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NEW SILKS DINNER 2007

Chief Justice Gleeson and Mrs Gleeson, your Honour’s
the Justices of this Court and your esteemed partners, Sir
Gerard and Lady Brennan, new Silks and your partners and
family members, other distinguished guests and ladies and
gentlemen.

Tribute to Martin SC
My brief remarks tonight as the incoming
President of the Australian Bar Association,
could only commence, this year in particular,
with a tribute to Glenn Martin SC.
Glenn has been an exceptionally, pro-active
and effective President of the Australian Bar.
He has identiﬁed, in this last year, those
areas where the National Bar could make an
effective contribution to the National legal
environment and he has adroitly tackled those
issues with a very large measure of success.
Glenn has mentioned tonight, advocacy
training, the updating of the visual visitor
information for the Court, (now nominated
for a Golden Globe), and forging closer ties
with the New Zealand Bar.
He has also, however, organised and
conducted a most successful forum on
judicial appointments in Sydney and he has
organised, an as yet to be convened, Media,
Bench and Bar conference, which, under the
sometimes thought, controversial Chatham
House rules, may dismantle some of the
unnecessarily erected barriers between the
media and the bench and the bar.
Chief among Glenn’s achievements is
undoubtedly the amendment of the ABA
Constitution to establish a permanent
Advocacy Training Council and the carrying
into effect, last week in Perth, of the inaugural
ABA Residential Advocacy Training Course.
That course, over 5½ days, was modelled
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upon and collaborated in by, the English South
West Circuit whose own course is conducted
every August bank holiday at Keeble College
at Oxford University.
Edwin Glasgow QC, the President of the
English Advocacy Training Council and
8 Australian silks and 3 juniors had the
dubious pleasure of sleeping in student
accommodation at the University of Western
Australia, but the great privilege of coaching
the ﬁrst intake of 21 barristers of under 5 years
call, from 6 Australian States and Territories
Glenn, thank you for asking me to live in a
dormitory at St George’s College last week, and
thank you for last year, a year of remarkable
achievement as ABA President.

The Forthcoming Year
I am anxiously, in the primary sense of that
word, awaiting the coming year as President
of the ABA.
The “hot topics for the law in the year ahead”
adumbrated in the Legal Affairs section of the
Australian Financial Review two weeks ago,
informs me that the Bar, and your Honours,
have, this year, to look forward to political
agitation in a formidable number of areas,
ranging from Competition and Copyright to
Takeovers and Terrorism.
I take great comfort, however, in the words
of your Honour, Chief Justice Gleeson, in
your Honour’s key note address given at the
Colloquium of the Judicial Conference of
Australia last year.

Your Honour said:
“Another matter that cannot be left
out of account is that judgments about
difﬁcult legal issues are often made in a
context of political conﬂict, and parties
to that conﬂict may seek to enlist judicial
outcomes in aid of their own purposes.
Again, this is inevitable. It is part of the
democratic process. What it means,
however, is that the public will accept
the process only if they are sufﬁciently
conﬁdent that the participants adhere to
their proper roles.
It does not devalue the rule of law that,
independent, apolitical, judges make
contestable decisions about matters that
are the subject of political conﬂict, or
that politicians sometimes seek to make
political capital out of those decisions.
That is what you would expect.”
When one legal reporter or another rings
me in the forthcoming year for comment
on some issue or another, I will bear your
Honour’s wisdom steadily in mind.

The Future of Silk
Tonight is not a night however for too much
introspection. Tonight is a memorable
night for all new Silks and their partners
and other family members. Tonight Justice
Callinan will propose a toast to you, the
newest members of an ancient rank.
In proposing a toast to new Silks in this
Great Hall 6 years ago, your Honour Justice
Callinan said:
“It is only to be expected that the institution
of Silk would not escape, in this country, the
all pervading suspicion that any apparent
form of elitism or recognition, however
well deserved, tends to attract …
Perhaps the profession needs to do more
to dispel the ignorance which exists, even
among those who should know better,
about the way in which the Bar and its
senior members practice.”
This is exactly what the Council of the
English Bar and the Judicial Council
of England has done over the last 3
years in response to the Department of
Constitutional Affairs consultation paper
on the future of Silk in that country.

The result has been that the rank of silk is now
likely to endure in England for the foreseeable
future.As the Lord Chancellor Lord Falconer
of Thoroton put it when welcoming 3 years
of new Silks last October, “Silk is a hugely
important mark of quality. It is recognised
throughout the world”.

It is reﬂected in the overriding duties of an
advocate to the tribunal before whom he is
appearing. In practicethe result has been to
produce a strong public service ethic among
barristers, which should not be underestimated
simply because it is not quantiﬁable…

As Jonathan Sumption QC argued, powerfully,
for the retention of the rank’ in his private
submission in response to the Dept. of
Constitutional Affairs Consultation Paper:

This matters. The work of the courts would
be more difﬁcult if they could not rely in the
great majority of cases on the objectivity and
integrity of advocates appearing before them.
…

“My main reason is that the rank of QC is an
essential pillar of the public service ethic of
the bar and the wider profession of advocacy.
Advocacy is a service provided for proﬁt by
individuals who are in the unusual position
that although paid for by (or on behalf of)
their client, they participate professionally
in the public functions of the courts of the
state…

The maintenance of these standards cannot
be taken for granted. The culture in which
behaviour of this kind is regarded as
admirable, is the only reliable assurance it
will survive.” (underlining added)
It may be necessary to reﬂect upon these
matters in the coming year.

S P Estcourt QC
29 January 2007

ABA MERCHANDISE
A re-designed ABA tie is now for sale and
a scarf will be available soon. The tie is
silk and was made exclusively for the
Association by Baubridge and Kay. Its
design draws on the original tie created
for the Inns of Court Regiment which
was raised in the late 18th Century.
History has it that King George III
was impressed by the bearing of the
members of the newly formed regiment
as it paraded past him. He asked what its
origins were and, when told the regiment
consisted of barristers, he snorted: “Hah!
The Devil’s Own!”. The name stuck but
the regiment was later disbanded. The
tie has a regimental stripe of dark blue
and dark green with a gold key line and a
motif of a barrister’s wig.
The Association has also produced
cufﬂinks and bearing the Association’s
badge.

Cufﬂinks - $65.00 • Key ring – $45.00
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Silk Tie
$65.00

Members wishing to purchase any of
the Association’s merchandise should
send a cheque or credit card (no Diners)
details to:
The Hon. Secretary
Australian Bar Association
Level 5 Inns of Court
107 North Quay
Brisbane Qld 4000
honsec@austbar.asn.au
This cost includes postage and packing.
A scarf is being designed using the
same colours as the tie and should be
available for purchase in December this
year. For the purpose of determining
the numbers to be made it would be
appreciated if members who would
consider purchasing an ABA scarf could
convey that interest to the Editor of the
Gazette.

High Court Silks Ceremony

CHIEF JUSTICE GLEESON
WELCOMES NEW SILKS
On behalf of all the members of the Court,
I congratulate the newly appointed Senior
Counsel. Your appointments are a public
recognition of your professional eminence.
We are delighted to be joined on the Bench
this afternoon by former Chief Justice Sir
Gerard Brennan. A member of his family is
among the recently appointed Senior Counsel
for Queensland.
Until fairly recently, Senior Counsel was a
term used in Australia to describe barristers
who had been appointed by government
to the rank of King’s Counsel or Queen’s
Counsel. At the end of the 19th century, the
ofﬁce of King’s Counsel or Queen’s Counsel
was described in a leading case as an ofﬁce
of the Crown and “a mark of recognition by
the sovereign of the professional eminence of
counsel upon whom it is conferred”. In the
United Kingdom and Australia and many
parts of the British Commonwealth it remains
a formal status of eminence amongst lawyers;
primarily amongst barristers. Until recently
the appointments were made by governments
acting in the name of the monarch. That has
changed.
In recent years, executive governments in
Australia have relinquished the power to
appoint Senior Counsel, in some cases to
the Chief Justice, and in some cases to the
Bar. The rank of Queen’s Counsel was not
abolished. It was not conferred by future

governments, but the rank is retained by those
upon whom it had already been conferred.
Of course, the profession or the judiciary
cannot appoint people to ofﬁces under the
Crown. The title of Senior Counsel is now
conferred on those identiﬁed by the Chief
Justice or the Bar as the appropriate recipients
by reason of their eminence. The profession
competes internationally as well as nationally,
and in that competition it is important that
Australian advocates may still attain the same
professional status as their counterparts in
other places in the British Commonwealth.
It has been customary for Senior Counsel
to make formal announcements of their
appointment to the Supreme Court of the State
or Territory in which they have their principal
practice. Making such announcements in this
Court at the commencement of law term came
about with the development of a national bar.
As in most federations, the Australian legal
profession is organised and administered
primarily on a State basis, but arrangements
for reciprocity of admission and recognition
of status, combined with a high degree of
mobility between jurisdictions, mean that the
Australian Bar has now become a national
institution.
In no Australian jurisdiction has appointment
as Senior Counsel ever been regarded as
something to which a barrister is entitled
simply by reason of long service. Persistence
(Continued next page)
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Honourable Murray Gleeson
AC, Chief Justice

(Continued from previous page)

equally important. It signiﬁes the relationship
between Bench and Bar, which is part of our
legal and constitutional inheritance. You have
all been admitted to practice as ofﬁcers of a
State or Territory Supreme Court. By virtue of
that admission federal legislation entitles you
to practice in federal courts. In whatever courts
you appear, State or Federal, your overriding
duty as advocates is to the court. The courts
depend for their capacity to administer justice
upon your skill and integrity.

often leads to success, but not always. As
any good advocate knows, inappropriate
persistence may lead to disaster. At all
events appointment as Senior Counsel is
not intended as a reward for tenacity. It is
a recognition of the professional standing
of those whose learning, skill and ability
have come to be regarded by the relevant
appointing authority as warranting such a
distinction. The appointment carries with
it responsibilities as well as privileges. You
now occupy a position of leadership in
your profession, and your conduct will be
taken as an example by others. Solicitors,
members of the public and courts will
place special reliance on your ability and,
as a rule, the work that you will be given
to do, and the cases that you will conduct,
will be more onerous.

In our legal system, most judges are
appointed from the ranks of experienced legal
practitioners. The professional strength and
independence of spirit of the Bar sustains the
strength and independence of the judiciary.
You have now reached a milestone in your
professional careers. You are faced with new
challenges and new opportunities. Some of you
have been accompanied on this occasion by
members of your family and friends. The Court
is delighted to welcome their participation in
this occasion. I trust that each of you will ﬁnd
personal and professional satisfaction in your
new rank. Thank you for the courtesy you
have shown in informing the Court of your
High Court Silks Ceremony
appointments.

Most of you in Court today, and all of us
here on the Bench, have travelled to be
here. Some of you have travelled a long
way. Coming to the nation’s capital and seat
of government to make, or attend, these
formal annual events itself signiﬁes the
national character of the legal profession.
The occasion marks something else that is
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THE TOP TWO

WAYS YOU SHOW
YOUR STYLE
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NO.

YOUR DREAM CAR IS OLDER THAN YOU

7997

YOU USE THE ABA PLATINUM
CREDIT CARD FROM AMERICAN EXPRESS®

The Australian Bar Association Platinum Credit Card includes a Qantas domestic Economy return ﬂight every year between selected capital cities in
Australia1. It also offers you 1.5 Membership Rewards™ points for every dollar spent up to $100,000 each year and 1 point for every dollar spent beyond that
(reset annually), which you can then redeem in Membership Rewards Ascent 2 . And that’s just two on the long list of beneﬁts available with this card. With so
much behind it, shouldn’t the Platinum Credit Card have a place on your “must have” list? ABA PLATINUM CREDIT CARD STYLE WITH SUBSTANCE

To put yourself on the list, call 1800 107 341
American Express credit approval criteria applies. Subject to terms and conditions. Fees and charges apply. 1. Terms and conditions apply. All ﬂights are subject to availability and neither American Express nor Qantas guarantee that seats or tickets will be available on the dates
or at the times you may wish to ﬂy. Seat availability may be limited to certain dates and/or ﬂights and it may be more difﬁcult to book seats around public holidays, school holidays or special events. Some ﬂights may not have any seats available for redemption. Route availability
is subject to change without notice. All travel is subject to the American Express Flight Offer Conditions, Qantas Fare Conditions and Qantas Conditions of Carriage. No Qantas Frequent Flyer points will be awarded for travel on these ﬂights 2. Subject to Terms and Conditions
of the Membership Rewards program. The credit provider is American Express Australia Limited. The ABA Distributes the ABA Platinum Credit Card under agreement with American Express and receives a ﬁnancial beneﬁt from members’ use of the card to further fund
member services. American Express Limited (ABN 92 108 952 085) ® Registered trademark of American Express Company.
AE6364 03/07
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New Silks
All those who took Silk since the
commencement of 2006 are set
out below:

Commonwealth
David Charles Bennett QC
Thomas Michael Howe QC

New South Wales
Robert Thomas Beech-Jones S.C.
Andrew Scott Bell S.C.
Geoffrey John Bellew S.C.
David Garrett Dalton S.C.
Leonie Flannery S.C.
Adrian Erminio Galasso S.C.
Roger Lyne Hamilton S.C.
Katrina Jane Howard S.C.
Michael John King S.C.
Mark James Leeming S.C.
Andrew James Lidden S.C.
Richard Goffet McHugh S.C.
Gregory John Nell S.C.

Ian Malcolm Neil S.C.
Nye Perram S.C.
Christopher Michael Simpson S.C.
Elizabeth Ann Wilkins S.C.

Northern Territory
Michael Patrick Grant QC

Queensland
Senator George Henry Brandis S.C.
Leanne Joy Clare S.C.
Bernard James Clarke S.C.
James Dawson Henry S.C.
Richard Ian Mitford Lilley S.C.
Gary Patrick Long S.C.
Kathryn Ann McMillan S.C.
Anthony William Moynihan S.C.
Douglas Robert Murtagh Murphy S.C.
Glenn Charles Newton S.C.
Daniel Paul O’Gorman S.C.
Wendy Lavender Pack S.C.

South Australia
James David Edwardson QC
Martin Gerard Hinton QC
Timothy Laurence Stanley QC

Victoria
Christopher Mark Caleo S.C.
Matthew Neil Connock S.C.
Jane Alison Dixon S.C.
Mark Andrew Gamble S.C.
Iain Ronald Jones S.C.
Anthony John Kelly S.C.
Timothy John Margetts S.C.
Ian Douglas Martindale S.C.
James Harold Mighell S.C.
James Damien Montgomery S.C.
Andrew Konstantine Panna S.C.
Richard Hunter Smith S.C.
Philip Mark Taft S.C.

New Silks for 2006 – Canberra Monday 29 January, 2007.
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The Inaugural Australian Bar Association
Residential Advocacy Course
“Now Mr Plowman,
you are a liar aren’t you?”
A Participant’s Review of the
Inaugural ABA Residential
Advocacy Course
At the ﬁnal night dinner of the inaugural
ABA residential advocacy course, I noted
to a South Australian participant that I
personally felt the most important part of
the course was to come – the reﬂection
necessary about the lessons learned in
order to incorporate them into real life
practice. At the time, I was so exhausted
that the only thing I actually felt capable of
reﬂecting on was the back of my eyelids.
But as I write this short article whilst sitting
at the airport, awaiting my ﬂight home
after loads of sleep and a couple of days
seeing the sights of Perth (in none less than
40 degree heat), now is the time for that
reﬂection.
To say that I felt trepidation going into the
course is an understatement. A few too many
days off over Christmas and a busy work

start to January, saw me bitterly complaining
to my chamber colleagues that I was severely
under-prepared for the course which had
recommended a solid and minimum ﬁve days
of preparation on the briefs provided. Luckily
two of the three applications and the trial
to be prepared covered topics with which I
was somewhat familiar, so I had crossed my
ﬁngers that I would be able to deal with any
issues raised on the ﬂy if necessary.
My fears were perhaps not justiﬁed. Certainly
whilst there were some people more prepared
than me, late nights and early starts (as in
3am Perth time) ensured that I managed
not to humiliate myself. The coaches, all
senior barristers sourced from across the
country (with the notable exception of the
Northern Territory that drew no participants
or coaches) and one “terribly delightful chap”

from England, were outstandingly supportive
whilst being adult-like (to the point and fair)
in their criticisms. Because advocacy is an art,
the coaches did not always agree and in more
than one session, one coach at the end of a
performance would mention one aspect for
possible improvement whilst the next coach
in private video review would openly discount
the criticism. So be it. What the occasional
conﬂict in advice demonstrated, perhaps
more than anything, is the importance of
developing my own style.
What of the course as a whole? Well, the
accommodation was basic but the grounds of
the college and the location spectacular in a
very old-fashioned way, the participants were
friendly, the food copious and tempting (back
to the gym I must go), the drinks regularly
ﬂowing, the hours long, the expectations
high, the support immense, the criticisms
constructive, the improvement and growing
conﬁdence in all participants palpable, the
friendly game of cricket in the afternoon
sun hot and sweaty, Mr Plowman (the ﬁrst
respondent in the case on which we worked
for 4 of the 5 days) devious, evasive and
(Continued next page)
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cunning (no prizes for guessing that I was
representing the applicant).
Most of all, the atmosphere was collegiate.
That was both a challenge and a reward for
a person like me who, despite occasional
external appearances, sometimes needs to
force herself to not just assess the competition
quietly from the sidelines. It was a reminder
that senior barristers, although busy, do care
about the future of the bar and that fellow
junior barristers all face similar challenges,
at times feeling out of their depth and often
worrying about their level of performance as
compared to their peers.
So what of the course am I going to apply in
practice? Well, that would be giving away my
competitive advantage just gained. And in
any event, the great thing about the advice I
received is that it is advice peculiar to myself,
honestly and thoughtfully given. That alone
made the course wholly worthwhile.

Callinan J
Appointed
Life Member
On Monday 29 January, 2007 the Hon.
Justice Ian Callinan AC was formally
admitted to Life Membership of the
Australian Bar Association in recognition
of his exceptional service to justice, the
law and the profession. The presentation
was made by Glenn Martin S.C. at
the Silks Dinner at the High Court in
Canberra.

Melanie Hindman

The Hon. Ian Callinan AC
received his Life Membership at the
2007 Silks Dinner.

Can my choice of career really help me
own an investment property sooner?
Yes, if you take advantage of the ABA – AMP Home Loan Package,1
negotiated exclusively for ABA members. This loan offers substantial
savings – allowing you to own that investment property outright a lot
sooner. As well as the interest rate discounts, you’ll receive fee waivers
and a level of personalised service that is all too rare these days.
All because of what you do for a living!

Fee waivers include:

So if you’re considering buying or refinancing an investment property,
get the home loan that’s been created just for you.

• Unlimited free ATM/EFTPOS withdrawals in Australia on all Variable
Rate Loans and Lines of Credit 2.

Rate discounts for professionals

• Ability to make extra repayments of up to $10,000 per annum
without penalty on fixed rate loans.

Loan Amount

Variable Rate

Line of Credit

Fixed Rate

$100,000 –
$499,999

0.65% pa
discount

0.65% pa
discount

0.15% pa discount
for loans with total
borrowings of
$250,000 or more

$500,000 –
$999,999

0.70% pa
discount

0.70% pa
discount

0.15% pa discount

$1 million
and over

0.75% pa
discount

0.75% pa
discount

0.15% pa discount

• Save $350 – standard establishment fee waived (settlement fee of
$350 applies).
• Save $330 – annual package fee waived.

Other benefits include:

Contact us today to speak to an AMP Banking Home
Loan Specialist

Call 1300 360 525
8.30am to 5.30pm AEST – Monday to Friday
or visit www.amp.com.au/abahomeloan

*Note: Discounts are off our Classic Variable Rate and Lines of Credit Rate and standard
fixed rates.

1 Package benefits, including fee waivers and interest rate discounts, which are taken from AMP Banking’s classic and standard interest rates, are current as at 1 April 2007. They are subject to change by AMP
Banking at any time and only available for new customers, no switching from existing AMP Banking home loan products. Available only for loans greater than $100,000. Other fees and charges are payable.
Terms and conditions available on request. Available only to current ABA members via the Affinity Banking team. Approval is subject to AMP Banking guidelines. The credit provider is AMP Bank Limited ABN
15 081 596 009, AFSL No. 234517, trading as AMP Banking. 2 Fees and charges apply for special services.
NS2795AS 02/07
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AUSTRALIAN BAR ASSOCIATION
CONFERENCE

CHICAGO
26 – 29 JUNE 2007

AUSTRALIAN BAR
CONFERENCE CHICAGO 2007
At this year’s conference there is an emphasis on the manner in which litigation is
undertaken in the United States. While much of what occurs in their courts is not relevant
to practice in Australia there are some factors which deserve attention and from which
valuable insights can be gained.
The ABA is pleased to announce that the panel of speakers for the conference this June
is one of the strongest ever. The names of the speakers, their topics and some brief
biographical material are set out below.
Registration forms and other material can be obtained from the conference web site at
www.austbar.asn.au. If you intend to come to Chicago then you should book your ﬂights
as soon as possible – late June is a popular time to cross the Paciﬁc.

Chief Judge James Holderman
Chief Judge Holderman will open the Conference. He has
been a United States District Judge in Chicago since 1985
and was named Chief Judge of the U.S. District Court for the
Northern District of Illinois in July, 2006. During his tenure
on the bench, Judge Holderman has presided over numerous
cases in all areas of federal jurisdiction, including intellectual
property cases. He has also served by designation as a judge of
the United States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit.

Justice Crennan
Scepticism and Judicial Method
High Court of Australia.

The Drake Hotel

Judge Richard Posner
Not a Suicide Pact: The Constitution in a
Time of National Emergency
Judge Posner was appointed in 1981 as a judge of the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit. He served as Chief
Judge of that court from 1993 to 2000.
Judge Posner is an unusual combination of a pragmatist in
philosophy, a classical liberal in politics, and an economist in
legal methodology. A 2004 poll by Legal Affairs magazine named Posner as one of the
top twenty legal thinkers in the U.S. A proliﬁc author of articles and books on a wide
range of topics including the 2000 presidential election recount controversy, President
Clinton’s scandalous affair with Monica Lewinsky and his resulting impeachment
procedure, and the 2003 invasion of Iraq. His analysis of the Lewinsky scandal cut
across most party and ideological divisions. Posner’s greatest inﬂuence is through his
writings on law and economics — The New York Times called him “one of the most
important antitrust scholars of the past half-century”.
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26 – 29 JUNE 2007

Madam Justice Rosalie Abella
The Charter of Rights and Freedoms
– Twenty-ﬁve years old
Supreme Court of Canada. Called to the Bar of Ontario, 1972.
General litigation practice, 1972-76. Sole Commissioner,
Royal Commission on Equality in Employment, 1983-84.
Chair, Ontario Labour Relations Board, 1984-89. Chair,
Ontario Law Reform Commission, 1989-92. Commissioner,
Ontario Human Rights Commission. Appointed to the
Ontario Provincial Court (Family Division), June, 1976, and to the Ontario Court of
Appeal, March, 1992. Appointed to the Supreme Court of Canada, August, 2004.

Patrick Fitzgerald
Prosecuting Terrorism Trials
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Illinois
After being in private practice, Fitzgerald became an Assistant
United States Attorney in New York City in 1988. He handled
drug-trafﬁcking cases and in 1993 assisted in the prosecution
of Maﬁa ﬁgure John Gotti, the boss of the Gambino crime
family. In 1994, Fitzgerald became the prosecutor in the case
against Sheikh Omar Abdel Rahman and 11 others charged in the 1993 World Trade
Center bombing.
In 1996, Fitzgerald became the National Security Coordinator for the Ofﬁce of the
U.S. Attorney for the Southern District of New York. There, he served on a team
of prosecutors investigating Osama bin Laden. He also served as chief counsel in
prosecutions related to the 1998 U.S. embassy bombings in Kenya and Tanzania.
On December 30, 2003, Fitzgerald was appointed Special Counsel in the Plame
investigation. On October 28, 2005, Fitzgerald brought an indictment for 5 counts
of false statements, perjury, and obstruction of justice against Lewis “Scooter” Libby,
U.S. Vice President Dick Cheney’s Chief of Staff. The trial of those indictments recently
concluded. Lewis was convicted on four counts.

Robert A Clifford
Chicago’s Gold Coast

Working with the Media in High Proﬁle Cases
Robert A. Clifford is principal partner of Clifford Law Ofﬁces, a nationally recognized
personal injury law ﬁrm in Chicago concentrating in aviation, transportation, personal
injury, medical negligence and product liability law.
The National Law Journal named Mr. Clifford’s ﬁrm on the “Plaintiffs’ Hot List: 20
Go-To Teams” in 2004 as well as in 2003. He was named one of the Top Ten Litigators
in Illinois in 1999 as well as one of the nation’s Top Ten Litigators of 1993 by the
National Law Journal. American Lawyer Media recognized Mr. Clifford as one of the
Top Ten Most Inﬂuential Lawyers in Illinois in 2000. He has consistently been voted
one of the Best Lawyers in America.
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Tina Tchen
Deposition Tips from the Trenches
Partner, Skadden Arps, Chicago.
Ms. Tchen has represented companies, ofﬁcers and directors
in shareholder class and derivative actions, including Sprint
Corporation, Abbott Laboratories, USN Communications,
Inc., Centel Corporation, Zenith Electronics Corporation,
GATX Corp., Borg-Warner Corporation, Bally Manufacturing
Corporation, Santa Fe Corporation, William Blair &
Company, and The Mitchell Company. She has represented several clients such as
Health Net, Inc., Ameritech, Chorus Communications, Heller Financial, Inc., Sara
Lee Corporation and CTS Corporation in acquisition-related litigation, including
injunction, fraudulent conveyance, breach of contract, and corporate governance
actions. She has tried cases in bankruptcy on behalf of Comdisco, Inc., and Kmart
Corporation.

Stephen Schwab
Experts – When they’re called and the Preparation of their Evidence.
Partner, DLA, Chicago
Stephen Schwab concentrates his practice in the areas of insurance and reinsurance
regulation, transactions, dispute resolution, and receiverships. Mr. Schwab represents,
serves and advises senior management of domestic and multinational stock, mutual
and captive insurers and reinsurers, intermediaries, trade organizations, regulators,
receivers (in 12 states) and receivership creditors in high proﬁle disputes, innovative
transactions, troublesome regulatory matters, strategic planning, reorganizations and
restructuring, and receivership proceedings, and provides in-house training.
Based on peer and client reviews, Chambers USA: America’s Leading Lawyers for
Business cites Mr. Schwab as one of America’s leading insurance and reinsurance
lawyers, ranking him in the ﬁrst tier in Illinois in two areas of law, reinsurance
litigation and insurance transactions 2001-2007. He also is listed by Best Lawyers in
America 2006 & 2007; The International Who’s Who of Business Lawyers - Insurance
and Reinsurance 2003-2006; Guide to the World’s Leading Insurance & Reinsurance
Lawyers Euromoney 2000-2006; The Leading Lawyers Network 2006 (commercial
litigators category); In Brief (London); Illinois Super Lawyer 2005-2007; and rated AV
by Martindale-Hubbell Law Directory.

Millennium Park

The Drake Hotel
10

AUSTRALIAN BAR ASSOCIATION
CONFERENCE

CHICAGO
26 – 29 JUNE 2007

William Neukom
The Importance of the Rule of Law and Intellectual Property Rights in the Economy
of the 21st Century
President-Elect, American Bar Association.
William H. Neukom is a partner in the ﬁrm K&L Gates which he rejoined in of
2002 from his position as Executive Vice President of Law and Corporate Affairs at
Microsoft, where he spent 17 years managing the company’s legal, government affairs
and philanthropic activities.
During his nearly quarter century as its lead counsel, Mr. Neukom led Microsoft’s
efforts to establish, distribute and protect intellectual property rights around the world.
He was instrumental in securing the landmark legal victory in the Apple Computer v.
Microsoft Corporation case, which spanned 1988 – 1995. He also led Microsoft’s defence
of antitrust claims brought by the U.S. Federal Trade Commission, U.S. Department
of Justice and the European Union, which culminated in consent decrees in 1994 and
in 2001.

Lee Epstein
The Appointment of Federal Judges in the United States
Lee Epstein is the Beatrice Kuhn Professor of Law and
Professor of Political Science at Northwestern University, and
a Fellow of the American Academy of Arts and Sciences and
the American Academy of Political and Social Science.
Art Institute of Chicago

Epstein has authored, co-authored, or edited over eighty
articles and essays, as well as fourteen books, including
the Constitutional Law for a Changing America series (in
its 6th edition; winner of the Teaching and Mentoring Award from the Law and
Courts Section of the American Political Science Association), The Supreme Court
Compendium (in its 4th edition; winner of a Special Recognition Honor from the Law
and Courts Section of the American Political Science Association and an Outstanding
Academic Book Award from Choice), and The Choices Justices Make (recipient of
the Pritchett award for the Best Book on Law and Courts). Her most recent book,
Advice and Consent: The Politics of Judicial Appointments (Oxford University Press,
2005) received extensive media coverage, with its ﬁndings reported in the Wall Street
Journal and the New York Times, among other outlets.

James Raymond
Written Advocacy
Professor Emeritus, the University of Alabama, former editor of College English;
Author of:
Literacy as Human Problem;
Writing (Is an Unnatural Act);
English as a Discipline: or, Is There a Plot in this Play;
Moves Writers Make;
Clear Understandings: A Guide to Legal Writing (with Ronald L. Goldfarb);
and articles in the Pepperdine Law Review, the Alabama Law Review, The Judicial
Review: Journal of the Judicial Commission of New South Wales.
Prof. Raymond has lectured on legal writing in Australia, Canada, England, Ethiopia,
Guyana, India, Jamaica, Malawi, Mauritius, New Zealand, the People’s Republic of
China, the Philippines, the Solomon Islands, St. Lucia, Switzerland, Trinidad and
Tobago, the U.S., Zambia, Zimbabwe, and the International Criminal Tribunal for
Rwanda.
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Judge Suzanne B Conlon
Tempus Fugit: Practical Tips for Trying a Case against the Clock.
Judge Conlon was appointed to the US District Court (Northern District of Illinois) in
1988 and assumed senior status in 2004. She was educated at Loyola University and
the University of London. Prior to her appointment she spent some time in private
practice before becoming an Assistant US Attorney in Illinois and California. She
then served as Executive Director of the National Sentencing Commission, which
established the sentencing guidelines for federal criminal cases. Immediately before
going to the Bench, Judge Conlon was Special Counsel to Associate US Attorney
General Stephen Trott.

Victor P. Henderson
A Litigation Explosion?
President-Elect, Chicago Bar Association.

Chicago skyline

Partner, Holland + Knight. His practice includes trial and
appellate work in both state and federal court in cases
involving product liability, contracts, employment matters
and complex commercial litigation. He has tried and arbitrated
numerous cases to verdict and participated in mediations.
Mr. Henderson is admitted to practice in the United States
District Courts for the Northern, Central and Southern Districts of Illinois as well as
the Eastern District of Michigan. He has argued cases on appeal before the United
States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit and the Illinois Appellate Court. Mr.
Henderson is also a member of the Trial Bar of the Northern District of Illinois.

Judge Abner Mikva
Constitutional Interpretation
Abner J. Mikva is Senior Director and Visiting Professor at
the Edwin F. Mandel Legal Aid Clinic of the University of
Chicago.
He served as White House Counsel from October 1, 1994
until November 1, 1995. Prior to his appointment, he served
as Chief Judge on the United States Court of Appeals for the
District of Columbia Circuit. He was appointed to the bench
on September 27, 1979, and became Chief Judge on January
21, 1991.
Before going to the bench, Judge Mikva was elected to Congress for ﬁve terms,
representing portions of Chicago and its suburbs. He served on both the Ways and
Means Committee and the Judiciary Committee while in Congress. He started his
political career in 1956 in the Illinois House of Representatives, where he served ﬁve
consecutive terms.

Joseph Bisceglia
Mediation in Complex Matters
President-Elect, Illinois State Bar Association
Joseph G. Bisceglia is a partner in Jenner & Block’s Chicago ofﬁce and is a member of
the Firm’s Litigation Department. He is Chair of the Firm’s Construction Law Practice
and a member of the Firm’s Antitrust and Trade Regulation, Business Litigation,
Insurance Litigation and Counseling, Labor and Employment, Professional Liability
(Continued next page)
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Litigation, Trade Secrets and Unfair Competition, and White Collar Criminal Defense
and Counseling Practices.
Mr. Bisceglia has extensive experience in a wide variety of complex civil and
criminal litigation in both federal and state trial and appellate courts, including
business and corporate litigation of virtually every type, in the areas of antitrust,
securities, shareholder, corporate control, business torts, RICO, professional liability,
employment, labor, ERISA, real estate, civil rights, local government, contract,
construction, insurance, bankruptcy, injunctions, equitable remedies, class actions,
trusts and probate, and matrimonial. Mr. Bisceglia has taught, lectured and published
extensively in the area of civil litigation, and regarding federal and state civil practice
and procedure and trial practice.
Regulation and Independence of the Profession – Panel Discussion
Geoffrey Vos QC
Chairman, Bar of England and Wales
Roy Martin QC
Dean, Faculty of Advocates, Scotland
Turlough O’Donnell SC
Chairman, Bar of Ireland
Colin Carruthers QC
New Zealand Bar Association

Further information?
Go to www.austbar.asn.au

Geoffrey Vos QC
Chairman, Bar of
England and Wales
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