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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA AT MELBOURNE
COURT OF APPEAL
CIVIL DIVISION
S EAPCI 2024 0091
In the matter of a proposed proceeding, on the application of UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE

UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE Applicant

APPLICATION OTHER THAN FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL

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

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

TO: the Registrar

AND TO: the Respondents

I wish to apply for the following orders:

1. The application for leave to appeal filed 2 August 2024 in these proceedings S EAPCI 2024
0091 be heard at the same time as the application for leave to appeal filed 28 February 2025 in

proceedings S EAPCI 2025 0023.

2. There be a directions hearing before the President of the Court of Appeal not a Judicial
Registrar.

3. The Attorney-General of the Commonwealth of Australia be joined as third respondent.
4. The Prosecutor of the International Criminal Court be joined as fourth respondent.

5. The Prime Minister of the United Kingdom of Great Britain be joined as fifth respondent.

The Supreme Court (General Civil Procedure) Rules 2015 require this application to the Court of

Appeal to be made by filing an application in accordance with Form 64B naming each person who
is affected by the application as a respondent and filing an affidavit in support: Rule 64.03(3), Rule
64.03(4).

Pursuant to Rule 9.06(b)(i) of the said Supreme Court (General Civil Procedure) Rules 2015 at any
stage of a proceeding the Court may order that a person whose presence before the

Court is necessary to ensure that all questions in the proceeding are effectually and completely
determined and adjudicated upon.



In this proceeding Our Peoples are trying to stop and prevent the ongoing genocide and ecocide
against Us by non-Aboriginal invaders who have never had any ancient bloodline connection to this
continent and who have attempted, and continue to attempt, to occupy Our Lands by force and
usurp Our Laws by force contrary to Our Ancient Law and contrary to well-settled contemporary
international law that punishes and outlaws the armed invasion of a people’s country and the
occupation of their land by force and the usurpation of their law by force.

Questions in the proceeding that need to be effectually and completely determined and adjudicated
upon:

1. When will this Aboriginal genocide stop?

2. And when will such Aboriginal genocide be effectively and permanently prevented from ever
happening here again?

3. How will this Aboriginal genocide be stopped?

4. Who will stop it?

5. When will the perpetrators be punished?

6. Who will investigate, prosecute and punish the perpetrators?

(i) Does the absence of any document evidencing Our free, prior and informed consent! to the
occupation of Our Lands and usurpation of Our Laws and the ceding of Our Sovereignty
constitute proof beyond reasonable doubt of the perpetrators intent to destroy Us within the
meaning of the UN Genocide Convention and the Statute of the International Criminal Court
and Division 268 of the Criminal Code of the Commonwealth of Australia?

(i1) Does the absence of any document evidencing the end of hostilities against Us constitute
proof beyond reasonable doubt of the perpetrators intent to destroy Us within the meaning of
the 1948 Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of Genocide and the 1998 Statute of the
International Criminal Court and the 2002 Amendment of Australia’s Criminal Code?

(i1i) Does the absence of any evidence of Our Consent— as set out in 6 (i) above— when combined
with the absence of any evidence of the end of Your Hostilities against Us— as set out in 6(ii)
above—constitute proof beyond reasonable doubt of the perpetrators intent to destroy Us within

]
[s it even possible under Our Ancient Unchanging And Unchangeable Law of caring for country for anyone
ever to meaningfully consent to fundamentally changing Our Ancient Law which belongs to country and
comes from country and is country and is Us forever always was always will be? Will you non-Aborigines
ever understand country and Our Ways and Our Thinking and Our Systems? Will you even try?
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Division 268 Genocide in Chapter 8 Offences against humanity in the Criminal Code Act 1995 of the
Commonwealth of Australia
see https://www.legislation.gov.au/C2004A04868/2018-12-29/text/2)




the meaning of the UN Genocide Convention and the Statute of the International Criminal
Court and Division 268 of the Criminal Code of the Commonwealth of Australia?

(iv) Is genocide still not in reality a crime here if only one person in the whole continent can
commence a prosecution for genocide— can it really be the case that your parliament and your
courts only allow just one solitary person, the non-Aboriginal Mark Dreyfus, out of the entire
population to bring Aboriginal genocide charges?

(v) Are the elected members in your parliament and the appointed judges in your courts knowingly
complicit in Aboriginal genocide by effectively allowing the ongoing Aboriginal genocide to
continue without criminal consequence?

(vi) Especially given the undisputed past acts of Aboriginal genocide (massacres, mass poisoning,
mass sterilisation, mass child removal etc etc etc) does this extreme bipartisan limitation on
bringing contemporary perpetrators (including current legislators and judicial officers) to justice
show that so-called “Australia” is only too aware of the ongoing Aboriginal genocide? and is
aiding and abetting it in a conspiracy of silence and inaction and wants Us to remain powerless
to stop it.

(vii) Is so-called “Australia” so unwilling and unable within the meaning of relevant Articles of the
Statute of the International Court (as recognised in so-called “Australia” at pages 151-252 of
Compilation No. 10— Compilation date: 24 July 2021 Registered 19 August 2021—
Commonwealth of Australia Act No. 41 of 2002 International Criminal Court Act 2002
https://www.legislation.gov.au/C2004A00992/latest/text) that the Prosecutor of the International
Criminal Court now has legal jurisdiction anywhere and everywhere in so-called “Australia” to
investigate prosecute arrest and transfer to the jails of the International Criminal Court any
person at any time?

The presence before the Court of Appeal of both the Attorney-General of Australia and the
Prosecutor of the International Criminal Court is not only “necessary” within the meaning of the
said Rule but absolutely essential to even begin to ensure that all questions in the proceeding are
effectually and completely determined and adjudicated upon.

Likewise the presence before the Court of Appeal of the british Prime Minister, the elected leader of
the invader/coloniser/settler people, is not only “necessary” within the meaning of the said Rule but
absolutely essential to even begin to ensure that all questions in the proceeding are effectually and
completely determined and adjudicated upon.

If there are intervenors from countries where Charles Windsor is still king, then Secretariat son the
Commonwealth of Nations hould be joined.

If there are intervenors from UN member states generally with land-theft issues then the President
of the UN International Court of Justice ought be joined.
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https://www.pc.gov.au/media-speeches/media-releases/2025/new-closing-the-gap-data-march-2025
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2025-03-13/closing-the-gap-report-data-fail-address-indigenous-inequality/
105046662

https://www.snaicc.org.au/only-four-closing-the-gap-targets-on-track-snaicc-in-the-news/




If the United Nations Human Rights Council and the Australian Council of Human Rights
Authorities do not apply to intervene then they ought be joined.

Date: 28 April 2025
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