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 First Respondent
and
ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF VICTORIA Second Respondent

AFFIDAVIT OF UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE

NUMBER TWO OF 28 APRIL 2025

Date of Document: 28 April 2025
Filed on behalf of: the Applicant

Prepared by: Uncle Robbie Thorpe Telephone: 0422 200 696
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY Ref: King Charles III Aboriginal Genocide prosecution
“Kings Domain” —Judicial Review — Court of Appeal
Melbourne VIC 3004 Email: bunjilsfire@gmail.com

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

Now produced and shown to me and marked Exhibit URT 2 are true copies of the following
documents:

1. Email 22 April 2025 at 4.16pm

Subject: Complaint against Anonymous, Anna Domine and Mark Pedley JR page 5

2.Email 22 April 2025 at 4.55 pm

Subject: Fwd: Complaint against Anonymous, Anna Domine and Mark Pedley JR page 20

3. Email 1 April 2025 at 9.07am

Subject: Complaint of Uncle Robbie Thorpe 1 April 2025 about Rod Ratcliffe Prothonotary
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4. Email 15 April 2025 at 3.51pm

Subject: RE: Commission Reference 2025/04/0077 page 56‘3

5. Email 9 April 2025 at 4pm

Subject: Judicial Review case lodged in Supreme Court today naming IBAC as Seventh Defendant

page C{»g

6. Report— No decision on nine Aboriginal Genocide cases March-April 2025 page q‘(/f

The contents of this affidavit are true and correct and I make it knowing that a person
making a false affidavit may be prosecuted for the offences of perjury.

Ow = Q:\;lw%m
Affirmed at Collingwood

in the State of Victoria
28 April 2025

ANIVA  FERLETT

FEZHO

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE FOR VICTORIA
/ Donna Ferretto
/ Reg. No. 14708
C/- Honorary Justice Services Support
24/121 Exhibition Street
Melbourne Vic 3000

Before me



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 First Respondent
and
ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF VICTORIA Second Respondent

CERTIFICATE IDENTIFYING EXHIBIT

AFFIDAVIT NUMBER TWO OF 28 APRIL 2025

Date of Document: 28 April 2025
Filed on behalf of: the Applicant

Prepared by: Uncle Robbie Thorpe Telephone: 0422 200 696
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY Ref: King Charles III Aboriginal Genocide prosecution
“Kings Domain” —Judicial Review — Court of Appeal
Melbourne VIC 3004 Email: bunjilsfire @gmail.com

This is the bundle exhibit marked URT 2 now produced and shown to the deponent at the time of
affirming the person’s affidavit on 28 April 2025.

Signature of Deponent Signature of person taking affidavit
Name Address and Statement of capacity

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE FOR VICTORIA
Donna Ferretto
Reg. No. 14708
C/- Honorary Justice Services Support
24/121 Exhibition Street
Melboume Vic 3000

Exhibit URT 2
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INDEX TO EXHIBIT URT 2

TO AFFIDAVIT OF UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE 28 APRIL 2024

AFFIDAVIT NUMBER TWO OF 28 APRIL 2025
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From: Uncle Robbie Thorpe <bunijilsfire@gmail.com>

Date: Tue, 22 Apr 2025 at 16:46

Subject: Complaint against Anonymous, Anna Domine and Mark Pedley JR
To:

<enquiries@veohrc.vic.gov.au>,

Catherine Hobson (DJCS)
<Catherine.Hobson@veohrc.vic.gov.au>,

<Cathy.Austin@veohrc.vic.gov.au>
Cc:
<coaregistry@supcourt.vic.gov.au>
Please find attached pdf file

Complaint to Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission 22
April 2025 Uncle Robbie Thorpe v Judicial Registrar Mark Pedley

Complaint to Victorian Equal Opportunity A... (4,912K) ®
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Commissioner Ro Allen

Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission
Level 3, 204 Lygon Street

Carlton Victoria 3053

AUSTRALIA

https://www.humanrights.vic.gov.au/get-help/
enquiries@veohrc.vic.gov.au

Tuesday 22 April 2025 at 4.45pm

Copy to

— Conciliator Cathy Hobson VEOHRC Complaint Ref 2025/04/0077 1 April 2025
Uncle Robbie Thorpe v Prothonotary Rod Ratcliffe Supreme Court of Victoria?

— Senior Policy and Community Engagement Advisor Cathy Austin
Commissioner Allen,

Complaint of Uncle Robbie Thorpe 22 April 2025 against
1. Anonymous Officer, Court of Appeal and/or
2. Anna Domine, Senior Lawyer, Court of Appeal and/or

3. Mark Pedley, Judicial Registrar.

BACKGROUND TO EVENT

1. At 10.27am on 31 March 2025 | lodged in the electronic filing system of the Supreme
Court of Victoria Dr Aunty Alma Thorpe’s Intervenor Application as signed by her in the
presence of myself and many other attendees at her 90th birthday party on Sunday 30
March 2025 at Dardi Munwarro in Preston. | and others then witnessed her affirming her
required affidavit before Meghan Fitzgerald, Managing Lawyer, Strategic Litigation, Fitzroy
Legal Service.

2. Her lodged application was reviewed by Franky Bain, Principal Lawyer, Appeals and
Crime, Deputy Prothonotary, Supreme Court of Victoria Court of Appeal and officially
“filed" on 31 March 2025 with the court seal.

3. At 11.37 am on Monday 14 April 2025 | lodged in the electronic filing system of the
Supreme Court of Victoria Senator Lidia Thorpe’s Intervenor Application eFile ID 492666
as signed earlier that morning by her in the presence of myself and her Chief Of Staff at
25 Easey St in Collingwood.

,;]\

! Copy of this earlier complaint attached at page 18 and update from the conciliator at page 17.
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4. After witnessing her signing three of the required application documents (‘form 64B
application’, ‘written submissions’, ‘list of authorities’) we then all walked together to the
nearby Neighbourhood Justice Centre at 241 Wellington St and we witnessed her
attending at the Registry counter on the first floor and affirming her required affidavit
before Registrar Charlie McArdle after producing her passport to prove her identity.

5. Her lodged application was reviewed a few minutes later at 11.43am by Anna Domine,
Senior Lawyer, Court of Appeal, Supreme Court of Victoria [screenshot attached page 5].

EVENT

6. At 9.16am on Tuesday 15 April 2025 | received a cc of an unsigned email [attached at
page 6] to Senator Thorpe from an anonymous officer— ‘Court of Appeal & Crime (Trial
Division) Supreme Court of Victoria’ — addressing her as ‘Ms Thorpe’ and stating that
it is:

important that all documents must be signed by you personally. The affidavit
submitted for filing is affirmed by you. However, it is unclear whether it is your
signature on the Form 64B, submissions, list of authorities and draft
application book index or whether those documents are signed by Uncle
Robbie Thorpe. As the Rules require the proposed intervener to file the
application to intervene, all documents must be signed by you as the proposed
intervener.

7. Please note that at no time had Senator Thorpe or anyone else for that matter in fact
signed the fourth required document ‘draft application book index” — | guess because it
seemed completely unnecessary and redundant to sign a simple list of the five
documents being filed. There was no signature on the document and the anonymous
officer had somehow made this up even with the documents themselves right in front of
them when composing the said email.

RESPONSE TO EVENT

8. | believe We are being treated unfairly because of Our “personal association”
(Sovereign First Peoples), “political belief and activity” (Unceded Sovereignty of First
Peoples; ongoing Genocide of First Peoples, Blak Sovereign Movement) and “race”
(Aboriginal).

9. Senator Thorpe then had to make arrangements in her busy schedule to attend again
at the Neighbourhood Justice Centre on the same day 14 April 2025 and sign each of the
four required documents in front of Registrar McArdle who witnessed her signature on
each document. Her Chief Of Staff then assisted the Senator to register in the court’s
electronic filing system and submit the four documents plus her affidavit affirmed the day
before and the filing fee of $705.50.

10. | note that my lodgement of Dr Aunty Aima Thorpe’s Intervenor Application did not
receive the same treatment as Senator Thorpe’s. Curiously when the Electronic Filing
System was queried in writing as to why no special “other party” category had later been

e
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created for Senator Thorpe but not Dr Aunty Alma Thorpe’s earlier application, there was
no written response but upon checking the next day someone had responded and
created the same “other party” category for her too.

11. My feeling is that perhaps the court, or a certain cohort in the court, may be prepared
to tolerate one old token Aboriginal intervenor if they really have to— but no more than
one and certainly not the famous public caller-out of the King for genocide, Senator Lidia
Thorpe.

12. A generic ‘Aboriginal acknowledgement’ at the end of an email does not cut it— if you
want a real truthful acknowledgement see the ones at pages 15 and 16 below.

13. Also my understanding of the filing fee was that as the court had waived the filing fee
for my application for leave to appeal there was no further fee to be paid by intervenors—
see the letter to me from Franky Bain on 26 March 2025 [attached at page 7].

14. Given the mistake made by the anonymous emailer (no signature on ‘draft application
book index) and the discrimination by the anonymous emailer (‘Aborigines are shifty as’?)
I am still not convinced that a filing fee is payable on lodgement of Intervenor
Applications in this King Charles Aboriginal Genocide case where the court has waived
the initial filing fee.

COMMUNICATION WITH PERPETRATOR

15. At 8.22am this morning, Tuesday 22 April 2025, | emailed the Court of Appeal Registry
[attached at page 8] and stated in the paragraph numbered 10 [at page 11].

10. Finally, given Registry's written requirement that intervenor Senator

Thorpe verify her signature on documents other than her affidavit (where of

course) the signature was already verified by an MCV Registrar resulting in

humiliating trips to MCV registrars to witness her signature, in order not to

be immediately and undeniably seen as a racially discriminatory

requirement this signature rule must also be applied to the signatures of

Brown and Crock (on AGYV written case filed) and McKellar-White (on

no-contest notice filed)-- they too must be required to re-sign the documents

in front of an independent witness like MCV registrar and not another

inhouse VGSO lawyer. Further, the applicant seeks a direction that, given the

concerns of intervenor Dr Aunty Alma Thorpe as set out in Exhibit DAAT 2

to her filed supplementary affidavit that in this time of truth-telling and

treaty-negotiation the barristers and solicitors of Sony Kilkenny are making

decisions that are not those of Sonya Kilkenny and verified by the signature

of the office-holder of Attorney-General herself, in all the circumstances of

this case including the gravity of the undisputed factual allegation that

Aboriginal Genocide is still ongoing and continuing -- neither Brown, Crock,

Barker, Cleaver or McKellar-White have anywhere disputed this shocking )
fact-- the Hon. Sonya Kilkenny MP A-G must personally sign each AGY @
document in this case in front of an independent witness just as Senator

Thorpe was required to do.
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URGENT CONCILIATION REQUESTED

16. Please arrange an urgent conciliation with the court’s Chief Executive Officer Michael
Carroll tomorrow morning if possible, Wednesday 23 April 2025.

17. | seek an agreement with the Court that
(i) $705 filing fee to be refunded to Senator Thorpe.
(i) No further filing fee be payable by any further Intervenor Applicant.

(i) Judicial Registrar Pedley lodge an entry on CallltOut FirstNationsRacismRedgister?.

18. Ultimately | see this complaint being resolved by:

() An Aboriginal Genocide Agreement with Court Services Victoria and Courts Council
whereby a courtroom is designated in every court building in Victoria to be available
as a priority for any person who wants to report to a judicial officer that an act of
genocide is occurring or is likely to occur unless prevented and that the said judicial
officer accept the oral charge and have it reduced to a charge sheet and filed and
listed forthwith and notify the Aboriginal Genocide Network of the matter.

() The Supreme Court review their Aboriginal Genocide Policies and provide training to
staff to prevent possible discrimination and genocide.

(i) Financial compensation.

(iv) Apology

(vi) Every Judge, Registrar and court staff as well as regular users of court facilities and
resources and regular attendees at court (e.g. those registered currently on the court’s

efiling system) to make the same solemn declaration set out at page 15 below.

(vi) The top of every page of the Court's website to contain the Truth-Telling Admission set
out on page 16 below.

Thanks,

Uncle Robbie Thorpe
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY
https://crimesceneaustralia.com/

bunjilsfire@gmail.com

(@

2 see RacismltStopsWithMe Australian Human Rights Commission link at pages 12 and 13 below.




%) Supreme Court of Victoria - Electronic Filing
orpe Home Search eFile Orders Cases =3 L

Subsequent Filing 492666 - S EAPCI 2025 0023 Uncle Robbie Thorpe vs Magistrates' Court of Victoria & ors

Case Number S EAPCI 2025 0023 Last Modified 14/04/2025 11:43 AM
Filer Robert Thorpe Last Modified By AnnaD
File Date 14/04/2025 11:37 AM Reviewer AnnaD

Status Reviewing

Site Supreme Court
Case Type Court of Appeal - Civil Application for Leave to Appeal

Uncle Robbie Thorpe (Applicant)
Qd Sehait Dt Magistrates® Court of Victoria (Respondent)
Attorney-General of Victoria (Respondent)

Fee Category Waiver
Expiration Date 31/03/2099
CMS Fee Category Waiver
CMS Expiration Date 31/03/2099

Document 1

Document Type Subsequent Filing - Form 64B - Application other than leave to appeal (other than Commercial Court)
Filing Fee $.00
Due Now $.00
Page Count 2
Document Note Form 64B application other than for leave to appeal-- Senator Lidia Thorpe intervenor status SCVCA Uncle Robbie Thorpe v MCV and AGY 23/2025

Attachments

File Name Page Date Uploaded
Count
form 64B application other than for leave to appeal 14 April 20 2 14/04/2025 11:37 AM
spdf
Document 2

Document Type Subsequent Filing - Affidavit
Page Count 82
Document Note affidavit of Senator Lidia Thorpe affirmed 14 April 2025 intervenor status-- part one of two pages 1-42— and part two of two pages 43-83

Attachments
File Name Page Count Date Uploaded
affidavit of Senator Lidia Thorpe affirmed 14 April 2025 intervenor status part one of two pages 1-42.pdf 42 14/04/2025 11:37 AM
affidavit of Senator Lidia Thorpe affirmed 14 April 2025 intervenor status part two of two pages 43-82.pdf 40  14/04/2025 11:37 AM
Document 3
Document Type Commence Case / Subsequent Filing - Written case ~ Attachments
Page Count 1 File Name Page Count Date Uploaded
Document Note written submissions Senator Lidia Thorpe written submissions Senator Lidia Thorpe .pdf 1 14/04/2025 11:37 AM
Document 4
Document Type Commence Case / Subsequent Filing - List of authoriies ~ Attachments
Page Count 1 File Name Page Count Date Uploaded
Document Note list of authorities Senator Lidia Thorpe tist of authorities Senator Lidia Thorpe.pdf 1 14/04/2025 11:37 AM
Document 5
Document Type Commence Case / Subsequent Filing - Draft application book index ~ Attachments
Page Count 1 File Name Page Count Date Uploaded
Document Note draft application book index draft applicati ok in enator Lidi ndf 1 14/04/2025 11:37 AM
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From: Supreme Court-Court of Appeal Registry <coaregistry@supcourt.vic.gov.au>
Date: Tue, 15 Apr 2025 at 09:16

Subject: Uncle Robbie Thorpe v Magistrates' Court of Victoria & Ors, S EAPCI 2025
0023 - Subsequent filing by proposed intervener

To: senator.thorpe@aph.gov.au <senator.thorpe@aph.gov.au>

Cc: bunijilsfire@gmail.com <bunijilsfire@gmail.com>

Dear Ms Thorpe,

| refer to documents submitted for filing by Uncle Robbie Thorpe in proceeding
S EAPCI 2025 0023 on 14 April 2025 (eFile ID 492666) on your behalf (the
proposed intervener):

- an application other than for leave to appeal (intervener application)
« affidavit affirmed by you on 14 April 2025 (with exhibit bundle “LT 17)
« proposed intervener’s submissions

« proposed intervener's list of authorities

» proposed intervener’s draft application book index

Pursuant to r 64.10(1) of the Supreme Court (General Civil Procedure) Rules
2015 (Rules), a person who was not a party to the proceeding or matter in
which the decision sought to be appealed was made (‘proceeding’), may
apply to the Court of Appeal for leave to intervene in an application for leave to
appeal.

Accordingly, an application by you for leave to intervene should be filed by you
(a non-party to the proceeding), rather than by Uncle Robbie Thorpe (a party
to the proceeding).

Also, as it is you who is seeking leave to intervene in the proceeding, it is
important that all documents must be signed by you personally. The affidavit
submitted for filing is affirmed by you. However, it is unclear whether it is your
signature on the Form 64B, submissions, list of authorities and draft
application book index or whether those documents are signed by Uncle
Robbie Thorpe. As the Rules require the proposed intervener to file the
application to intervene, all documents must be signed by you as the proposed
intervener.

The documents submitted by Uncle Robbie Thorpe have not been accepted
for filing.

The signed documents may be re-submitted for filing via RedCrest by you with
payment of the applicable fee.

Kind Regards,

Supreme Court of Victoria — Court of Appeal & Crime (Trial Division)

Telephone: (03) 8600 2001
Registry email: coaregistry@supcourt.vic.gov.au

Web: www.supremecourt.vic.gov.au

The Supreme Court of Victoria acknowledges Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander

peoples as the First Peoples and Traditional Owners and Custodians of the land and

waterways upon which our lives depend. We acknowledge and pay our respects to o~
ancestors of this country, Elders, knowledge holders and leaders — past and present. @
We extend that respect to all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples.



7 of 22

From: Supreme Court-Court of Appeal Registry <coaregistry@supcourt.vic.gov.
au>

Date: Wed, 26 Mar 2025 at 16:38

Subject: New case requests by Uncle Robbie Thorpe, eFile IDs 485582 and 487241 -
rejection of filings and further information

To: bunjilsfire@gmail.com <bunjilsfire@gmail.com>

Dear Uncle Robbie Thorpe

| refer to your 2 recent filings on RedCrest of materials related to 2 Form 64B
applications other than for leave to appeal (eFile IDs 485582 and 487241). These
filings have been rejected because any application in relation to an existing
proceeding needs to be filed against that proceeding. You should file these
applications in the relevant existing proceedings. The following documents will not be
required when you refile your applications in the existing proceedings:
» fee waiver documents because a fee waiver has already been granted in
relation to the existing proceeding; and
 overarching obligations and proper basis certificates because these not
required in Court of Appeal proceedings.

For applications other than for leave to appeal the following documents are required
to be filed together:

e Form 64B (with current parties only named in the form heading — parties you
are applying to add should not be named as parties in form headings at this
stage);

e an affidavit in support that includes any evidence that supports the application
you are making (it is not necessary to include evidence of posting appeal
documents to the International Criminal Court);

« written submissions of up to 5 pages;

« list of authorities (relevant to this application); and

« draft application book index (relevant to this application).

Regards
Franky

Franky Bain
Principal Lawyer, Appeals & Crime
Deputy Prothonotary

Supreme Court of Victoria - Court of Appeal
Telephone: +61 (03) 8600 2001
Registry email: coaregistry@supcourt.vic.gov.au

Web: www.supremecourt.vic.gov.au

The Supreme Court of Victoria acknowledges Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander e
peoples as the First Peoples and Traditional Owners and Custodians of the land @
and waterways upon which our lives depend. We acknowledge and pay our

respects to ancestors of this country, Elders, knowledge holders and leaders — past

and present. We extend that respect to all Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander

peoples.



From: Uncle Robbie Thorpe <bunijilsfire@gmail.com>

Date: Tue, 22 Apr 2025 at 08:22

Subject: Index to application book etc

To: <coaregistry@supcourt.vic.gov.au>

Cc: <MCVLegalPolicyUnit@courts.vic.gov.au>, Zoe Barker
<zoe.barker@vgso.vic.gov.au>, <jessica.cleaver@vgso.vic.gov.au>,
<sarah.mckellar-white@vgso.vic.gov.au>

Tuesday 22 April 2024 at 8.22am
TO: Registry

COPY TO: MCV and AGV
Index to application book etc

1. I refer to the applicant’s draft index filed 28 February 2024 and the second
respondent's draft index filed 4 April 2025.

2. I also refer to the Parties Considerations Form submitted by the second
respondent on 24 March 2025.

3. There seems to be a need for a directions hearing asap on the classes of

documents to appear in the application book.

4. Perhaps this directions hearing could form part of the directions hearing to
replace the null and void directions of Judicial Registrar David Pedley
purportedly made on 18 March 2025-- please refer to my email this morning
at 8.30am with subject VARIATIONS TO DIRECTIONS OF PEDLEY JR 18
MARCH 2025.

5. The applicant objects to Attorney-General Kilkenny's proposed deletion of
the High Court and Court of Appeal documents in relation to the Genocide
Affidavit rejected by the trial judge. The applicant objects to the deletion of
the applicant's summary filed 28 February 2025.

6. The applicant foreshadows an application for a direction that MCV the
first respondent NOT be allowed to opt out of the usual proceedings (the so-
called Hardiman position) but must enter a proper appearance and file the

usual documents.

8 of 22
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The basis for this direction is

(i) the unusual amount and extent of suspect decisions (racist and genocidal)
made by officers of the Magistrates' Court before the commencement of the
Supreme Court judicial review (and please note the applicant's original
motion listed several decision-makers including the Chief Magistrate but
Prothonotary Ratcliffe refused to issue any motion unless the sole defendant

was the generic "MCV"™);

(ii) the subsequent related decisions made and pending in MCV to informant
Uncle Robbie Thorpe, the applicant herein, as set out in the attached pdf
APPLICANT'S PROPOSED AMENDED DRAFT INDEX rough outline 22
April 2025

(a) advocating genocide charges against Mark Regev--issued and blatantly-
wrongly discontinued by DPP-- and Michaelia Cash-- pending

(b) genocide complicity charge against Mark Dreyfus-- rejected and judicial
review sought in Supreme Court: rejected by Ratcliffe and his rejection

referred to anonymous judge who has sat on it for more than 6 months).
(c) trespass charge (genocide related) against Margaret Gardner-- pending

7. Please note that Registry has alrcady formally noted the applicant's request
(see correspondence since 20 February 2025) to have the other two
applications for leave to appeal (filed more than 9 months ago on 2 and 9
August 2024) heard together. The applicant now seeks a formal direction to
this effect. The above-named cases in paragraph 6(ii) are also relevant to

indexes to the application books for those two applications for leave to

appeal.

8. In addition to those two court of appeal matters there is a substantial
number of related proceedings concerning the ongoing Aboriginal Genocide

as referred to on the fifth page of the said completed Considerations Form:
(i) Federal Court proceedings
(a) The genocidal raid on Our Aboriginal Camp VID388/24

(b) the consitutional questions (Aboriginal Genocide) arising VID 589/24--
next hearing 30 June 2025

(c) unissucd and unrejected and corruptly ignored judicial review
proceedings re Senate Hearing-- see transcript of hearing 11 November 2024
in VID 589/24 where Tim McEvoy J mistakenly said they had been rejected.

P
(d) imminent new casc on Camp Sovereignty right to exist (Aboriginal @)

Genocide again).
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(ii) County Court proceedings-- abalone gathering/trading prosecution
with disqualification of Judge Doug Trapnell hearing 1 May 2025 and
consitutional notice (no jurisdiction and inherent/implicit constitutional right
to be free of Aboriginal Genocide) pending with notice to produce any

document evidencing Our Consent to your laws.

(i11) Seven Supreme Court Aboriginal Genocide and related proceedings
lodged since 24 March 2025 still pending and neither rejected nor accepted
as set out in the attached Proposed Amended Index document. It has been
submitted to both VEOHRC and IBAC that Ratcliffe etc are improperly
refusing to formally reject these lodgements because the applicant will then
file applications for leave to appeal and ask for them to all be heard together
with this present King Charles Aboriginal Genocide case. A letter from
VEOHRC states that the Supreme Court will respond by 9 May 2025 to the
applicant's conciliation request. Please note that clarification is sought as to
the power of the Court of Appeal to require Ratcliffe to make a decision and
if Ratcliffe then rejects New Case Requests then applicant can seek leave to

appeal as a matter of urgency.

(iv) The referral to an anonymous judge in October 2024 of Ratcliffe refusal
to file applicant's New Case Request for judicial review of MCV rejection of
genocide complicity charge against Mark Dreyfus (the only person in so-
called Australia able to initiate Aboriginal Genocide charges is himself
charged with Aboriginal genocide)-- the said judge is still improperly sitting
on this referral because a rejection would be the immediate subject of an
application for leave to appeal and clearly an application to be heard together
with the present King Charles Aboriginal Genocide case. One of the seven
pending and stymied cases in (iii) above is a new case request to get Ratcliffe
and the court to at least name the judge. The CEO and the Chief Justice as
administrative head of court and chair of Courts Council are aware through

email to their office/chambers of this situtation.

9. The applicant also secks direction as to the correct heading of an
application other than for leave to appeal which is an application to add
further respondents. The applicant's first attempt to file such an application
was rejected because the heading named the then-proposed two additional
respondents (AG Australia and ICC prosecutor). The applicant is now
preparing a Form 64B application naming several additional respondents and
seeks a formal direction to clarify the heading required/allowed. See attached
pdf file Rule 64.03(3) and (4) -- Registry corro March 2025-- attachment to
email to Registry 22 April 2025 containing an email exchange with Registry

seeking clarification.












































































































