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REPLY

1 In response to the Further Amended Defence filed on 19 June 2026 +7AprH2025-(Further

Amended Defence), the Plaintiff says as follows and otherwise joins issue with the Further

Amended Defence save for any admissions therein.

The Bet Contracts

2 In answer to paragraph 20 of the Further Amended Defence, the Plaintiff:

(a) repeats paragraphs 18 to 21 of the Second Further Amended Statement of Claim
(2FASOC);
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(e) otherwise denies paragraph 20.

As to paragraph 21 of the Further Amended Defence, the Plaintiff:

(a) repeats paragraph 2 above; and
(b) otherwise denies paragraph 21.

As to paragraph 29A of the Further Amended Defence, the Plaintiff:

(a) says that the law which has the closest connection to Sportsbet’s obligation to make

restitution to the Plaintiff is not the law of the Northern Territory;

(b) says that if (which is denied) any claim for breach of contract and restitution is statute
barred by the operation of section 12(1)(a) of the Limitation Act 1981 (NT) (NT
Limitation Act) then:

(1)  this proceeding is, for the purpose of section 43 of the NT Limitation Act, for

relief from the consequences of a mistake;
(1) the time at which:
(A) the Plaintiff in fact discovered the mistake was in or about July 2024;

(B) the time at which the Plaintiff could, with reasonable diligence, have

discovered the mistake was in or about July 2024;
(i) accordingly:
(A) the period of limitation was postponed until in or about July 2024; and

(B) no part of the claim is statue barred.



(c) further or in the alternative to (b), says that if (which is denied) any claim for breach
of contract and restitution is statute barred by the operation of section 12(1)(a) of the

NT Limitation Act then:

(1) the time at which the plaintiff discovered the facts material to this case in or

about July 2024;

(i1) the Plaintiff commenced proceedings within 12 months after the ascertainment

of those facts;
(iii) the period of limitation was postponed until in, or about, July 2024; and

(iv) accordingly, the limitation period is extended pursuant to section 44 of the NT

Limitation Act.

(d) otherwise denies paragraph 29A.

5 As to paragraph 36 of the Further Amended Defence, the Plaintiff:

(a) says that if, which is denied, the Court finds that there has been good consideration
provided by Sportsbet, or further or alternatively, there has been a change of position
to Sportsbet’s detriment, allowing the defence pleaded at paragraph 36 of the Defence

would:
(1)  be contrary to the proper construction of section 15(2A) of the IGA; and

(1)) undermine the coherence of the law;
(b) otherwise denies paragraph 36.

6 As to paragraph 36A of the Further Amended Defence, the Plaintiff:

(a) repeats paragraph 5(a) above; and
(b) otherwise denies paragraph 36A.
DEFENCE TO COUNTERCLAIM
7 As to paragraph 41 of the Counterclaim, the Plaintiff:
(a) repeats paragraph 5(a) above; and

(b) otherwise denies paragraph 41.
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