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Request 1 – Particulars to paragraph 308

1. As to damages for trouble and inconvenience, the damages sought are for general damages.  The Defendants are not entitled to particulars of general damages.  Under cover of that objection, the Plaintiffs make the following response.  The loss occasioned by the trouble and inconvenience includes the diversion of time and effort and administrative tasks associated with it.  To the extent that the request seeks particulars of this, it is a request for details of the evidence that will be relied upon by the Plaintiffs in that regard and is not a proper request for particulars.  

Request 2 – Particulars to paragraph 489(a)

2. Some of the discussions and the substance are pleaded in particular (a) to paragraph 489.  The participants in those discussions were the Burnie Defendants and the other protestors identified in particular (b) subjoined to paragraph 489.  The discussions occurred in Hobart.  The substance of the discussions is partly to be inferred from the overt acts alleged in paragraphs 490(a) and (b) and the acts alleged in paragraph 490(d).  Further particulars of the discussions will be provided after discovery and interrogation.  

Request 3 – Particulars to paragraph 489(c)(i) 

3. The agreement was reached in the discussions and at the meetings referred to in particular (a) to paragraph 489.  The agreement was between the Burnie Defendants and the other protestors identified in particular (b) subjoined to paragraph 489.  The agreement was also to be inferred from the nature, timing and results of the Burnie overt acts and the persons involved in those acts.  The particulars of the agreement provided are the best particulars the Plaintiffs can currently provide.  Further particulars of the agreement will be provided after discovery and interrogation.

Request 4(a) – Particulars to paragraph 490(a)
4. The statements were not true and the Nineteenth Defendant knew them to be not true or alternatively was recklessly indifferent as to the truth or otherwise of the statements.  As to the intention, the Plaintiffs refer to and repeat particular (c) subjoined to paragraph 489.  The intention is also to be inferred from the first statement and the second statement and the delivery of those statements to media organisations as alleged in paragraph 490(d).  

Request 4(b) – Particulars to paragraph 490(a)
5. The name of the television news service was Hobart WIN TV State Television News.  The name of the television service was WIN TV.  The time of the broadcast was during the 6.00 p.m. news on 8 April 2002.  As to the duration of the broadcast, the particulars seek details of the evidence by which the Plaintiffs intend to prove their claim.  

Request 5 – Particulars to paragraph 490(b)
6. The Plaintiffs object to the request on the ground that it seeks details of the evidence by which the Plaintiffs intend to prove their case.  Under cover of that objection the Plaintiffs make the following response.  The statement was published in a portion of the website under the heading “Media Releases”.  

Request 6(a) – Particulars to paragraph 490(d)
7. The Plaintiffs object to the request on the ground that it seeks details of the evidence by which the Plaintiffs intend to prove their case.

Request 6(b) – Particulars to paragraph 490(d)
8. Hobart WIN TV, the Advocate, the Mercury, the Examiner.  Further particulars will be provided after discovery and interrogation.

Requests 7(a) & (b) – Particulars to paragraph 493
9. Further particulars will be provided prior to trial.

Request 8(a) – Particulars to paragraph 495
10. The Burnie Defendants met, discussed and agreed as alleged in paragraph 489.  In furtherance of the Burnie Conspiracy the Burnie Defendants did the Burnie overt acts alleged in paragraph 490.  As a consequence of the Burnie overt acts alleged, the First Plaintiff engaged professional consultants to test the woodchip pile.  The First Plaintiff incurred expenses as a result.  As to damages for trouble and inconvenience, the damages sought are for general damages.  The Defendants are not entitled to particulars of general damages.  Under cover of that objection, the Plaintiffs make the following response.  The loss occasioned by the trouble and inconvenience includes the diversion of time and effort and administrative tasks associated with it.  To the extent that the request seeks particulars of this, it is a request for details of the evidence that will be relied upon by the Plaintiffs in that regard and is not a proper request for particulars.  

Requests 8(b) & (c) – Particulars to paragraph 495
11. Particulars will be provided prior to trial.

Request 8(d) – Particulars to paragraph 495
12. The damages sought are for general damages.  The Defendants are not entitled to particulars of general damages.  Under cover of that objection, the Plaintiffs make the following response.  The loss occasioned by trouble and inconvenience includes the diversion of time and effort and the administrative tasks associated with it.  To the extent that the request seeks particulars of this, it is a request for details of the evidence that will be relied upon by the Plaintiffs in that regard and is not a proper request for particulars.  The damages for trouble and inconvenience sought are only damages for the First Plaintiff.  

Request 8(e) – Particulars to paragraph 495
13. Paragraph 495 does not make an allegation that the Second or Third Plaintiff was injured in their trade and business and the Plaintiffs do not press any claim under paragraph 495 for any damage suffered by the Second or Third Plaintiff.  

Request 8(f) – Particulars to paragraph 495
14. Paragraph 495 does not make an allegation that the Second or Third Plaintiff was injured in their trade and business and the Plaintiffs do not press any claim under paragraph 495 for any damage suffered by the Second or Third Plaintiff.  

Request 9(a) – Particulars to paragraph 628

15. The loss and damage referred to in paragraph 628 is specified in that paragraph.  As to the First Plaintiffs’ trouble and inconvenience that is sufficiently particularised in paragraph 628.  Further particulars of the loss and damage will be provided prior to trial.

Request 9(b) – Particulars to paragraph 628

16. Particulars of the reports and legal advice as to the costs involved will be provided prior to trial.  Otherwise the request seeks details of the evidence by which the Plaintiffs will seek to prove their case and is an objectionable.  The request also seeks details of matters which are privileged from production.

Request 9(c) – Particulars to paragraph 628

17. Particulars of the calculations by which the sum of $100,000 will be provided prior to trial.

Request 9(d) – Particulars to paragraph 628

18. Particulars of the calculations by which the sum of $300,000 is referred to in paragraph 628 will be provided prior to trial.

Request 10 – Particulars to paragraph 684

19. Particulars of the loss and damage suffered by the First Plaintiff will be provided prior to trial.  The loss and damage identified may be inferred from the fact that it was caused by the conduct referred to may also be inferred from the Banks overt acts generally.  Further particulars will be provided prior to trial.
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