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25 - 27 November 2002 
19th Annual Company 

Secretaries’ Conference 
Surfers Paradise, Qld 
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15th Annual Stamp Duties 
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19 - 20 November 2002
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Sydney, NSW
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20 - 22 November 2002
Intellectual Property Law 

London, UK
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7 - 20 December 2002 
Byron Bay Summer Law School 

2002
Byron Bay, NSW 

Tel: (02) 6620 3932 
Fax: (02) 6622 1954 
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12 -14 December 2002 
Representing Justice 

Canberra, ACT 
Tel: (07) 3854 1611 
Fax: (07) 3854 1507 
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17-18 January 2003 
Commonwealth Medico-Legal 

Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia 
Tel: +03 40411375 
Fax: +03 4043 4444 

mma@tm.net.my

13 -17 April 2003 
13th Commonwealth Law 

Conference 
Melbourne, Australia 
Tel: 03 9820 9115 
Fax: 03 9820 3581 

comlaw@mcigroup.com

28 June-6 July 2003 
Criminal Lawyers Association of 

the Northern Territory 
9th Biennial Conference 

Tel: 08 89812549 
Fax: 08 8981 2596 

wildlyn@hotmail.com

1 - 5 September 2003 
18th LAWASIA Biennial 

Conference 
Tokyo, Japan 

Tel: 61 9 8946 9500 
Fax: 61 8 8946 9505 

lawasia@lawasia.asn.au

NOTICEBOARD
High Court Notes November 2002
Prepared for the Law Council of Australia and its constituent 
bodies by Thomas Hurley, Barrister, Vic., NSW, ACT (Editor, 
Victorian Administrative Reports)

Constitutional law - Power of Commonwealth agency 
to prosecute breaches of Sate law - When 
Commonwealth agency may appeal
In Macleod v. ASIC ([2002] HCA 37; 11.09.2002) the ASC 
prosecuted M for breach of the 1989 Corporation LawofWA. 
He was convicted of one count by a WA Magistrate in 1998. 
This conviction was set aside by a Commissioner of the 
Supreme Court of WA in an appeal commenced by M. The ASC 
appealed by leave to the Full Court ofWA under s206A of the 
Justices Act 1902 (WA). The Full Court of the Supreme Court 
restored the conviction of the Magistrate. M appealed to the 
High Court contending the appeal by the ASC to the Full Court 
was incompetent because while the ASC was authorised by 
s49(2) of the ASC Act to carry prosecution of offences against 
State law this power was spent on the making of the orders by 
the Magistrate. The Court concluded thats79 of th e Judiciary 
Act did empower the ASC to institute the appeal to the Full 
Court nor “pick up” any provision of State law which would 
[43], [44], Appeal allowed.

High Court - Practice - Evidence in applications for 
special leave
In Road and Traffic Authority v. Cremona ([2002] HCA 38;
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19.08.2002) Kirby J considered when in an application for 
special leave to appeal affidavits would be admitted to show 
the question was of public importance.

Immigration - Refugees - Failure to refer to Minister 
request for dispensation
In Re MIMIA; ex p Applic ([2002] HCA 39; 19.08.2002) Kirby J 
dismissed an application for a constitutional writ in respect of 
the failure to forward to the Ministerfor Immigration a request 
that he exercise the personal power under s48B of the 
Migration Actto allow a second application

Federal Court Notes November 2002
Prepared for the Law Council of Australia and its constituent 
bodies by Thomas Hurley, Barrister, Vic., NSW, ACT (Editor, 
Victorian Administrative Reports)

Migration - Visa cancellation - Whether departmental 
briefing paper sets out reasons for decision
In MIMA v. W157/00A ([2002]FCAFC281; 4.09.2002) a Full 
Court considered whether the giving to a person whose visa 
has been cancelled of a departmental submission to the 
Minister which the Minister had signed constitutes that the 
giving of a notice which sets out the reasons for the decision 
as required by s501G(l)(e) of the Migration Act. The Court 
concluded that while the document did not constitute a 
statement of "reasons” the ground of review on s476(l)(a) of 
the Migration Act, (failing to comply with procedures required


