechanisms for the protection
of human rights.

Historically, those who oppose have
argued that a Bill of Rights would achieve
no useful purpose in a country a [ree soci-
ety in which the citizen is said to enjoy
basic democratic and individual rights*
an application of the old adage, “il it ain't
broke, don't fix it" *

This somewhat simplistic analysis
ignores the fact that a pnimary purpose of
a Bill of Rights is to provide a salety valve
whereby those who wield power within a
democratic society are subjected 1o a code
of conduct in accordance with the rule of
law which operates to prevent them exer-
cising power in such a way as would
infringe the basic rights of that societys cit-
izens. Thus, a Bill of Rights is a powerful
tool not only in keeping a society tolerant
and democratic but as an essential adjunct
to the institutions ol parliamentary
democracy and the common law in the
way that they serve to protect the rights of
the most vulnerable groups of society
Overseas expenence suggests that the exis-

tence of a Bill of Rights can hold a sigmfi-
cant place n the national psyche™ and
those who have either worked n or visit-
ed the United States, in particular, give
accounts of local residents being unable to
conceive that a free and democrauc coun-
try might lack an enforceable charter of
constitutional rights *

Which rights?

Even in a democratic nation, govern-
ments exercising their parliamentary
majority are easily able to remove hard-
fought-for rights and entitlements.
Witness, for example, the moves towards
the repeal of unfair dismissal legislation,
the recent removal of common law entitle-
ments for work injunes in Victoria and the
introduction of unfair workplace agree-
ments. Increasingly, governments, with
the encouragement and backing of nsur-
ersand business groups, have started to do
this with balance sheet bottom lines being
promoted at the expense of the individual.

The inclusion of such nghts as the
right to work, the right to an adequate
standard of living, the right to health and
even the night to rest and leisure (general-
ly characterised as economic, social and
cultural rights) in a formal charter of rights
15 somewhat problematic. [n countries
where Bills of Rights have recently been
introduced [supra|, there has been sus-
rained and informed debate as to the
appropriateness of including economic
and social rights. ™

Conventional human rights issues
such as freedom of speech and from dis-
crimination, wilification, torture and slav-
ery are traditionally the stuff of Bills of
Rights. In Australia, the debate as to which
rights would be appropnately included is
markedly less sophisticated but we can
certainly draw on the experience ol com-
parable countries to ensure that proper
consideration is given 1o the inclusion of a
broad range of rights and protected free-
doms necessary to ensure a just and equi-
table society

Conclusion

Clearly, the scope and content ol the
Constitution concern all Australians. In
the first instance, however, it is up to those
who will participate in the Convention:
laypeople, including lawyers, and poliu-
cians who, because of their knowledge

and expertise in particular relevant areas
have been entrusted with this responsibil-
iy, to argue the case [or substantial consti-
tutional reform. It 1s important that wathin
the context of the peoples convention, the
legal profession stand behind  the
Convention participants and seize this
unprecedented opportunity to overhaul
the Constitution and dralt an appropnate-
ly considered Australian Bill of Rights.
Unless this is done, it is unlkely that
Australians in future generations will be
able to enjoy an independent, well-
ordered and just sociery W

Catherine Henry is the NSW President of APLA 2 Pariner
with Craddock Murray & Neumann Solicitors in Sydney and
was one of five candidates put forward by APLA around tha
country on a ill of Rights for Australia ticket during the .
election of candidates for the February Constitutional
Convention. Phone 02 9283 4755

Francesca Dominello s a recent law graduate from
Macquarie University who heiped with the research for the
15t and 2nd editions of Australian Constitutional Law &
Theary, edited by AR Blackshields & George Willams,
federaticn Press, 1998
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Costs orders in the NSW District Court

Zac Gabriel, Sydney

he wnter recently encountered a prob-

lem concerning the application of Part

OA Rule 31 (4) of the Distnct Count Rules
6 relation to costs on re-heanng of a

Distnct Court Arbitration
A bnel summary 1s as follows:-

I The plainufl commenced proceedings
[ollowing personal injuries anstng out
of a motor vehicle acadent on |
December 1995

2 The matter was referred to arbitration
and the Arbitrator made an award 1n
the plainulf’s favour for approximate-
ly $23,000 plus costs. The compo-
nent of the award relating to non-eco-
nomuc loss was in the sum of $16,000
represenung 25% of a most extreme
case. The Arbitrator awarded this fol-
lowing a deduction from 30% having
regard to the plaintffs age, who was
at that time 82 years old.

3 Prior to the arbitration, the defendant
had made an offer of approximately

7

£9.000 inclusive of costs and did not
offer any sum in relaton to non-eco-
nomic loss

The defendant applied for a re-hear-
Ing

The plainuff filed an offer of compro-
mise of $15,000 plus costs

At the re-heanng, the Judge awarded
the sum of $2.500 for non-economic
loss based on 15% of a most extreme
case, alter making an unspecified
deduction for the plainuffs age. The
total verdict was in the sum of
approximately $11,000 The defen-
dant asked for an order for costs on
the basis that as a result of the verdict
the defendant had substanually
improved its posiion [rom the arbi-
trators award

The Judge ordered that the defendant
pay the plaintiff’s costs up to and
including the arbitration. However, in
relation to costs subsequent to the

arbitration each party was to pay its

own costs. The Judges reasoning was

that based on Part 39A Rule 31 (4)

and pracuce note 14 the defendant

had substanually improved s posi-
uon from the arbirator’s award

Upon the writers reading of practice
note 14, the intention of the rule
appears to be to impose a burden on the
party who makes unnecessary applica-
tions for re-hearing.

The wrnter has since discussed this
problem wath other personal injury pracui-
toners and has learned of other judicial
interpretattons of this rule which have
adversely affected planuffs by ordenng
the planull to pay all or some of the
delendants costs from the arbitranon or
that the planufl 1s not to recover
party/party costs in circumstances similar
to the facts set out above

The impact of this 1s that the plaintiffs
are being penalised by what may or may p




WHAT IS APLA?

The Australian Plaintiff Lawyers Association (APLA)
is probably the fastest growing, most dynamic and
pro-active legal association in Australia. It is an
association which offers a range of invaluable
practical benefits to lawyers who
act for plaintiffs. It has also developed an enviable
reputation for its principled public stand on behalf
of the injured, and for the success of its lobbying
against the erosion of the common law in

this country.

APLA is a national association
Its members act for plaintiffs
in personal injury and public
interest litigation. APLA's aim is to
protect the rights of the injured.
Its mission is to redress the
imbalance between the ample
resources available to wrongdoers
and their insurers on the one hand
and those available to the public
on the other

APLA is the only association in Australia
which represents the special interests of lawyers
who act predominantly for individuals rather than
for corperations, institutions or governments. APLA
members are aptly described as "lawyers for the
people”

APLA is associated with the Association of
Personal Injury Lawyers (APIL) in the UK, the
Canadian Trial Lawyers Association (CTLA), and
the Association of Trial Lawyers of America (ATLA).

WHY BELONG TO APLA?

APLA members benefit from a range of services
which are of immense practical value in day-to-day

practice. These services include the following

Expert Database

APLA has developed a computer database
containing details of over 300 experts in various
fields each of whom has been recommended by

other members. These experts are prepared to

APLA

provide opinions for use in litigation on behalf of
the injured. With one telephone call {or email
request) to APLAs central office, members can seek
the name of and information about experts in both
common and novel fields of litigation who can
assist you proving liability and in assessing
damages. If we are unable to provide you with the
name of an APLA recommended expert in a field

we will seek to locate a suitable expert

Our Journal, Plaintiff

APLA publishes a bi-monthly national newsletter,
Plaintiff. This is essential reading for lawyers and
other professionals concerned with personal injury
and public interest law. Plaintiff contains state-of-
the-art material of practical relevance to those who
act for the victims of negligence, and recent case

notes dealing with substantive law and procedure

APLA National Conference

APLA’s annual National Conference is a landmark
event on the Australian legal calendar. Qur
inaugural conference was widely acclaimed as the
best personal injury conference ever, with some of
the most exciting and practical topics and

inspirational speakers assembled in many years

Special Interest Groups

APLA members with special expertise in particular
fields meet and exchange information as Special
Interest Groups. These groups provide excellent
opportunities for the education of lawyers in
specific areas. Special interest groups established

to date include:
e Medical negligence
* Tobacco litigation

® Breast implant litigation

Chemical injuries litigation

* GPO BOX 2658 Sydney NSW 2001 » DX 29552 Chatswood * Ph (02) 941!



Membership Directory WHB 1% ELIGQIBLE 10
A national directory of APLA members is regularly JOIN APLA?

published and is provided free to all APLA members )
) ) d Lawyers who act predominantly for the injured and
It includes a short description of each member's . )
s barristers who are subject to the operation of the
area of practice, qualifications and special interests a )
) - : “cab rank” rule (even if they do not act
It facilitates the sharing of information and the
: predominantly in that way) comprise the bulk of

identification of like-minded lawyers in other parts

) ) ~ APLA's membership. Special membership fees apply
of the country. The directory is also a good source of . i .

2 ; to practitioners who have been admitted less than
referrals for members and an excellent reference for

_ two years

those seeking assistance from or wishing to refer to

a practitioner interstate Associated professionals in the fields of health,
science, engineering or occupational/public safety

Professional Development Forums and Seminars
APLA has branches in nearly every state and are also entitled to join as associate professional
/ : ary state

. . ] i members
territory in Australia. Branches organise regular

seminars on topics which are of practical relevance Persons who are engaged in the teaching of courses

to personal injury practice in that state. APLA of study relevant to the aims and objectives of the

members are entitled to discounted registration fees o< ciation or elected representatives of an

for seminars. Some seminars are restricted to Australian state or Federal Parliament or persons

members only. directly employed by such people or employees of

APLA Web Site government departments or state or community
An APLA web site has been developed to be of legal aid organisations are also entitled to join as
assistance to members and non-members. Qur web  @ssociate academic, government. public sector or
site at www.apla.com provides information on legal aid members

membership, National Council and state g
Persons undertaking a course of study relevant to

committees, special interest groups, objectives, 7 . =5 lug
the aims and objectives of the association are

lobbying submissions, newsletters and member . ;
entitled to join as an associate student member and

services. This leading edge facility allows plaintiff :
650% _ Y P persons employed as law clerks, articled clerks or
lawyers to stay up-to-date with current

paralegals may also join as associates,
developments in their profession
Lawyers admitted to practice in
LOBBYING FOR jurisdictions outside of Australia
PLAINTIFFS' RIGHTS who predominantly practice for

the injured are entitled to join as
Unlike other legal associations in Australia, APLA is 5

international members of APLA
prepared publicly to say and do whatever is

reasonably necessary to protect the rights of the
SHOW YOUR

CLIENTS YOU

will continue to make submissions and CARE ABOUT
representations on behalf of the injured and their THEIR RIGHTS

lawyers to state and federal governments. Assaults on Join APLA today:

injured. APLA is able to do this as it single-mindedly

represents only its constituency. APLA has made and

the right to sue and proposals for the capping of « an investment in your clients’ future
damages. and the erosion of the common law will « an investment in your ability to

continue to be fought against by APLA represent them!

233 » Fax (02) 9415 4210 » email info@apla.com » website http://www.apla.com




MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION

Mr/Ms/Miss/Mrs/Dr/Professor |

Initials | ]

Given Name [

Family Name l

jobTitle |

Organisation/Chambers: |

(eg QC, barrister, partner, associate, solicitor)

Area of practice and specialisation for inclusion in Membership Directory

£\

MEMBERSHIP APPLICATIOQ

Mr/Ms/Miss/Mrs/Dr/Professor l Initials

Given Name I_

Family Name I J

Job Title I

(eg QC, barrister, partner, associate, solicitor)

Organisation/Chambers: |

Area of practice and specialisation for inclusion in Membership Directory

[

|

l

Date of Birth | Date of Admission | i

Postal Address |

|

city |

| State |

l Postcode l

DX (Number and Location) L

Phone Switch | | Phone Direct |

Fax [

| Mobile [

Email [

Web Site 1

1 wish to pay by

O cheque payable to Australian Plaintiff Lawyers Association

[ visa [j MasterCard || Bankcard [ American Express

Name of cardholder

card no LI CIUIUIC] OO0 OOOIO

E;tpiry Date

/

/

Signature
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Date of Birth ! Date of Admission !

Postal Address | ,

City I | State 1 Postcode

Phone Switch | Phone Direct |

Fax | | Mobile [

Email |

Web Site |

I wish to pay by
Ol cheque payable to Australian Plaintiff Lawyers Association
(Jvisa [ Mastercard [ Bankcard [] American Express
Name of cardholder

card N0 L] ICI0C] COCICI0T CACICICT CACIEN

Expiry Date / / |

Signature




ERSHIP APPLICATION

D Solicitor or
: ) [] Barrister or

[] solicitor and Barrister
. to practice in an Australian State or Territory whose practice includes
: |soaal injury or public interest litigation in which | predominantly act for the
plaintiff or applicant (subject in the case of baristers to any “cab rank” rules)
ﬁd ;m acknowledged by the members of the association as
:uch a practitioner.
_l__have been admitted more than two years: $250

l have been admitted less than two years: $150

hn

b

ASSOC!ATE MEMBER

ldo not meet the criteria required of an ordinary member but am

sympathetic to the objects of the association and am:

D a professional in the field of health, science, engineering or
occupational or public safety: $150

engaged in the teaching of a course of study relevant to the aims and

objectives of the association: $150

tj

an elected representative of an Australian Parliament or a person
directly employed by such a person: $150

an employee of a government department or a state or community
legal aid organisation: $150

0 OO~

undertaking a course of study relevant to the aims and objects of the
association or am employed as a law clerk, articled clerk or para-legal
clerk: $50

INTERNATIONAL MEMBER

[J 1am a lawyer or attomey admitted to practice in a jurisdiction outside
Australia and am sympathetic to the objects of the association and
reside outside Australia; $US100

DECLARATION

I wish to join APLA and declare that | am sympathetic to its aims.
I undertake to disclose whether | am acting for a plaintiff or defendant
on each and every occasion | access APLA information services.

My practice in the field of personal injury and/or public interest law is
predominantly for the injured. | do not have a permanent retainer from
an insurer or other defendant.

Signed Date / /

Please return with payment to APLA, GPO Box 2658,
SYDNEY NSW 2001 or DX 29552 Chatswood.
Applications with credit card payment may be faxed to (02) 9415 4210,
Enquiries can be made on (02) 9415 4233 or info@apla.com

"

- e e . -

MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION

ORDINARY MEMBER
| practice as a [ solicitor or
[J Barrister or
[J solicitor and Barrister

admitted to practice in an Australian State or Territory whose practice includes
personal injury or public interest litigation in which | predominantly act for the
plaintiff or applicant (subject in the case of baristers to any “cab rank” rules)
and am acknowledged by the members of the association as

such a practitioner.

[J 1 have been admitted more than two years: $250

[l 1 have been admitted less than two years: $150

ASSOCIATE MEMBER

1 do not meet the criteria required of an ordinary member but am
sympathetic to the objects of the association and am:

[ aprofessional in the field of health, science, engineering or
occupational or public safety: $150

engaged in the teaching of a course of study relevant to the aims and
objectives of the association: $150

an elected representative of an Australian Parliament or a person
directly employed by such a person: $150

an employee of a government department or a state or community
legal aid organisation: $150

B RS e o

undertaking a course of study relevant to the aims and objects of the
association or am employed as a law clerk, articled clerk or para-legal
clerk: $50

INTERNATIONAL MEMBER

[ 1am a lawyer or attomney admitted to practice in a jurisdiction outside
Australia and am sympathetic to the objects of the association and
reside outside Australia: $US100

DECLARATION

1 wish to join APLA and declare that | am sympathetic to its aims.
1 undertake to disclose whether | am acting for a plaintiff or defendant
on each and every occasion | access APLA information services.

My practice in the field of personal injury and/or public interest law is
predominantly for the injured. | do not have a permanent retainer from
an insurer or other defendant.

Signed Date / /

Please return with payment to APLA, GPO Box 2658,
SYDNEY NSW 2001 or DX 29552 Chatswood.
Applications with credit card payment may be faxed to (02) 9415 4210
Enquiries can be made on (02) 9415 4233 or info@apla.com

|
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