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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA AT MELBOURNE
COURT OF APPEAL

CIVIL DIVISION

BETWEEN

UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE

and

MAGISTRATES’ COURT OF VICTORIA

ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF VICTORIA

Case: S EAPCI 2025 0023
Filed on: 23/05/2025 04:02 PM

S EAPCI 2025 0023

Applicant

First Respondent

Second Respondent

APPLICATION OTHER THAN FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL

Date of Document: 23 May 2025

Filed on behalf of: Derek Cameron Tipper

Prepared by: Derek Cameron Tipper ' Telephone: 0403059154

Bushlife, Orcabessa, St Mary, Jamaica Ref: Intervenor — Vic Court of Appeal—
and CAMP SOVEREIGNTY King Charles Aboriginal Genocide case
“Kings Domain” Melbourne VIC 3004 Email: livityvalley @protonmail.com

TO: the Registrar
AND TO: the Respondents

I wish to apply for the following order:

Upon the Court of Appeal being satisfied that

(a) the applicant's contribution as an intervener will be useful and different from the contribution of

the parties and

(b) that the intervention would not unreasonably interfere with the conduct of the application or

appeal; and

(c) of any other matter that the Court of Appeal considers relevant.



the Court grants leave pursuant to r 64.10 of the Supreme Court (General Civil Procedure) Rules
2015 to

DEREK CAMERON TIPPER

to intervene in the three applications for leave to appeal of Uncle Robbie Thorpe filed 28 February
2025 in proceedings S EAPCI 2025 0023 and filed 9 August 2024 SEAPCI 2024 0091 and filed 2
August 2024 SEAPCI 2024 0088

to appear in person at the bar table and address any matter (unless the court extemporaneously
withdraws leave to address certain matters) and make submissions both oral and in writing with no
undertaking as to costs.

This application is made on the following grounds:

1. My contribution as an intervener will be useful and different from the contribution of the parties
—and I have a direct interest in the proceedings because I and my People will purportedly
under your law be bound by the court’s decision and I also have an indirect interest because my
legal interests are substantially affected as are those of my People.

2. The intervention would not unreasonably interfere with the conduct of the application or
appeal— in fact it would clearly assist with the conduct of the application (and appeal if

granted).

3. any other matter that the Court of Appeal considers relevant




