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JUDGMENT OF THE COURT

The application for leave to appeal is dismissed.

REASONS

[1] Mr Rabson seeks leave to appeal against a decision of Randerson J of
11 February 2013" dismissing his application for review of the Registrar’s decision
to dispense with security for costs in relation to an appeal against a judgment of
Kos J of 10 December 2012. >

[2] Mr Rabson also seeks leave to appeal against a minute of the Court of Appeal

that it had no jurisdiction to review the judgment of Randerson J.

[3] As to the proposed appeal against Randerson J’s decision, the law in relation
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to security for costs is well settled and the decision of Randerson J was made in
accordance with established principles. No issue of public importance arises. Nor
do any of the matters raised by Mr Rabson point to any risk of a miscarriage of

justice.?

[4]  With regard to the Court of Appeal minute, the power for a single judge to
review the decision of the Registrar arises under s 61A(3) of the Judicature Act 1908.
The Court of Appeal’s powers under s 61A(2) to review decisions made by a single
judge of that Court are expressly limited to the review of interlocutory and incidental
orders made by a single judge in chambers pursuant to s 61A(1). There is no power

for the Court to review decisions made under s 61A(3).*

[5] In any event, as noted by counsel for the respondent, Mr Rabson was
adjudicated bankrupt on 18 March 2013. We do not know the status of the particular
appeal at issue in light of Mr Rabson’s bankruptcy.5

[6]  The application for leave to appeal is dismissed.

[7] Given that Mr Rabson has been adjudicated bankrupt, there is little point in

making an order for costs and none is made.
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