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Enhancing your legal research experience

Thomson Reuters works in partnership with our customers to develop solutions
and services that meet your needs. We take the time to seek your feedback and
have incorporated it into our development schedule.

We use this information to enhance Westlaw AU and are excited to share with you
details on the enhancements scheduled to be released 10pm on the 28t of
February.

We recommend you review the release notes below and update any internal
training material.

The Release Notes provide a summary of the enhancements, followed by a more
detailed explanation.
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Release Summary

This release focuses on improving case law research. The changes will improve access to case information and create a seamless
flow from FirstPoint to other secondary sources.

Training videos will be available here closer to the release date, the 28! of February.

FEATURE SUMMARY

Re-positioning Case Information

FirstPoint Classifications and

Digest Summaries — Toggle View

Anchoring Jump links

Table View - Cases Citing and
Cases Cited

Filtering Cases Citing and Cases
Cited with FirstPoint

Classifications

Journal Article References

FirstPoint — Total Number of

Results

Renamed - Related Documents

to Citing References

Search Summary default view

TECHNICAL CARE

The case information currently occupies significant space on the document page and is
repeated across multiple tabs. In response to customer feedback, we are re-positioning and
prioritising case information into two different sections, at the top of the document page

and at the right-hand pane.

FirstPoint Classifications and Digest summaries currently appear on two sections of the
FirstPoint record. We have simplified this into a combined view, with the ability to toggle
display via the “Digest notes” and “Classifications only” radio buttons. This elevates the
digest summaries to the top of the page.

Currently, “Jump To” links on the top of the document page disappear as users scroll
down. We are now anchoring the jump links to the right-hand pane to enable quick access
to any parts of the FirstPoint and Related Documents pages. The jump links remain sticky

and accessible all times.

To improve readability of the list of Citing Cases and Cited Cases information we now
display this information in a new table view with various sorting and filtering options.

We have introduced a Classification Explorer which allows you to filter the list of Cases
Citing and Cases Cited by the top 80 legal digest topics, to help quickly focus on cases
related to a particular point of law.

We have updated the “Journal Articles” and the “Journals Noted In” lists within the cases
document pages to group articles by journal title e.g. Australian Law Journal.

We now display the total number of results for each section of information within the

FirstPoint record e.g. summary, litigation history, cases citing, cases cited, journals noted.

We have renamed the “Related Documents” tab to “Citing References” in response to
customer feedback regarding a lack of clarity around tab labelling. The Citing References
tab continues to display all secondary sources related to the case you are viewing.

The Search Summary section in the left-hand pane is now the default view while viewing a
case. Search Summary displays where you are in your search results and allows you to

browse your search results without leaving the document page.

Tel: 1800 020 548 Email: TechCare. ANZ@thomsonreuters.com Hours: Mon-Fri, 8am-6pm AEsT
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Repositioning Case Information

The case information will be repositioned to the top of the document page and the right-hand pane.
In our research, customers reported that the key information required to determine a case’s relevance includes:

e  Court Name

e Judgment date
e Judges

e (itations

This prioritised information has been positioned at the top of the document page for immediate reference.

The following information has been moved to the right-hand pane under the Case Info tab. It remains searchable, and all
existing functionality remains.

e Jurisdiction

e  Court File Number

e Party Names

e |egal Representatives

Existing Case Information Display

‘THOMSON REUTERS

WESTLAW 8 AertCentre B MyFoldes 4 MyContacts @ History & ClientlD % Preferences @ Edit OnePass Profile
#  WORLOW TOOLS  PROVIEWESOOKS Jy——
) + Back * Q »

Insurance Commission of Western Australia v Woodings (No 2) & & he d n Quick Links relp

B AR S 1) The information takes up a huge chunk of QU LS

l JudgmentText  Cited Documents  Related Documents ﬁ space and repeats across all tabs

Jumpto: # » Digest » Litigation History » Legislation Considered » CasesCiting » Cases Cited

» Words and Phrases Judicially Considered

» 210l 575

Court: Supreme Court of Western Australia sz
Judges: pritchard | ¥ 352
Judgment Date: 17212018 ¥ Case Meradata Example
Jurisdiction: Australia (Western Australia) P Extensive notes examples
Court File Number: (2018) CIV 2666 07 2016 » Notes
Citations:

120171 wiasC 372 [0 . (2018) 124 ACSR 45, [2018] ALMD 2407, [2018] ALMD 2562, [2018] ALMD 2602, [2018] ALMD 2684, [201] ALMD 2685
Insurance Commission of Western Australia, Antany Leslie John Woodings s liquidator of The Bell Group Ltd (in lia), The Bell Group Ltd (in lig), Antony Leslie John Woodings as liquidator of Bell Group Finance Pty
Ltd {in lig), Bell Group Finance Pty Lid (in lig), Antony Leslie john Woadings as liquidator of Bell Bros Pty Ltd (in liq). Bell Bros Pty Ltd (in lia), Antony Leslie John Woodings as provisional liquidator for Western

Interstate Pty Ltd (in prov lig), Western Interstate Pty Ltd {in prov lig), Garry john Trevor as liquidator of Bell Group NV {in lig), Bell Group Nv (in liq), Law Debenture Trust Corporation PLC, Commonwealth of
Australia, WA Glendinning Associates Pty Ltd

» Simon v Codran
Party Names:

Legal Representatives: Plaintiff; Mr 5 G Finch SC & Mr [ | M Ahmeg First Defendant: No appearance; Second Defendant: No appearance; Third Defendant: No appearance; Fourth Defendant: No appearance; Fifth Defendant: No

appearance; Sixth Defendant: No appearance; Seventh Defendant: No appearance; Eighth Defendant: No appearance: Ninth Defendant: ir A D'rcy; Tenth Defendant: Mr A D'Arcy: Eleventh Defendant: No
appearance; Twelfth Defendant: No appearance: Thirteenth Defendant: No appearance: Plaintiff: State Solicitor for Western Australio; Ninth Defendant: Lipman karas; Tenth Defendant: Lipman Karos
Classification: » Corporations > Windingup > Conduct and incidents of windingup > Ranking ofclaims > Priorities > Proceeds of action |-4

» Buidence > > Exclusions: privileges > Public interest privilege > Settlement

High Court and Federal Court > The federal judicature > Exclusive and invested jurisdiction > Federal
» Procedure >

tion of State courts > Particular cases &
State and territory courts: jurisdiction, powers and generally > Declarations > Jurisdiction > Advisory opinions and hypothetical questions &
» Procedure > Civil proceedings in State and Territory courts > Pleadings > Strikingout

> Embarrassing. tendency to cause prejudice, scandalous, unnecessary etc or causing delay in
» Procedure > Civil proceedings in State and Territory courts > Pleadings > Strikingout > Otherwise abuse of process &

DIGEST

» Corporatiens > Windingup > Conduct and incidents of winding up > Ranking of claims > Priorities > Proceeds of action

property recovered under indemnity for costs of litigation — eourts jurisdiction under s 564 — ovailobility of property for distribution — whether pre-condiition to existence of s
5564

iy

- o decide — C¢ Act 2001 (Cth),

» Evidence > Admissibility > Excusions: privileges > Public interest privilege > Settlement negotiations

stotements made without prejudice in aitempt to settle action
Did the pleadings disclose material which was the subject of without prejudice privilege?

Held:

[0}
2)

Without prejudice communications are admissible when the issue is whether such communications have resulted ina concluded compromise agreement.

A rectification claim s 3 recognised exception to the rule against the inadmissibility of without prejudice communications. It is arguable that the exception for communications in order to establish misrepresentation or fraud, may

cralia Limited ABN 64

} THOMSON REUTERS
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New Case Information Display

"THOMSON REUTERS

WESTLAW
#*

2 NertContre 8 MyFo B MyContacts @ Hitory L Client D = O Ry

AU

TOOLS

WORKFLOW NEWSROOM  PROVIEW EBOOKS 4 Sharon- 181224

4 Back

W Insurance Commission of Western Australia v Woodings (No 2) D I -4
Supreme Court of Western Australia, 1/2/2018, Pritchard | — 1) OptlmlSIng "Speed to answer" by prioritising -
20171 WAsC372 @) O 124ACSR45 2018 WL 683696 information 2) reducing duplicate information Australia (Western Australia)
Judgment Text  Cited Documents g References and clutter CourtFile Number:
CIv 2666 0f 2016
SUMMARY (6) Show: (@ Digestnotes () Classifications only 4

Party Names:

Insurance Commission of Western
B I Corporations ’ Winding up ’ Conduct and incidents of winding up I Ranking of claims I Priorities : Proceeds of action
Australia, Antony Leslie john

property recovered under indemnity for costs of litigation — court's jurisdiction under s 564 — availability of property for distribution — whether pre-condition to existence of s 564 application — unnecessary to decide — Corporations Act Woodings as liquidator of The Bell
2001 (Cth). s 564 Group Ltd (in liq), The Bell Group Ltd
(in lig), Antony Leslie John Woodings
B\ [ evioence | Aomissiviity ] exclusions: prviieges § publicinterest priviiege ] Settlement negoriations as liquidator of Bell Group Finance
Pty Ltd (in lig). Bell Group Finance Pty
statements made without prejuice in attempt to settle action Ltd (in i), Antany Leslie john

Woodings as liquidator of Bell Bros

Did the pleadings disclose material which was the subject of without prejudice privilege? Pty Ld (Inllg) Bell | ... show more)

Held: » Legal Representatives:
(1) Without prejudice communications are admissible when the issue is whether such communications have resulted in a concluded compromise agreement. Plaintiff: Mr S & Finch SC & Mr 1j M
Ahmed; First Defendant: No
(2)  Areciification claim is a recognised exception to the rule against the inadmissibility of without prejudice communications. It is arguable that the exception for communications in order to establish misrepresentation or appearance: second Defendant: No
fraud, may apply to a misleading and deceptive conduct claim. appearance; Third Defendant: No
(3)  The defendants had not established that the challenged paragraphs of the prayers for relief disclosed communications that were subject to the “without prejudice” privilege, so as to warrant their striking out. While the appearance; Fourth Defendant: No

appearance; Fifth Defendant: No
appearance; Sixth Defendant: No

surrounding context suggested that the communications were conducted in the course of negotiations, the plaintiff disputed that thase negotiations were undertaken for the purpose of settling a dispute. Furthermore,

the impugned paragraphs did not disclose the defendant's position in respect of any matter the subject of the communications.
appearance; Seventh Defendant: No

appearance; Eighth Defendant: No

B I High Court and Federal Court ’ The federal judicature ’ Exclusive and invested jurisdiction I Federal jurisdiction of State courts I Particular cases
appearance; Ninth ... (show more)

hypothetical question relevant to existence of matter’
‘Was the relief sought hypothetical?

Held:

8 Thomson Reuters (Professional) Australia Limited ABN 64 058 914 668 your information? } THOMSON REUTER

Online Term:

Help Sites ~ Feedback Privag

FirstPoint Classifications and Digest Summaries — Toggle view

FirstPoint classifications currently appear multiple times within the FirstPoint record as a Classification Only and a Classification
with Digest summary.

We have simplified this into a combined view, with the ability to toggle display via the “Digest notes” and “Classifications only”
radio buttons. This elevates the digest summaries to the top of the page

In addition, the “Digest Notes"” icon allows users to identify which classifications have digest summaries. Users can click the
icon to expand and display the summary or click the icon to collapse the summary display.

TECH N |CA|_ CARE Tel: 1800 020 548 Email: TechCare. ANZ@thomsonreuters.com Hours: Mon-Fri, 8am-6pm
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Existing Classifications and Digest

WESTLAW TP - o
PR -
+ Back

Insurance Commission of Western Australia v Woodings (No2) @ &

L AmX S Classifications appear twice as a "Classifications

only"” view and a "Classifications with Digest" view

H Judgment Text

irstPe
Classification:

sndng up > Ranking of lams » Prgrites » Procaeds ofacvon W
Pisgzs > Publis IGeress e

Corporations > Winding up >
idencs > Admissibiisy >

lege > settlement negotations &

High Court and Fs

> Thefederal judicature > Exclusive and invested jurisdiction > Federal jurisdiction of State courts > Particulsr cases &
Declarations > Jurisdiction > Advisory opinions and hypothetical quastions &
» Crvl procesdings in State and Territory courts > Pleadings > Strikng out > Embarrassng, tendency to cause prejudics stancalous

tc or caysing delay In procesding:
Procsdure » Civl procesdings In State and Territory courts > Pleadings > Strkingout > Otherwise sbuse of process |
DIGEST -

Corporations > Windingug > Canduct and incidents of winding ug > Ranking ofclaims > Priormes > Proceeds of sction

[

ey courts: jurisdiction, powers and generally >

property recovered under indemnity for costs of litigation — cour
5564

jurisdiction under s 564 — availability of property for distribution — whether pre-condition to existence of s 564 application — unnecessory to decide — Corporations Act 2001 (Cth)

imissibillty > Exclusi

= prvleges > Publicinlerest prdeg » Settement negotiations J

STarEments mage WithouT preuaice in GEMPt 10 seTe etion

D the pleadings disclose material which was the subject of withowt préjudice privieger

Held:
o judi i e issue is whethar ieati ina concluded g
(2) Arectfication claim is 3 recognised exception to the rule against the of without prejudice ftis arg for in order to establish misrep fraud, may

apply to a misseading and Geceptive conduct claim,

(3] The defendants had no estabiished that the challenged paragraphs of the prayers for relef disclosed communicatians that were subject to the “without prejudice” privilege, 5o as to warrant their striking cut, While the
surrounding context suggested that the communications were conducted in the course of negotiations, the plaintif disputed that these negotiations were undertaken for the purpose of setting a dispute. Furthermore. the
" o lic aat i s positina o Aoy mantar tha subjact ot

High Court and Federal Court > The federal judicature > Exclusive and ivested jurisdiction > Eederal jurisdiction of State courts > Pariicular cases

hypotheticol question relevont to existence of motter
Was the ralief sought hypothetical?

Held:

(1) There can be a ‘matter within the meaning of the Constitution , Ch I, (and thus the Supreme Court can be exercising federal jurisdiction) even If, uitimately, the claim is dismissed.

New Classifications and Digest

THOMSON REUTERS

WESTLAW | AU A percCenre B MyFolders & MyComacs @ Hisoy b Cli

* WORKFLOW ~ TOOLS ~ NEWSROOM  PROVIEWEBOOKS

s Ak Q  rem
W Insurance Commission of Western Australia v Woodings (No 2) DR I - &
Supreme Court of Western Australia, 1/2/2018, Pritchard |
[2017] WASC 372 @ @ 124 ACSR45 2018 WL 683696
JudgmentText  Cited Documents  Citing References
SUMMARY (6) Show: | ® Digestnotes () Classifications only &

B I Corporations l Winding up : Conduct and incidents of winding up l Ranking of claims l Priorities ’ Procesds of action

property recovered Under indemnity for costs of litigation — cotrt's jurisdiction under s 564 — availability of property for distribution — whether pre-condition to existence of s 564 application — unnecessary to decidel- Corporations Act
2007 (Cth), s 564

B I Evidence ’ Admissibiliy ’ Exclusions: privileges l Publicinterest privilege I Sertlement negotiations

statements made without prejudice in attempt to settle action

A combined view with new design - it feels

Did the pleadings disclose material which was the subject of without prejudice privilege? logical and more intuitive to use
Held:
(1) Without prejudice communications are admissible when the issue is whether such communications have resulted in a concluded compromise agreement.
(2)  Arectification claim is a recognised exception to the rule against the inadmissibility of without prejudice communications. It is arguable that the exception for communications in order to establish misrepresentation or
fraud, may apply to a misleading and deceptive conduct claim.
(3)  The defendants had not established that the challenged paragraphs of the prayers for relief disclosed communications that were subject to the “without prejudice” privilege, so as to warrant their striking out. While the

surrounding context suggested that the communications were conducted in the course of negotiations, the plaintiff disputed that those negotiations were undertaken for the purpose of settling a dispute. Furthermore,

the impugned paragraphs did not disclose the defendant's position in respect of any matter the subject of the commurications.

High Court and Federal Court ’Tnefederauummmre IExdus\\'eandmves(edjunsd\c(mn IFederauunsd\mnnn(S(a(Ecnur:s IPam(u\artases

hypothetical question relevant to existence of matter’

Was the relief sought hypothetical?

Held:

Copyright © 2018 Thomson Reuters (Professional) Australia Limited ABN 64 0

Help Sites. Feedback PrivacyPolicy How are we using your information? Online Term:

* B : The “Digest Notes” icon allows users to identify which classifications have digest summaries. Users can click the icon to

expand and display the summary or click the icon to collapse the summary display.

TECH N |CA|_ CARE Tel: 1800 020 548 Email: TechCare. ANZ@thomsonreuters.com Hours: Mon-Fri, 8am-6pm
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Anchoring the Jump Links

We are re-positioning the jump links to the right-hand pane to enable quick access to any parts of the case document pages.
They will remain sticky and accessible all times.

Existing Jump links

‘THOMSON REUTERS

A 4 [ ] s Al my s O 1 » ce z =
WESTLAW AU Alert Centre: My Folders My Contacts Hi Ciient ID. Preferences Edit OnePass Profile

#* WORKFLOW ~ TOOLS  PROVIEW EBOOKS A sharen-

#* Back * O »
D d
Insurance Commission of Western Australia v Woodings (No 2) [ & Search within the document n Quick Links Help -
L= X & Term Quick Links

JudgmentText  Cited Documents  Related Documents. m

The existing "Jump To" links
Jumpto: # - Digest » Litigation History » Legislation Considered » CasesCiting » CasesCited > Words and Phrases Judicially Considered

- = » 210 clr 575
will disappear as users scroll Vo
Court: Supreme Court of Western Australia through the document page »
352
Judges: Pritchard | .
Judgment Date: 1/2/2018 } Case Metadata Example
Jurisdiction: Australia (Western Australia) ¥ Extensive notes examples
Court File Number: (2018) CIV 2666 of 2016 » Notes
Citations: [2017] WASC 372 @l .(2018) 124 ACSR 45, [2018] ALMD 2407, [2018] ALMD 2562, [2018] ALMD 2602, [2018] ALMD 2684, [2018] ALMD 2685 ¥ Simon v Codran
Party Names: Insurance Commission of Western Australia, Antony Leslie John Woedings as liquidator of The Bell Group Ltd (in liq), The Bell Group Ltd (in liq), Antony Leslie John Woodings as liquidator of Bell Group Finance Pty

Ltd (in lig), Bell Group Finance Pty Ltd (inlig), Antony Leslie John Woodings as liquidator of Bell Bros Pty Ltd (in lig). Bell Bros Pty Ltd (i lig), Antony Leslie John Woodings as provisional liquidator for Western
Interstate Pty Ltd (in provli), Western Interstate Pty Ltd (in prov lig), Garry John Trevor as liquidator of Bell Group NV (inlig), Bell Group Nv (in lig). Law Debenture Trust Corporation PLC, Commonwealth of
Australia, WA Glendinning Associates Pty Ltd

Legal Representatives: Plaintiff: Mr 5 G Finch SC & Mr 1] M Ahmed; First Defendant: No appearance; Second Defendant: No appearance; Third Defendant: No appearance; Fourth Defendant: No appearance; Fifth Defendant: No
appearance: Sixth Defendant: No appearance: Seventh Defendant: No appearance: Eighth Defendant: No appearance: Ninth Defendant: Mr A D'Arcy: Tenth Defendant: Mr A D'Arcy: Eleventh Defendant: No
appearance: Twelfth Defendant: No appearance: Thirteenth Defendant: No appearance; Plaintiff: State Solicitor for Western Australia: Ninth Defendant: Lipmen Karos: Tenth Defendant: Lipman Koras

Classification: » Corporations > Windingup > Conduct and inddents of winding up > Ranking of claims > Priorities > Proceeds of action &

» Bvidence > > Exclusions: privileges > Publicinterest privilege > Settlement =4

» High Court and Federal Court » The federal judicature > Exclusive and invested jurisdiction > Federal jurisdiction of State courts » Particular cases &

Procedure > State and territory courts: jurisdiction, powers and generally > Declarations » Jurisdiction > Advisory opinions and hypothetical questions &

» Procedure > Civil proceedings in State and Territory courts > Pleadings > Striking out > g, tendency to cause prejudice, scandalous, unnecessary etc or causing delay in proceedings

s Procedure > Civil in State and Territory courts > Pleadings > Striking out > Otherwise abuse of process &

New Jump links

THOMSON REUTERS

WESTLAW AU A Alert Centre M MyFolders 28 My Contacts @ History L Client ID & Preferences & Edit OnePass Profile
#® WORKFLOW TOOLS NEWSROOM PROVIEW EBOOKS A Sharon - 181224
3 4 Back Se . Q Term ~» 0 * Q
Jump Case Quick Help
M Insurance Commission of Western Australia v Woodings (No 2) s L A = ¥ & links info Links

Anchoring the jump
links in the right pane <= | Backtotop

Supreme Court of Western Australia, 1/2/2018, Pritchard )

20171wasc372 [ O 124ACSR45 2018 WL 683696 e
will improve document Summary
Judgment Text Cited Documents Citing References n§V|gat|Qn Words & Phrases
Considered
SUMMARY (6) Show: (e Digestnotes () Classifications only & Litigation History

Legislation Considered
&) [ corporations § wingingup § conductand incidents of windingup § Ranking of caims § priorities § Proceeds of action

Cases Citing
property recovered under indemnity for costs of litigation — court's jurisdiction under s 564 — availability of property for distribution — whether pre-condition to existence of s 564 Cases Cited
application — unnecessary to decide — Corporations Act 2001 (Cth), s 564
E I Evidence l Admissibility ’ Exclusions: privileges : Public interest privilege ’ Settlement negotiations - + Expand all sections

» 5
. . . = coll Il secti
statements made without prejudice in attempt to setile action ollapse all sections

Did the pleadings disclose material which was the subject of without prejudice privilege?

Held:
(1) without prejudice communications are admissible when the issue is whether such communications have resulted in a concluded compromise agreement.
(2)  Arectification claim is a recognised exception to the rule against the inadmissibility of without prejudice communications. It is arguable that the exception for
communications in order to establish misrepresentation or fraud, may apply to a misleading and deceptive conduct claim.
(3) The defendants had not established that the challenged paragraphs of the prayers for relief disclosed communications that were subject to the “without prejudice”

privilege, so as to warrant their striking out. While the surrounding context suggested that the communications were conducted in the course of negotiations, the

homson Reuters (|

* : The collapsible side bar control has been moved from the top right-hand corner to further down the document page. The

button will remain sticky and accessible at all times, creating additional space for more tab controls in the right-hand pane.
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Table View - Cases Citing and Cases Cited

Users are often presented with lengthy and complex Citing Cases and Cited Cases lists within both the FirstPoint and Related
Documents records. We have heard from customers that it can be challenging to determine relevance from this extensive list.

To address this, we are introducing a new table view for Cases Citing and Cases Cited information to improve readability. This
table format includes sorting and filtering options such as Courts, Types of treatments, Title, Citations and Judgment Date.

Existing Cases Citing and Cases Cited
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New Cases Citing and Cases Cited

THOMSON REUTERS

WESTLAW | AU

# WORKFLOW Ti NEWSROOM PROVIEW EBOOKS

4 Back

Click to view Classification

Mabo v Queensland (No 2)

Explorer

Judgment Text (1992) 175 CLR 1 Cited Documents

A jlert Centre

M wyFolders 484 My Contacts Q

CASES CITED (284) Classification: All » (®) All Cases () FirstPoint Verified Significant Only 4
o—' Treatment Court Status Title and citations Date Cases citing
Fifter Treatn Fifter Court — e == Filter Title and citations Filter Date w
S Court of th ili i
Disapproved upreme out of the m  Milirrpum v Nabalco Pty Ltd (Gove Land Rights Case) 27/04/1971 1
Northern Territory 17 FLR 141; [1972-73]1 ALR 65 (SC)
Williams v Attorney-General (NSW)
Disapproved High Court of Australia - [1913]1 HCA 33; 16 CLR 404; 13 SR (NSW)_539; 30 WN (NSW) 19/06/1913 28
114; 19 ALR 378
New South Wal C Ith
Not Followed  High Court of Australia S SOUTRHAIEs V LOMMOnuea 17/12/1975 62
[1975] HCA 58; 135 CLR 337; S0 ALJR 218; 8 ALR 1
Randwick Municipal Council v Rutledge
Not Followed  High Court of Australia [1959] HCA 63; 102 CLR 54; 33 ALJR 367; 5 LGRA 127; [1960] 30/11/1959 58
ALR 66
Cooper v Stuart
Not Followed  Privy Council T0 LR (NSW) Eq 172; 5 WN (NSW) 133; 1 QCLLR 93; (1889) 14 03/04/1889 20
App Cas 286; 58 LJPC 93; 60 LT 875 (NSWPCC)
S Court of N -
Not Followed upreme Court of New Attorney-General v Brown ‘ 31/12/1847 12
South Wales 1 Legge 312; 2 SCR (NSW) 30; 2 SCR (NSW) (Appendix) 30 (SC)
Williams v Attorney-General (NSW)
Distinguished  High Court of Australia o [1913] HCA 33; 16 CLR 404; 13 SR (NSW)_ 539; 30 WN (NSW) 19/06/1913 28

114; 19 ALR 378

019 Thomson Reuters (Professional) Australia Limited ABN 64 058 914 668

Help Sites «

Feedback Privacy Policy How ari

e using your information? Online Terms of Use

Sorting Options - Column headings (Treatment, Court, Title (Alphabetic Order) and

Date) - click to sort.

Filtering Options - Cases can be filtered by typing a specific treatment, court, title, citation and date (year, month or

date). For example, to see cases related to New South Wales only, typing New South Wales in the filter box under the

"Court” header changes the list view to just include cases related to NSW.

Filtering by Court with a specific jurisdiction

CASES CITED (9) Classification: All w (®) All Cases () FirstPoint Verified Significant Only 4
Treatment Court / Status Title and citations Date Cases citing
Filter Treatm Filter Title and citations Filter Date
Attorney-General v Brown
Supreme Court of New .
Not Followed 1 Legge 312; 2 SCR (NSW) 30; 2 SCR (NSW) (Appendix) 30 31/12/1847 12
South Wales
(50)
New South Wales Court of Abor!ﬁfnal Development Commission v Treka
Referred to Appes] Aboriginal Arts and Crafts Ltd 12/10/1984 3
pp [1984] 3 NSWLR 502 (CA)
S Court of N
Referred to P | Ry Wedge 31/12/1976 2

South Wales [1976] 1 NSWLR 581 (SC)
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Filtering by Year

CASES CITED (4) Classification: All ¥ (®) All Cases (J FirstPoint Verified Significant Only
Treatment Court Status Title and citations \ Date Cases citing
Filter Treatmer Filter Court Filter Title and citations 1913

Williams v Attorney-General (NSW)

. High Court of w
Disapproved Australia [1913] HCA 33; 16 CLR 404; 13 SR (NSW) 539; 30 WN (NSW) 114; 19/06/1913 28
19 ALR 378
o . High Court of - Williams v Attorney-General (NSW)
Distinguished Australia [1913]1 HCA 33; 16 CLR 404; 13 SR (NSW) 539; 30 WN (NSW) 114; 19/06/1913 28
19 ALR 378
‘ High Court of - Williams v Attorney-General (NSW)
Considered Australi [1913] HCA 33; 16 CLR 404; 13 SR (NSW) 539; 30 WN (NSW) 114; 19/06/1913 28
ustralia
19 ALR 378

3) Users can toggle between the FirstPoint Verified Significant Only view and the All Cases view.
4) We have introduced a Classification Explorer which allows you to filter the list of Cases Citing and Cases Cited by the
top 80 legal topics, to help quickly focus on cases related to a point of law.

Users can select multiple classifications at once.

eenst siamE g
CisCose  JugmencTem | (1921175CLR1 Cired Documenss Ciing References

Once you click on a
classification, the
table below will
change to reflect the
selected cases only

2monses

ozzsa

12 0arise

T

otz
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5) Cases Citing - We now display the number of other cases that have cited a case in the table. From the example below,
99 other cases cited the case Octavo Investments Pty Ltd v Knight [1979] HCA 61.

THOMSON REUTERS

WESTLAW AU A Alert Centre M MyFolders 8% My Contacts @ History A Cclient ID

* WORKFLOW TOOLS NEWSROOM PROVIEW EBOOKS

4 Back

(H] Lane v Federal Commissioner of Taxation (No 3) B X o& o= X 8
Judgment Text Cited Documents Citing References
CASES CITED (17) Classification: All ¥ @® AllCases () FirstPoint Verified Significant Only &

Treatment Court Status Title and citations Date
Filter Treatn Filter co Filter Title and citations Filter Date
High

Octavo Investments Pty Ltd v Knight

Considered  Courtof [1979] HCA 61; 144 CLR 360; 54 AR 87; 27 ALR 129; 4 ACLR 575; [1980] CLC 40-602 271979
Australia
Westpac Banking Corporation v The Bell Group Ltd (in lig) (No 3)
[2012] WASCA 157: 44 WAR 1; 270 ELR 1; 89 ACSR 1; [2013] ALMD 107; [2013] ALMD 110; [2013] ALMD 111;
Western [2013] ALMD 112; [2013] ALMD 116; [2013] ALMD 117; [2013] ALMD 118; [2013] ALMD 297; [2013] ALMD
i 298; [2013] ALMD 299; [2013] ALMD 300; [2013] ALMD 301; [2013] ALMD 303; [2013] ALMD 304; [2013]
Australian

Considered " " ¢ ALMD 305; [2013] ALMD 306; [2013] ALMD 307; [2013] ALMD 31; [2013] ALMD 312; [2013] ALMD 313; 17/08/2012 36
[2013] ALMD 314; [2013] ALMD 315; [2013] ALMD 316; [2013] ALMD 317; [2013] ALMD 32; [2013] ALMD

Appeal 33; [2013] ALMD 34; [2013] ALMD 35; [2013] ALMD 36; [2013] ALMD 37; [2013] ALMD 38; [2013] ALMD 40;
[2013] ALMD 41; [2013] ALMD 42; [2013] ALMD 444; [2013] ALMD 445; [2013] ALMD 89; [2013] ALMD 91;
[2013] ALMD 92; [2013] ALMD 94

High

Considered  Court of BAFratzmann Py L ucen Lqu dator ol feld Muriay Developments (R By L Ho-2 01/08/1968 20
onsidere Aout T (1] [1968] HCA 44; 123 CLR 295; 42 ALJR 164; [1968] ALR 616
ustralia

Journal Article References within the Case Document Pages.

We have updated the “Journals Noted In” and the “Journal Articles” lists within the case document page to group articles by
journal title. For example, Australian Law Journal, Sydney Law Review, Public Law Review.

FirstPoint Tab

Journals Noted In Today Journals Noted In Tomorrow

Mabo v Queensland (No2) = * > AL
"t amxs Mabo v Queensland (No 2)

m Cietme  jugmemTen (@GR! CiedDocumens  Relted Documents m CleCse  JudgmentTest  (1992)175CIR1  Cted Documents  Citing References
e 1) Too busy and hard to read

MOTED W JuRAL ARTICLES

2) not sure where the articles are coming from JOURDIALS NOTED (160

tmsA 114 Rustralian Law Journal

| Fukher, “A “Giminished nation? The Racial Discrimination Act 1975, the Native Tie Act 1993 and tanstrutional recognt

igenous Australisns” QUINZ ALL 174

rennan, “Contours and prospects for indigencus recognition i the Australian Constution and why t matters” (20 a0

L Back, "What s Kby’ interprat

ciple really about™ (2013167 A11 200

Understanding contract Law through Australlan kegal history: Whatever happened to assumpit n New South Wales?” (2012186 AL) SE9

s > 1) Cleaner and easier to read

G Wikarms, H Hobbs, “The Noongar Settlement: Australia's first treaty” (2018140 Syd LR | 2) making the information

e e s L more useful by proving the
e — source, the title of the article.

293155y LA 187

Australians and Aberigimes and the Mabo Det ho Needs Whom the Moscr (1993115 Sy LB 145

Difference: Reflections on Mabe's Case

LS5 18150

e Racial Discriminatin Act Th Limits of Native Tie and Fiduciary Duty Undar Austrak's Soveraign Pavkaments® (1993)15 5y 18 206

Settier fedecalsm (2017128 PLE 118

S Glacken, "Some aspects

e e a5 compensabie propeny” (2012123 LR 162

} Justice Basten, Commentary on “Statutory incerpretation and indigenous progerty

~10 ~
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Related Document Tab

Journal Articles Today Journal Articles Tomorrow

WESTLAW

w Retwrn 1o origina results

Mabo v Queensland (No2) * * >

Back

E L A=XS Mabo v Queensland (No 2)

CaseSummary~  CiteCase  JudgmentText  (1992)175CLR1  Cited Documents.

CaseSummary~  CiteCase  JudgmentText  (1992)175CLR1  Cited Documents

JOURNAL ARTICLES
JOURNAL ARTICLES

AUSTRALIAN LAW NEWS

s againstthe whole world", ALjl Abstract

the Courts - The Treaty of waitang! and The Treaty of Rome Compared (1999118 NZULR 334 (NZLWI)

.. As against the whole world". ALJl Abs

of Treate

frents are trifing with me’ . layw and the ruled, AustIL & SoC

Australian Journal of Law and Society
ApLA R

A figient and workabls for the mining and patrolsum indust
ind other matters”, AL Abstract
Moral sh e v tile, 3 Abor LB Abor LB 100.(&L1)

' suspect you and your friends are trifling with me" : encounters between the rule of law and the ruled. AustJL & Soc 67 (ALJ)

AMPLA Bulletin

Yorta Yorta natve e claim 19942001, 5 1819 AL *I5 the native tite legislation practical, efficient and workable for the . 13 AMPLA Bulletin 124 (ALJ)

iy and the New Zealand Cours (1997 NZL) 42

CANBERRA SURVEY

feconciiarion’: ts

Sighting: the Const ‘Mabo and other matters*, ALjl Abstract

BARTON LECTURES TRANSCRIPT

) cights,

n "More o fess diverse". ALJl Abstract
rtish Columbia (2 .

ritish Columbia, 31 v University of Western Australia Law Review

‘Clear and piain intention'; exingyishment of

‘Recondiliation’ :ts relationship and importance to law. 43 UWAL Rev 107 (ALjl)

58 your eves K of England : stories about law and constutic 3canb (A

tiny of sedentary peogles': cacism discovery and the grounds of v, 1 8al 11 (AL Federal Law Review
ey, : Aboriginal lang ass estern Australia | B A 146 ALl

"Righting” the Constitution without a Bill of Rights. 23 £L Rey 1 (&L)))

LR205 (L)

Native Title News

‘Swapping” native title : an open process? 2 NTN 104 (&LJ))

26 MULR 32 AL

Victoria University of Wellington Law Review

26 5918307 (AL

"We are all here to stay': addressing aboriginal title claims after Delgamuukw v British Columbia, 31 VUWLR 4

Griffith Law Review

FirstPoint — Total Number of results

We now display the total number of results for each section of the information within the FirstPoint record.

THOMSON REUTERS

" . -
WESTLAW AU A Alert Centre M My Folders A& My Contacts ® History A client ID

NEWSROOM

# PROVIEW EBOOKS

WORKFLOW TOOLS

4 Back

W Bell Group Ltd (in liq) v Westpac Banking Corporation (No 10) koA o= X ¢ | D
Supreme Court of Western Australia, 30/4/2009, Owen ]

[2009] WASC 107 @ O 39WAR1at930 O 71ACSR300 2009 WL 1203936

CiteCase Judgment Text (2009) 39 WAR 1 at 930 Cited Documents Citing References

&~

SUMMARY (4) Show. () Digestnotes (® Classifications only ¥

LITIGATION HISTORY (14) v
LEGISLATION CONSIDERED (34) @ All Legislation () FirstPoint Verified Significant Only ¥
CASES CITING (1) Classification: All v FirstPoint Verified Significant Only ¥
CASES CITED (568) Classification: All ¥ @® AllCases  (J FirstPoint Verified Significant Only &

Classification Explorer - Browse cases by FirstPoint classification

Q Loading...
Treatment Court Status Title and citations Date Cases citing
Filter Treatment Filter Court Filter Title and citations Filter Date

s Court of West inety Fi i i i
upreme Court of Western Ninety Five Pty Ltd (In Liq)v Banque Nationale de Paris 01/01/1988 2

Distinguished
Australia [1988] WAR 132 (SC)

Rolled Steel Products (Holdings) Ltd v British Steel Corporation
[1986] Ch 246; [1985] 2 WLR 908; [1985] 3 All ER 52; (1984) 128 5] 629 (CA)

Distinguished -

Applied

2019 Thomson Reuters (Professional) Australia Limited ABN 64 058 914668 Help Sites «  Feedback Privacy Policy How are we using your information? Online Terms of Use
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Re-named - Related Documents Tab to Citing References

We have re-named the “Related Documents” tab to “Citing References” in response to customer feedback regarding a lack of
clarity around tab labelling.

We have also introduced a table view of Cases Citing information to better display the information currently presented in this tab.

AU A AertCentre @ MyFolders 4 MyContacs @ History

4 Back
™ Bell Group Ltd (in lig) v Westpac Banking Corporation (No 10) s L& =X ¢ | b

Supreme Court of Western Australia, 30/4/2009, Owen |

[2009] WASC 107 @ L 39 WAR 1 at 930 L 71 ACSR300 2009 WL 1203936

FirstPaint CiteCase Judgment Text (2009) 39 WAR 1 at 930 Cited Documents Citing References

CASES -

Court Title and citations Date Cases citing

Westpac Banking Corporation v The Bell Group Ltd (in lig) (No 3)

Western Australian Court of Appeal (2012) WAsca 157 17/08/2012 36
Supreme Court of Western Australia  Bell Group Ltd (In Lig) v Westpac Banking Corporation 131171996 8
Federal Court of Australia Full Court  Bell Group Lid (in liq) v Westpac Banking Corporation 20/07/1998 3
Supreme Court of Western Australia The Bell Group Ltd (In Lig) v Westpac Banking Corporation 19/12/2003 2
Supreme Court of Western Australia  The Bell Group Lrd (In Liq) v Westpac Banking Corporation 19/11/2001 2

McEvay v McEvoy (Mo 2)

Supreme Court of New South Wales 30/08/2013 1
" [2013] NSWSC 1162: [2013] NSWSC 1162
Supreme Court of Western Australia  The Bell Group Ltd (In Liquidation) v Westpac Banking Corporation 08/02/2006 1
Supreme Court of Western Australia  Bell Group Ltd v Westpac Banking Corporation 041041997 1
Southern Cross Autoglass Pty Ltd v Protectar Glass Indust Lid
Supreme Court of New South Wales outhern Cross Autoglass Pty Ltd v Protector Glass Industries Pty 13/03/2014 0

(2014

SC 261

Search Summary Default View

The Document in Context in the left-hand pane is currently the default view when viewing a document.

KX ~ e Roturnto orignal resuits *
Document Options 5 Punishment of manslaughter

»iamxs e @) (1) e @ (7] e 1] @ e )

Curencystatus  Cited Documents  Related Documents

Document in Context

Table of Provisions.
Low. Investigation and Procedure Victoria
LEGISLATION -

= Itindicates WHerg  * ™ cdiccmacs ot marsaugmecsnatbe abi ol
\ you are in the DB oss—
source material 1 e
and allows you to s
browse/print i
surrounding
documents

inst the persan (ss 3-10AC) COMMENTARY -

to manslaughter. see Ry Stein

Document in Context is useful when viewing secondary sources, however customers have reported that it is less useful when
viewing a case document. To address this, when viewing a case document, the Search Summary will now be the default view.
Search Summary displays where you are in your search results and allows you to browse your results without leaving the current
document page.
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Today Tomorrow

WESTLAW

Khoury v City of Canada Bay Council Bocument iions qoack | mmud | coomend € moemed
riamx. 8 veser () (1] tumen ) (1) e () Osborne Park Commercial Pty Ltd v sia=x . &
0 e ) Miloradovic
oo TR e o Vst Austratan Courtof opesk 30112013, Wrphy A Mche 1 Bech 4
Nars roRaa bl e [2019] wasca 17 ) 2019 WL 354600
Jodgen
Judgmant Ot e
Jurisdiction
Court e Number
Ctatons
Party Nomes: 3 . JUDGMENT -
Not helpful s o Fron Text (“duty of care” Ayl car parkc)
acase Osborne Park Commercial Pty Ltd v Miloradovic
Classificavon e Search Summary displays
ument ‘where you are in your search
results and allow you to Note, ths & an sutamated rendering of the judgment 3 [ was pecuided by the cout
JUOGMENT - browse your search results
. JURISDICTION : SUPREM OF WESTERN AUSTRALA
= » 4 a0
¢ . Knoury v ity of Canada Bay Council

THTLE OF COURY : THE COUR

ww APPEAL(WA)
= and and tmviromment Court of oW

-~ CITATION : OSBORNE PARK COMMERCIAL PTY LTO - MILORADOVIC [2019] WASCA 17
Janaary Osborne Park Commercial Pry t1d v Miloradovic

! CORAM { MURPHY JA
WELM Pty Ltd v City of Canada Bay Council

Khoury v Cicy of Canada Bay Council MTCHELLIA
¢ Tahany Pty Lud v Woollahra Municipal Coundil SEECHIA
+
+ Elkorr v Woollahea Council

HEARD: 11 OCTOBER 2018

Additional Preference Settings

Users can choose to update the default view of the right-hand pane and the Firstpoint displays by using the Preference page.

e Right Pane in the Case Document Page

® Jump Links © CaselInfo © Quick Links © Help
e  FirstPoint
summary View ® Digest Notes O Classifications Only
Legislation Considered ® Al O FirstPoint Verified Significant Only

Cases Cited ® all O FirstPoint Verified Significant Only

WESTLAW Al

A woscion

T1 8 2

* Q
Preferences RIgt Pane i the Case Document Page ® wmpLnks © Caseinfo O Quicklinks © welp ] e il
I . Delivery Options
[T —
your Weston uees pmrence Quick Links
Default Output Options  Display Status indicators
2 Highlight Search Tems ot
bl LiveLinks
» Bui Grove
LT R P Bell Group 2018 FCA 1420
@ include Footnotes P Case Meeadaen Exampie

¥ Cazes Cring Filer axamale
# Include History Netes E “

¥ Maba_good exsmple of the design

Default Attachment File Format LT
® word

Paper Size * M

Leter
Margin Size Normal

vide

e FirstPoint »

Summary View ® DigestNotes 1 Classications Oy
Legstaton Consideres ® &l Firstint veried sgnfans only
Cover e @ Al O Frstooint verihad Sigrifans Oy

"Web Logging

Enabia Web Loggng e
Haw are we using your Information? ® ofr
Pay Per View
Enbie Pay Per view ® on
More Information sbout PRV of
hd Change your Username and Password
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Upcoming improvements in later releases:
e Delivery options with new design

The new design won't be applied to delivery options as part of the February release, which means that when printing,

downloading or emailing the case document, the previous design will be displayed. Updating delivery options to reflect the new
design will be part of a later 2019 release.

If you would like to print the new design now, please use the browser print function by entering [Cui}P] from your keyboard.

~14 ~

TECHNICAL CARE Tel: 1800 020 548 Email: TechCare. ANZ@thomsonreuters.com Hours: Mon-Fri, 8am-6pm AT



mailto:TechCare.ANZ@thomsonreuters.com

