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Corrigendum
Please note an error in the case and comment on Thomas v Mowbray by Dr Greg Martin, published in
Volume 32 No 2 of this Journal. On page 119, the sentence containing footnotes 33 and 34 should read:
“Not least, it gives exceptional leeway to government in determining what matters related to defence,
such that laws ostensibly aimed at combating terrorism – justified under a heightened state of alert – now
legitimate – in the name of security – unprecedented levels of state intrusion, surveillance and secrecy.”
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