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[1]

On 24 May 2019 I made the following orders in this matter:
1.
2.
3.
4.

[2]

Clayton Utz for the applicants
Crown law for the respondent
Crown Law for the intervenor

It is declared that the respondent’s petroleum royalty decision dated 16 December 2015 was
invalid and of no effect.
The respondent’s petroleum royalty decision dated 16 December 2015 is set aside with effect
from the date it was made.
The matter to which the respondent’s petroleum royalty decision dated 16 December 2015
relates is referred back to the respondent for further consideration and determination according
to law.
I will hear the parties on the question of costs.

The applicants have pointed out that my orders have not formally dealt with one of the
claims for relief advanced in their application for a statutory order of review. I say
“formally” because it was apparent from my reasons that –
(a)

I had recognised that the applicants had made a claim that I should make the
declaration set out in paragraph 2 of their application for a statutory order of review;
and

(b)

I had refused to do so.

[3]

The applicants submit that as I refused that aspect of their claim, my orders should reflect
that refusal.

[4]

The applicants’ point is a good one. Amending the orders I made will serve the important
purpose of ensuring that they more accurately reflect my intention at the time I made them.
It may also serve to give the applicants a proper foundation for any appeal which they wish
to pursue in respect of their failure to obtain the declaration they sought by paragraph 2 of
their application for a statutory order of review.

[5]

Accordingly, I will amend the orders that I made on 24 May 2019 by inserting a new
paragraph 1A as follows:
“The applicants’ claim for the declaration set out in paragraph 2 of the applicants’ application for a
statutory order of review is dismissed.”

