IN THE SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA AT MELBOURNE
COMMON LAW DIVISION
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND APPEALS LIST

S ECI 2025 xxxxx
BETWEEN
UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE
Plaintiff
and
HON. SONYA KILKENNY MP, ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF VICTORIA
Defendant

AFFIDAVIT OF UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE

Date of Document: 25 March 2025 Solicitors Code: —

DX: —
Filed on behalf of: Uncle Robbie Thorpe

Telephone: 0422 200 696
Prepared by: Uncle Robbie Thorpe

CAMP SOVEREIGNTY Ref: Aboriginal Genocide AG Dreyfus charge
“Kings Domain”
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 1” is a bundle exhibit containing true
copies of the documents described below.

2. On Friday 21 March 2025 I received a document from Zoe Barker, a Senior Solicitor at the
Victorian Government Solicitor’s Office, attaching the positions of the VGSO client Attorney-
General Kilkenny in court of appeal proceedings Uncle Robbie Thorpe v MCV and AG Vic file
SEAPCI20250023.
' PAGE 5

3. On the same day I sent a document to Zoe with my positions in those proceedings.
PAGE 10

4. On Monday 24 March 2025 at 3.36pm I received Attorney-General Kilkenny’s modified
document of positions.
PAGE 19

5. At about 4.15pm the same day I emailed the said document to the registry of the court of appeal
and to Prosecutor Khan KC at the International Criminal Court requesting he add the document and
the correspondence to the sealed documents in SEAPCI20250023 as previously sent registered mail
“from Us Aboriginal Victims of the ongoing Aboriginal Genocide in which the above named
addressed officials are complicit— and unwilling and unable to investigate and punish perpetrators
such that you now undeniably and demonstrably have jurisdiction to do so”.
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6. The “above named addressed officials” were Premier Allan, Minister for First Peoples and Treaty
Hutchins, MCV Legal Policy Unit, Attorney-General Kilkenny and the Attorney-General of
“Australia” Hon. Mark Dreyfus MP KC.

7.1 noted that this email was also “copied to Our Aboriginal Allies at Yoorrook Justice
Commission, First Peoples’ Assembly and Treaty Authority — see cc’d addressees”.

8. At about 4.15pm I received a message from postmaster at ICC that my email couldn’t be
delivered because the email address did not support receiving attachments.
PAGE 27

9.1 immediately removed the attachments and resent the email to the ICC Prosecutor at 4.18pm.
PAGE 29

10. I planned to forward a copy of the said emails together with the attachments in an envelope sent
registered mail to the ICC Prosecutor next day, Tuesday 25 March 2025. See paragraph below.

11. I received auto replies from Premier Allan and AG Dreyfus at 4.19pm and 4.17pm respectively
to the “first” email to the ICC Prosecutor at about 4.15pm (see paragraph 5 above).
PAGE 30 and PAGE 32

12. At 6.23pm the same day Zoe emailed the said modified positions document (paragraph 4 above)
to the court of appeal registry and to me. (As noted in paragraph 5 above the court of appeal registry
had already received the said document at about 4.15pm two hours earlier).

PAGE 37

13. On the night of the same day at about 8.30pm (Monday 24 March 2025) the national television
broadcaster ABC transmitted the horrific program TRUTH YOORROOK.
‘ PAGE 44

14. On Tuesday 25 March 2025 I sent a formal request to the Chair and CEO/Commissioner of the
Victorian Legal Services Board to immediately cancel the practising certificates of four lawyers
(and the Attorney-General Kilkenny too if currently holding a practising certificate). As set out in
the letter a copy was sent to the Presidents of Tarwirri and the solicitors’ and barristers’ peak
associations.

PAGE 51

15. On the same day I sent a photocopy of my email the day before to Prosecutor Khan at the ICC
together with the said attachments (see paragraphs 5 and 10 above) in an envelope posted registered
mail and received an AusPost receipt with tracking number.

PAGE 62

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.
Affirmed at Collingwood

in the State of Victoria | /& \D@ —_
25 March 2025 U V\(JL\/ S \J‘l"&

Before me



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA AT MELBOURNE
COMMON LAW DIVISION
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND APPEALS LIST

S ECI 2025 xxxxx
BETWEEN
UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE
Plaintiff
and
HON. SONYA KILKENNY MP, ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF VICTORIA
: Defendant

CERTIFICATE IDENTIFYING EXHIBIT

Date of Document: 25 March 2025 Solicitors Code: —

DX: —
Filed on behalf of: Uncle Robbie Thorpe

Telephone: 0422 200 696
Prepared by: Uncle Robbie Thorpe

CAMP SOVEREIGNTY Ref: Aboriginal Genocide AG Dreyfus charge
“Kings Domain”
Melbourne VIC 3004 Email: bunjilsfire@gmail.com

This is the bundle exhibit of documents marked “URT 1” now produced and shown to the deponent
at the time of affirming the person’s affidavit on 25 March 2025.

Signature of Deponent Signature of person taking affidavit

Name Address and Statement of capacity

Exhibit “URT 1”



INDEX OF EXHBIT “URT 1” TO THE AFFIDAVIT AFFIRMED 25 MARCH 2025

PAGE 6

PAGE 11

PAGE 20

PAGE 24

PAGE 28

PAGE 30

PAGE 33

PAGE 35

PAGE 37

PAGE 45

PAGE 47

PAGE 52

PAGE 63

Email from Zoe Barker

Email to Zoe Barker

Email from Zoe Barker

First Email to ICC Prosecutor Khan
Ehail from ICC postmaster

Second Email to ICC Prosecutor Khan
Auto Reply Email from Premier Allan
Auto Reply Email from AG Dreyfus
Email from Zoe Barker

TV listing TRUTH YOORROOK
Victorian Legislation— Legal Services
Request to Legal Services Board

AusPost receipt/tracking to ICC

Friday 21 March 2025
Friday 21 March 2025
Monday 24 March 2025
Monday 24 March 2025
Mond'ay 24 March 2025
Monday 24 March 2025
Monday 24 March 2025
Monday 24 March 2025
Monday 24 March 2025
Monday 24 March 2025
Tuesday 25 March 2025
Tuesday 25 March 2025

Tuesday 25 March 2025






From: Zoe Barker <Zoe.Barker@vgso.vic.gov.au>

Date: Fri, 21 Mar 2025 at 12:20

Subject: Uncle Robbie Thorpe v Magistrates' Court of Victoria & Anor (S EAPCI
2025 0023) [VGSO-CLIENT.FID646696]

To: Robbie Thorpe <bunjilsfire@gmail.com>

Cc: Jessica Cleaver <jessica.cleaver@vgso.vic.gov.au>

OFFICIAL

Dear Uncle Robbie

I refer to the email from the Supreme Court, Court of Appeal Registry on 18
March 2025, and the request that the parties confer and cooperate in completing
and returning the 'Party contact details and position on listing considerations'
form by 24 March 2025.

Please see attached the Second Respondent's response. Once you have prepared
your response, please let me know if you would like us to compile the responses
and provide the completed form to the Court.

Kind regards
Zoe

Zoe Barker | Senior Solicitor

Victorian Government Solicitor’s Office
F: 03 8684 0449 E: Zoe.Barker@vgso.vic.gov.au
Level 25, 121 Exhibition Street, Melbourne VIC 3000

Responsiveness | Integrity | Insight | Collaboration | Excellence

Read the latest VGSO | Follow VGSO on Linked In | www.vgso.vic.gov.au

Publications
We acknowledge the traditional Aboriginal owners of country throughou
Victoria and pay our respect to them, their culture and their Elders past

present and future.

OFFICIAL

Contact details and listing considerations - ... (72K)



WA Contact details and listing considerations - S EAPCI 2025 0023

Uncle Robbie Thorpe v Magistrates’ Court & grs
S EAPCI 2025 0023

Instructions

The purpose of this form is to obtain information that will assist the Court of Appeal to manage this
proceeding efficiently. Parties must cooperate so that a single completed form containing all parties’
responses is returned to the Court of Appeal registry by email to coaregistry@supcourt.vic.gov.au by
the due date.

If at any time a party's position on a matter addressed in this form changes, they must inform the
Court of Appeal registry and other parties as soon as possible.

If there are any sections of this form where parties agree on the response, they may include the
agreed response in the space provided for one of them, with the other party/parties stating their
agreement in their space, eg,, ‘Agree with [party]'.

Contact details

Provide the following contact details for each legal practitioner who requests to be included in
correspondence:

s name;
e email address; and
« telephone number.

Note: it is the parties’ responsibility to inform the Court of Appeal registry and each other if any legal
practitioner ought to be removed from or added to the contact list; if a party’s address for service
changes, they must also comply with the requirements of the Court rules.

PARTY CONTACT DETAILS

Applicant

Second Respondent | Zoe Barker
Zoe.Barker@vagso.vic.gov.au
0400 148 073

Jessica Cleaver

Jessica.Cleaver@vgso.vic.gov.au

15279287v2




Urgency

Is there any urgency to this Court of Appeal proceeding? If so, give a brief explanation, including
information contended to be relevant to timing.

PARTY RESPONSE

Applicant

Second Respondent | The second respondent does not consider that this matter requires an
urgent hearing.

Complexity

Is the matter complex? If so, briefly explain the nature of the complexity.

RESPONSE

Applicant

Second Respondent | The second respondent does not consider that this is a legally complex
matter.

Hearing duration

A hearing duration of more than 1 day will only be accommodated in exceptional circumstances,
including where an application for leave to appeal and appeal are heard concurrently. Is it contended
that a hearing of more than 1 day is likely to be required? If so, why?

RESPONSE

Applicant

Second Respondent | '; day

Related proceedings

Are there any related proceedings that should be considered in the management of this Court of
Appeal proceeding? If so, provide the following details for each related proceeding:

e the court or tribunal;
e the proceeding number;
e the nature of the proceeding; and

e briefly why it is related and should be considered in the management of this Court of Appeal
proceeding.




PARTY RESPONSE

Applicant

Second Respondent | The second respondent is not aware of any related proceedings.

Mediation

At any stage of the proceeding, with or without the consent of any party, the Court of Appeal may
order that the proceeding or any part of the proceeding be referred to mediation (see rules 50.07,
50.07.1, 50.07.3, 50.07.4 and 64.42(4)-(5) of the Supreme Court (General Civil Procedure) Rules
2015).

Is this proceeding, or any part of it, appropriate for referral to mediation? Briefly explain the reasons
for your response.

PARTY RESPONSE

Applicant

Second Respondent | The second respondent does not consider that this proceeding is
appropriate for mediation. In particular, the subject matter of the
proceeding is not suitable for mediation.

OFFICIAL
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From: Robbie Thorpe <bunjilsfire@gmail.com>

Date: Fri, 21 Mar 2025 at 15:05

Subject: Fwd: Unicle Robbie Thorpe v Magistrates’ Court of Victoria & Anor (S EAPCI 2025 0023) [WVGSO-CLIENT.FID846896]
To: Zoe Barker <zoe.barker@vgso.vic.gov.au>, <jessica.cleaver@vgso.vic.gov.au>

Cc: Robbie Thorpe <bunjilsfire@gmail.com>

Friday 21 March at 3.05pm

Hi Zoe {and Jessica)

CA Form 18 March 2025-- Contacts and Listing Considerations

Please find attached applicant's response in both your wordpad format and pdf.

What now?

Thanks,

Uncle Robbie Thorpe
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY

5 O 048 2 20 B 50 0 S SR B A A S

oo FOfWaAIIRA MBSRALE ~-nmemeen

Froa: Zoe Sarker <Zoe Barkeridvgsn vic guv.au>

Date: Fri, 21 Mar 2005 at 12:20

Subject Lincle Robive Tharpe v Magistrates’ Cown of Vicloria & Anar {8 EAPCE 2025 0023) [YESO-CLIENTFIDEAGEHE]
To: Rebbie Thorpe <Bur istiredlamail coms

Cer Jeasics Claaver < esuta cleaveldliig vic gov aus

CFFICIAL

DOwar Untle Robbee

1 refer to the 2mail fram the Suprame Court, Court of Agpeal Registry on 18 March 2025, and the raquest that the parties confar and coapirate in completing and naurming e Parmy
contact details and posian o0 listing considerations’ foem by 24 March 2025,

Please see attached the Second Respondent's resporen. Gnoe you have prepared your nasponse, pleass tet ma know f you would fike us to compile the ressonses and provide the
comgleted formn to the Court.

wind regacds

Zoe

Zoe Barker | Seaior Solizitar

Victorian Government Selicitor's Office

F:03 8684 G449 E: Zoe Barker@vaso.vic.gov.ay
Level 15, 121 Exhibition Street, Meaibaurne VIiC 3000

Responsiveness | invegrity | tasight | Collaboration | Excellente

We acknowiedge the traditonal Aboriginal owners of country throughout Victoria and pay our respect 1o tham, thelr culture and thelr Zlders past, prasent and future.

DFFCIAL

Contact details and listing considerations - .. (72K} ®
applicants-21mar-Contact details and listin... (8K} %

applicants-2imar-pdf_of_contact_details.pdf {S39K} x
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Uncle Robbie Thorpe v Magistrates’ Court & ors
S EAPCI 2025 0023
Instructions

The purpose of this form is to obtain information that will assist the Court of Appeal to manage
this proceeding efficiently. Parties must cooperate so that a single completed form containing
all parties’ responses is returned to the Court of Appeal registry by email to
coareqistry@@supcourl vic gov.au by the due date.

If at any time a party’s position on a matter addressed in this form changes, they must inform
the Court of Appeal registry and other parties as soon as possible.

If there are any sections of this form where parties agree on the response, they may include
the agreed response in the space provided for one of them, with the other party/parties stating
their agreement in their space, eg. ‘Agree with [party].

Contact details

Provide the following contact details for each legal practitioner who requests to be included in
correspondence:

*  name;
* email address; and
» telephone number.

Note: it is the parties’ responsibility to inform the Court of Appeal registry and each other if any
legal practitioner ought to be removed from or added to the contact list; if a party's address for
service changes, they must also comply with the requirements of the Court rules.

CONTACT DETAILS

Applicant Uncle Robbie Thorpe

bunjilsfire@gmail.com

0422 200 696




Second Respondent

Zoe Barker

Zoe Barker@vqso.vic.gov.au

0400 148 073

Jessica Cleaver

Jessica.Cleaver@vgso.vic.gov.au

3. Proposed Third Respondent ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF AUSTRALIA
See New Case Request 485582 lodged 20 March 2025

Form 64B Application to Court of Appeal

pending acceptance for filing

Solicitor: AGSNew Case Request XXxxxx

Rule 64.10 Application to Intervene

Pending preparation and lodgement

Solicitors: tha

4. Proposed Fourth Respondent PROSECUTOR OF INTERNATIONAL
CRIMINAL COURT )

New Case Request 485582 lodged 20 March 2025
Form 64B Application to Court of Appeal
Pending acceptance for filing

Solicitor: tba

5.- 10. Proposed Aboriginal Intervenors tha

New Case Request xxxxxx

2
Rule 64.10 Application to Intervene

Pending preparation and lodgement

Solicitors: tba

13



Urgency

Is there any urgency to this Court of Appeal proceeding? If so, give a brief explanation,
including information contended to be relevant to timing.

PARTY RESPONSE

| Applicant Utmost urgency to stop and prevent the ongoing Aboriginal genaocide.

| Second Respondent | The second respondent does not consider that this matter requires an
urgent hearing.

Complexity

Is the matter complex? If so, briefly explain the nature of the complexity.

PARTY RESPONSE
3

14
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Applicant Singularly complex and uprecedented matter-

| 1. International law of genacide in conflict with domestic laws imposed
“ by force by genocidal invader regimes State of Victoria and

| Commonwealth of Australia.
:

| 2. Domestic laws imposed by force by genocidal invader regimes State of
 Victoria and Commonwealth of Australia in conflict with ancient Law of

| this land-- systemic genocidal attempt to occupy Our Lands and usurp

| Our Laws in conflict with both Qur Ancient unchanging and

| unchangeable Law and western international law.

| 3. commonwealth of Australia and State of Victoria demonstrably
unwilling and unable to investigate and punish perpetrators of ongoing
Aboriginal genocide such that Prosecutor of International Criminal Court
| now has jurisdiction to arrest domestic genocidists including legislators

‘ and judges.

; 4. Demonstrably genocidal refusal of Commonwealith of Australia to

(i) seek consent of Aboriginal Peoples

| {ii) remove Attorney-General's fiat so that Aborigins| Peoples can
rosecute complicitors including the Attorney-General himself.

5. The denial of the Second Respondent below is a continuation of the
| entitled invader mindset which proves the genocidal intent to destroy
beyond reasonable doubt.

| 6. The absence of a coram of Aboriginal senior judicial officers needs to
be remedied forthwith so that the complexity of these and other issues,
so long neglected and rejected by white supremacist privilege, can be
worked through.

i
|

~ Second Respondent
|

lex

The second respondent does not consider that this is a legally comp
| matter.

Hearing duration

A hearing duration of more than 1 day will only be accommodated in exceptional
circumstances, including where an application for leave to appeal and appeal are heard
concurrently. Is it contended that a hearing of more than 1 day is likely to be required? If so,
why?

RESPONSE

15



| Applicant 10 days

| Second Respondent | %:day

Related proceedings

Are there any related proceedings thal should be considered in the management of this Court
of Appeal proceeding? If so, provide the following details for each related proceeding:

e the court or tribunal;
* the proceeding number;

e the nature of the proceeding; and

» briefly why it is related and should be considered in the management of this Court of
Appeal proceeding.

PARTY RESPONSE

16
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1. First tranche of related proceedings are noted in the applicant's Draft
Summary for the Court of Appeal filed 28 February and served on the
second respondent on 6 March 2025:

(i) SEAPCI 2024 0088 Aunty Alma Thorpe and Uncle Robbie Thorpe filed
2 August 2024-- pending.

{ii) SEAPCI 2024 0091 Uncle Robbie Thorpe filed 9 August 2024

(i) S EC1 2024 05377 New Case Request 446388 lodged 8 October
2024-- pending review by anonymous judge-- likely application for teave
to appeal to the Court of Appeal.

2. Federal Court of Australia

(i) judicial review proceedings Uncle Robbie Thorpe v Judicial Registrar
Alicia Ditton re "unfinished business" constitutional and other legal
questions for the Attorney-General of the Commonwealth of Australia--
disqualification application of Justice McEvoy pending for 12 months and
the hearing he said in November 2024 would occur before Christmas or
January 2025 has still not been listed.

(ii) refusal of court to issue proceedings re parliamentary committee not
publishing submissions (inquiry into Attorney-General's genocide fiat)--
Justice McEvoy initially mentioned this matter in November hearing but
silence since and refusing to provide transcript of hearing.

3. Second tranche of related proceedings:

(i) Affidavit of Uncle Robbie Thorpe 19 March filed in County Court
prosecution of Aboriginal family for gathering and trading abalone-- who
are seeking to subpoena Treaty Authority, Yoorrook fustice Commission
and First Peoples' Assembly as well as officers of State of Victoria to
show that ongoing treaty negotiations are not in good faith unless the
prosecution is stayed permanently. Hearing 21 March Judge Trapnell
ordered DPP to provide written submissions by 4 April 2025 responding
to accuseds' application that judge recuse for bias.

(ii) New Case Request 485582 lodged 20 March 2025 --Form 64B
Application to Court of Appeal to join Attorney-General of Australia and
Prosecutor of International Criminal Court as third and fourth
respondents respectively to the present appeal application.

(iii) New Case Request 485967 lodged 21 March 2025-- Form 5G
Qriginating Motion to Order CEO Carroll to name judge in 1(iii) above.

(iv) New Case Request xxxxx to be lodged by 26 March 2025-- civil action
for recovery of Aborigina land in the Property List and related
prosecution for trespass

(v) New Case Request xxxxx to be lodged by 29 March 2025-- writ for

declaration that Hag-Caste Act genacidal and compensation/reparations.

17



Second Respondent } The second respondent is not aware of any related proceedings.

Mediation

At any stage of the proceeding, with or without the consent of any party, the Court of Appeal
may order that the proceeding or any part of the proceeding be referred to mediation (see
rules 50.07, 50.07.1, 50.07.3, 50.07.4 and 64.42(4)-(5) of the Supreme Court (General Civil
Procedure) Rules 2015).

Is this proceeding, or any part of it, appropriate for referral to mediation? Briefly explain the
reasons for your response.

RESPONSE

. Applicant Any negotiations that will stop and prevent the ongoing Aboriginal
! genocide should be commenced forthwith.

appropriate for mediation. In parlicular the subject matter of the
proceeding is not suitable for mediation.

18
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From: Zoe Barker <Zoe.Barker@vgso.vic.gov.au>

Date: Mon, 24 Mar 2025 at 15:36

Subject: RE: Uncle Robbie Thorpe v Magistrates’ Court of Victoria & Anor (8 EAPCI 2025 0023) [VGSO-CLIENT.FID846696)
To: Robbie Thorpe <bunjilsfire@gmall.com>

Ce: Jessica Cleaver <jessica.cleaver@vgso.vic.gov.au>

QFEICIAL
Hi Uncle Robbie

Thank you for providing the compiled responses,

Our client has madé two further amendments in the latest version attached, to the 'contact details' and 'related proceedings'
sections. T have also attached a copy with mark up, so you can identify the changes.

We will provide the foren to the Court by Spm today.

Kind regards
Zoe
Zoe Barker | Senior Solicitor

Victorian Government Solicitor's Office
M: 0400 148 072 E: Zoe Barksrivaso.vic ooy su
Level 25, 121 Exhibition Street, Melbourne WIC 3000

Responsiveness | Integnty | Insight | Collaboration | Excellence

Ve the tradi bongnal owners of country throughout Victona and pay tur respect to them, thetr cutture and thair Eldess gast, present and future.

OFFCIAL

From: Robkse Tharpe <bunylsfrefama ams
Sert: Fridey, 21 March 2025 206 P
To: 2ve Basker §2ne Barkeriggy

o au>; Dessica Diesser <

elrimer Wegne vicgnw s

Ce: Fiabtie Tharge <busyiish il gom>

Subject: busd: Ureln Bntibue Thorpe v Magstestes® Coutl of Victorm & Anar (3 EARLE 2015 U023} IVGHOCUIENT FOEBLIET

Frafay 21 Maich 22 3 05pm

Hi Zuw (and Jessica)

CAForrm 18 March 2025 Contacts and Listing Considerations

Plasase find sitacied apphicant’s regponge o Bath your wandpsd format sad gt
Wbt now?

Thaoks,

Urnasle Robbve Thorpe
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY

000 O 5 O 0 0 0 A

Froen: Zoe Barker <Zie Barkeniivann vic qoeaus

Duates Fr, 21 Mar 2026 at 12:20

Bubjeel: Uncia Fuboe Thorpe « MagisUses Cowt of Vitora & Ator (8 EAPC! 2025 0023) [VGSO-CLIENT FIES4R89E]
To: Robtue Thorpe <bunyistitefRgmat compe

Ce: Jossica Claavar <255ica claveriivgse vic Hov su>

OFFICIAL

Dwar Uncie Robbe

Lrafer to the emai frorm the Supreme Court, Court of Appeal Registry on 18 March 2025, and tne raquest that th2 parties canfer and caap in and rezuming the ‘Pary
contisct details and poston on listing corsiderations’ form by 24 March 2025,

Please see attached the Second Respondent's response. Once you have preparad your response, please let me now  you vieu'd like us to compile the tesponses and provide the
completed farm: to the Court.

Knd regards
Zne

Zue Barkar | Senior Solicilor

Victorlan Government Soficitor's Office

F: 03 8684 0443 E: Zpe Barker @wgso vic gov.ay
Level 25, 121 Exhibiton Streer, Melbourne Wi 3000

Responsivedess § integrity | Insight | Collaboration | Excallence

We acknawledge the tradimonal Aborignal owners of country throughout Victona and pay our respect 16 them, their culture and the Elders past, present and future.

OFF AL

Contact details and listing considsrations - .. (30K} *

Mark-up - Contact details and listing consid... {31K) x
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"N Mark-up - Contact details and listing considerations - S EAPCI 2025 0023

Second Respondent | Zoe Barker

Zoe Barker@vgso.vic.gov.au
0400 148 073

Jessica Cleaver

Jessica.Cleaver@vgso.vic.gov.au

i o T T L R Victorlan Government Solicitor's Office
The Sécond Respondent does not consider it necessdry 16 add dny Formatted: Highlight
further Respondents,

3. Proposed Third Respondent ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF AUSTRALIA
See New Case Request 485582 lodged 20 March 2025

Form 64B Application to Court of Appeal

pending acceptance for filing

Solicitor: AGSNew Case Request XXxxxx

Rule 64.10 Application to Intervene

Pending preparation and lodgement

Solicitors: tha

4. Proposed Fourth Respondent PROSECUTOR OF INTERNATIONAL
CRIMINAL COURT

New Case Request 485582 lodged 20 March 2025
Form 648 Application to Court of Appeal

Pending acceptance for filing

Solicitor: tha

5.~ 10. Proposed Aboriginal Intervenors tba
New Case Request xxxx

Rule 64.10 Application to Intervene
Pending preparation and lodgement
Solicitors: tba

11.-15. Proposed Human Rights Intervenors tba

Solicitor's Of
New Case Request Victorian Government Solicitor's Office

Formatted: Spuce B cOpt

Rule 64.10 Application to Intervene

Pending preparation and lodgement

Solicitors: tba




Second Respondent

Mediation

At any slage of the proceeding, with or without the consent of any party, the Courl of Appeal may
order that the proceeding or any part of the proceeding be referred to mediation (see rules 50.07,
50.07.1, 50.07.3, 50.07.4 and 64.42(4)-(5) of the Supreme Court {(General Civil Procedure) Rules
2015).

Is this proceeding, or any part of it, appropriate for referral to mediation? Briefly explain the reasons
for your response.

PARTY RESPONSE

Applicant Any negotiations that will stop and prevent the ongoing Aboriginal
genocide should be commenced forthwith.

Second Respondent | The second respondent does not consider that this proceeding is
appropriate for mediation. In particular, the subject matter of the
proceeding is not suitable for mediation.

Victariun Government Solicitor's Office
Formatted: Highlight

Victorian Govern

Formaited

at Solicitor's Office
beforel O pt
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