Wednesday, October 19, 2005





SUPREME COURT OF NSW








SUBJECT: University of Newcastle – Supreme Court Proceedings 20372 of 2004








ATTENTION REGISTRAR 








Dear Sir





1.	I thank you for your assistance re; PRO BONO that is available to me now. Barrister Ms Sigrid Higgins from Administrative Decision Tribunal (Wentworth Chambers) is drafting the documents requested for the next Hearing in front of Ass. Justice Harrison regardless out of time matter.





2.	Notice of Motion regardless Out of Time Matter, Ms Higgins argument and Phillips Fox (I assume objection to that) I see as the most important Hearing so far. Because of that, I need to ask you if you can assist me with the following, please? Is it possible that the Hearing set for 28 November is recorded and the copy of the discussion / CD’s available to me after the Hearing? Can you please let me know ASAP regardless this decision?





3.	My understanding is that upon the documents are served and filed at the Court; respondent has the duty to respond or to take responsibility for its actions. So far neither of this has happened. The only response I receive from the Defendants Legal Side is: “Our Client denies all the charges”. I believe that defendant’s Legal Side is trying hard to prolong this case and basically what I am asking you is: what are my rights? Whom I have to complain too, so defendant would be asked to respond. It is clear that they do not wish to take financial responsibility however they should be advice to respond to serious allegation I have made, filled and served in March this year regardless the Defamation Matter. 





From March until now, defendant had 7 months to respond too and yet they did not. I see that this time factor does not concern anybody involved except me. I am also expressing my dissatisfaction due to the lack of information (NOT LEGAL ADVICE) I am seeking and the silence I am receiving from the Court. I am asking you to tell me what my rights are? Who is the Authority within the SC who can make defendant to behave appropriately / show basic respect towards the Court and the policies? I believe that defendant behave in a privileged way and I expressing my disappointment that the Court allowed this to continue. 








4.	The Form 43, P.34, r.3. 





REQUISITION FOR TRIAL WITH A JURY


The plaintiff requires trial with a jury. (or, where application is made by all 


parties under section 87 (1) of the Act: All parties require trial with a jury.)





I have filled this Form and handed in to SC sometime ago. I am told that if I request the Hearing with the Judge and the Jury that the matter should proceed in that direction. I did expect that during the Hearing this request would be acknowledged and acted appropriately. That did not happen. Can you explain to me what my options are? 





Can you please pass this information to whom-ever-you-think is appropriate within the Supreme Court for further clarification? 





Would you please let me know immediately if anything’s change regardless my case, or about any instruction regardless the next Hearing Date in November or in relationship to this letter, or anything else that I should know? Can you put that in writing, please? 











Thank you in advance








Vesna
































Cc


Cabinet of the Prime Minister John Howard (Canberra Office)


	           Governor General
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ENGLISH IS MY SECOND LANGUAGE





Ms Vesna Simundic


Fax: 0249427156 Ph: 49427156 Mob 0404876930


v_e_s_n_a@msn.com   











