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 What’s happening? 
02%3)$%.4ȭ3 0)%#% By Danielle Keyes  
 

Not long after I started practising law I read an article 
about an interview with a young lawyer.  Whilst her 
name unfortunately escapes me, I do remember that 
she said this: 
άCƻǊƳǳƭŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǎǘŀƳǇ ƛƴŘŜƭƛōƭȅ ƻƴ ȅƻǳǊ ƳƛƴŘ ŀ ƳŜƴǘŀƭ 
picture of yourself as succeeding.  Hold this picture 
tenaciously.  Never permit it to fade.  Your mind will 
ǎŜŜƪ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ǘƘŜ ǇƛŎǘǳǊŜΦέ 
I copy typed the quote, printed it out and stuck it to the 
top of my computer screen.  These words have followed 
me between computer screens, offices, jobs and even 
states.  Not only are these words physically stuck to my 
screen, they are forever etched in my mind and have 
become a part of my everyday life.   

L ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘΩǎ ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǎ ǿŜ ǘŀŎƪƭŜ ƻǳǊ 
jobs as young lawyers we remember to stay 
focussed on what we hope to achieve in the end.   
Being President of Queensland Young Lawyers for 2011 
ƛǎ ŀ ƎǊŜŀǘ ǎǘŜǇǇƛƴƎ ǎǘƻƴŜ ŦƻǊ ƳŜ ŀƴŘ LΩƳ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ ŦƻǊǿŀǊŘ 
to what I can bring to the role and what I will ultimately 
gain from it.   
A very big welcome to our new members, existing 
members and all of those who continue to support QYL.    
2011 promises to be a year of exciting new ventures 
and promotion on a broader scale.  We have an 
exceptional committee, comprising faces familiar to you 
all who have substantially contributed to our current 
success and we also have a large number of fresh new 
faces who will add a new dynamic to the direction of 
our organisation.   
Our plan for 2011 involves broadening our sponsorship 
base and thereby increasing the benefits afforded to 
members, expanding our network opportunities to 
embrace cross promotions with other young 
professional organisations and focussing our time and 
resources into making QYL events more socially 
rewarding.      
The strength of any organisation rests on the input and 
enthusiasm of its members.  With this in mind I 
encourage you to contact me or any of the committee 
members to discuss any aspect of QYL.  I am particularly 
interested in both your constructive criticism and 
positive reinforcement of the overall management and 
progression of the organisation.  MembersΩ personal 
achievements, promotions and the lighter aspect of the 
law are also matters that we would really like to hear 
about.   
I look forward to meeting you all over the next 12 
months and you have my word that I will work tirelessly 
to deliver the platform from which Queensland Young 
Lawyers can move forward in a positive and progressive 
way.  

    

 

PWC ñCool Night Classicò  
QYL supports a fit & healthy legal profession. Accordingly 
we are once again piggybacking our event on the PWC 
Cool Night Classic fun run. If you are running in the race 
and you also register with QYL you could win a free QYL 
membership until 31 December 2011 ($50 price).  
 
Alternatively; if you donôt want to run but still want to enjoy 
some snacks, drinks and good company you can simply 
attend the post-race drinks. 
 
DATE:  Thursday 4 November 2010 
TIME:  6.30pm onwards 
PLACE: Pig ónô Whistle Riverside, 123 Eagle Street 

Brisbane. 
COST:   Free for QYL members 
  $15 non-member law students 
  $20 non-members; or  

$70 event + 2010-2011 membership 
CATERING: Canapés and bar tab 
RSVP: ASAP by emailing dtopp@qldbar.asn.au  

 
To confirm the answers to some FAQ's: 

¶ whereas for those of you who would like to enter our 
competition but would not want your names/times etc 
published, worry no more; nothing of the sort is 
intended to be published, so don't feel that a less than 
optimal race time will be broadcast and hence put you 
off from chancing the free QYL membership;  

¶ QYL committee members are not eligible for the 
prizes. So any rumours you may have heard about the 
athletic exploits of anyone on our committee [such as 
a certain treasurer who still gloats about a sub 20 
minute effort last year], need not put you off. 

 
For more info on the race itself, including entry 
procedures, please go to 
www.pwc.com.au/events/coolnightclassic-brisbane/ô 
 
For more details and/or to opt in, please email 
dtopp@qldbar.asn.au; again confidentiality is assured. 
 

LexisNexis Advocacy Conference  
ï 3 March 2011 
Once again a great seminar for the litigation lawyer has 
been put together by LexisNexis in conjunction with QYL. 
Earlybird discounts apply. See the flyer emailed with this 
Newsletter.  

http://www.pwc.com.au/events/coolnightclassic-brisbane/
http://www.pwc.com.au/events/coolnightclassic-brisbane/
http://www.pwc.com.au/events/coolnightclassic-brisbane/
mailto:dtopp@qldbar.asn.au
http://www.pwc.com.au/events/coolnightclassic-brisbane/
mailto:dtopp@qldbar.asn.au
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The neglected tool of the litigator: notices to admit facts and documents 
Daniel Davison, Lawyer, Insurance - Norton Rose Australia 

 
An often neglected tool available to litigators under the Uniform Civil Procedure Rules 1999 (Qld) (UCPR) is the Rule 
pertaining to notices to admit facts and documents.  Practitioners do not utilise this procedure, under Rule 189, to the 
extent it deserves in view of its potential tactical advantages and the cost sanctions attaching to it.     
 
Experienced practitioners will report that these notices were ñfashionableò when originally introduced, but that the 
procedure has been forgotten in more recent times.   
 
Under Rule 189 of the UCPR, one party may serve another party a notice (Form 22 or 23) asking the other party to admit, 
for the purpose of the proceeding, either facts, or the authenticity of documents, specified in the notice.   
 
If the party served with a notice to admit facts does not, within 14 days, serve a notice disputing the facts, that party is 
taken to have admitted the facts for the purpose of the proceeding. Similarly, a party who fails to serve a notice disputing 
documents within 14 days is taken to have admitted the authenticity of the documents.   
 
A party who fails to dispute the truth of the fact or authenticity of the document the subject of the notice may only withdraw 
the admission with the leave of the court. This places upon lawyers a heavy onus to take such notices seriously.  This 
being so, it is not uncommon for lawyers to ñforgetò about or not appreciate the importance of such notices sitting in their 
ñin trayò, and thereby expose their clients to deemed admissions.   

 
A court will only allow withdrawal of admissions obtained under this process where there are good grounds to justify 
granting leave.  There is no principle that admissions deemed to have been made can be withdrawn ñfor the askingò, even 
with the payment of costs.  The fact that a lawyer might mislay or forget about such a document has been regarded as 
being ñnot a particularly meritorious explanationò.  Typically, a party seeking to withdraw an admission is required to 
produce sworn evidence to the court which contradicts the facts set out in the notice to admit.

1
  Depending upon how 

devastating a deemed admission is to a partyôs case, and the strength of the evidence to refute the deemed admission, 
this procedure can result in the court awarding judgement on the basis of the admissions.     
 
Another practical advantage is the cost consequences relating to these notices.  If the party to whom the notice is directed 
disputes the authenticity of the document or truth of the fact, that party is liable to pay the costs of proving those facts or 
documents unless the court otherwise orders.  In this respect, parties in litigation spend a great deal of money ñprovingò 
the authenticity of documents at trials, but without first seeking the admission of the authenticity of those documents by 
serving a notice to admit documents.  For example, it is not uncommon for solicitors shortly before trial, usually at the 
request of counsel, to: 
 
1. Subpoena various important, yet uncontroversial original documents, in respect of which copies are held by all 

parties; 
 
2. Subpoena witnesses simply for the purpose of verifying the authenticity of documents at trial; or 
 
3. Obtain from appropriate statutory agencies ñcertifiedò copies of documents, such as Title searches, Business 

Name Extracts, Industrial Awards, and the like, to be admissible for tendering at trial. 
 
These expenses might be saved, or at least recovered, by the use of notices to admit documents.   
 
Similarly, admissions procured through notices to admit facts could save litigants the expense of seeking non-party 
disclosure, calling witnesses or even shorten or bring the dispute to an end.   

 
It is time for lawyers to utilise these valuable yet neglected tools in litigation and bring Rule 187 and its associated Forms 
22 and 23 ñback in fashionò.   

                                                           
1
 Equus Corp Pty Ltd v Orazio [1999] QSC 354, Rigato Farms Pty Ltd v Ridolfi [2001] 2 Qd R 455 
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Golden Gavel 2010 
 

On Tuesday 10 August 2010 an event took place at The Strand Rugby Club of such significance that historians will one 
day describe it as ñhaving happened on that dayò. Yes Golden Gavel once again hit the heights of fine humour, the depths 
of filth but little in between because ñaveragenessò is not in the Golden Gavel dictionary (or indeed any dictionary because 
itôs not a real word).  Special thanks go to Confidential Document Solutions for sponsoring the event.   
 
Steven Hogg took the ultimate prize from a high-quality field of speakers and will represent Queensland at the National 
Golden Gavel Finals in Canberra, hopefully to continue the Queensland hot streak of winning GG at the national level.  
 
With an audience of over 100 itôs hard to imagine that anyone missed this great occasion, however if you did (medical 
emergency being an acceptable excuse) Stevenôs winning speech (next article) will be some comfort. A selection of 
photos from the evening follows.  
  

Left: Bridget Di Certo of Blake Dawson on the topic άMy 
other Suit is Prada ς ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ŦŀǎƘƛƻƴέΦ  
 
Below: Adjudicator Petrina MacPherson (McCullough 
Robertson) runs the evening with expert humour.  
 

 
 

Below: Stephen Mackie of Norton Rose channels Dr 
Seuss for his runner-up prize winning speech. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Right: Jenae Webb, Nick Gaffney, Kim McGilvery & 
Helen Arkadieff of Blake Dawson 
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    Left: Tim Mitchell (Hynes Lawyers), Richie Muir 
(Quinn & Scattini), Helena Mrmos (Q&S), Shane 
Elliott (Q&S) and Kylie Tate (Hynes).  
 
Below: Leanne Doxey (Cooper Grace Ward) observes 
some dock workers leaving the room crying and 
holding their ears.  
 
 

Below: Chris Herald, Bri Fels, Jennifer Kratzmann & Jean-
Pierre Kapel of Sparke Helmore. 
 

Below: Lindsay Anderson, Jonathan Mamaril, Steve 
Hogg, Bev Di Marco, Sarah Yau & Elise Turnbull at 
one of the Sparke Helmore tables.  
 

 

 
Left: 9ǾŜǊȅƻƴŜΩǎ ŀ ǿƛƴƴŜǊ όŜȄŎŜǇǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ 
ǿƘƻ ŀǊŜƴΩǘ {ǘŜǾŜ IƻƎƎύΦ [-R speakers Steve Hogg, 
Iain McCowie, Leanne Doxey, Bridget Di Certo, 
Mark Grdovich, Julian Creagh and Stephen 
aŀŎƪƛŜ όŀōǎŜƴǘ aŀǊƪ hΩaŜŀǊŀύΦ  
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Golden Gavel 2010 ï Steven Hoggôs winning speech (ñand shizzleò) 
 
ñRAP BATTLES AS AN ALTERNATIVE TO COURTROOM ADVOCACYò 
 
Yo yo yo.  Check my style and check my 
flava.  We be getting ill with the funky 
behaviour.  Yes, I can rock it on and on 
untilé Iôm sorry, awn and awn é until the 
break of dawn. 
 
Yes ï Rap Battles as a viable alternative 
to courtroom advocacy.   
 
And I feel qualified to speak on this topic 
you know because I am home with the 
downies.  I know gang signs.  See ï this 
is East Side [makes East Side sign], this 
is West Side [makes West Side sign].  
This is a dog [makes dog shadow puppet 
shape].  Ruff ruff.  Ok, so Iôm still getting 
the hang of it. 
 
And I can understand why some of you would have reservations about replacing the delicate art of courtroom 
advocacy with the thrusting sexuality of modern hip and/or hop. 
 
There are problems with hip hop. 
 
For example, firstly, rappers never have anything nice to say.  Itôs all ñI hate him, so Iôm gonna shoot him and 
cremate him, then Iôm gonna take his ashes and evaporate óemô.  And then when theyôve finished telling you 
how many ways theyôre going to murder the guy they stand up at the end of the concert and go, óPeaceô. 
 
Secondly, in Australia, rap is largely for bogans. And I donôt mean to sound all elitist and anti-bogan, but I am, 
so thatôs how it comes out. 
 
Whereas in America, rap is generally listened to by black guys who pack heat in their low riders and eat fried 
chicken, in Australia, rap is generally listened to by white boys who pack shelves in Coles, and donôt eat 
anything because amphetamines are an appetite suppressant.   
 
And finally, rap is very disrespectful to women.  But then again, so are most of the equity partners at large 
firms around town, so we might leave that to one side. 
 
But rap does have certain advantages over court room advocacy. For one, thereôs no denying it, but rappers 
are much cooler than lawyers.  And donôt get me wrong, I know as a lawyer you think youôre cool, but Iôm just 
here to tell you that ... youôre not. And in case you doubt it, hereôs a scenario for you. 
 
Itôs Saturday night, and you - a young lawyer, and Fifty Cent are in a bar thatôs otherwise full of young women.  
Fiddy Cent goes over to one of them and whispers óHey baby.  Iôm Fiddy, and I only wanna be down wit chu.ô  
Your turn now ï youôre a lawyer. Youôre looking sharp in your tailored shirt and casual dress shoes. Youôve 
been working on your opening line ï you go over there and you lay it down.  óI structured a purchase of 
business transaction so that my client minimised their stamp duty.ô 
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Only one of the men in that scenario is getting lucky tonight.  I guess itôs ok though.  As a young lawyer you 
had to work on Sunday anyway. 
 
Secondly, rap is something which legal advocacy often is not.  Itôs straight and to the point.  Could you imagine 
how much faster applications would be with P Diddy behind the bar table? 
 
Judge ï Yes, Mr Sofronoff 
 
Sofronoff -  ñYour Honour, the respondent failed to comply with the requirements of clause 6.4(d) of the lease 
and therefore, under the principles outlined by His Honour Justice Brennan (as he then was) in the High Court 
case of Laybutt v Amoco the Respondent could not have validly exercised the option, and the applicant is 
entitled to forfeit the lease.ò 
 
ñThank you Mr Sofronoff.  Yes, Iôll hear from you now, Mr ah...Diddy.ò 
 
ñYo, ya Honour.  That submissionôs whack!ò 
 
And if youôre still not convinced, then thereôs only one thing left to do and thatôs bring it. 
 
Rugby Club, do you want to hear me bring some legal rhymes 
for these tryinô times?  I said do you want to hear some legal 
rhymes for these trying times? Ok then.  
 
From Barton to Bell thereôs been no better than me. 
I dictate like a butterfly, and bill like a bee. 
My rhymes will sting you good with their illable powers, 
And you know I always make my billable hours.   
 
With rhymes so sharp theyôd pierce the corporate veil. 
Words that fit together like óbottleô and ósnailô. 
You better watch out ócos Iôm coming to get ya, 
óCos youôve been overruled like Rylands v Fletcher. 
 
You try to make a claim but your positionôs ridiculous, 
Iôll hit you up for further and better particulars. 
Iôll stomp upon your argument in hob-nail boots, 
And shred you like an affidavit at Clayton Utz. 
 
Iôve got the trophy to prove that Iôm the legal rapping champ, 
And itôs permanent brother, like a registry stamp. 
Suckers sue me for the title but that ainôt the solution, 
I get their claims struck out for want of prosecution. 
 
Because their brains are smaller than sub-particle quarks, 
Iôm an equity partner, theyôre just articled clerks. 
Iôm the reigning legal rapper, listen to the applause, 
And Iôll retain the title like a Romalpa clause. 
 
Said C to the L to the R!  C to the L to the R, yôall!  C to the L to the R!  C to the L to the R, yôall! 
 
Peace. 
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Civil and Criminal Jurisdiction Reform and Modernisation Amendment Bill 2010 

David Topp ï Barrister  
 
The Civil and Criminal Jurisdiction Reform and Modernisation Amendment Bill 2010 (which has, as of the time of writing, been 
assented) contains a number of reforms of actual relevance to all civil litigation lawyers in this State. 
 
The reforms will take effect from 1 November 2010. 
 
Of most practical relevance are the jurisdictional limits: the Magistrates 
Court monetary limit will triple, from its present $50,000, to $150,000, as 
will that of the District Court (from $250,000 to $750,000). The Supreme 
Court will, of course, adjudicate disputes for sums greater than $750,000. 
 
However the reforms are not a simple matter of simply swapping the dollar 
thresholds around. Instead the reforms seek to invest the District Court 
with much greater order making power than presently exists. 
 
Those familiar with its enabling legislation (District Court of Queensland 
Act 1967) will be aware that Section 69 already provides the District Court 
with óall the powers and authorities of the Supreme Courtô. Now, in 
addition, that section will be supplemented by the words óincluding the 
powers and authorities conferred on the Supreme Court by an Actô, with 
the example provided being the power of the Supreme Court under 
Section 127 of the Land Title Act 1994 to order that a caveat be removed. 
 
Other examples that spring to mind would include orders under the 
Property Law Act 1974 (such as relief against forfeiture and relief against 
encroachments) and orders under the Fair Trading Act that are not 
óproceedings é under section 99(1) or for an offence against this Actô, 
which, in terms, presently fetter the District Courtôs jurisdiction under the 
FTA: Section 103[1A]. 
 
One could readily fathom that regional practitioners will benefit by this 
particular change, ie instead of needing to travel from the Sunshine or 
Gold Coasts to argue such matters in George Street, monetarily 
appropriate matters could be filed and adjudicated at the Southport, 
Maroochydore, Gympie, Ipswich and Beenleigh District Court registries.  
 
Meanwhile Brisbane based barristers with a sizeable out of town pool of instructing solicitors had better brace themselves to travel on 
more occasions. 
 
However while more powers are visited on the District Court by virtue of the reforms, the Magistrates Court remains limited to its money 
order making only capability. Applications for injunctive, declaratory and other orders will still need to be brought before the District 
Court no matter how low the quantum of the underlying disputes are. 
 
Perhaps in light of the undoubtedly increased civil workload that the District Court will now have visited upon it, one other notable 
change is to increase the óas of rightô appeal threshold. Presently any party dissatisfied with a Magistrates Court judgment of $5000 or 
more has an automatic right of appeal. For judgments under $5000, leave to appeal is required, and can only be granted when the 
court or judge óis satisfied that some important principle of law or justice is involvedô. However from 1 November onwards, this threshold 
will increase 5 fold to $25,000. The reform legislationôs usage of the terminology óthe prescribed amount under the Queensland Civil 
and Administrative Tribunal Act 2009ô could suggest a desire by the legislature that plaintiffs with debt recovery matters for $25,000 and 
under take them to QCAT rather than the Magistrates Court.  
 
Lastly for those wondering how Magistrates Court costs will be assessed, the presently A-G graduated fixed item scale that exists in 
that court will remain in place for matters under $50,000, while for matters between $50,000 and $150,000 a scale akin to the District 
Court scale (albeit with reduced item values) will apply.  
 
As with all legislative reforms, the proof of their worth will be in their practical implementation. One thing can not be denied though: that 
1 November 2010 will be a day when civil litigation in this State will markedly change, especially so far as the role and workload of the 
District Court of Queensland is concerned. 

 



 
 
 
 

 
October 2010, Volume 5 Issue 4 

 

8 

 Changing of the Guard ï 2011 QYL Management Committee 
 

On 20 September 2010 a new QYL committee and executive team was unleashed on an unsuspecting iphone camera 
which responded, panicked, with the fuzzy group photo below. Steve Jobs had best sort this out.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Above L-R: Phillipa Last, Amy Richardson, Danielle Keyes (President), Cathy Bauer (Vice President), Wadi Nadzri 
(outgoing President), Kristin Duff (Secretary), Stephen Mackie (retired), David Topp (Treasurer), Janita Nadzri (retired) 
Richie Muir, Julian Creagh, Adrian Robins, Steve Hogg (retired).  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Above: Danielle Keyes (President) and Wadi Nadzri (outgoing President) demonstrate that party factions and knives-in-
backs are not always required for leadership transition. 
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Legal Volunteers feature ï Womenôs Legal Service 
 

The willingness of lawyers to volunteer their time to help those in need is a long and justifiably proud tradition and 
an important social service. This month ǿŜ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ²ƻƳŜƴΩǎ [ŜƎŀƭ {ŜǊǾƛŎŜΦ (Our thanks go 
to Natalie Davidson of WLS for the article content and images):-  
 

Volunteers enhance womenôs access to justice  

Womenôs Legal Service (WLS) is a community legal centre located in Annerley Brisbane. Since its 

establishment in 1984, WLS has been run for women by women.  Our 120 volunteers from the legal 

and human services are core to WLS. Without strong volunteer participation the service would be 

unable to help the thousands of women who require legal assistance and support each year.   

I love doing the role; itôs a supportive environment and great womenò- WLS volunteer 2010 

 

At Womenôs Legal Service all volunteers are welcomed and valued.  We offer volunteers exposure to 

a broad range of issues, networking, training and inclusion in the WLS referral system.  As one 

volunteer noted ñWLS volunteers receive some excellent free training which has been fantastic for my 

skillsò(2010).  WLS also holds some great fundraising and social events!!! Our volunteers include 

Barristers, partners, associates and young lawyers. If you are a young woman lawyer and have 

experience in family law, please consider volunteering with WLS.  
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What does volunteering with Womenôs Legal Service involve?  

Volunteering with Womenôs Legal Service involves a commitment to assist at one evening advice 

session per month from 6-8pm on either a Monday, Wednesday or Thursday evening.  All volunteers 

are supported through a formal induction program and there are staff on hand during evening advice 

sessions to answer any questions.   

Volunteer Lawyers generally see clients for 20-30 minutes and the focus is on providing clients with 

procedural information and/or referrals.  Clients may come back on more than one occasion, 

therefore the focus can be on providing information on next steps in the legal process.   

Many clients of WLS can not afford private legal advice and many are also not eligible for Legal Aid. 

Clients often express their relief and appreciation after advice sessions, even if the news is not 

always what they wanted to hear.  At WLS we find over and over again that information is very 

powerful.  Volunteers make a real difference to women says WLS volunteer coordinator Natalie 

Davidson. The legal system is so complex and unknown to many women that being heard and 

provided with information can be of enormous benefit.  WLS has found that women volunteer for a 

range of reasons including professional development and the desire to give something back to the 

community.  

Womenôs Legal Service has 120 talented women volunteers, however client demand is increasing 

and female volunteers, particularly those who currently practise in family law, are needed.  

To find out more about volunteering with Womenôs Legal Service contact Natalie Davidson on (07) 

3392 0644 or email ndavidson@wlsq.org.au  

 
 
Volunteer legal services in Brisbane: 

 
Caxton Legal Centre ï a generalist service currently seeking employment, family and criminal lawyers but taking on 
volunteers from all legal backgrounds. Contact Camielle Donaghey on camielle@caxton.org.au.  
 
LGBTI Legal Service ï Australiaôs first service specialising in advice to lesbian, gay, bi, trans and intersex 
communities. This brand new generalist service is kicking off soon and is looking for practitioners from all legal 
backgrounds. Contact Julie Howes on julie_howes@clc.net.au. 
 
Womenôs Legal Service ï a service based on feminist values working exclusively with female clients. Lawyers with 
family and domestic violence knowledge are needed. Contact Natalie Davidson on  ndavidson@wlsq.org.au.  
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Beer Tasting 
 

On Thursday 7 October 2010 QYL held its first ñBeer Tastingò evening which we are sure has something to do with the 
practice of law [if you know what, please write to us urgently at ñI know how to justify CPD points and a tax deduction for 
beer tasting, GPO Box 1147 Brisbane 4001ò]. Judging from the strong attendance Beer Tasting may need to become an 
annual event.  
 

 Left: Matt Kirkegaard of Good Beer Lunches leads the 
tasting tour while James Chai (Quinn & Scattini) and 
Kylie Tate (Hynes Lawyers) stand transfixed.  
 
Below: A bounty of tasty beer at every table.  

 
 

 
 
 
 

Above: Holly Whitcroft Mullins, Kara Cook Brisbane 
Family Law Centre, Caitlin Chemeris Brisbane Family 
Law Centre 
 
Right: Darren Cornwell and guest, Luke Martin FKP 
and Sarah MacLeish 
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Left: Chris Mossman BCI Lawyers, Anthony 
Brazzale Royal Brisbane Hospital, David Topp 
Barrister 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Below: Katy Clarke Holding Redlich, Kristy 
Smith, Holding Redlich 

 
 
 
 
Below: Clancy Cartlidge Allconnex Water, Colin 
Hambleton Queensland Rail, Ross Russo QR 
National 
 

 
 
 
 
Right: Nathan Macdonald  Colville Johnstone, Jessi 
Galbraith Smith & Associates 
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Wealth Creation & Market Trends 

(Thanks to QYL sponsors Visis Financial Planning for this article) 
Food, glorious food! 
 
The developed economies of the last century were fuelled by crude oil, and the barrel price of crude became one of the 
worldôs most important financial indicators. It seems, however, the age of oil is receding and the economic health of the 
21

st
 century may be assessed by another measure ï the price of food. If food replaces crude as the worldôs most 

important basic trade commodity, what will this mean for Australiaôs future and for investment portfolios? 
 
A decade ago, it would have been hard to imagine a world where giant multinationals and cashed up venture capitalists 
were battling each other for a share of the worldôs fertiliser, irrigation water, and soybean markets. Yet today almost 
anything to do with large scale agriculture and the marketing and processing of agricultural products is a much sought 
after investment prospect. 
 
Australian mining giant BHP Billiton is attempting to take over the worldôs largest phosphate fertiliser mining company, 
Potash Corporation of Canada. At the same time, the Canadian wheat marketing giant Agrium is in the process of buying 
AWB, the former Australian Wheat Board. Even irrigation water has become a hot commodity. Presently one Singapore-
based speculator is buying as many Australian irrigation licences as they can, and some local investment fund managers 
are in the process of setting up Australian water licence funds to attract overseas investors to the Murray-Darling Basin. 
 
For individual investors and fund managers, it all boils down to risk versus return. We are seeing mergers and acquisitions 
among ASX-listed companies in sectors involved in farming inputs (fertiliser, seeds) or farming production.  
 
This should encourage investor interest in existing listed companies. As with any major change in underlying economic 
conditions, the value shift from crude to food could open up new investment opportunities. As a result, more Australian 
investors could end up as Pitt or Eagle Street farmers ï at least as far as their investment portfolios are concerned. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

¶ Investment Advice 

¶ Wealth Management 

¶ Insurance 

¶ Lending 
 

As a QYL member your first consultation with VISIS Financial Planning is at no charge. 
Contact John OôBrien at VISIS on (07) 3231 4004 to arrange a time.  

http://www.visis.com.au/   

http://www.visis.com.au/
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Management Committee 
 President:   Danielle Keyes - Associate with Norton Rose  

Vice-President: Cathy Bauer  - Associate with BCI Lawyers 

Secretary:  Kristin Duff  - Senior Associate with Harmers Workplace Lawyers 

Treasurer:  David Topp   - Barrister 

 

Committee Members  
 Julian Creagh - Solicitor with Quinn & Scattini Lawyers (& newsletter editor) 

Emmelene Gray  - Solicitor with Blake Dawson Lawyers 

Melissa Hanbidge - Solicitor with HWL Ebsworth 

Adam Harvey  - Solicitor with Norton Rose  

James Hiller   - Solicitor with Jenman Lawyers 

Phillipa Last  - Queensland Government 

Patrick Lott  - Barrister 

Richie Muir  - Solicitor with Quinn & Scattini Lawyers 

Bryony Nicholls  - Solicitor with Robert Milne Legal 

Maja Osterman - Solicitor with Blake Dawson Lawyers 

Tracy Rafferty - Solicitor with HWL Ebsworth 

Amy Richardson - Trainee Lawyer with BCI Lawyers 

Adrian Robins  - Solicitor with James Conomos Lawyers 

Wadi Nadzri   - Principal of Clear Legal Solicitors 

Alex Nordang  - Solicitor with Praeger Ellem Lawyers 

Queensland Young Lawyers Inc 
GPO Box 1147 
BRISBANE QLD 4001 
queenslandyounglawyers@gmail.com 
www.qldyounglawyers.com.au 
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Queensland Young Lawyers Inc 
ABN 91 113 661 372 

 

Membership Application 

2010/2011 

 
Membership from now to 31 December 2011 - $70 or $35 for full-time student 

 

SUBMIT THIS FORM (AND CHEQUE/MONEY ORDER PAYABLE) TO: 
 

QUEENSLAND YOUNG LAWYERS INC 
GPO BOX 1147 BRISBANE QLD 4001 

 

queenslandyounglawyers@gmail.com   / www.qldyounglawyers.com.au  
 

Your application will be considered at the next Management Committee Meeting held on or about the second Tuesday of each 
month. QYL will confirm your application shortly thereafter.  GST is not payable on this membership fee.  

OFFICE USE ONLY 
 
 
 

tǊƻǇƻǎŜǊΩǎ {ƛƎƴŀǘǳǊŜ ϧ bŀƳŜ      {ŜŎƻƴŘŜǊΩǎ {ƛƎƴature & Name 

Full Name:       

 

Date of birth: 
 

    /    /      dd/mm/yyyy 

 
Please indicate: 

 
 Solicitor  Barrister  Trainee Solicitor / Articled Clerk 

 

 
 
 
 

 Full-Time Student  Other:        
(Please provide copy of student card) 

Date of Admission (if applicable)     /    /         dd/mm/yyyy 

Level of Study (if applicable)       

Firm/Employer/University:       

Telephone Number: (work)         (home/mobile)       

 

E-Mail Address: 
 

      

Secondary E-Mail Address: 
 

Feel free to provide a webmail address just in case your employment 
email address becomes inoperative for any reason 

      

How did you discover QYL? 

 

 Friend           Function            Proctor            Web   
 

 Other:        
 

 
Signature: 
 
If submitting form electronically for payment made online please scan & 
email a completed and signed copy of this form.  

U 

 

Amount Paid: $          Cheque or money order 
                           Direct deposit: BSB: 638070; Account No:  
                               9813527; Name: Queensland Young Lawyers 
                               [please attach a deposit slip/internet banking receipt to this form]     

   PayPal - date of payment     /    /     
 

Visit www.qldyounglawyers.com.au/membership-information.html to pay by either   


