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Understanding Litigation Document Analyser

The Litigation Document Analyser on Westlaw Precision Australia™ securely analyses your legal
document to suggest highly relevant authorities that traditional research may have missed.
Upload your document and in just minutes, Litigation Document Analyser delivers an easy-to-
review report that includes relevant recommendations.

You can use Litigation Document Analyser to:

¢ Quality check a final draft.

e Reveal potential errors or omissions in a document.

¢ Refresh a past winning argument.

¢ Compare multiple documents from a matter.

* Review outside counsel’s work before submission.

* Refresh internal documents which rely on cases, statues and regulations.

Where to Access
The Litigation Document Analyser is accessible on Westlaw Precision Australia™.

1. From the Key Features section on the homepage.
2. The Tools tab on the Westlaw Precision Australia homepage.
3. The Tools fly out menu.
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Litigation Document Analyser Guide

Check your work

The “Check your work” skill in Litigation Document Analyser enables you to:

e Examine an early draft of your submission to finish research much faster

e Double-check your work to see if you missed anything important

e Update an older document that may cite outdated law or require newer authorities
e |dentify potential issues with quotations

You can upload your document (PDF or Word) or input a legal issue and text (up to 5000
characters).

What makes it a litigation document?

Litigation Document Analyser detects the references to Australian primary law (cases and
legislation) to then build further analysis of the uploaded document/text.

Note: Because of this your document must include at least one case citation.

Uploading a Document

1. Click on Tools tab or Tools fly out menu and select Litigation Document Analyser
2. Select Choose file button or drag and drop the Word or PDF file
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Litigation Document Analyser - Check your work
Check the authorities cited in your document with confidence

\ Set as my default

Upload your document or memo Enter text with cited authority

Legal issue (required)

I I

130 character max

Text with cited authority (required) / Editfull view

@
or drag a Microsoft Word or PDF file here

@ The security and privacy of your data is important to us.
We employ multiple layers of security to keep it safe. @

3. Once you have uploaded or dragged the document a processing screen will be displayed
while the Al is checking the document.
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4. You can wait for the Al to complete checking your document or minimise the pane and
continue researching. Once available the Litigation Document Analyser report will be
available from the download tab in the bottom right of the screen.

- ’ i ’ 2 3 ]
clsion AUStratiaie 1235  History Folders Mylinks  Notifications 4 CoCounsel 882

Litigation Document Analyser - Check your work

Check the authorities cited in your document with confidence

Setas mydefault |

€ Back to start

Upload your document or memo Enter text with cited authority

o (required

OR

or drag a Microsoft Word or POF file here

Recommendations Tab

The Recommendations tab provides cases and best version recommendations. These are
grouped together based on the sections detected in your document.

e You can jump to the heading of your document that is most important to you by
selecting Navigate headings.

e |n addition, you can use the Document headings pop up filter in the left column to view
recommendations for specific parts of your documents.

Litigation Document
% CoCounsel

Document headings

[ Recommendations A INTRODUCTION
B. THE SCOPE OF THE POWER TO ISSUE THE WARRANT

Select report ~

. C. INVALIDITY ON THE FACE OF THE WARRANT iavigate headings 3 -

Recommendation type El El
E. LEGAL UNREASONABLENESS

Cases 15 collapse all

F. CLAIMS RELATING TO DOCUMENTS

cancel

Filter
- No case recommendations provided for this heading, but please review the best version page for additional recommendations.
r
+
onedietion . ™ B.THE SCOPE OF THE POWER TO ISSUE THE WARRANT [~]
Date + Cases (5) See additional cases (2)
Previously Viewed +
revionsly (m] 1. Zhangv Commissioner of Australian Federal Police
T e e + HighCourt of Australla ~ CTH - 12 May, 2021 - (2021) 273 CLR 216
e + Police - Search warrants - Validity of warrant. ility - Whether identi b: es

with sufficient precision - Crimes Act 1914 (Cth), s 3C(1}, 3E, 3LA- Criminal Code (Cth), 5590.1, 90.2, 50.3,92.2

Consti Law (Cth) - Implis i and political matters -
[ law ing rec ign interference - Requirement that conduct is covert or involves
deception -Warrants purported to authorise search and seizure of material relevant to offences againsts
92.3(1) and (2) of the Criminal Code (Cth) - ility - Wheth y i ion of

itutional validity - Acts ion Act 1901 (Cth), 5 154 - Crimes Act 1914 (Cth), 55 3C(1), 3, 3LA -
Criminal Code (Cth), s590.1,90.2,90.3,92.2

O P 2. LevyvVictoria
High Court of Australia + CTH » 31 July, 1997 + (1967) 189 CLR 579

C it Law Cth pli icati i litical matters -
Regulation of conduct in duck-hunti during open conduct protected by implied
freedom - Whether discussion of State govemnment and political issues protected - Test for determining
whether law i implied freedom - Constitution Act 1975 (vict) - ildlife i

Regulations 1994 (Vict).

High Court - Practice and procedure - Leave to intervene - Amicus curiae.
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Recommendations Type

Cases recommendations

Case recommendations are generated by the Al. The Al identifies the sections of the document,
analyses the legal issues within those sections and generates search queries. These search
queries are then run on the cases collection in Westlaw Precision Australia.

1. The recommendations are divided under your document’s headings. Only parts of the
document that are identified as providing legal argument are given recommendations.

2. To help quickly review the recommendations, the catchwords/digest note for the case is
available so the user can get a quick overview of the key issues in the case.

3. Within the recommendations you can filter by: Document headings, jurisdiction, date and
whether the case was previously viewed, saved to a folder or annotated.

N Litigation Document
P LR TRAINERSKEY JL  History  Folders  Mylinks  Notifications 4 CoCounsel

Westlaw Precision Australia © | Analyser

[# Recommendations. ® Warnings for cited authority {£ Quotation analysis i= Table of authorities

Recommendation type ® Cases {15) El li‘

ey 15 [ selectallitems 0 1tems selected Collapse all
Best version 5
n ~
All recommendations 20 AREDUCHION 1
Cases {0}
Filter
: Mo case recommendations provided for this heading, but please review the best version page for additional recommendations.
Clear
Document headings +
Juridiction . ® B.THE SCOPE OF THE POWER TO ISSUE THE WARRANT 1
Date + Cases (5] See additional cases [2)
Previously Viewed + . . -
[u] 1. Zhang v Commissioner of Australian Federal Police
Documents in folders e High Court of Australla » CTH - 12 May, 2021 » {2021) 273CLR 216
R o Police - Search warrants - Validity of warrant - Severability - Whether warrant identified substance of offences
with sufficient precision - Crimes Act 1914 (Cth), ss 3C(1), 3E, 3LA - Criminal Code (Cth), ss 90.1, 90.2, 90.3, 92.3
Constitutional Law (Cth) - Implied freedom of communication on governmental and political matters -

C Ith law prohib reckless foreign interfs e- i that conduct is covert or involves

deception - Warrants purported to authorise search and seizure of material relevant to offences against s
92.3(1) and (2) of the Criminal Code (Cth) - Severability - Whether necessary to determine question of
constitutional validity - Acts Interpretation Act 1901 (Cth), s 15A - Crimes Act 1914 (Cth), ss 2C(1), 2E, 3LA -
Criminal Code (Cth), ss 90.1,90.2,90.3,92.3

O M 2. Lewyv Victoria
High Court of Australla + CTH - 31 July, 1997 . (1997) 189CLR 579

Constitutional Law Cth - Implied freedom of communication conceming government and political matters -
Regulation of conduct in duck-hunting areas during open season - Whether conduct protected by implied
freedom - Whether discussion of State government and political issues protected - Test for determining
whether law infringes implied freedom - Constitution Act 1975 (Vict) - Wildlife (Game) (Hunting Season)
Regulations 1994 (Vict).

High Court - Practice and procedure - Leave to intervene - Amicus curiae.

A What sections of the document do not get recommendations?

Litigation Document Analyser detects sections of the document and classifies them as either
argument or non-argument blocks. Non-argument blocks like statements of fact, procedural
history, jurisdiction statements, details of relief sought, and other formatting within the
document (table of contents etc) will not receive further analysis and no case recommendations
will be generated.

. ...
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Best version recommendations

Litigation Document Analyser checks all the cases cited in the uploaded document and checks
whether there is an authorised version of the case.

o |[f you have already cited the best version — there will not be a recommendation.
e |[f you have cited a non authorised version, and an authorised version is available one will
be recommended.

s S | Litigation Document - -
omson Reuters TRAINERS KEY JL History Folders My links Notifications 4 CoCounsel HH

Westlaw Precision Australia @ | Analyser

[¥ Recommendations M Warnings for cited authority £ Quotation analysis i= Table of authorities

Recommendation type ® Best version (5) EI lil

Authorised citations have been identified for cases included in the analysed document. Consider updating the document with the

Cases 15 below citations.

Best version 5 O select allitems 0 ltems selected collapse all

All recommendations

® A INTRODUCTION

Filter
Best version (1)
Clear
Document headings + ) P 1. Adamsv Lambert
High Court of Australla + CTH - 04 April, 2006 + (2006) 228 CLR 409
Previously Viewed +
Documents in folders + Unauthorised version cited in the analysed document.
Adams v Lambert (2006) HCA 10
Annotated documents. +

m  B. THE SCOPE OF THE POWER TO ISSUE THE WARRANT

Best version (1)

0 1. Clubb v Edwards; Preston v Avery
nghtuul‘tofnuslmlla - CTH - 10April, 2010 - {2019) 26T CLR1T1

Unauthorised version cited in the analysed document.
Clubb v Edwards; Preston v Avery (2019) 93 ALIR 448

B C.INVALIDITY ON THE FACE OF THE WARRANT

Best version (3)

m] 1. Minister for Home Affairs v Ogawa
Federal Court of Australia Full Court » CTH - 19 June, 2019 - (2019) 269 FCR 536
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Warnings for cited authorities

In addition to finding new authority related to the issues in your document, you can also use
Litigation Document Analyser to review the validity of the cases you’ve already cited.

The Warnings for cited authority tab, lists any cases cited in your document that have received
negative treatment, in order of severity.

1. Below the Litigation Document Analyser displays the most negative treatment along with
a relevant portion of the text.

2. Filter by KeyCite® treatment for fast review and delivery of only selected KeyCite warning
categories.

T S | vitigation Document
Westlaw Precision Australia © | Analyser

TRAINERS KEY JL History Folders My links Notifications 4 CoCounsel

[¥ Recommendations P warnings for cited authority £ Quotation analysis i= Table of authorities

@ Cases (29) e =-1[=

[ selectall items 0 ltems selected

Cases 29 o

N M 1 RogersvMoore
Filter 9 Federal Court of Australia » CTH + 04 December, 1992 + (1992) 39 FCR201 » 28 Citing References

Content type

. Depth of discussion momID
Clear

KeyCite treatment = ~ Reversed by Rogers v Moore FCA, FC 16 July 1993
..This is an appeal from a judgment of a judge of this Court, French J, dismissing applications by the
[ P severely negative 2 appellant under the Administrative Decisions (Judicial Review) Act 1977 (Cth).
) [ Negative n
Negative treatment:  Most recent All (3)
Depth of discussion +

O M 2. williams v Keelty
Federal Court of Australla - CTH . 13 September, 2001 - (2001) 111FCR1TS - 160 Clting References

Depth of discussion m ==

- Disapproved by Harts Australia Ltd v C issi of A ian Federal Police FCA 13
March 2002

...this means the lawfulness of the taking of every one of the many thousands of documents by
examining the conduct of the officer in question when he or she decided to take each document. The
ADJR Act permits such a challenge: see Harts v AFP (2001) atpars [20] to [27]; Williams v Keelty [2001]
FCA 1201 at par [41] and Cabal v Attorney-General of the Commonwealth [2001] FCA 583 at pars [79] and
[80] and cf Parker v Churchill (1986) 65 ALR 107 at 109 - 110 and 122 - 123 In March 2001, | recorded (in
Harts v AFP (2001) atpar..

Negative treatment: ~ Most recent All (4)

o Fa 3. RvTillett; Newton, Ex parte
Supreme Courtof the ACT - ACT - 08 August, 1960 - (1963) 14 FLR 101 - 188 Citing References

Depth of discussion IO

= Not Followed by Mirror Newspapers Ltd v Waller NSWSC 31 December 1985

..rule (that justice must be administered in public) can be found within that code, the general rule must

be obeyed in the absence of any statutory provision. They rely upon statements which are said to

3. Unverified Citations: To quickly locate any case citations that could not be found on
Westlaw Precision Australia, select Unverified citations. Typically, citations cannot be
verified if there is a typo or misspelling, or the document is not available on Westlaw
Precision Australia. This tab helps to identify errors before you share the document.

Litigation Document

n Reuter A
tlaw Precision Australia
Unverified citations e

y*: CoCounsel

Below are items from your document that appear to be citations but cannot be verified. The citations may

contain potential errors, cite documents that are not available, or match multiple documents on Westlaw.

-

. (2011)243 CAR 181,220

(2018) 92 ALJR 789 @ E IE] E

. Criminal Code (Cth), s 73A(1)

®

> woN

Cases 29
. Evidence Act 2008 (Vic), s 131A(2) (g)

©2025 Thomson Reuters
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Quotation analysis

Litigation Document Analyser can also be used to review and analyse case quotes from your

document.

1. The Quotation analysis tab displays a side-by-side comparison showing missing, added,
or changed language between case quotes in an uploaded document and the cited case
language on Westlaw Precision Australia.

2. The report automatically displays all case quotations, but you may filter by Quotation
type, Differences, and Content type.

The report offers crucial context for identifying when quotes have been taken out of context and
allows you to jump into the quoted cases to see additional context.

Thomson Reuters

Westlaw Precision Australia

[# Recommendations

M Warnings for cited authority

| Litigation Document
Analyser

TRAINERS KEY JL History

L& Quotation analysis

Folders

Mylinks  Notifications  # CoCounsel -

i= Table of authorities

. @ 4. Quotation from the analysed Wotton v Queensland
Quotation type document High Court of Australla - 26 February, 2012 - (2012) 246 CLR1
Matched guotations 20
s v Moore (1992) 29 FCR 201, 217; Lord v Commissioner, AFP ...in these reasons, with particular reference to what was said by
Unmatched quatations S ({1997) TAFCR 61, 86-7.), if the issuing officer is satisfied of the Brennan J in Miller, while the exercise of legislative power may involve
All quotations 29 matters set outin that provision. It is well established that, where the conferral of authority upon an administrative body such as the
an Act confers a discretion on an administrative decision-maker, Parole Board, the conferral by statute of a power or discretion upon
the exercise of that discretion is such a body will be
Filter
constrained by the constitutional restrictions constrained by the constitutional restrictions upon
Clear upon the legislative power the legislative power,
Differences =
{Wotton v Queensland (2012) 246 CLR 1, 14 [21] (French CJ, with the result that in this particular respect the administrative body
[# [ All textual differences 6 Gummow, Hayne, Crennan and Bell JJ)).4 That is per Miller (1986) must not act ultra vires. 22The Commonwealth submitted that: (i)
O Mo textual differences 0 161 CLR 556, 614 (Brennan J): The discretion is effectively confined  where a putative burden on political communication has its source in
so that an attempt to exercise the discretion inconsistently with statute, the issue presented is one of a limitation upon legislative
Title search + [the Constitution] is not only outside ¢ power; (i) whether a...
Content type +
13- Quotation from the analysed Differences Miller v TCN Channel Nine Pty Ltd
document High Court of Australla - 21 October, 1986 - (1286} 161 CLR 556
n an administrative decision-maker, the exercise of that discretion ...is amenable to judicial review pursuant to s. 75(v) of the
is "constrained by the constitutional restrictions upon the Constitution or pursuant to the Administrative Decisions (Judicial
legislative power" (Wotton v Queensland (2012) 246 CLR 1, 14 [21]  Review) Act 1977 (Cth) and any procedural obstacles to discovery of
{French CJ, Gummow, Hayne, Crennan and Bell 1J}).4 That is per the ground on which a discretion has been exercised have been
Miller (1986) 161 CLR 556, 614 (Brennan J): legislatively removed by that Act.
The discretion is effectively confined so that an The discretion is effectively confined so thatan
attempt to exercise the discretion inconsistently attempt to exercise the discretion inconsistently
with [the Constitution] is not only outside with|s. 82|is not only outside the constitutional
constitutional power - it is equally outside power — it is equally outside statutory power and
statutory power and judicial review is available judicial review is available to restrain any attempt
to restrain any attempt to exercise the to exercise the discretion in a manner obnoxious to
discretion in a manner obnoxious to the the
[constitution].
8. It follows that an issuing officer cannot exercise the discretionin - freedom guaranteed by s. 92. It follows that the statutory rationing
s 3E(L} in a way that is inconsistent with the implied freedom - scheme of which the discretion is an essential part is valid. Section 92
such an exercise of discretion could not be authorised by the does not affect the validity or operation of ss. 4, 5, 6(1) and 7(1) of the
Crimes Act and would therefore be ultra vires (See Miller (1986) Act.An alternative argument for denying the application of those
161 CLR 556, 613-4 (Brennan J); Wot provisions of the...
I8 Quotation from the analysed [ George v Rockett
document High Court of Australia + 20 June, 1990 » (1990) 170 CLR 104 4 pack
.* L
e
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Table of authorities

The Table of authorities tab puts the cases already cited in your document in a sortable list for
easy printing, emailing, or downloading. Cases are listed alphabetically by default.

You can also sort the list by the order of appearance, severity of negative treatment, or date.

= Rt Litigation Document
omson Reuters TRAINERS KEY JL History Folders My links Notifications 4 CoCounsel

Westlaw Precision Australia © | Analyser

[¥ Recommendations M Warnings for cited authority ££ Quotation analysis i= Table of authorities

©  Cases (47) [omertet cratons o ] [dm] [~ ]

Content type

Cases a7 [ selectall ltems 0 items selected Sort:
Legislation 8 Table of Authorities

B " (=) 1. Adamsv Lambert Appearance in document
All cited authority 55 High Court of Australla « CTH - 04 April, 2006 « [2006] HCA 10 - 258 Clting References

Depth of discussion B BRI Depth of discussion

Severity of treatment
Filter e = Date
[0 Fs 2. Avon Downs Pty Ltd v Commissioner of Taxation (Cth)

Clear High Court of Australla « CTH - 03 August, 1949 - (1040) T8CLR 353 + 704 Clting References

Depth of discussion moOo=

Jurisdiction +
Date + 0 3. Bakerv Campbell
High Court of Australla + CTH « 26 October, 1983 . (1983) 153 CLR52 - 955 Citing References
KeyCite treatment & Depth of discussion mECD
Depth of discussion +
Previously Viewed + O 4. Beckwith v The Queen
High Court of Australla « CTH - 01 November, 1976 « (1976) 135CLR569 » 583 Citing References
Documents in folders + Depth of discussion mOoD D
Annotated documents +

0 5. Beneficial Finance Corp v Commissioner of Australian Federal Police
Federal Court of Australla Full Court « CTH - 16 October, 1991 « (1991) 31 FCR523 . 135 Citing References

Depth of discussion O

2 6. Brownv Tasmania
High Court of Australia + CTH » 18 October, 2017 « (2017)261CLR 328 - 230 Citing References
Depth of discussion mOoo =

7. Canwan Coals Pty Ltd v Commissioner of Taxation (Cth)
Supreme Court of New SouthWales « NSW - 12 September, 1974 « [1974] 1NSWLR 728 » 22 Citing References

Depth of discussion OO

Something missing from the Table of authorities? Check the unverified citations. You may have a
citation error in the uploaded document/text.

Litigation Document -
ecision Australia ( i

Unverified citations

o Below are items from your document that appear to be citations but cannot be verified. The citations ma
[ Recommendations i ) v . Ppe - ) v
contain potential errors, cite documents that are not available, or match multiple documents on Westlaw.

Select report ~

1. (2011)243 CAR 181, 220
® A =
Content type 2. (2018)92 ALJR 789
T 3. Criminal Code {Cth), s T3A(1) P -

4. Evidence Act 2008 (Vic), s 131A(2) (g)

Legislation 8

All cited authority 55 m

. ...
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Storing your report

Your report from Litigation Document Analyser will be available up to 24 hours. To keep it longer,
you can deliver the whole report or a selected tab/s.

1. Click Select report then the Deliver Menu>Download

Litigation Document
Analyser

Thomson Reuters

Westlaw Precision Australia © TRAINERS KEY JL History Folders My links Notifications 4. CoCounsel

[ Recommendations M= Warnings for cited authority ££ Quotation analysis i= Table of authorities

©  cases (15) (=-][=

Recommendation type

Email
Cases 15 ] selectallitems 0 Items selected
& Print
Best version 5 3
® A.INTRODUCTION i
All recommendations 20 O Kindle

Cases (0)

omson Reuters g s o = e 2
lestlaw Precision Australia +. CoCounsel &

Download Report

TheBasics  Layout and limits

[ Recommendations Select report ~
What to deliver

® = O Listofitems pr—
3 Navigate headings -
Recommendation type B ® Full report [E] @
5 Format Collapse all
| Microsoft Word
Best version 4 :
Filter Download Report
Clear m‘ Cancel TheBasics | Layout and limits
Document headings o Constitutional law (Cth) - Judicial power of Commonwealth| ""<'“% "."““"’"*" "'"“;’"" oe s
Recommendations (9) ® Recommendations: Include additional cases
Jurisdiction + Regulaﬂons e (Cd\) fruvkesthat each of conditions set Warnings for cited authority (27) Quotation analysis: Include unmatched
Bridging R (Class WR) visa ('BVR') by Minister unless Minister] Quotation analysis (52) quotations
Date + impose that condition for the protection of any part of the A Table of authorities (85) Include cover page
070.612A(1)(a) (‘monitoring condition') enables continuous
Previously Viewed + g person to wear el i itoring device affixef
070.612A(1)(d) (‘curfew condition') requires person to remail
Documents in folders + p
and 6.00 am - Where condition imposed on grant of BVR rent
Abrotated dovaments + grant - Where failure to comply with monitoring condition of
maximum penalty of five years' imprisonment or 300 penalt] m | Cancel
of one year's imprisonment - Where delegate of Minister gr

and curfe dition - Where plaintiff arrested and charged with offences of failing to
comply with i d and curfew - Whether cl 070.612A(1)(a) and (d) infringe Ch Ili of

Constitution and are invalid

(] 2. Barbaro v Director of Public Prosecutions (Qld)
Queensland Court of Appeal » QLD + 12 August, 2022 + (2022) 11 QR39S

Criminal Law - Procedure - Bail - Condi -Wearingofa g device - Provision in bail statute that "in
assessing whether there is an unacceptable risk with respect to certain events (whether the defendant if

Looking for more information?
To sign into Westlaw Australia Precision, visit https://aulaw.thomsonreuters.com
For assistance using Westlaw Precision Australia, call 1800 020 548

To request training, click https://support.thomsonreuters.com.au/request-training
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