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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA AT MELBOURNE 

COURT OF APPEAL 

CIVIL DIVISION 

 

S EAPCI 2025 0023 

 

UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE 

 

Applicant 

and 

 

 

MAGISTRATES’ COURT OF VICTORIA 

 

ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF VICTORIA 

First Respondent  

 

Second Respondent 

 

SECOND RESPONDENT’S SUBMISSIONS ON APPLICATION FOR 

ADJOURNMENT 

Date of Document:  22 May 2026 Solicitors Code: 7977 

Filed on behalf of the Second Respondent  Telephone: 9375 5524 

Prepared by: Victorian Government Solicitor Ref: 2501094 

Victorian Government Solicitor's Office Attn: Alec Miguel 

Level 25, 121 Exhibition Street Email: alec.miguel@vgso.vic.gov.au 

Melbourne VIC 3000  

 

1. The application for leave to appeal in this matter is listed for hearing on 3 June 2026. It 

was previously listed for hearing on 2 December 2025, but was adjourned on account of 

medical evidence provided by the Applicant.  

2. By application dated 13 May 2026, the Applicant seeks, among other orders, an order that 

the hearing be further adjourned “pending a decision by the referred judge(s)” in 14 

separate proposed electronic filings with the Supreme Court Registry. The details of those 

separate filings are contained in an Affidavit of Uncle Robie Thorpe dated 13 May 2026. 

3. The Attorney-General opposes the application for adjournment. The Applicant has not 

identified how the matters that are the subject of the proposed electronic filings are 

matters that ought be determined at the same time as the present application for leave to 

appeal. How those proposed filings are dealt with is a matter for the Prothonotary and 
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have no bearing on the Court of Appeal’s conduct of the present application for leave to 

appeal. 

4. The Applicant has also not identified any prejudice that may arise if the hearing of this

application proceeds on 3 June 2026, regardless of the status of the other proposed filings.

It would not be efficient, cost-effective or otherwise in the interests of justice for the

present application to be adjourned to accommodate other proposed filings that may or

may not be accepted in circumstances where the present application is ready to be heard

and determined (and has already been adjourned once before).

5. The Second Respondent will, if necessary, address the other orders sought by the

Applicant, including the proposed disqualification of certain members of the Court of

Appeal, at the hearing.

Liam Brown 

Sam Crock 




