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1 February 2002

By facsimile: 8686 6505

Deacons Your ref  Peter Cash
L Qur ref PC:SLI

awyers Fileno  01-1208689
DX 445 Docho 126908
MELBOURNE

Direct fax: 92209712

Dear Sirs

Ansett Australia Limited (Administrators Appointed) and the Trustees of the
Ansett Australia Superannuation Plans

We refer to our letter of 25 January 2002.

As previously noted, we believe that the Federal Court is the appropriate jurisdiction
for the issues raised by the trustees. As part of your response to our letter, wouid
you inform us as to the basis for your concern as 1o the Federal Court not having
jurisdiction to hear the matters, setting out the legislative provisions, autherities or
other matters on which you rely. Please also inform us as io the basis for your
contention that the Supreme Court has jurisdiction to deal with the issues raised in
the Supreme Court proceeding, setting out the iegislative provision, case law or
other matters on which you rely.

We would be obliged for your reply at your earliest opportunity. The Supreme Court
proceeding is listed for directions on 8 February 2002 and the Federal Court
proceeding is listed for directions on 15 February 2002. For matters to be
progressed, we must have your urgent response to these matters.

As a separate issue, we believe the conduct of the matter, whether conducted in the
Federal Court or the Supreme Court; would be progressed by the trustees putting
forward a statement of claim or points of claim which set out the facts and other
matters on which they rely for the relief and the questions set out in the Supreme

. Court proceeding. As matters stand, the administrators are left to anticipate the

facts that the trustees will rely on and the arguments or conclusions that the
trustees will put or seek to draw in relation to such matters. That is unsatisfactory.

We would be obliged for your response to this issue at your earliest opportunity. We
do not believe, however, that your response to the jurisdictional issue should be held
up by your consideration of this issue.

In relation to the Supreme Court proceedings, would you please forward fo us a
copy set of the exhibits to Mr Fish’s affidavit.

Yours faithfully
ARNOLD BLOCH LEIBLER

Paul Chiappl




