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Form 59
Rule 29.02(1)

Affidavit

No VID589 of 2024
Federal Court of Australia

District Registry: Victoria
Division: Human Rights / Other Federal Jurisdiction

Uncle Robbie Thorpe
Applicant

Judicial Registrar Alicia Dutton
Respondent

Affidavit of:  Uncle Robbie Thorpe

Address: Camp Sovereignty, “Kings Domain”, Melbourne VIC 3004.
Occupation:  Truth-Teller Fire-Keeper and Elder.

Date: 4 October 2024

I, Uncle Robbie Thorpe, Truth-Teller Fire-Keeper and Elder, of Camp Sovereignty, “Kings
Domain” near “Government House” and Shrine of Remembrance, affirm:

1. Now produced and shown to me and marked Annexure “URT 1" is a true copy of my
email to Acting Senior Registrar Sim and Director Clark at Magistrates’ Court of
Victoria (cc to Parliament of Australia Senate Inquiry into Genocide Biil) on Tuesday 1
October 2024 requesting confirmation of referral to a Magistrate of the Aboriginal
Genocide charge sheet against Attorney-General Mark Dreyfus.

2. No response has been received to date.

Affirmed by the deponent = %
at Collingwood ) e A A
)

in Victoria
on 4 October 2024 )
T er L
Before me: Rebecca Courtier
Senior Registrar

] i L Justing Coantre
’ Neighbourhood Justioa Cer
\J\F‘Q/ 241gWe|iingtgn' Straet, Uofingwood 3066

Filed on behalf of Uncle Robbie Thorpe, applicant.
Prepared by Uncle Robbie Thorpe.

Mobile 0422 200 696

Email bunjilsfire@gmail.com




Address for service: Camp Sovereignty, “Kings Domain”, Melbourne VIC 3004 Australia
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Rule 29.02(1)
Annexure to Affidavit
No VID589 of 2024
Federal Court of Australia

District Registry: Victoria

Division: Human Rights / Other Federal Jurisdiction

Uncle Robbie Thorpe
Applicant

Judicial Registrar Alicia Dutton
Respondent

Annexure “URT 1”

This is the true copy of the email on 1 October 2024 marked Annexure “URT 1” referred

to in paragraph 1 of the affidavit of Uncle Robbie Thorpe affirmed # October 2024.
JRTR

Filed on behalf of Uncle Robbie Thorpe, applicant.

Prepared by Uncle Robbie Thorpe.

Mobile 0422 200 696

Email bunjilsfire@gmail.com

Address for service: Camp Sovereignty, “Kings Domain”, Melbourne VIC 3004



From: Robbie Thorpe <bunjilsfire@gmail.com>

Date: Tue, 1 Oct 2024 at 12:40

Subject: Referral to Magistrate— MARK ALFRED DREYFUS Aboriginal Genocide Charge 24 July 2024
To: <MCVLegalPolicyUnit@courts.vic.gov.au>, <respondentmcviegalpolicyunit@courts.vic.gov.au>, MMC
Leadership Group (CSV) <mmcleadershipgroup@couris.vic.gov.au>

Cc: Legal and Constitutional, Committee (SEN) <LegCon.Sen@aph.gov.au>, Robbie Thorpe
<bunjilsfire@gmail.com>

Tuesday 1 October 2024 at 12.40 pm
TO:

Kate Clark

Acting Executive Director of People and Innovation
Director of Legal Policy

Magistrates' Court of Victoria

Level 11, 181 William St

Melbourne VICTORIA 3000

MCVL egalPolicyUnit@courts. vic.gov.au
Respondentmeviegalpolicyunit@courts.vic.gov.au

AND TO:

Acting Senior Registrar Eleancr Sim,
Melbourne Magistrates Court Leadership Group

Copy to Chair Senator Nita Green via Sophie Dunstone, Secretary, Legal and Constitutiona) Affairs
Legislation Committee, The Senate, Parliament of Australia for distribution to all Senators.

Referral to Magistrate—~ MARK ALFRED DREYFUS Aboriginal Genocide Charge 24 July 2024

Two weeks ago | requested this charge-sheet be referred to a Magistrate as set out in the email reproduced
below and received by you all the same day, Wednesday 16 September 2024.

Please acknowledge by return email today receipt of this request and confirm that a Magistrate has
received the referral.

The Supreme Court of Victoria and the Court of Appeal roufinely respond by email to such requests for
referral within a few days and their emails confirm both the receipt of the request for referral and the
making of the referral.

Thanks,

Uncle Robbie Thorpe*
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY
"Kiﬁgs Bamaiﬁn
“Melboume-VHE-3004°

. trali

* hitps/iwww.commonground.org.su/article/guide-for-respectfully-communicating-with-elders

The plaintiff is to be addressed in the proceeding as ‘Uncle Robbie Thorpe’ or ‘Uncle Robbie', and the title of the p ding is ded lingly.
Order of the Honourable Justice Richards made 19 July 2024, date authenticated 22 July 2024, in the proceedings

Uncle Robbie Thorpe v Magistrates Court of Victoria & Attorney-General of Victoria, in the

Supreme Coun of Victoria, S ECI 2024 01011,

htips:/fcrimescencanstralia com/wp-content/uploads/Oriers-Jud ge-Richards-22.7.24 pdf



From: Robbie Thorpe <bunjilsfire@gmail.com>

Date: Wed, 18 Sept 2024 at 15:20

Subject: MARK ALFRED DREYFUS Aboriginal Genocide Charge 24 July 2024

To: MMC Leadership Group (CSV) <mmgleadershipgroup@courts.vic.gov.au>

Cc: <MCVLegalPolicyUnit@courts.vic.gov.au>, Legal and Constitutional, Committee (SEN)
<LegCon.Sen@aph.gov.au>

Wednesday 18 September 2024 at 3.20 pm

Acting Senior Registrar Eleanor Sim
Melbourne Magistrates’ Court

Copy to:

-- Chair Senator Nita Green via Sophie Dunsione, Secretary, Legal and Constitutional Affairs Legislation Committee
The Senate, Parliament of Australia for distribution to all Senators.

- Kate Parker, Director, Magistrates Court of Victeria Legal Policy Unit, Courts Victoria for distribution to Courts
Council members.

Registrar,

Please note the link at the foot of my email to Senior Registrar Dalton on 24 July 2024 (reproduced below as part of
your email to me on 6 September 2024) *hitps://www.commonground.org.au/article/guids-for-respectfully-
communicating-with-elders. For the avoidance of doubt | specifically ask that you please address me in future
correspondsnce as Uncle Robbie or Uncle Robbie Thorpse.

On Friday 6 September 2024 you refused to issue the atiached charge sheet and summons-- see your email tome
reproduced below.

| now hereby request that you, Acting Senior Registrar Eleanor Sim, please forthwith refer this email and the
attached genocide charge sheet and summons against Mark Alfred Dreyius fo a Magistrate for a direction that th
registrar accept the document for fiting under ruie 9(3) of the Mag:strates Court Authentication and Electmnlc

Transmission Rules hitps://content legislation.vic.

Note that the Supreme Court of Victoria (including the Court of Appeal) accepts such a referral to a judicial officer br
a simple email request such as this to the Prothonotary {or Registrar of Court of Appeal).

Note that under Article 17 of the Statule of the International Criminal Court - Schedule 1 fo the International
Criminal Court Act 2002 (C'th}-- the Prosecutor of the International Criminal Court has jurisdiction to charge and
prosecute Australians for Aboriginal Genccide if if Australia is unwilling or unable 1o prosecute. Note too that there is
no immunity for Mark Alfred Dreyfus. Nor for any court officer deemed complicit in Aboriginal genocide.

A copy of this letter will be provided to your naticnail parliament's current Senate Inquiry into the Attomey-General's
fiat. Please note the evidence of CAMP SOVEREIGNTY to this inquiry~

(i) submission 86, 26 July 2024

(ii) oral evidence, 30 July 2024
https:ifwww.youtube. comiwatch?v=2MTXG5KwwXs

{iii) 86.1 supplementary to submission, 9 August 2024

https:/www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Senate/Legal_and_Constitutional _Affairs/
GCAHWC2024/Submissi

(iv) answers to written questlons on notlce 5 September 2024-- "Additional Documents... 3"

hitps:/fiwww.aph.gov.au

To the Magistrate
Request for referral to a High Court justice for consideration of Tayior v Attomey-General (Cth) [2019] HCA 30 if

required including if necessary by way of referral to the Supreme Court.



1. The information and summons accuses the Attorney General of "Australia”, Mark Dreyfus, of the crime of
Aboriginal genocide, contrary to 5.268.5 of the Criminal Code (Cth).

2. I would ask that the matter be referred to the High Court of "Australia” for consideration of the
constitutional validity of Taylor v Attorney-General (Cth) [2019] HCA 30 as | would seek leave to argue
that 5.268.121(2) is bayend the legislative power of the Parliament of "the Commonwealth of Australia”.

3. Specifically the Constitutionat arguments outlined below include;

i) that the Genocide Convention and Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court
['ICC™] and the mirror provisions in domestic legislation do not recognize of the head of state
sovereign immunity from prosecution with respect to the offence of genocide.

ii) that the Genocide Convention and Rome Statute of the ICC and the mirror
provisions in domestic legislation do not recognize any practical or temporal immunity from
prosecution with respect to the offence of genocide.

jif) the legislative power of “the Commonwealth of Australia” to implement Austraiia’s
domestic cbligations under the Genocide Convention and the Rome Statute of the ICC, does
not confer a legislative power to create or maintain any head of state sovereign immunity, or
practical or temporal immunity from prosecution, of any person, including the sovereign and the
Attornay General.

iv) the purported requirement in s.268.121(2) that prosecutions must only be instituted
in the name of the Attorney General is beyond the legislative power of the Commonweaith in
that this provision creates a practical or temporal immunity from prosecution for the Attorney
General, and thus is contrary to Australia’s international obligations under the Genocide
Convention and the Rome Statute of the ICC.

1

v) Article IV of the Genocide Convention providesgz

Articls IV

Persons committing genocide or any of the other acts enumerated in article [Il shall be punished, whether they are

constitutionally responsible rulers, public officials or private individuals.

vi) Article 27 of the Rome Statuta of the ICC provides:
Article 27 Irrelevance of official capacity
1. This Statute shall apply equally to all persons without any distinction based on officisl capacity. In particular,
official capacity as a Head of State or Government, a member of a Govemment or parliament, an elected
representative or a government official shali in no case exempt a person from criminal responsibility under this
Statuts, nor shall it, in and of ilself, constitute a ground for reduction of sentence.
2. Immunities or special procedural rules which may attach to the official capacity of a person, whether under
national or intemational law, shall not bar the Court from exercising its jurisdiction over such a person.

vii} The Constitutional requirement for maintenance of the primacy of domestic
jurisdiction requires the ability to prosecute both the Head of State and the Attomey General.
viii) The altemative scenario would entertain a prospect of a scenario where the ICC

could issue arrest warrants for the Head of State or the Attorey General due to an
unwillingness or inability for them to be prosecuted domestically.

4. In NZYQ v Minister for Immigration, Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs [2023] HCA 37 at 17 the High
Court found that a longstanding authority should be reopened to consider the Constitutional validity of the
legislation in question:*The weight of the consideration of continuity and consistency in the application of
constitutional principle ultimately compels the conclusion that leave to reopen the constitutional holding in
Al-Kateb should be granted.”

5. In Taylor v Attorney-General {Cth) [2019] HCA 30 the Constitutionat validity of the implication of
$.268.121(2) that it exhibited a contrary intention for the purpose of s 13 of the Crimes Act such that a
private prosecution was not available, was not challenged or considered.

6. | am raising this constitutional argument and request that it be referred to the High Court for
consideration.

7. Under 5.268.122(3) of the Criminal Code — the schedule to the Criminal Code Act 1995— only the High
Court has jurisdiction to hear disputes relating to the powers and procedures under s.268.121.

268.122 Atltorney - General's decisions in relation fc consents to be final

(1) Subject to any junsdiction of the High Court under the Constitution, a decision by the Attorney - General to give,
or fo refuse to give, a consent under section 268.121:

(a} is final; and

({b) must not be challenged, appealed against, reviewed, quashed or called in question; and

{c) is not subject to prohibition, mandamus, injunction, declaration or certiorari.

(3) Any jurisdiction of the High Court referred to in subsection (1) is exclusive of the jurisdiction of any other court.

Background.
8. The Applicant sought under s.268 of the Cniminal Code for the Court to issue a information and summons
for the offence of genocide by imposing destructive conditions of life on Aboriginal Peoples (s 268.5)



9. Insofar as the Court is bound by the requirement that consent of the Attomey Geneéral may be required
because of 5.268.121 Criminal Code and the authority of Tayior v Attorney-General (Cth) [2019) HCA 30,
that section is Constitutionally invalid as it exceeds the legislative powers of the Commonwealth and
hence is conslitutionally invalid. In NZYQ v Ministar for Immigration, Citizenship and Multicultura! Affairs
[2023) HCA 37 at 17 the High Court found that a longstanding authority should be reopened to consider
the Constitutional validity of the legislation in question.

10. This is because the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, requires
that the Court not be deprived of the jurisdiction over matters by the imposition of complete and arbitrary
discretion to not prosecute and hence not prevent or punish the crime of genocide. In short, universal
standing is required to give effect to universal jurisdiction in order that matters are not prevented from
reaching the court.

1. Taylor v Attomey-General (Cth) [2019] HCA 30 did not deal with the constitutional jurisdiction of the High
Court preserved by 5.268.122. Neither was the Constitutional invalidity of 5.268.121(2) of the Criminal
Code raised in argument by the parties or considered by the High Caurt.

12. Substantively the power to legislate Division 268 Subdivision B regarding the Crime of Genocide relias
on the external affairs power of the Commonwealth and that requires that the legislation not be contrary
to the requirements of the Genocide Convention and the Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court.

13. By the intention of the Criminal Code, Division 268 requires that the domestic courts have primacy of
jurisdiction and the ICC jurisdiction is complementary to that. However the imposition of complete
discretionary power in the AG to suppress legitimate matters from reaching the Court conflicts with the
requirements of both treaties, and conflicls with the separation of powers doctrine under the Constitution.

14. Accordingly it is submitled that Tayfor v Attomey-General (Cth) {2018] HCA 30 is distinguishabie and
does not apply to the original jurisdiction of the High Court under s.268.122 of the Criminal Code.

15. This requires the effect of 5.268.121 to be read down to comply with the Constitution, as per 5.15A of the
Acts Interpretation Act 1801.

16. Article 1 of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide states[il

Article | The Contracting Parties confirm that genocide, whether committed in time of peace or in time of war, is a
cnime under intemational law which they undertake to prevent and to punish.
17. The primary obligation therefore under the Genacide Convention is the prevention of genocide, and
whers this has failed, the punishment of it.
18. The Crime of Genocide is also codified as a prohibition in Article 6 of the Rome Statute of the

3]

International Criminal Court.”_"
19. It is to be noted that Article Il} of the Genocide Convention provndes[ ]:
Article 1/
The following acts shall be punishable:
{a) Genocide;
{b) Conspiracy to commit genocide;
{c) Direct and public incitement to commit genocide;
{d) Attempt to commit genocide;
{e) Complicity in genocide.

20. Saul writes about this group nature of the crimes of genocide as follows[ ]
ﬁmﬁgby_&ngmls_agmunﬂlgmm&m perpetrated by one group agalnst another, ...

2re 3 ed actions y_nummmpte_wﬂzm_gmuuygms_t
MMQ_MIELMAH&EEMMM&M

Saul writes that in Musema ICTR (27 January 2000) at 62;
“The Chamber held that ‘an accused is liable for complicity in genocide if he [sic] knowingly and voluntarily aided

or abefted or instigated one or more persons in the commission of genocide, while knowing that such a
person or persons were commilting genocide, even though the accused himself did not have the specific intent to
destroy, in whole or in part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious group as such": 7183.

21. The prohibition of genacide is rendered at nought in the present situation when the Attorney General as
effectively the singuiar person who may initiate prosecutions, or refuse to prosecute, the crime of
genocide.

22. In this way 5.268.121 purports to render nugatory the jurisdiction to prosecute, because it can be and has
been used by the present Attomey General to aid and abet genocide against Aboriginal people by
ensuring that acts of genocide are not prosecuted.

23. Australia's international obligation to take necessary steps for the prevention and punishment of the
crime of genccide against Aboriginal Peoples is being violated by the inaction of the Attoney General.

24. It is for reason of the prevention and punishment of the crime of genocide that this private prosecution is
brought.

Broad and literal standina to brina this private prosecution



25. The purported effect of 5.268.121(2) of the Criminal Code (Cth) exceeds the legislative power of the
Commonwealth under the external affairs power s.51(xxix) of the Constitution, by violating the
fundamentally juridical character of the punishment of the crime of genocide including its ancillary of
direct and public incitement to genocide.

26. There is a Constitutional requirement that the Chapter Il Courts not be effectively denied jurisdiction by
the means of political filtering of matters which is the politicization of the prosecutorial function, without
judicial oversight. This would be impossibie to avoid In the case where only a single individuat has
complete control over prosecution.

27. The Genocide Convention has at its heart the need to protect usually minority groups, from elimination.

Such groups are regularly disempowered and hence are prevented from bringing matters of genocide to

the Court which affect them directly, in the absencs of standing to do so. This defeats the purposes of the

obligation to both prevent, and punish, the crime of genocide and complicity in genocide.

Broad and liberal standing to bring such prosecutions against genocide, is essential in order to prevent

the crime of genocide - the first and foremast obligation under Article 1 of the Genocide Convention.

28. Limiting standing to a single individual suppresses the law and promotes impunity, even if that single
individual is the Attomey General.

30. If the AG were to be the only parson in the known universe who could initiate or prosecute or consent o
a charge for the Division 268 crime of genocide, then the obligation to prevent genocide, and the
prohibition of genocide would be strictly a political discretion rather than a universal jus cogens
peremptory norm,

31. The capacity of private prosecutors to bring cases of genocide to the Court, in the first instance is
essential to maintain the jurisdiction of the Chapter lil courts inciuding the Magistrate’s Court.

32. The High Court's original (under s.30 of the Judiciary Act 1903) and appellate jurisdiction over the crime
of genocide in Division 268 and related offences of complicity in genccide, would be rendered nugatory
by the investiture in the singular person of the AG the control and filtering power to prevent any and all
such matters reaching the Courts including the Magistrate's Court.

33. In such circumstances the jurisdiction of the High Court over the crime of genocide would be rendered
futile if it were subject to a veto by the AG through the withholding of consent. The universal jurisdiction oi
the prohibition on the crime of genocide and obligation to punish it, is neutered through parsing all
‘matters’ of genocide through the bottleneck of the absolute discretion of one man or woman in the
position of Attorney General.

34. The prevention, and punishment of the crime of Genocide is at its root the very basis of the judicial
power, for without it there is no society to speak of.

35. The High Court retains an incident of the judicial power to prevent genocide and to punish it however it
requires that there be no unnatural or unlawful prevention of lagal “matters” conceming genocide, coming
before the Court.

36. The jurisdiction of the High Court and the State Courts over genocide would be jurisdictions without

subject matter, if that subject matter is excluded at the outset by the AG retaining unreviewable and

complete discretion over prosecutions.

It is the intention and requirement of the Genocide Convention that there be access to the courls for the

victims of crime of genocide, including through actions taken by other members of the community for the

benefit of victims of genocide, including the deceased.

38. The powers of the DPP and AG to take over any or all of such matters is clearly there to ensure there is
no abuse of process.

38. Article V of the Convention requires that legislation enacted to implement the obligations under the
Convention, must in accordance with the Canstitution of the State Party, give effect to the provisions of
the Convention:

2

3

~

Article V The Contracting Parties undertake to enact, in accordance with their respective Constitutions, the
necessary legislation to give effect to the provisions of the present Convention, and, in particular, to provide effective
penailties for persons guilty of genocide or any of the other acts enumerated in article I,
40. To give effect to this Treaty based prohibition on genocide, requires effective access to justice. Section
Sl{xxix) of the Commonwealth Constitution, as interpreted in Commonwealth v Tasmania (1983) 158 CLR
1 ("The Tasmanian Dam Case"), requires that the implementing legislation should not be contrary in its

effect to the requirsments of the Treaty being implementedls]

41. 5 5.15A of the Act Interpretation Act 1901. That section provides:

Construction of Acts to be subject to Constitution
Every Act shall be read and construed subject to the Constitution, and so as not to excesd the legisiative power of
the Commonwealth, to the intent that where any enactment therecf would, but for this section, have been construed
as being in excess of that power, it shall nevertheless be a valid enactment to the extent to which it is not in excess
of that power.
42. Itis also the intent of the Criminal Code as a whole that Australia retains in all cases primary jurisdiction
to prosecute. The then Attorney General Mr Williams in the second reading speech introducing Division
268 into the Criminal Code said that the jurisdiction of the Court was intended 1o be the primary

7l

jurisdiction for the prosecution of such offences



A fundamental element of the international Criminai Court statute is its recognition that it is the primary duty of every
state to exercise its national criminal jurisdiction over these crimes.

The Intemational Criminal Court (Consequential Amendments) Bill makes every crime under the Intemational
Criminal Court statute also a crime under Australian faw.
In addition, if the amendments to the Criminal Code contained in the International Criminal Court (Consequential
Amendments} Bill 2002 are enacted, Australia will have primary jurisdictional coverage over all the crimes within the
jurisdiction of the ICC, wherever committed.
This would enable Australia to take full advantage of the principle of complementarity in the ICC statute, under which
Australia retains primacy of jurisdiction in cases in which we are willing and able to investigate and prosecuts.
Conclusion

43. Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, and incitement or complicity in genocids, is an obligation erga

omnes including from Article 1 of the Genocide Convention, and codified as a prohibition in Article 6 of

the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Cour@ The primacy of jurisdiction of the Chapter 1ll
courts, including the State Courls exercising Commonwealth Jurisdiction over this crime, in order to have
any meaning, requires that private prosecutions be issued

44, Therefore | request the matter to be referred to the High Court for consideration of the constitutional
questions.

[S] Saui (supra), 2000 Sydney Law Review 24 The Intemnational Crime of Genocide in Australian Law at 559-560
and citing Prosecutor v Rutaganda ICTR (6 December 1999) at 75

[€] Saul (supra) at footnote 18 notes * There is no Commonwealth general constitutional head of power to enact
criminal laws, so criminal law is primarily the concem of the states. Commonwealth criminal laws must be justified
under other heads of power: see David Brown, David Farrier, David Neal & David Weisbrot, Criminal Laws (1990) at
8"

[7) http://parinfo.aph, idisplay.wip.db=CHAMBER;id=chamber%2Fhansardr%2F2002-
06-25%2F0058;qu: b 158 064%

Thanks,

Uncle Robbie Thorpe*
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY
ings D i

The plaintiff is to be addressed in the proceeding as “Uncle Robbie Thorpe’ or *Uncie Robbie', and the title of the proceeding is amended accordingly
Order of the Honourzble Justice Richards mads §9 July 2024, date suthenticated 22 July 2024, in the proccedings

Unele Robbie Thorpe v Magistrutes Court of Victoria & Altorney-Generul of Victoria. in the

Supreme Count of Victeria, § ECI 2024 01061,

" fOrders-Judge-Richards-22.7,24.pdf

+ereemee- Forwarded message
From: MMC Leadership Group (CSV) <mmcleadershipgroup@courts.vic.gov.au>
Date: Fri, 6 Sept 2024 at 08:48

Subject: RE: Charge Sheet and Summons, Mark Alired Dreyfus, 24.7.24

To: Robbie Thorpe <bunjilsfire@gmait.com>



Dear Mr Thorpe,

The court has received your documents in the form of a charge sheet and summons. You have
requested that the court issue the proceeding.

Under section 268.121 of the Criminal Code, a proceeding for an offence under section 268.5 cannot
be commenced without the Attorney-General’s written consent. Additionally, it may only be prosecuted
in the name of the Attorney-General.

in the circumstances the issue of the proceeding would be an abuse of process and is therefore

retumned unissued.
Eleanor Sim
Acting Senior Registrar | Registrar
Melbourne Magistrates’ Court
(s P: (03) 9087 6111

E: eleanor.sim@courts.vic,gov.au
A: 233 Wiltiam St, Melbourne 3000 | GPO Box 882, Melboume 3000

From: Robbie Thorpe <bunjilsfire @gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2024 12:22 PM

To: MMC Leadership Group (CSV} <mmcleadershipgroup@courts.vic,gov.au>; MCV-LegalPolicyUnit {CSV)
<MCViegalPolicyUnit@courts.vic.gov.au>; CSV-MCV-MMC Criminai Court Coordinatars (CSV)
<griminalcoordinator@courts.vic.gov.au>

Subject: Charge Sheet and Summons, Mark Alfred Dreyfus, 24.7.24

Wednesday 24 July 2024 at 12.20pm

Matt Dalton

Senior Registrar

Melbourne Magistrates Court

copy to Magistrates Court of Victoria Legal Policy Unit

Please file and issue the attached charge sheet and summons {o Mark Alfred Dreyfus.
Thanks,

Uncle Robbie Thorpe*

CAMP SOVEREIGNTY

"Kings Domain”
Melbourne VIC 3004

*https:/fwww.commonground.org.auw/adicle/guide-for-respectiully-communicating-with-elders

Genocide Charge Sheet and Summons, MAR... {161K) x



Magistrates' Court Criminal Procedure Rules 2019
SR.No. 1432019 52
Form 3—Charge-sheet and summons

Form 3 —Charge-sheet and summons

Rule 13(c)
CHARGE-SHEET AND SUMMONS
Details of accused
Name: Mark Alfred DREYFUS
Gender: Male
Date of birth: 3 October 1956
Address: 566 Main St, Mordialloc, VIC 3195
Mobile phone number: not known— landline 03 9580 4651
Email address: mark dreyfus.mp@aph.gov.au, attorney @ag.gov.au

Registration number of vehicle: — State registered: Victora

Driver licence number; — State issued: Victoria
To the accused:
You have been charged with an offence.
Read these pages to see what you must do.
Details of the charge against you
1. What is the charge?
Between 2007 and 24 July 2024 Mark Dreyfus committed the offence of deliberately inflicting
conditions of life on We First Peoples that are intended to bring about the physical destruction of
We First Peoples with the intent to destroy We First Peoples in whole or in part contrary to s.268.5
of the Criminal Code Act 1995 (Cth).

[Description of offence)

(i) Since 2007 you have deliberately and wilfully failed and refused to recognise the unceded
Sovereignty of We First Peoples.

10



(3i) Since 2007 you have deliberately failed and refused to seek Our consent to vour occupation of
Our Lands and your usurpation of Our Law whether in an internationally-supervised treaty-making
decolonisation process or otherwise howsoever.

(iii) Since 2007 you have deliberately failed and refused to seek an Advisory Opinion from the

International Court of Justice as to whether, in the absence of any document evidencing the free

voluntary informed consent of We First Peoples to the illegal occupation of Qur Lands and the

illegal usurpation of Our Laws,

(a) the genccidal entity the Commonwealth of Australia has no jurisdiction over We First Peoples;
and further

(b) whether all lands, waters and skies on this island continent are the lands of We First Peoples;
and further

{c) whether all residents of this island continent are subject to the ancient civilised sophisticated
Law of We First Peoples.

(iv) In your powerful position as First Law Officer of the Commonwealth of Australia you have
deliberately and knowingly made no attempt-to amend the Criminal Code Act 1995 (Cth) to remove
the requirement under s. 268.121 of your fiat to commence criminal proceedings for genocide and
making you the gatekeeper of any Aboriginal genocide charges— thus preventing We First Peoples
from taking criminal proceedings to stop and prevent the ongoing Aboriginal genocide.

(v) In your powerful position as First Law Officer of the Commonwealth of Australia you have
deliberately and knowingly made no attempt to amend the Criminal Code Act 1995 (Cth) and other
legislation and common Jaw of the Commonwealth of Australia to remove the apparent legal
immunity from genocide prosecution of the head of state, judicial officers, legislators and senior
government officials of the Commonwealth of Australia— thus preventing We First Peoples from
taking criminal proceedings to stop and prevent the ongoing Aboriginal genocide.

(vi) In your powerful position as First Law Officer of the Commonwealth of Australia you have
deliberately and knowingly failed and refused to fully completely and properly implement and
legislate the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court 2002 and the UN Genocide
Convention [949 by

(a) allowing any person to commence genocide prosecutions at any local police station and/or any
local courthouse; and

(b) by removing the legal immunity of any person from prosecution for genocide.,

(vii) Between 2007 and 24 July 2024 Mark Dreyfus KC, Attorney-Genersl of Australia, has failed to
prevent Our genocide and punish the genocidists; and failed to protect Us from genocide.

Under what law

ZCommonwealth — Regulation @Other— specify: Criminal Code Act 1995 (Cth})s 2685

Is this an infringement offence? (2 Yes —see below [D Na

Enforcement review  (Z) Enforcement review — special
circuristances

@ Infringements {@ Other—specify
Act 2006
section 40

Date of service by the Director, Fines Victoria
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Magistrates’ Court Criminal Procedure Rules 2019
SR. No. 14372019 52
Form 3—Charge-sheet and summons

Are there more — Yes—see
charges "Continuation of
Charges” attached

Type of offence [?} Summary offence Indictable offence
Request for No 2 Yes

compmittal
proceeding

Who ﬁled the charge-sheet(s)? Uncle Robbxe Thorpe

Name of informant: Uncle* Robbxe Thorpe
hapsdiwww.commangros

Agency and address: CAMP SOVEREIGNTY, “Kings Domain”, Melbourne 3004
Telephone: 0422 200 696

Email: bunjilsfire@gmail com

Agency Ref.: Dreyfus Genocide Charge

Signature of informant: U W ‘/g\y\/l\"p\/\b \"h
Date: 24 July 2024

Filed at: Melboume

Date: 24/07/24

Where will the case be heard?

The Magistrates' Court at Melbourne

Address 233 William St, Melbourne Telephone 9628 7728
When Time Day Month
Details about this summons

Issued at:

Date:

Registrar: Magistrate: Police officer: Prescribed person
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