Monday, September 27, 2004


(By fax)











TO THE ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION TRIBUNAL





ATTENTION    REGISTRAR








May I ask that this letter be forward to the President of ADT, please? 


Thank you





Dear Mr. President of ADT





This letter is not an appeal. This letter is to ask you to assist me where I feel that justice had failed me. I have read the Decision “Simundic & Uni of Newcastle” that is posted on the ADT’s Internet Side. Not just that the way it was presented makes me feel uncomfortable, ashamed and somehow ‘guilty’ like I did “something wrong” it is as well full of incorrect statements. If ADT made the University feel this way, abuse of students would never happen again.





I need to ask you to change or correct incorrect information on ADT’s Web Site. I do not ask for anything else except that you make public correct statements and correct evidence as presented to Mr. Rice. 





Thank you





Cc


Ms Zita Anthonios


Magistrate Hennessey


(Although I do not know those two individuals personally, I have heard about their reputation of being committed to justice and protective of victims and disadvantaged. I seek their assistance in this matter)





























Correction





*


On the first page under the Hearing dates there are only Hearings in 2004.





HEARING DATES:�
12 & 13 /02/2004�
�



We have had 2 Hearings in 2003 as well


1st Hearing on Oct 15 ‘03, Wed and 


2nd Hearing by Teleconference on Oct 16’ 03 Thu





*


On the first page under the Representation is:





REPRESENTATION:�
APPLICANT            In person�RESPONDENT        S Beach, solicitor�
�



Solicitor Mr. Anthony Mina and his associate had accompanied Ms Beach at the first two Hearings in 2003. After examining documents and heard my experience with the University I have received the letter from Mr. Mina. In it he informed me that his firm decided to cease to act for the University. This letter was sent to the Registrar and Mr. Rice as well. (Copy available on request)





For the Hearings in 2004 the different Solicitor accompanied Ms Beach. When I asked Mr. Rice: “Is this the new solicitor that present the university?” his answer was: “This is Ms Beach, do you remember seeing her before?” So, for not knowing her name I can only say that this solicitor was with Ms Beach until the last day of the Hearing. Evidence is taped on the CD’s that I have received from the registrar of ADT Mr. Emanuel. 





So the Respondent had the three Solicitors as well as Ms Beach. 





6


The incident that causes me psychological injury has happened in September 1998. I have lodged complain to ADB Newcastle Branch on 7 November 2000. How is possible that Mr. Puplick “Exercised his discretion under s88(4) of the ADA ’97 and accepted complain out of time – when my case was handed on time?





28


On the 3rd page under the number 28 is:


“Ms Simundic’s evidence is that Ms Flynn’s comments caused her trauma and psychological damage.” This is correct but the words that Ms Flynn said to me were not included.


Statements on the web page (Under 21) “I cannot recall that, maybe you did not understand very well, maybe your language or cultural difference” were said when I confronted Ms Flynn after the abuse. Something that happen after the trauma (in November ‘98) – obviously could not cause the trauma I am complaining about, that happen 2 months earlier (in September ‘98)  





And (under 29) Even if emotional harm can be a ‘detriment’ for purposes of assessing less favorable treatment, the most that we can reasonably accept from Ms Simundic’s own account of the effect of Ms Flynn’s comments is that they upset her – we have no evidence of any actual damage she has suffered. Nor is Ms Simundic specific in identifying which of the many comments she alleges against Ms Flynn were the ones that hurt her.”





I have included the letter with exact account of what Ms Flynn said that cause the harm. As well as psychiatrist report with detailed information’s and diagnosis of PTSD, the GP’s statement and finally Ms Bryant statement during the interview at the Hearing. (Copy available on request). There is strong evidence of actual psychological damage.





41


(under 41) Ms Kate Baker is employed at the Newcastle University and she was my primary supervisor. I copy the statement of her employment from Newcastle University’s web page and sent to Mr. Rice stated that Ms Beach mislead the Court saying that Ms Baker never worked in the University. (Copy available on request) The reply I received is: ” It was the evidence of Ms Atkins, one of the field placement supervisors, that satisfied us that she was not at the relevant time an employee or contractor of the respondent.”





51


(Under 51) The second thing clear from the terms of the email sent by Ms Gaha is that she viewed Ms Simundic as posing a physical threat to staff and students: she says she was unsure how to ensure the safety of herself and staff, and that she feared Ms Simundic’s capacity to cause harm The only grounds she gives for these fears are her suspicion that it was Ms Simundic who had sent a threatening letter, and the opinion of another person, Pam Niland, that Ms Simundic was threat to staff safety.





This is incorrect. The document I have included and the statement that Ms Gaha made of me being violent towards the employee were defamatory and I have a written statement to prove it. Mr. Kelley who was interviewing me at the Hearing asked me to discuss this incident in the Court at length and I did that in front of Mr. Rice.





61


(Under 61)  The respondent says that it did not know of any psychological injury suffered by Ms Simundic at the time she says that it should have taken account of it. The evidence on this is equivocal…. This is incorrect. 


- I have enclosed the email between Mr. Bryant and me where I requested that the diagnosis of PTSD should be brought to attention of DVC Prof English. Letter dated few days after I was diagnosed (in August ’99) I have included as well as Ms Bryant response where she said that she would. 


- I have send to Mr. Emanuel by fax correspondence between Ms Gaha and me where I disclose my disability (in 2000) to her asking for an assistance and her reply where she completely ignore my disability and continue to behave like:”Nothing has happened”. The Registrar told me that this document I have sent by fax was pass on Mr. Rice





and further





 (Under 61)  …Certainly Ms Simundic had been diagnosed with post-traumatic stress disorder some years before her enrolment at the University, and medical reports to that effect were tendered. Ms Simundic appears to have not declared that condition when enrolling.





I NEVER was diagnosed with post-traumatic stress disorder by anybody and was not told that. There is no specialist who ever diagnosed me prior dr Chenoweth report that he sent to Tribunal on request on the Court. Anyone else who ‘might’ diagnosed me could be only someone who is not qualified to make that diagnosis. That was the reason why on the web page there is no name of “that specialist” who made that statement. 





All those facts are in the folder in the form of an affidavit that Mr. Keeley prepared for me and attached all those documents and handed in personally to ADT. 





After the Hearing Ms Beach send me the letter in a form of email correspondence between Mr. Rice and the University where she engages in discussion about my case with Mr. Rice using his private email. This was not the first time that Ms Beach “conveyed to me” how powerful university is and that they can behave any way they choose to do – even in the Court. I have notified registrar about this.





If ADT do not wish acknowledge discrimination and victimization I went through there is nothing I can do to change that. 





However I request that all the information’s that are incorrect & published on ADT’s web site should be corrected. I do not wish my children to read something they know is not the truth and further be exposed to stress - only because their mother stood against abuse and refuse to be silent. 





I am awaiting your response in written form





Thank you in advance





Ms V Simundic


�PAGE  �4�





ENGLISH IS MY SECOND LANGUAGE











