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involved in this additional process. There is a sufficient degree of 

uncertainty exposed to lead me to the conclusion that further clarification in 

the District Court must be provided. It seems the least unattractive of the 

various options which are available. 

The appeal is accordingly allowed in respect of the order in favour of the 

Rhodes. The matter is remitted to the District Court for rehearing on that 

with clarification about the issues which stood reserved but which are not 

specifically addressed within the record of the decision. 

I make it abundantly clear to both sides that I send the case back on the basis 

that the parties are at liberty to argue all outstanding issues of costs. That 

will include the quantum of costs reserved in the February judgment. There 

the Judge followed the normal practice of indicating that costs should follow 

the event but the quantum needed to be determined. What that award of costs 

should be is totally at large as is the question of costs which remained 

reserved and unresolved from the earlier involvements by Judge Morris. All 

those issues need to be finally determined. The possibility of costs being 

allowed under all or any of those headings or trade-offs between them are all 

to be assessed without precondition or restraint. 

I make no order for costs on this appeal hearing. ~ 
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