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Form 11 
Rule 5.03 

Respondent’s genuine steps statement 

No. NSD 951 of 2025 
Federal Court of Australia 

District Registry: NSW 

Division: Human Rights 

Joseph Toltz and others

Applicants 

John Keane and another

Respondents 

The Second Respondent disagrees in part with the Applicant’s genuine steps statement filed in 

this proceeding, in the following respects:  

1. The Second Respondent agrees that on about 31 October 2024, the Applicants lodged 

with the Australian Human Rights Commission a complaint under sections 46P and 

46PB of the Australian Human Rights Commission Act 1986 (Cth) against the 

Respondents alleging unlawful discrimination (AHRC Complaint). 

2. On 7 April 2025, the delegate of the President of the Australian Human Rights 

Commission (the Delegate) confirmed to the Second Respondent that the First 

Respondent's position remained that there was no reasonable prospect of the matters 

being settled by conciliation, and invited the Australian Human Rights Commission to 

terminate the complaint.  

3. On 9 April 2025, the Second Respondent informed the Delegate that it was willing to 

participate in a conciliation process to seek to resolve this matter on a without prejudice 

basis, but given the position of the First Respondent, the Second Respondent formed 

the view that there may be little utility in conducting such a process. 

4. The Second Respondent agrees that on 14 April 2025, the Delegate terminated the 

AHRC Complaint under section 46PH(1B)(b) of the Australian Human Rights 
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Commission Act 1986 (Cth), on the ground that there was no reasonable prospect of the 

matter being settled by conciliation.  

Date: 27 June 2025 

Signed by Stephen Woodbury 
Lawyer for the Second Respondent 


