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p rospec t  tha t  a  cou r t  o f  appea l  wou ld  reve rse  o r  m a te r ia l l y  

a l te r  m y  o rde r,  counse l  fo r  the  app l ican t  re t rod  the  g round  

cove red  in  the  a rgum en t  a  quo .   Counse l  d id  no  m ore  than  

reasse r t  the  a rgum en ts  I  hea rd  and  de te rm ined  in  the  m a in  

app l ica t ion .    

 I  am  sa t is f ied  tha t  the  conc lus ion  tha t  I  reached  a  quo  

was  the  co r rec t  conc lus ion  and  tha t  the re  is  no  reasonab le  

p rospec t  o f  ano the r  cou r t  adop t ing  a  d i f fe ren t  in te rp re ta t ion  

o f  the  re levan t  con t rac tua l  cause .   I  have  ce r ta in ly  been  

g iven  no  reason  to  th ink  in  th is  app l ica t ion  fo r  leave  to  10 

appea l  tha t  any  pa r t icu la r  s tep  o f  the  a rgum en t  se t  ou t  in  

m y  judgm en t  shou ld  be  rev is i ted .  

 Fo r  a l l  those  reasons ,  and  because  no  o the r  aspec t  o f  

m y  judgm en t  was  se r ious ly  cha l lenged  in  the  app l ica t ion  fo r  

leave  to  appea l ,  the  app l ica t ion  fo r  leave  to  appea l  m us t  be  

re fused .   

 On  the  ques t ion  o f  cos ts ,  in  the  m a in  app l ica t ion ,  I  

o rde red  each  pa r ty  to  pay  the i r  own  cos ts  fo r  reasons  tha t  I  

aga in  se t  ou t  fu l l y  a t  pa rag raph  32  o f  m y  judgm en t .  

No tw i ths tand ing  the  subm iss ions  o f  counse l  fo r  the  f i r s t  20 

responden t ,  I  am  no t  conv inced  tha t  I  shou ld  depar t  f rom  

the  o rde r  I  m ade  on  the  m a in  app l ica t ion  in  the  app l ica t ion  

fo r  leave  to  appea l .   I t  seem s to  m e  tha t  un less  an  

app l ica t ion  fo r  leave  to  appea l  exh ib i ts  a  m an i fes t  abuse  o f  

p rocess ,  a  cou r t  shou ld  be  ca re fu l  no t  to  c rea te  the  





 

 

 

 




