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JUDGMENT OF THE COURT 

 

 

 

A The application for leave to appeal is refused. 

 

B The applicant is to pay the First and Second Respondents 

costs of $2500.00. 

 

 

REASONS 

[1] The applicant, Vincent Ross Siemer, seeks leave to appeal directly to this 

Court from a decision of Keane J in the High Court.  In that decision the Judge 



refused to dispense with security for costs in the High Court in respect of an appeal 

to that Court from a decision of the District Court which itself had fixed security for 

costs in respect of proceedings in that Court.  Keane J carefully addressed the issues 

before him.  The proposed appeal raises no matter of principle or general public 

importance.  The issues are concerned with the application of settled principles to the 

facts of this particular case.  Furthermore, the stringent criteria for an appeal directly 

to this Court from the High Court are not met.  There are no exceptional 

circumstances justifying an appeal directly to this Court. 

[2] Mr Siemer’s references to correspondence and problems he has had with the 

Court of Appeal cannot affect the legal principles which s 14 of the Supreme Court 

Act 2003 requires us to apply.  Nor can these matters amount to exceptional 

circumstances within the compass of that section.  The application for leave must 

therefore be dismissed with costs.  
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