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KIWISFIRST reports NEWS that furthers the open and 
e{]uitable administration of justice in New Zealand. Its 
Mission is to advance, through accurate journalism, the 
three pillars of a responsible judicial system; . 
transparency, lawful compliance and accountability. *** 
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The news is spreading! 

www.kiwisfirst.com 

Kiwis first news! First in legal and government news issues, First with Kiwis. Help protect Kiwis rights. 
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.PRQ.NI.PAG.E. 
• New Zealand Judge files 
• Justice on tour 
• LEGAL TRENDS AHEAD "legum servi sumus ut liberi esse possimus" *** 
• Legal~tQrYJ!rchive JUDGE r--------------
• YjewersJLave theit:~ AUCKLAND RATES 
• COJlj:acllL~ WILLY IN RISE; FUNDS GO DOWN 
• SI'tEMAP 

HOT WATER TOILET 
~ 4 January 2008OVER RIVER "Where do ratepayer monies go?" You One businessman's 

would be surprised how much this Pt 
drama with Law DIVERSION Chev toilet cost (photo next page), how 

nIuch money goes missing and how much Society raises alarm 
can be spent by Auckland City Council 16 January 200815 January 2008 Read full 


Retired District Court Judge Tony 
 without competitive bidding. READ 
~tory 

STORYWilly ofBlenheinI failed to Dominion Post divulge his financial interest in 

Reporter Admits to hydro-generation contractor while 
 SOLICITORruling in favour of five new, Making Up Vector highly-contentious hydro plants GENERAL'SStory on Wairau river. READ STORY 


26 October 2007 
 OFFICE CALLED
Andrew Janes offers correction DIRECTOR'Sfor .making story up. Read Story "CESSPOOL OF" 

......, DISDAIN CORRUPTION"
DOOMEDSFO 

12 December 2007 
When the new Solicitor 13 December 2007A WEB BASED NEWS 


Now that the Serious 
 General David Collin~ QCSERVICE THAT PUTS THE 

Fraud Office is being 
 (left) previously received INTERESTS OF K1WIS FIRST 

disbanded, it has been 
 $400,000 a year in legal aid ****** W'HAT'SINSIDE .................... ·,..... ts from the 
revealed that much of****** (Tt"\'~TPT1n1"'np,.,t and his the culpability for its demise rests 
with outgoing Director David THE JUDGE FILES 
BradshawREAD STORY (right) was appointed directly :Find out who our judges are and 

to Court of Appeal judge how they got there. See 
criminally concealing backgrounds 
evidence in a Coroner's CHAOS inSonIe Ne\v Zealand Judges deep 
inquest, the camp culture in 1n debt despite earning 
the Office ofthe Solicitor AUCKLAND$400,OOO/yr Read~ 
General ofNew Zealand hits 
demonstrable new lows. READ STORY HIGH COURT 

IS TI-IE OFFICE OF THE 

trUDICIAL CONDUCT 5 December 2007 
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COlVIlVIISSIONER A RUSE,? 
One vie\ver expresses an - merience shared by a great 
many. 
CAN LAW-ABIDING KIWIS 
GET JUSTICE IN NZ 
COURTS? 
This outside news story link will 
not suprise anyone with 
experience. 

JUSTICE ON TOUR 
David vs Goliath court challenge 
to Auckland City Council's grab 
for Albert Park. Read story 
Franz Josef farmer Gary Eatwell 
on national canlpaign to hold 

Bank ofNe\v Zealand 
accountable for overcharging 

;ust01ners. Read_story._ 
Ne\v Zealand regresses on 

world-wide trend away fronl 
bmTisterial ilnmunity. 

Sentiments that lawyers need 
special protections in law still 

nll1 very deep through NZ
Courts. J~,ea~tSt()ry 

Being Rob Moodie. Will this
light of integrity be 

_ex_tin_g___ ____ ____ui~sh_ed? Re_a",.."..,ds_to_ry 

NEWS ARCHIVE < July 2007 
Justice Hugh "Villiams and 
Court of Appeal President 
Willy Young dealt setbacks 
Read story 

- /' :oroner's finding into Robert 
Fardell QC's suicide suppressed 
by the High Court Read~ 

l,EGAIJ TREN'nS AHEAD 
The Lawvers and Convevancers 
Act 2006 revamps the legal 
profession. Read story 
One WOll1an's fight for 
accountable local govenllTI.ent 
ReaQston 
N'atureKnolvs Best - Is govt 

-- attacking the fanljly unit Read 
.@ry 

VIE\V.ERS HAVE THEIR 
SAY 
Is Auckland City exploiting the 
law on parking tickets? Read 
more 
ALBERT PARK threatened by 

lttp:1Ikiwisfrrst.co .nzl 

Despite an increase in the number 
ofHigh Court judges being 
appointed, case backlogs have 
increased significantly in the 
Auckland High Court in the last 
two years. READ STORY 

FORMER TOP 
COP DECRIES 
NZTERROR 
TACTICS 
29 October 2007 
It all comes down to Police 
culture, says Ross Meurant. Read 

Story 

NZ POL'ICE 
TARGET 

SCOOP DEBATES 
WHERE 
TERRORISM 
BEGINS 
5 December 2007 
On-line news service Scoop has cautiously 
ventured into the debate on what constitute 
terrorism in New Zealand by referencing 
reasons why someone would post the 
evidence ofpolice surveillance on the web 
Link to Story 

JUDICIAL 
CONDUCT 
COMMISSIONER 
IAN HAYNES 

'TERRORISTS' ACCUSED OF 

BENT ON 
DESTR0 YIN G 

NEW 
ZEALAND 

roundup 
proves they are on right track. 
(story continued) 

HUBBLE 
RULES FOR 
HUBBARD 

SERIOUS FRAUD 


Justice Minister Wages War on Estate 
Agents to Divert Attention Away From 
Situation 
19 November 2007 
Kiwisfirst has 
uncovered serious fraud and 
conflict of interest charges 
against Ian Haynes. Haynes, 
who has been the Judicial 
Conduct Commissioner since 
the inception of the position by 
Parliament in 2004 to combat IanHaynes 
judicial misconduct in New 
Zealand, has handled some 250 separate 
misconduct complaints against judges 
without a single one deemed worthy of 
even a formal investigation (which was the 
entire purpose ofParliament establishing 
his office). STORY CONTINUED 

VECTORAGMA 
LESSON IN 
CORPORATE 

2510112008 
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AI..$O ONFRON'T ,PAGE 
** Queen's CO!lns~ - an insight
** LEGAL AID FEES TOP $20 
MILLION 
** N'ATIONAL BRAIN PRAJN 
- FACT OR FICTION? 
..",..",..""""""'.........."..,.,....,.",.....,.,.,.."--..--,.",,....,.,.,...,..,...~-

advertisenlents 

Is your pet reluctant to do its 
business outside in inclelnent 
weather? 
K,eep your dogs dry and 
c01nfortable this winter \vith the 
Poop Tent. Extrelnely durable, 
easy to set up and Available on 
AMAZON.COM for $86. 
Amazon link to product 

_~~EED ALAWYER I! 
')EARCH FOR LAWYER by 
legal specialty or location 

"Ifwe are 110t accurate we are 
Ilothiltg. It is our certain 
ntissiolt to let tlte public be 
guided by the facts ill reaching 
their own cOltclusiollS. " 
.Editor 

11 SeptelIlber 2007 

Auckland District Court Judge 

Hubble ruled today that Auckland 
Mayor Dick Hubbard can charge 
members of the public who fail to 
leave public meetings at City 

Council Buildings with criminal 

trespass so long as the demand 

that precedes the charge is 
not undertaken 'capriciously'. Full 
story 

Judge Judy's 
Resolute March 
to Perdition 
7 September 2007, Auckland 
The Court of Appeal ordering of a 
new murder trial for Antonie 
Dixon today proves again how one 
childless judge has indelibly 
altered the laws of the land to the 
detriment of future generations 
of New Zealanders. FULL 
STORY 

Why Auckland 
Judges Fought Hard 
to Cover-up Robert 
Fardell QC's Suicide 

27 August 2007, Auckland 
Auckland High 
Court docun1 
reveal Robert 
Fardell's 
imminent 
appointment to 
judge before his 
untimely death 
was advanced 
despite widespread knowledge in 
the judiciary that he was engaged 
in deliberate deceit of several 
different clients and had breached 
ethics rules that had disbarred less 
privileged lawyers. FULL 
STORY 

THE DEEPER ISSUES 
How is it a man can be held 

Ittp:/lkiwisfirst.co.nz/ 

THUGGERY 
20 October 2007 
Amid hired security forces that rivaled tha1 
of a traveling head of state, Vector 
Chairman Michael Stiassny threatened 
looming electricity infrastructure cutbacks 
and looked to blame Vector's lackluster 
business performance and its huge and 
mounting debt on government regulators 
during the company's annual general 
meeting yesterday. (story continued) 

AUCKLAND CITY 
CEO RANKIN 
REFUSESOIA 
REQUEST ON $91 
MILLION SPENT 
FOR 
CONSULTANTS 
AHEAD OF 
ELECTION 
17 October 2007, Auckland 
The disclosure in August that Auckland 
City spent $91 Million on 'consultants' ove 
the last three years has taken a nasty twist 
with the revelation that Auckland City CE( 
David Rankin has failed over six weeks to 
respond to an Official Information Act 
Request by erstwhile Auckland Mayoral 
Candidate Lisa Prager. STORY 
CONTINUED 

SOLICITOR 
GENERAL'S 
DEMANDS 
EXCEED HIS 
AUTHORITY 
9 Augu~t 2007, Wellington 

25/01/2008 
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without bail and then sentenced to 
6 weeks in a maximum security 
prison - all a result of a civil 
defamation claim that has been 
dormant for more than two years? 
Find out why the international 
community is monitoring New 
Zealand justice [Read more] 

MANY LEGAL 
ISSUES LOOM IN 
DISTRICT LAW 
SOCIETIES' FINAL 
DAYS 

Dateline:3 J nne 2007 
The Lawyers and Conveyancers 
Act 2006 spells huge changes for 
district law societies Read Story 

SOME OF NEW 
ZEALAND'S TOP 
JUDGES HEAVY IN 
DEBT DESPITE 
LARGE SALARIES 

Dateline:1 May 2007 
There is escalating fear that 
increased personal debt among 
some NZ judges is leaving the 
judiciary ripe for bribes and 
scandals on a scale never seen 
before. How serious is the 
problem and what if anything is 
being done to protect the public? 
read full story 

THE JUDICIAL 
CONDUCT 
COMMISSIONER 
SPEAKS 

Dateline:1 May 2007 
In 2005, the New Zealand 
government set up the Office of 
the Judicial 
Conduct Commissioner to provide 
oversight on allegations ofjudicial 
misconduct. Since that time 172 

In a blatant abuse ofposition and legal 
authority, the new Solicitor General ofNe, 
Zealand, David Collins, demanded the 
web host ofKiwisfirst shut down the 
website. The first notice from the Solicit01 
General was sent on 19 July 2007, claimin; 
to then-host Elighten that the website was 
defamatory ofjudges. This claim and 
subsequent demand was despite the S-G's 
authority being limited to initiating due 
process proceedings and no documented 
allegations - let alone determination - of 
defamation being made. The host 
immediately shut down the site butre
launched it four days later after determinin 
the S-G had no authority in law to make ' 
such a demand. 

Formal complaints regarding the S-G's 
actions have been filed with the Office of 
the Attorney General Michael Cullen and , 
petition asking for an inquiry is being 
prepared for Parliament. As this article 
goes to press, the office of the S-G has not 
issued a formal response to the allegations 
of abuse of office. [RELATED STORY 
LINK BLOCKED BY ORDER OF NZ 
SOLICITOR GENERAL - EMAIL IDl\' 
david.collins@crownlaw.govt.nz TO 
ASK WHY] 
On 31 July 2007, a further letter was sent 
by the Solicitor General, this time alleging 
the website breached an 'interim' injunctio] 
that has been in place for more than two 
years - an injunction that prevents evidenc( 
[SENTENCE DELETED BY ORDER 
OF NZ SOLICITOR GENERAL 
EMAIL HIM AT 
david.collins@crownlaw.govt.nz TO 
ASK WHY] by Vector Energy Chair 
Michael Stiassny being made public. Mr. 
Stiassny has failed to advance his . 
defamation claim that underpinned the 
injunction since it was issued in April 
2005. Recently, the Court of Appeal 
ignored evidence - evidence furthermore 
caught on tape - that showed Mr. Stiassny 
had perjured himself when filing the 
affidavit required to obtain the injunction. 
At least two of Stiassny's former lawyers 
now sit on the High Court. Mr. Stiassny 
has recently become a close business 
associate of Supreme Court Chief Justice 
Sian Elias's husband Hugh Fletcher. 

In 2005, Mr. Siemer estimated Mr. 

25/01/2008 
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complaints have been filed against 
certain judges. The Commissioner 
answers why none of these have 
yet been deemed worthy of 
referral to a Judicial Conduct 
Panel for investigation as 
stipulated in the Act. read full 
story 

FIGHT TO 
PROTECT BILL OF 
RIGHTS GOES TO 
SUPREME COURT 

Dateline: 12 June 2007 
You realize just how fragile the 
rule of law is when two lower 
courts ignore rights guaranteed by 
the Bill of Rights Act 1990 .. R.G~:d 
SlQxy 

Stiassny, mainly through his company 
Ferrier Hodgson, [SENTENCE 
DELETED BY ORDER OF NZ 
SOLICITOR GENERAL - EMAIL HI1\' 
AT david.collins@crownlaw.govt.nz TO 
ASK WHY]. Moreover, Siemer uncovere 
evidence that formal complaints of gross 
financial misconduct against S tiassny by 
some ofNew Zealand's most talented 
inventors and business people dating back 
15 years were regularly buried in complain 
committees, often with the assistance ofa 
couple powerful officials within the Bank 
of New Zealand. ' 

Mr.' Stiassny made his personal fortune as 
an insolvency practitioner and Mr. Siemer, 
who himself holds an MBA degree and is ~ 
successful businessman with interests here 
and in the United States, has staunchly 
maintained that his investigation into Mr. 
Stiassny's business record has revealed a 
troubling ineptitude in managing productiv 
enterprises - all ofwhich pose significant 
ongoing risk to the New Zealand public. 

Since these revelations began to surface M 
Stiassny has been kicked off the boards of 
Met Life and Metrowater Ltd. While Mr. 
Stiassny has brutally held on to his 
chairmanship of Vector, it has come at a 
significant cost to the Country with the 
three most experienced directors on the 
Vector board resigning en-masse last 
December, and the CFO and CEO both 
resigning in the last three months. All cite I 
conflicts with, and lack of confidence in, 
Stiassny as a significant factor in their 
departures. . 

It was reported that the departing directors 
noted Stiassny's litigious ways. On this 
point, Siemer says Stiassny is not only the 
single greatest patron of the Courts but 
extremely blessed by gratuitous judgments 
that defy legal reasoning in many cases. 
Stiassny's court largesse and lawyer-turned 
judge relationshIps will be detailed in a 
book Siemer plans topublish next year .. 

Vector is the monopoly electricity lines 
company for Auckland and Wellington. # 

IN AN 
EMBARRASSMENT TO 

25/0112008 

http:ikiwisfirst.co


---- ~ -0.... 

-.~. 

....,....n LJ"""'HIJ.IU JU::SW.;t; J'IeWS, !\...IWIS t'lrst - New Zealand Courts,New Zealand Judges, New ... Page 6 of6 

JUSTICES YOUNG AND 
HANSEN, THE SUPREMI 
COURT MAKES STAND 
FOR FREEDOM OF 
EXPRESSION 

Dateline:24 ~ay 2007 
More than a year after the appeal hearing ar 
two years after the appeal was filed, the 
Supreme Court issues its ruling upholding 
right to peaceful potests; overturns rulings ( 
Appeal Court Judge William Young and Hi 
Court Judge John Hansen. Read Story. 

DAVID HUGH ABBOTT ROBERT GRANT HAMMOND 
CHRISTOPHER JOHN ALLAN JOHN WILLIAM HANSEN ' 
NOEL CROSSLEY ANDERSON RODNEY HAROLD HANSEN 
PAMELA JEAN ANDREWS RHYS HARRISON 
TERENCE HUGH ARNOLD PAUL ROBERT HEATH 
RAYNOR JOHN t\SHER PATRICK JOHN KEANE 
WILLIAM DAVID BARAGW ANATH GRAHAM LAURIE LANG 
PETER BLANCHARD JOHN JOSEPH MCGRATH 
ROBERT STANLEY CHAMBERS ALAN DONALD MACKENZIE 
LESTER HUGH CHISHOLM llLLIAN MARIE MALLON 
ANTHONY PETER CHRISTIANSEN FORREST MILLER 
DENIS KIERAN CLIFFORD MARK ANDREW O'REGAN 
MARK LESLIE SMITH COOPER GRAHAM KEN PANCKHURST 
PATRICIA COURTNEY JUDITH MARJORIE POTTER 
JEREMY PAUL DOOGUE JOHN MAURICE PRIESTLEY 
EDWARD TAIHAKUREI DURIE ANTHONY PENROSE RANDERSC 
SIAN SEERPOOHI ELIAS 
JOHN ANTHONYFAIRE JAMES BRUCE ROBERTSON 
JOHN GERARD FOGARTY HANNAH SARGISSON 
ELLEN DOLOUR FRANCE LYNTON LAURENCE STEVENS 
SIMON PETER FRANCE ANDREW PATRICK CHARLES 
MARION ANNE FRATER TIPPING 
DAVID IAN 'yENDALL GEOFFREY JOHN VENNING 
JOHN WARWICK GENDALL JOHN RICHARD WILD 
SUSAN GWYNFA MARY JOHN HUGH WILLIAMS 
GLAZEBROOK WILLIAM (BILL) McLEOD WILSC 
LOWELL PATRIA GODDARD 

HELEN DIANA WINKELMANN 
RONALD LESLIE YOUNG 
WILLIAM G G AUSTEN YOUNG 
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Legal story archive ,Kiwis First - Michael Stiassny, New Zealand Crime, Robert Fardell QC 

for the last two years that individuals his office suspect of 
wrongdoing should not have the right to remain silent - and that they 
should be prosecuted if they do. He does not consider those accused 
by the SFO are entitled to rely on civil rights laws. He infamously 
called the New Zealand Bill ofRights Act "The Rogue's Charter" in 
his 2007 report. In a bril1iant stroke of irony, his reason for 
dismantling the Bill of Rights was rationalized thusly, "There is a 
strong public interest in ensuring that to the greatest extent possible 
serious criminal offending is prosecuted and that miscarriages of 
justice are kept to the absolute minimum. " 

As much as the law apparently got in Mr Bradshaw's way, the 
abysmal record of the SFO was perhaps the last straw. Arguably 
their biggest success story over the last 3 years was the successful 
prosecution of former Act Party member Donna Awatere Huata for 
embezzling $80,000. Meanwhile, the large and truly serious fraud 
cases were often not being advanced because of personal connections 
serious perpetrators had within the office. This effectively insulated 
some of the most serious offenders from prosecution. At the same 
time Robert Fardell QC and Anthony Lusk QC were two legal rogues 
guilty of serious past legal misconduct who were actually conducting 
criminal prosecutions on behalf of the SFO. 

The politicizing and polarizing culture in the Office cut both ways. A 
case now before the Courts concerns a wrongful prosecution alJeged 
against the SFO by Tuariki Delamere, after he was found not guilty in 
an earlier SFO prosecution which many believe was politically 
motivated. 

Mr Bradshaw's ten year tenure with the SFO put him increasingly in a 
comfortable position to mold the office into his own image. He 
surrounded himself with pliant staffwho would follow his lead. Gus 
Adolph Andree Wiltens was one such lawyer who rose to the rank of 
Assistant Director. On 29 October, Mr Wiltens was appointed Judge 
in the Manukau District Court. It will be interesting to see how this 
appointment helps him in the criminal prosecution by Mr Delamere 
which names Mr Wiltens personally. toFront Page] 

SOLICITOR GENERAL'S 
DEMANDS EXCEED HIS 
AUTHORITY 

http://www.kiwisfirst.co.nZ/index.asp?pageID=214584:.~19 

C7 J I ~~+ Pr- Page 14 of34 
~.. ~/~~Vi~ 

daily rate for court appearances. Quite often this includes up to 16 billabll 
hours preparation for each day expected in court. If the judge's conduct 01 

the proceedings results in a three day trial instead of two, everyone carries 
the resultant burden. Sure, the lawyer gets paid for waiting around, but fe 
conscientious ones feel good about it. The Registrar faces additional 
scheduling stress and the cost ofjustice increases unnecessarily for all. 

Finally there is the tactic some lawyers employ to delay the proceedings. 
As the ability to obtain an early trial fixture is inversely proportional to thl 
number of days requested, a lawyer who does not want his case heard any 
time soon will merely say the matter requires a much longer trial fixture 
than he considers will likely be the case. This is simply smart lawyering 
but it ultimately falls to the judges to either comply or prudently ascertain 
this to be a less than earnest demand on limited court resources. Few 
judges are actually inclined to curtail the requests. 

A great deal of new legislation has been enacted in the last couple years aJ 

a complete review of existing laws is underway by Sir Geoffrey Palmer. 
The chaos in the Auckland Court comes at a crucial time in New Zealand': 
recent history which, together, threatens to create the ingredients of a 
perfect storm. # 

VECTOR AGM A LESSON IN 
CORPORATE THUGGERY 
20 October 2007 
Amid hired security forces that rivaled that of a traveling head of state, 
Vector Chairman Michael Stiassny threatened looming electricity 
infrastructure cutbacks and looked to blame Vector's lackluster business 
performance and its huge and mounting debt on government regulators 
during the company's annual general meeting yesterday. 

About three hundred people attended the gathering held at Ellerslie Event 
Centre. At least two shareholders were denied access by Russell McVeag 
solicitor Michael Heron who said he had orders from the board of director 
to instruct security staff to prohibit these shareholders from entering. 

In a scene reminiscent of Jonestown (the former Jim Jones sect compound 
in Guyana infamous for murder and mass suicide) the Chairman 
commenced the meeting by pointing out all the exits before launching int( 
claims that the company was under siege from the Commerce 
Commission. Security guards stood ominously at the doors as he spoke. 

) 
7/03/2010 
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9 August 2007, Wellington 
In a blatant abuse of position and legal authority, the new Solicitor 
General ofNew Zealand, David Collins, demanded the webhost of 
Kiwisfirst shut down the website. The first notice from the Solicitor 
General was sent on 19 July 2007, claiming to then-host Elighten that 
the website was defamatory ofjudges. This claim and subsequent 
demand was despite the S-G's authority being limited to initiating due 
process proceedings and no documented allegations -let alone 
determination - of defamation being made. The host immediately 
shut down the site but re-Iaunched it four days later after determining 
the S-G had no authority in law to make such a demand. 

Formal complaints regarding the S-G's actions have been filed with 
the Office of the Attorney General Michael Cullen and a petition 
asking for an inquiry is being prepared for Parliament. As this article 
goes to press, the office of the S-G has not issued a formal response 
to the allegations ofabuse ofoffice. (RELATED STORY LINK 
BLOCKED BY ORDER OF NZ SOLICITOR GENERAL 
EMAIL HIM david.comns@crownlaw~govt.nz TO ASK WHY] 
On 31 July 2007, a further letter was sent by the Solicitor General, 
this time alleging the website breached an 'interim' injunction that has 
been in place for more than two years - an injunction that prevents 
evidence (SENTENCE DELETED BY ORDER OF NZ 
SOLICITOR GENERAL - EMAIL HIM AT 
david.c()Uins@cfQwnlaw.goytnz TO ASK WHY) by Vector 
Energy Chair Michael Stiassny being made public. Mr. Stiassny has 
failed to advance his defamation claim that underpinned the 
injunction since it was issued in April 2005. Recently, the Court of 
Appeal ignored evidence - evidence furthermore caught on tape - that 
showed Mr. Stiassny had perjured himself when filing the affidavit 
required to obtain the injunction. At least two of Stiassny's former 
lawyers now sit on the High Court. Mr. Stiassny has recently become 
a close business associate of Supreme Court Chief Justice Sian Elias's 
husband Hugh Fletcher. 

In 2005, Mr. Siemer estimated Mr. Stiassny, mainly through his 
company Ferrier Hodgson, (SENTENCE DELETED BY ORDER 
OF NZ SOLICITOR GENERAL - EMAIL HIM AT 
dllvid.j!ollins@gownlaw.g()xt~nz TO ASK WHY1. 
Moreover, Siemer uncovered evidence that formal complaints of 
gross financial misconduct against Stiassny by some ofNew 
Zealand's most talented inventors and business people dating back 15 
years were regularly buried in complaint committees, often with the 
assistance of a couple powerful officials within the Bank ofNew 
Zealand. 
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Cameras were not allowed in. He wasted no time telling shareholders thal 
this regulatory environment singularly threatened their investments. In a 
salvo fired at consumers he warned the company's future investment into 
electricity and gas supply infrastructure was also at risk. Both Stiassny an 
Acting CEO Simon McKenzie stressed the uncertainty and unpredictabilit 
of the regulators as the true source of Vector's financial woes. 

Vector's financial troubles are no small problem, not simply for the 
investors but also the regional consumers who have seen the company's 
debt skyrocket over the last few years to a current $3.127 billion - up $46 
million from last year despite selling off nominal assets. In order to 
maintain the dividend payment to shareholders this year, retained earning~ 
went into negative territory. The monopoly utility also has $1.6 billion in 
goodwill that it has been unable to significantly write down due to its 
perilous financial position. This overall financial scenario is now being 
used to pressure the regulators into letting Vector charge power consumer 
more than the Commerce Commission has said they are entitled to do. 

The current situation is in stark contrast to two years ago when Stiassny 
was proudly telling public meetings that he was responsible for a half 
billion dollar unrealized capital gain on the acquisition ofNGC by Vector 
If true, Vector could sure stand to capitalize on this gain now. However, ~ 
with much that comes from Stiassny, this was part arrogant bluster and pa 
accounting parlor tricks serving to pass as accepted fact. Nevertheless, th, 
real story is the substantial debt that the company took on board at the tim 
of this purchase and which it now is struggling to discharge. The com pan 
has recently looked hard at selling off assets to get its debt ratios down to 
reasonable levels and its precarious BBB+ (with negative outlook) credit 
rating up. 

Although the investors were generally unhappy, the Chairman and acting 
CEO were reasonably successful in diverting attention away from Vector': 
recent management chaos. Three directors resigned en masse within the 
last year and both the Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financial Officel 
abruptly resigned five months ago. Director Karen Sherry, a lawyer and 
political appointee with little business experience, had been put in charge 
risk assessment for Vector in the midst of this drama. Sherry has been a 
staunch supporter of Stiassny since his appointment. 

Questions from the floor included why cameras were prevented, when thh 
was atypical for AGM's ofpublic companies. The Chairman responded 
that he did this to avoid the event turing into a circus. 

Vince Siemer was one shareholder unlawfully prevented access to the 
meeting. A Sunday Star-Times photographer was another. Stiassny filed 

) 
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Legal story archive, Kiwis First - Michael Stiassny, New Zealand Crime, Robert Fardell QC 

Mr. Stiassny made his personal fortune as an insolvency practitioner 
and Mr. Siemer, who himself holds an MBA degree and is a 
successful businessman with interests here and in the United States, 
has staunchly maintained that his investigation into Mr. Stiassny's 
business record has revealed a troubling ineptitude in managing 
productive enterprises - all of which pose significant ongoing risk to 
the New Zealand public. 

Since these revelations began to surface Mr. Stiassny has been kicked 
off the boards of Met Life and Metrowater Ltd. While Mr. Stiassny 
has brutally held on to his chairmanship of Vector, it has come at a 
significant cost to the Country with the three most experienced 
directors on the Vector board resigning en-masse last December, and 
the CFO and CEO both resigning in the last three months. All cited 
conflicts with, and lack of confidence in, Stiassny as a significant 
factor in their departures. 

It was reported that the departing directors noted Stiassny's litigious 
ways. On this point, Siemer says Stiassny is not only the single 
greatest patron of the Courts but extremely blessed by gratuitous 
judgments that defy legal reasoning in many cases. Stiassny's court 
largesse and lawyer-tumed-judge relationships will be detailed in a 
book Siemer plans to publish next year .. 

Vector is the monopoly electricity lines company for Auckland and 
Wellington. # 

MANY LEGAL ISSUES LOOM IN 
DISTRICT LAW SOCIETIES' FINAL 
DAYS 

Dateline:3 June 2007 
The Lawyers and Conveyancers Act 2006 spells huge changes for 
district law societies React Story 

SOME OF NEW ZEALAND'S TOP 
JUDGES HEAVY IN DEBT DESPITE 
LARGE SALARIES 

Dateline: 1 May 2007 
There is escalating fear that increased personal debt among some NZ 
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.25 million defamation claim against Siemer two and a halfyears ago b 
has done virtually nothing to advance the matter since. In July of this yea 
when Siemer was on a two week trip overseas - Stiassny was able to get a 
High Court order from Justice Judith Potter that debarred Siemer from 
defending his defamation claim. This issue is now before the Court of 
Appeal. For two months the Court of Appeal has failed to schedule a 
hearing citing the large number of appeals Siemer has filed as one reason 
for the delay. Potter was deeply involved with the Electricity CommissiOl 
before her appointment as judge and has openly defended Stiassny in COllI 

Three of Stiassny's former lawyers now sit as High Court judges. The 
judge that granted Stiassny his injunction against Siemer is a former 
chambers' partner of Stiassny's current lawyer Julian Miles QC. 

The Sunday Star-Times photographer was noticeably shaken after two 
sentries from Force One Security followed him out to his car. He phoned 
Siemer to ask that he come to the racetrack exit gate for a photograph so a 
to avoid another confrontation. Later, when Siemer called SST's business 
editor Tim Hunter, Hunter told him that he could understand why Vector 
would prohibit Siemer from attending but that he had personally called 
Vector to "tell them that I was unimpressed" that they prohibited entry 
to the newspaper's photographer. Hunter added, however, that this was DC 

a worthwhile story. 

Siemer, who has a bachelors degree in industrial relations and an MBA 
from Washington University in the United States and has run successful 
companies abroad, wanted to ask the directors questions regarding the 
goodwill, debt covenants and foreign currency risks. In being denied entT, 
into the meeting, Siemer drew a parallel with attempts to silence critics of 
ENRON ten years ago. He considers it is no accident that no one on the 
Board other than Chairman Stiassny has comprehensive accounting or 
finance experience and has made a written request of each director asking 
them whether they personally agree with the company's current financial 
statements. Siemer views the recent move to appoint Hugh Fletcher 
(husband of the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court) a director of Vector i: 
little more than a political pressure move. Hugh Fletcher's own business 
background, while extensive, is uninspiring. Excluding Stiassny, the 
current directors of this $4 billion dollar essential service provider averag( 
less than a year on the board. ( back to froTl1p~~) 

NEW ZEALAND COURT OF APPEAL 
PRESIDENT CAUGHT IN CROSS-HAIRS 

Dateline: 14 April 2007 

) 7/03/2010 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF NEW ZEALAND 
AUCKLAND REGISTRY 

No. elv 2008 404 0472 

'-' 

."", 

BETWEEN SOLICITOR GENERAL OF N.Z. 
Applicant 

AND VINCENT ROSS SIEMER 
Respondent 

RESPONDENT'S MEMORANDUM TO THE COURT 

27 July 2008 

2 7 Clansman Terrace 
Gulf Harbour 
AUCKLAND 
Phone (09) 4282121 Fax (09) 4282521 

1 




RESPONDENT'S MEMORANDUM TO THE COURT 

28 July 2008 

1) 	 This is a serious case where judicial orders have contravened the laws of the land as 

passed for the benefit of the people of New Zealand by their chosen representatives in 

Parliament. It is a case where the most elementary laws have been trampled over by 

New Zealand judicial appointees, namely: 

A. 	 Indispensable Double Jeopardy legal protections 

B. 	 Right to Trial by Jury. 

C. 	 Freedom of Expression Rights. 

'-" 	 2) Firstly,· it is observed that this occurs because: 

A. 	 NZ Courts not only lack transparency, they liberally use suppression orders to 

prevent facts getting out of the Courts. Prohibition of accurate Court recording 

is also used to mask the fact that many judges have, for the last 20 years, 

been selected out of a very small pool of lawyers who run in the same circles 

and actively protect the same private interests by writing fictional summaries. 

The two previous Solicitor Generals, both of them QC members, wrote 

research papers which identified lack of diversity on the NZ Court as a 

significant problem - then each was promptly appointed directly to the Court 

of Appeal Bench after leaving office! 

B. 	 Members of Parliament are overwhelming not legally trained lawyers and, 

"-' 	 consequently, are largely unaware of the lawlessness occurring in the NZ 

Courts on their watch. 

3) 	 In these very proceedings the Court initially refused to allow accurate recording, doing 

so only on the persistent request of the Honourable Member of Parliament from Epsom 

Rodney Hide. Nonetheless, the judges still refused to let TVNZ and Pl.net TV film the 

trial even though neither litigant objected. 

4) 	 Courage and integrity were required from the Bench where judges have prohibited 

publication of evidence for more than three years that Michael Stiassny cheated 

ordinary New Zealanders of public and private funds and assets. Not even the 
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financial debacle Mr Stiassny created at Vector - which is now forcing the company to 

sell its most prized public asset to foreign interests - has apparently given judges 

pause. Courage was needed to rule that a previous judge got it wrong or minimally 

accept now known facts warrant a revocation of the ill-obtained gag injunction. 

Integrity was needed to put aside judicial bias in order to uphold and preserve the 

value of New Zealand's laws. Both were within the total control of this Court. 

5) 	 The Respondent does not have the 14 years Keith and Margaret Berryman fought 

simply to be granted the right to put accurate evidence before the NZ Courts. Nor can 

he wait around in the small hope he will eventually appear before an honourable judge 

like the late Peter Mahon, whose integrity was not constrained by the boys' club culture 

which prevents one judge from calling a spade a spade when judicial misconduct is 
~ 

concerned. 

6) Citizens of Nazi Germany were as law-abiding as any people in the World. Perhaps 

more so because they firmly equated judicial 'orders' with 'law'. When the German 

judges began· issuing orders that limited what newspapers could publish and what 

Jews must wear in public, most complied because it was, after all, a minor infringement 

of rights. Court orders must be obeyed. Where they are not - the German judges 

cried - collapse of social order and anarchy are certain to follow. But as the 

contravention of established law by the Courts grew, so did public discontent. The 

German judges countered this with visible displays of orders being decreed by two, 

three and six judges. German citizens were pacified by the impression that two to six 
"-' 

judges deciding an issue prevented a dishonest judge from imposing his will. 

Certainly, they reasoned, two or more judges knew more than the public did and had 

no reason to get it wrong. 

7) It is significant that two judges ordered imprisonment of the Respondent for six 

months in this case. To do so they laid waste to sections 14, 24 (e), 26 and 27 of the 

New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990. 

a. 	 514 guarantees New Zealanders freedom of expression. Chisholm and Gendall JJ 
have even gone so far in this case to say they do not care that the expressions 
being prohibited are both accurate and publicly important. Moreover, the judge set 
to hear the substantive trial (Rodney Hansen J) stated freedom of expression was 
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not at issue. Perhaps laws are made to be broken. North Korea's Constitution, 
Article 67, states - UCitizens are guaranteed freedom of speech, of the press, 
of assembly, demonstration and association. The State shall guarantee 
conditions for the free activity of democratic political parties and social 
organizations." The question now is whether Parliament is going to let NZ judges 
treat NZ law with the same disrespect North Korean Courts treat their Constitution. 

b. 524{e) guarantees New Zealanders facing more than three months prison the 
absolute right to elect trial by jury. The law is written in short, plain English words, 
with patently obvious meanings. The record in this case shows TWO judges 
together claimed convenience was more important than the law and, after this 
directive was made, refused to hear a formal application for trial by jury until 
midway through the trial. Even when confronted with straightforward, self-evident 
legislation designed to harness judicial abandon, both judges found a way around 
the law. 

c. 526 legally prevents a person from being charged and punished twice for the same 
~ offence. Potter J sentenced the respondent to six weeks for publications on 

www.stiassny.org on 13 July 2007, stating in her judgment this prison sentence' 
ureflects the past and continuing breaches". A year later Chisholm and 
Gendall JJ sentenced the respondent to six months for the same publication. 
Their Honours utterly rewrote history in stating (in par. [81] &[82]) that Potter's 
penalty took into account only "up to the time" and that the publications this latest 
trial dealt with uhad not occurred". What more proof does one need that the law 
does not matter to NZ Judges when TWO are willing to make patently false 
statements to avoid lawful constraints on their power to imprison someone again? 

d. The 527 guarantee to natural justice rings as hollow as the North Korean 
Constitution when you look at what laws two NZ judges were willing to break to 
send a man to prison. Of course, they made it clear that it is the respondent's' 
fault. The Respondent, after all, was the one who refused to forfeit up his legal 
rights when he understood such forfeiture might save him from prison. 

~ 8) The "background" summary provided in the imprisonment ruling of Chisholm and 

Gendall JJ dated 8 July 2008 was as unprincipled and blinkered as Ellen France J's 

initial injunction ruling, long since proven in Court as baseless in fact and law. 

9) The Respondent is not being obstinate. He has stated repeatedly that he will gladly 

make changes to the website - and formally apologize - where any content can be 

demonstrated as untrue. This is the only way text will be changed. Anywhere Freedom 

of Expression is truly valued this would be enough. The reason it is not sufficient here 

is because at least two of Mr Stiassny's former lawyers sit on the parochial NZ Court. 

Corruption has long been protected by the small club of judges when it is committed by 

'old boy' mates. 
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10) That the current Solicitor General of New Zealand, David Collins, - a man ~ho 

evidently has committed acrime under section 111 of the Crimes Act AND a man who 

earlier misled Parliament (preventing a select committee of inquiry by claiming the 

Potter J sentencing of the respondent was sub judice when it was not) is noteworthy. 

This is a man who expects to be appointed directly to the Court of Appeal Bench after 

he leaves office - as his two predecessors were. 

11) That the respondent exposed the lawlessness of David Collins's actions on the website 

is the patently obvious reason why Mr Collins has taken this action (at taxpayer 

expense). David Collins has long known everything published regarding Michael 

Stiassny on the websites is true. He also knows many other lawyers are disturbed by
~ 

what Mr Collins has done to the rule of law, and his unconstrained and ruthless use of 

his power. Many are all too willing to provide damning information discreetly, 

particularly since Mr Collins unlawfully ordered the NZ Police raid by 12 Police 

Detectives on the home of the respondent and his family on 21 February 2008. 

Nothing sanitises the Court as much as the light of day and, the irony is, the more Mr 

Collins pursues the Respondent, the more his lawlessness and dirty tricks get exposed 

12) If the Respondent must go to prison to protect essential New Zealand laws from 

ridicule by certain judges, or to expose the next Court of Appeal judicial appointee as 

unfit to hold the judgeship, or to see the formation of an independent body with a true 

mandate and authority to investigate and discipline judges for professional misconduct,
~ 

he will reluctantly go because he has proof this is a widespread and growing problem 

which shows no sign of abating. It is the respondent's solemn hope that, perhaps 

after the third week of his hunger strike in prison this time around, those with authority 

will begin to listen to the audio recording of this hearing before Chisholm and Gendall 

JJ where, as examples, the New Zealand Solicitor General twice stated judicial orders 

that compel a citizen to medical testing or prohibit one race of people from associating 

with another are not unlawful orders, and where the judges claim to be powerless in 

revoking an unlawful injunction - then refuse to clarify what law the respondent has 

supposedly broken after suggesting in open court that he broke the law. 
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13) 	 The contempt application advanced by Solicitor General David Collins was little more 
I 

than a vexatious effort designed to run up costs against the respondent in order to 

deny him access to the Courts and natural justice. Mr Collins made this clear when he 

sent· a memorandum to the judges stating he expected them to assess costs against 

the respondent irrespective of his ability to meet the evidential standard, then claiming 

to have incurred $85,000 (PLUlS GST) in costs well before any court appearance 
I 

(Memorandum dated 16 May 2008, Par. No. 51). This is a shocking abuse of court 

process by the highest ranking lawyer in New Zealand. Moreover, Mr Collins has 

engaged in a pattem of such ab~se. In the preceding six months alone, he twice used 

this same tactic in unsuccessful attempts to bankrupt Dr. Rob Moodie. 

~ 14) This abuse is further demonstrated by the fact that Mr Collins' only witness (Ms. Esther 

Watt) was exposed in the witness box as a new lawyer employee with only a cursory 

involvement. Ominously, while !Ms Watt's sworn affidavit claimed that Mr Siemer had 

breached the gag injunction, her cross-examination revealed (a) she had not read the 

injunction, and (b) she had not even read what she printed off the website. In plain and 

simple terms, she was a shill. 

15) More portentously, Mr Collins certainly understood his application here required two 

judges to pervert several essential laws. The mere fact a man in his vaunted position 

expected two High Court judges to breach fundamental law is as frightening as it is 

telling of what little value Mr Collins places on New Zealand's laws. 

"'-' 

16) That this travesty involved the complicit cooperation of the Judges is firmly evidenced 

by the fact that Their Honours' 33-page sentence did not cite a single published word 

or phrase as being in violation of the injunction, nor did it cite any passage of the 

injunction that was supposedly breached. This is untenable in law and particularly 

inexcusable in this case when one considers: 

a. 	 two judges wrote the decision, 

b. 	 the issue of prison supposedly rests entirely upon removing published words 

words which two experienced judges then left unspecified, 

c. 	 the judges ruled this hearing excluded any other legal or factual considerations 

other than compliance with this injunction they then refused to specifically cite, 

compounding their utter failure to refer to words which supposedly violated it. 
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17) The Respondent submits there are certain and clear reasons for this. In short, 

www.kiwisfirst.co.nz and www.kiwisfirst.com do not violate the injunction of Ellen 

France J a fact that was not lost on the two judges. Their Honours dilemma was, if 

they referred to specific passages from the injunction OR website, it would become 

obvious what they were doing held no merit. Their Honours noticed immediately that 

the words which David Collins claimed breached the injunction most certainly did not. 

Therefore, their Honours despicably avoided the very elements which they ruled 

were the only ones at issue (the injunction terms and specific published words 

that violated this terminology). Instead, they spent most of the judgment ring

fencing legitimate, defences and dealing with issues they claimed were irrelevant. 

""'-' 

18) On the rare occasion Chisholm and Gendall JJ do allude to certain publications such 

as in paragraph [64] when Their Honours' talk of Michael Stiassny perjuring himself 

and his "mis-management and furtive accounting methods" - they are clearly referring 

to publications which do not violate any injunction 

19) That Chisholm and Gendall JJ classified Mr Collins a 'friendly' defence witness, and 

further limited examination questions put to him, unfairly protected him during this 

contempt trial he brought forth. Obviously, the respondent must now seek to have the 

relevant questions asked of the Solicitor General througll Parliament. 

'-. 
20) Chisholm and Gendall JJ's claims (8 July 2008 Judgment of the Court) that Reid v 

New Zealand Trotting Conference, Hunter v Chief Constable of West Midlands and 

High Court Rule 261 lido not support" (Par. 57) revocation of the injunction which was 

demonstrated to be an abuse of process, and that there is lino possible foundation in 

law" (Par. 58) in ruling the injunction unlawful, minimally demonstrated a profound 

ignorance of New Zealand Law by two judges acting together. 

21) The New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990 is an affirmation of the New Zealand 

Government's commitment to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. 

The Respondent is therefore in the process of filing a complaint with the United 

Nations detailing the practical disregard the NZ Courts have for such International 
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Covenants. He has the audio to back it up. This United Nations complaint will be 

lodged before the Courts effect the Respondent's imprisonment. 

22) 	Finally, the related fraud case the Respondent filed in the High Court in January 2008 

(CIV2008 404 0104) was struck out and the court file sealed by order of Rhys Harrison 

J dated 20 March 2008. Again, as has become the custom of the New Zealand Court 

when preventing legitimate legal cases, Harrison J twice refused to allow accurate 

recording of the hearing and then omitted from his strike out summary the fact that 

evidence of fraud had been submitted. His Honour then sealed the file to ensure his 

sanitized summary would be the only thing the public and press could access. 

Harrison J gave no relevant legal grounds for his striking out the fraud claim. Instead, 

His Honour launched a personal attack on the claimant in support of his killing the
"-" 

claim and sealing the evidence. Harrison J is a former lawyer of Mr. Stiassny who has 

unduly intervened to protect Mr. Stiassny from legal accountability before this. 

COSTS 

23) The reckless and vexatious nature of Solicitor General David Collins actions is no more 

obvious than when you look at his costs claims. As mentioned, Mr Collins was 

claiming a month before any hearing to have already incurred around $85,0000 plus 

GST pursuing his application (Par. No. 51 of Solicitor General's Memorandum to 

the Court dated 16 May 2008). When the Respondent pointed out the absurdity of 

such a claim - and his intent to expose it as absurd - David Collins quietly retreats to 
~ 

the still-disproportionate costs figure he submitted on 21 July 2008. With a wink and a 

nod he expects not to be questioned by the Court on this principal discrepancy. 

24) Even at the revised costs, Mr Collins has not supported his fees. He expects the Court 

to largely take his word for it despite being demonstrated to be an untruthful witness, 

one who also previously breached a Court suppression in the W v W Judicial 

Committee (1999) 2 NZLR 1case, which Lester Chisholm J was involved in. Anne 

Hunt of Foxton Beach took the fall for that deliberate indiscretion by David Collins, 

having been found guilty for contempt for writing a book about that case at Mr Collins' 

urging - and after Collins approved the book manuscript. 
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25) Of course, the Court will undoubtedly cast aspersions on these irrefutable facts by 

saying this attempt to imprison a man whose only crime is telling the truth has nothing 

to do with any of these issues. What then could it possibly have to do with? David 

Collins testified under oath that he was forced to file this application for indefinite 

imprisonment because it was the worst case of contempt he had ever seen. 

Chisholm J couldn't even bear to look at the witness Collins because His Honour knew 

Mr Collins was committing perjury as he spoke. Both men knew Mr Collins' own 

egregious breach of Court suppression orders in the case of W v W Judicial Committee 

(1999) 2 NZLR 1was far worse. Both Chisholm J and Mr Collins were directly involved 

in those proceedings and - as a Queen's Counsel and privileged officer of the Court 

Collins' deliberate breach of the High Court's suppression order was blatantly 

'--
disrespectful of orders he had personally sworn an oath to, as well as a particularly 

offensive affront to the Court. Refer to attached affidavit of Anne Hunt dated 26 

July 2008. 

26) To prove the point that these proceedings have nothing to do with a lawful 

judgment issued to prevent defamation, THE RESPONDENT HEREBY MAKES 

THE GOOD FAITH OFFER TO IMMEDIATELY AND PERMANENTLY SHU'" DOWN 

BOTH WEBSITES (kiwisfirst and stiassny.org) in exchange for the agreement of 

this Court that he will be allowed his day in court THIS YEAR on the defamation 

case that Michael Stiassny filed (and which case underpins the gag injunction). 

This must include the legal right of the Respondent to cross-examine his 

accuser Stiassny in the witness box before a jury. The Court can clearly see that 

Stiassny has done nothing to advance his defamation case for more than three""-' 

years, at the same time he has claimed to have spent hundreds of thousands of 

dollars to prevent the respondent from defending this defamation claim. If the 

Respondent has truly defamed Stiassny, this offer to shut down the websites will 

be jumped at by Chisholm and Gendall JJ (and, most of all, applicant David 

Collins) because it accomplishes everything the Court says it wants (and more 

than justice requires). 

Dated this 28th day of July 2008 

Vincent Ross Siemer 
Appellant in person 
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Page 1 of 1WIndows Live Hotmail Print Message 

v\nndOW5 Live ..... 

kiwisfirst.co. nz 
From: ONe Info (info@dnc.org.nz) £)<~Ib~t {t~U
Sent: Thursday, 6 September 2007 12:39:37 p.m. 
To: 'Vince Siemer' (vsiemer@hotmail.com) 

Dear Mr Siemer 

I acknowledge the changes that you have made to the content on 
kiwisfirst.co.nz and thank you for making those for when the site was 
reactivated. 

Crown Law have also acknowledged the changes that you have made. They have 
however, raised one remaining objection. 

Though the fink to the site www.stiassny.org has been removed/ there remains 
a live link to that site at the end of the item "New Zealand Court of Appeal 

-... President caught in crosshairs". They consider that the presence of this 
__ . --.tink means that the site is still in breach of the order. 

I have sought my own legal advice on this matter and my lawyers have 
confirmed that the presence of this link does constitute publication and 
therefore is a breach of the order. 

I'd like to request that you remove this fink in order to make the 
kiwisfirst.co.nz fully compliant with the court order. Please undertake 
this change by lOam tomorrow, Friday 7 September. If the link is not 
removed by this timet steps will be taken to cancel and lock the domain name 
in order to ensure that the website is not breaching a court order. 

Please confirm when you have removed the active link. 

Regards 

Debbie Monahan 
Domain Name Commissioner ThiS is the document marked "· t\......" referred to in 

"

l
the annexed affidavit of .......1ft."..l1~jt.+ ........ . 
········....·····~~~,;···.....·5·t.e.tA..~t':............ . 
worn befor~~e atAuckJand~......{.7... dayof 

.~.(.eh.-.!e.~r...~~ , 

DeputyR~~~eHfgh Coot~\IV 

http://by131w.bay131.maiI.1ive.comlmaillPrintShelLaspx?type=message&cpids=Oc97605e.ed4.~.· 6/09/200~ 

http://by131w.bay131.maiI.1ive.comlmaillPrintShelLaspx?type=message&cpids=Oc97605e.ed4
http:kiwisfirst.co.nz
http:www.stiassny.org
http:kiwisfirst.co.nz
mailto:vsiemer@hotmail.com
http:kiwisfirst.co
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... leaving the obvious inference that his attempt at fee overcharging was 
deliberate and criminal ... another lie ... 

21. 	 And on the kiwisfirst sites under the heading "Fight to protect Bill of Rights 

Ignored by Limited NZ Supreme Court", was posted the following 

passage:6 

... Siemer's differences with Stiassny go back to 2001, when Stiassny 
wrongly attempted to label Siemer's company ... Paragon survived, with 
Stiassny subsequently claiming Siemer's story regarding what happened is 
twisted; that the accounting misrepresentations and misplaced assets were 
simply errors. 

22. 	 Other matel:ial on the kiwisftrst sites that breached the injunction had been 

removed by the appellant prior to the contempt hearing as a result of the 

"'--" 	 intervention of the Domain Names Commissioner.' 

The High Court decision 

23. 	 On 8 May 2008, before the hearing, the appellant made an application for 

the proceeding to be heard by a judge and jury. That application was 

declined by the High Court by way of minute on 29 May 2008. In that 

minute the Court stated that, as s 19A of the Judicature Act 1908 did not 

apply, the proceeding should be heard by a judge alone unless it appeared 

that it could be tried more conveniently by a judge and jury. It was not 

considered that a jury would be more convenient.s 

24. 	 On 12 June 2008, the appellant made an application for the determination 

of his argument that the proceeding was barred by double jeopardy. 
'--, 

25. 	 At the contempt hearing, the appellant repeated his application for trial by 

jury. The Court delivered a ruling on the issue, determining that the matter 

was civil in nature (in reliance on para [9] of Siemer v Stiass'!Y [2008] 1 NZLR 

150 (CA» and thus the earlier minute would stand.9 

26. 	 The double jeopardy application was dealt with by the Court in its 

substantive judgment of 8 July 2008. It rejected the appellant's argument, 

On the site since 13 August 2007, affidavit ofEW, exhibit 0, eOA, vol 1, pg 230, and still there as at date of 
the High Court application, affidavit of EW, exhibit ce, eOA, vol 1) pg 371. 

Affidavit ofEW, exhibits T-W, Y and Z, COA, vol 1, pgs 281, 282,285,291,322 & 323 respectively. 

Solicitor-Gel/era! 11 Siemer High Court, Auckland, CIv 2008-409-472, 29 May 2008, Minute of Gcndall & 
Chisholm JJ, COA, vol 2, pg 491. 

Solicitor-Genera! 11 Sit!1l1er High Court, Auckland, CIV 2008-404-472, 16 June 2008, Ruling (No 2) of Chisholm 
& Gendall JJ, COA, vol 2, pg 768. 
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Vector achieved an unrealized $500 million gain on the acquisition he orchestrated of gas utility company NGC in 2005 and gave a 
speech in October 2005 to the N Z Institute of Directors where he claimed to have grown the company from a one billion dollar 
company to one worth five billion dollars in three years time. Siemer uncovered Vector's own internal assessment at the time placec 
the likely benefit from the NGC acquisition at a mere $6 million, roughly 1 % of the acquisition cost. 

The appeal states the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990 guarantees the right to warn the public in relation to what Siemer knows 
about Stiassny's accounting practices. He has now forced the issue with New Zealand's highest court that, having earlier provided 
sufficient evidence to the Appellate Court in support of his claims ofgross misconduct by Stiassny, the Court failed its legal 
obligation to revoke the injunction. Consequently, he says he is no longer obliged to comply with what is an unlawful restriction to 
freedom of expression. 

Vector is 75.1 % owned by the Auckland Energy Consumer Trust, with 24.90/0 publicly traded on the NZX share market. There is 
little regulation in New Zealand governing traded shares. Ownership of 750/0 is significant, constituting a 'super-majority' that seven 
limits the legal rights of minority shareholders. 

In July 2006 the Commerce Commission signaled its intent to take over Vector due to repeated overcharging, in breach of the Fair 
Trading Act. A settlement was reached four months later. In December 2006, the three independent directors Greg Muir, Tony Gir 
and John Goulter resigned en-masse, saying they have had ongoing concerns with the governance of the company and the leadershi] 
of chairman Michael Stiassny. In May 2007 the Chief Financial Officer Peter Fredricson also unexpectedly resigned. 

Stiassny, an insolvency practitioner by trade, wields considerable power in the small New Zealand business community. Siemer's 
differences with Stiassny go back to 2001, when Stiassny wrongly attempted to label Siemer's company [SENTENCE BLOCKED 
BY ORDER OF NZ SOLICITOR GENERAL - EMAIL HIM d3Yid.cQUims(iil~rQ~vlll~w.gQyt.llz; TO ASK WHY] Paragon 
survived, with Stiassny subsequently claiming Siemer's story regarding what happened is twisted; that the accounting 
misrepresentations and misplaced assets were simply errors. Others have subsequently approached Siemer with further evidence of 
Stiassny's mismanagement and furtive accounting methods. 

Stiassny filed a $1.2 million defamation lawsuit in the High Court against Siemer in April 2005 claiming Siemer is engaged in a 
malicious personal vendetta against him, but has taken no apparent action in the more than two years since to advance his lawsuit. 

Complicating the matter for Siemer is the factthat Hugh Fletcher, husband of the Supreme Court Chief Justice Sian Elias, was ~ 
recently appointed director of Vector Energy. Some would say it is a small world - nowhere more proven than the incestuous boarM"' 
rooms that rule the business (and Court) roost in New Zealand. # front -(;.
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