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Uncle Robbie Thorpe v Magistrates’ Court & gors,
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, gg,. ‘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
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Second Respondent

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

Jessica Cleaver

Jessica.Cleaver@vgso.vic.gov.au

The Second Respondent does not consider it necessary to add any
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 64B Application to Court of Appeal
Pending acceptance for filing

Solicitor: tba

5.- 10. Proposed Aboriginal Intervenors tba

New Case Request XXxxxx
Rule 64.10 Application to Intervene
Pending preparation and lodgement

Solicitors: tha

11.-15. Proposed Human Rights Intervenors tba

New Case Request XXxxxx
Rule 64.10 Application to Intervene
Pending preparation and lodgement

Solicitors: tha




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 genocide.

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

Applicant

Singularly complex and yprecedented matter--

1. International law of genocide 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 Our 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 gngoing, .
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 Commonwealth of Australia to
(i) seek consent of Aboriginal Peoples

(ii) remove Attorney-General's fiat so that Aborigins! Peoples can
prosecute compljcitors 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.




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?

PARTY RESPONSE

Applicant

10 days

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:

« the court or tribunal;

« the proceeding number;

+ 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




Applicant

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.

(i) SEAPCI 2024 0091 Uncle Robbie Thorpe filed 9 August 2024

(iii) S ECI 2024 05377 New Case Request 446388 lodged 8 October 2024--
pending review by anonymous judge-- likely application for leave 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 stjll_not been listed.

(ii) refusal of court to issue proceedings re parliamentary committee not
publishing submissions (inquiry into Attorney-General's genocide fjat)--.
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 Justice 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 ageuseds' 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
Originating 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 Half-Caste Act genocidal and compensation/reparations.
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Second Respondent | The second respondent is not aware of any related proceedings. The
second respondent does not consider that the proceedings identified by
the Applicant are sufficiently connected for them to be considered in the
management of this Court of Appeal proceeding

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 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.
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