IN THE SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA AT MELBOURNE
COURT OF APPEAL
CIVIL DIVISION
S EAPCI 2025 0023
BETWEEN

UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE
Applicant

and

MAGISTRATES’ COURT OF VICTORIA
First Respondent

ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF VICTORIA
Second Respondent

SUPPLEMENTARY AFFIDAVIT OF UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE
RE JUDGE EMERTON & ORS

Date of Document: 1 June 2026

Filed on behalf of: Uncle Robbie Thorpe

Prepared by: Uncle Robbie Thorpe Telephone: 0422 200 696
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY Ref: Supreme Court of Victoria Bad Faith Bias and
“Kings domain” Racial Discrimination - Court of Appeal -
“Melbourne VIC 3004~ King Charles Aboriginal Genocide case

Email: bunjilsfire @ gmail.com

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

1. I refer to my application filed 13 May 2026 to disqualify judge Walker and judge setting
out the grounds for their disqualification and I refer to my affidavit filed 13 May 2026
detailing some of the evidence for my application.

2. On 26 May 2026 I notified the court of my applications to disqualify judge McLeish and
judge Niall should they be on the bench at the hearing on 3 June 2026 and set out the
evidence for their disqualification

3. Now produced and shown to me and marked Exhibit URT 1 on page 7 is a copy of my
notification email to the court on 26 May 2026 to disqualify judge McLeish.
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4. Now produced and shown to me and marked Exhibit URT 2 on page 10 is a copy of my
notification email to the court on 26 May 2026 to disqualify judge Niall.

5. On 16 February 2026 the parties had received the notification email that the hearing in
these proceedings is set down for 3 June 2026 and listing the applications to be considered.

6. On 13 May 2026 I lodged an application in the Court of Appeal seeking an adjournment
and seven other orders.

7. The eighth order sought (numbered 8 in the said application):

Should the Court of Appeal refuse or decline to make any of the orders sought as set out in
the seven numbered paragraphs above then the case be forthwith adjourned so that the
applicant can urgently seek special leave to appeal to the High Court of Australia.

8. The said application was marked "reviewing" by registry for a week until being formally
accepted for filing on 19 May 2026 and sealed with the filing date of 13 May 2026 being the
date of lodgement as is the usual practice of registry.

9. The application sought an order (numbered 2) that judge Emerton be disqualified for the
reasons set out in the order sought (numbered 2) and grounds 1-5 and 7-8 as set out in the
application including exhibits to my affidavit 13 May 2026 (note also my supplementary
affidavit 20 May 2026 as specifically foreshadowed in my said affidavit 13 May 2026).

10. On 27 May 2026 judge Emerton partially dismissed the application in relation to
(1) disqualification of judge Emerton.

(i1) attendance at Camp Sovereignty.

(ii1) invitation/permission to bring Our ancient weapons to court.

11. Judge Emerton's sole written reasons published to the parties on 27 May 2026 were:

"The applicant has not put forward any grounds for Emerton P to recuse herself other than
that he disagrees with decisions made by her Honour in the proper exercise of the Court’s
jurisdiction. That is not a basis for a recusal application. However, the applicant may renew
his recusal application orally on different grounds if he wishes to do so."

12. Judge Emerton erred in not reproducing the exact words of the disqualification order
sought (numbered 2 in the said application) or otherwise fairly stating the basis and grounds
set out in the order and application and erred in stating there was only one ground put
forward.

13. Now produced and shown to me and marked Exhibit URT 3 on page 13 is a copy of an
email from the court on 27 May 2026 containing judge Emertons’s orders and reasons for
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14. On the morning of 28 May 2026 I made an urgent written request for a sealed copy of
judge Emerton's order made 27 May 2026 partially dismissing, as set out in paragraph 4
above, my application of 13 May 2026.

15. 1 stated that the urgency was my urgent application for special leave to appeal the judge's
decision(s) to the High Court of Australia which requires a copy of the sealed order sought to
be appealed against.

16. Now produced and shown to me and marked Exhibit URT 4 on page 15 is a copy of my
email to the court requesting a sealed copy of the order.

17. Later the same day, judge Emerton made and published a decision to reject this request
and stated:

"The Court does not propose to make formal orders in relation to these requests. It will give
brief oral reasons at the commencement of the hearing on 3 June 2026 in relation to the
weapons and Camp Sovereignty requests."”

18. Now produced and shown to me and marked Exhibit URT 5 on page 20 is a copy of the
email from the court containing judge Emerton’s decision.

19. Judge Emerton erred in describing the orders sought in my application filed 13 May 2026
as "requests”.

20. Judge Emerton erred in refusing to provide sealed orders partially dismissing the
above-described application filed 13 May 2026.

21. The judge, like all Supreme Court judges, is non-Aboriginal and obviously considers the
Camp Sovereignty and ancient weapons applications to be trivial, minor and insignificant--
further demonstrating the exact kind of bad faith, bias and racial discrimination alleged
against judges and officials of the court. The evidence continues to mount. You do not
understand or respect Our ancient law and continue to make no effort to do so. You choose
not to see the ongoing genocide of Our People right before your eyes.

22. On the morning of 29 May 2026 1 urgently sought from the judge via an email to the
deputy prothonotary for appeals a sealed order of judge Emerton's refusal 28 May 2026 to
provide sealed orders.

23.In my email I stated: “I am preparing an urgent application for special leave to appeal to
the High Court of Australia against judge Emerton's decision refusing to make "a formal
order" and refusing to make available a sealed copy of this order/decision for lodgement as
required by the High Court of Australia in making my application to the said court”.

24. In the same email I continued: “ It seems irregular and an abuse of process by judge
Emerton that I am effectively prevented (twice) by judge Emerton from making an urgent
application to the High Court to overturn judge Emerton's decisions prior to any further fair

hearing of these proceedings”. ' J /QJ
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25. And I concluded my email with this statement: “Look, it may be that the High Court of
Australia still doesn't get it either. However the International Court of Justice and the
International Criminal Court have yet to rule on this ongoing Aboriginal Genocide (note my
supplementary affidavit 20 May 2026 referred to parenthetically in paragraph 5 above)”.

26. Now produced and shown to me and marked Exhibit URT 6 on page 23 is a copy of my
email sent to the court at 8.30am on 29 May 2026.

27. I note that the sole recipients to my email were the deputy prothonotary for appeals and
the individual victorian government solicitor representing the second respondent. My email
was not ccd to the court registry nor to Hon Sonya Kilkenny, the second respondent, nor any
other solicitors, crown counsel or barristers representing the second respondent.

28. The judge also erred on 27 May 2026 in that allowing Aboriginal Genocide is NOT “a
proper exercise of jurisdiction”. It is ultra vires. The court has no jurisdiction to allow
Aboriginal Genocide.

29. There is also the live issue of whether, in the absence of an internationally-recognised
treaty, your invader courts (aka “settler colonial” courts) have any jurisdiction over any
Aboriginal People or Aboriginal Lands (i.e. the continent of so-called Australia)-- refer to the
analysis by Professor Olivia Barr reproduced as an Exhibit to my affidavit filed 13 May 2026.

30. 1 refer to the speech of judge Beech-Jones made on 16 May 2026 in Townsville to a
lawyers association and published on the website of the High Court of Australia at

https://www.hcourt.gov.au/sites/default/files/speeches/2026-05/Beech-Jones %282026%29NthQldlawAssoc.pdf

concerning the history of judges declaring certain things inherent and/or implicit in the
Constitution Act 1901 and in that context discussing the Sir Samuel Griffith Society and the
Federalist Society in Trump’s USA.

31. In these proceedings, ground 1 of my application for my leave to appeal filed in February
2026 together with my 78B notice to all Attorneys-General of the States and Territories of
your COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA submits that it is inherent and implicit in your
Constitution Act 1901 any Aborigine can attempt to stop the ongoing Aboriginal Genocide
by filing an information under section 268 of the Criminal Code— and that the so-called “fiat”
requirement of the consent is not only invalid by reason of unconstitutionality but that very
requirement itself constitutes an act of genocide that enlivens the jurisdiction of the
Prosecutor of the International Criminal Court under ICC Article 17.

32. What judge Beech-Jones makes clear is that there is a sizeable faction within the judiciary
and the legal profession that has a white supremacist belief when it comes to Our People.

33. 1 do not personally know and cannot say which if any judges of the Court of Appeal hold
any such beliefs or are members of the Sir Samuel Griffith Society. I just dont know— but I
believe some senior judges and some senior members of the legal profession must know who
these racists are but choose to remain silent. Our People have a perception that your courts
and judiciary are racist. And bitter experience and reasonable grounds for this conclusion.
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Please refer to the Yoorook For Justice statement of Chief Justice Ferguson exhibited to my
affidavit filed 13 May 2026.

34. Now produced and shown to me and marked Exhibit URT 7 at page 27 is a copy of the
speech of judge Beech-Jones.

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 offence of perjury.

Affirmed at Collingwood \) N &/\Z \ .\LQ \Q\@ u-(\

in the State of Victoria

Before me

rebecca Courtiar

Registrar ‘
Neighbourhood Justice Centre
241 Wellington Strett, Collirigwood 3066



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA AT MELBOURNE
COURT OF APPEAL
CIVIL DIVISION
S EAPCI 2025 0023

BETWEEN

UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE
Applicant

and

MAGISTRATES’ COURT OF VICTORIA
First Respondent

ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF VICTORIA
Second Respondent

CERTIFICATE IDENTIFYING EXHIBIT

Date of Document: 1 June 2026

Filed on behalf of: Uncle Robbie Thorpe

Prepared by: Uncle Robbie Thorpe Telephone: 0422 200 696
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY  Ref: Supreme Court of Victoria Bad Faith Bias and
“Kings domain” Racial Discrimination - Court of Appeal -
“Melbourne VIC 3004” King Charles Aboriginal Genocide case

Email: bunjilsfire @ gmail.com

This is the exhibit identified in paragraph 3 and marked Exhibit URT 1 now produced and
shown to the deponent at the time of affirming the person’s affidavit on 1 June 2026.

Signature of Deponent Signature of person taking affidavit

Name Address and Statement of capacity

Rebecca Courtiar
Registrar
Neighbourhood Justice Cen‘re
241 Wellington Strett, Collingwood 306
Exhibit URT 1

Email 26 May 2026
re disqualification of judge McLeish



From: Uncle Robbie Thorpe <bunjilsfire@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, 26 May 2026 at 10:10

Subject: Application for Disqualification of judge McLeish in Thorpe v MVC & AGV
SEAPCI20250023

To: Franky Bain <franky.bain@supcourt.vic.gov.au>, Supreme Court-Court of Appeal
Registry <coaregistry@supcourt.vic.gov.au>

Cc: <alec.miguel@vgso.vic.gov.au>, Jessica Cleaver <jessica.cleaver@vgso.vic.gov.au>,
MCVSupCourtAppeals@courts.vic.gov.au <MCVsupcourtappeals@courts.vic.gov.au>

Tuesday 26 May 2026 at 10.10 am

To: Court of Appeal registry

Copy to: Second Respondent's solicitor

Application for Disqualification of judge McLeish
in Thorpe v MVC & AGV SEAPCI20250023

1. Please refer to paragraph 4 on page 5 of my Applicant's Reply filed 24 May 2026 to the
Second Respondent's Submissions filed 22 May 202 : "Please note my imminent application
to disqualify judge McLeish ... for bias".

2 .The facts of this disqualification application are set out in my affidavit filed 4 September
2024 in the registry of the High Court of Australia in M80/2024 [copy attached].

3. A copy of this said affidavit was lodged by email at 12.12 pm on Friday 13 September
2024 with Mark Pedley JR Registrar of the Court of Appeal of the Supreme Court of Victoria
as set out in my aftidavit filed 18 September 2024 in the registry of the High Court of
Australia in M80/2024.[copy attached].

4. Judge McLeish refused to provide the order (in S EAPCI 2024 0080) required by the High
Court of Australia for my application requiring an application for extension of time which is
a higher bar than simply making a timely application.

5.1 submit these facts are the basis for both apprehended and actual bias against an Aborigine
seeking to appeal the trial judge's refusal to receive an Aboriginal Genocide Affidavit in these
very King Charles Aboriginal Genocide proceedings.

6. I do not know if judge McLeish is a current or prospective judicial decision-maker in the
adjournment application filed 13 May 2026 or any other matters in these proceedings.

7. This email this morning is simply to detail any disqualification application against judge
McLeish and ask if the court requires a more formal 64B application to be lodged with the
court and if so when.



Thanks,

Uncle Robbie Thorpe*
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY

lllé‘lngs la E' 1"

crimesceneaustralia.com

*

https://www.commonground.org.au/article/guide-for-respectfully-communicating-with-elders



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA AT MELBOURNE
COURT OF APPEAL
CIVIL DIVISION
S EAPCI 2025 0023
BETWEEN

UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE
Applicant

and

MAGISTRATES’ COURT OF VICTORIA
First Respondent

ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF VICTORIA
Second Respondent

CERTIFICATE IDENTIFYING EXHIBIT

Date of Document: 1 June 2026

Filed on behalf of: Uncle Robbie Thorpe

Prepared by: Uncle Robbie Thorpe Telephone: 0422 200 696
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY  Ref: Supreme Court of Victoria Bad Faith Bias and
“Kings domain” Racial Discrimination - Court of Appeal -
“Melbourne VIC 3004~ King Charles Aboriginal Genocide case

Email: bunjilsfire@gmail.com

This 1s the exhibit identified in paragraph 4 and marked Exhibit URT 2 now produced and
shown to the deponent at the time of affirming the person’s affidavit on 1 June 2026.
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Signature of Deponent Signature of person taking affidavit

Name Address and Statement of capacity

Rebeccs Courtiar
Registrar

Neighbourhood Justi
: Stice Cenr, T 2
24 I e ° e
1 Wellington Strett, Collingwood 3O£Xhlblt UR

Email 26 May 2026

re disqualification of judge Niall



From: Uncle Robbie Thorpe <bunjilsfire@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, 26 May 2026 at 10:11

Subject: Application for Disqualification of judge Niall in Thorpe v MVC & AGV
SEAPCI20250023

To: Franky Bain <franky.bain@supcourt.vic.gov.au>, Supreme Court-Court of Appeal
Registry <coaregistry@supcourt.vic.gov.au>

Cc: <alec.miguel(@vgso.vic.gov.au>, Jessica Cleaver <jessica.cleaver@vgso.vic.gov.au>,
MCVSupCourtAppeals@courts.vic.gov.au <MCVsupcourtappeals@courts.vic.gov.au>

Tuesday 26 May 2026 at 10.11am

To: Court of Appeal registry

Copy to: Second Respondent's solicitor
Application for Disqualification of judge Niall
in Thorpe v MVC & AGYV SEAPCI20250023

1. Please refer to paragraph 4 on page 5 of my Applicant's Reply filed 24 May 2026 to the
Second Respondent's Submissions filed 22 May 202 : "Please note my imminent application
to disqualify ... judge Niall for bias".

2 .The facts of this disqualification application are set out in my affidavits and other filings in
the court as well as other emails to judge Niall as both Chief Justice of Victoria and Chair of
Courts Council of Victoria directly to his chambers and also to CEO Michael Carroll and the
CEO of Court Services Victoria requesting:

(1) these unprecedented cases of ongoing Aboriginal Genocide by Victorians and Charles
Mountbatten-Windsor aka "King Charles I1I of Australia" be assigned to (and case-managed
by) judge Niall;

(i1) administrative action in the prothonotary's discriminatory conduct in consigning new
case requests lodged by two Aboriginal litigants "reviewing" status for months and years (if
ever).

(ii1) administrative action in the discriminatory conduct of the judge or judges in refusing to
make a decision for months and years (if ever) in new case requests lodged by two Aboriginal
litigants and rejected by the prothonotary and referred by the prothonotary to the judge or
judges at the request of the Aboriginal litigants.

(iv) amendments by the court to the rules of the court to prevent the mischief in placita (ii)
and (iii) above be requiring decisions by prothonotary and referred-judges within five days.

10



(v) appearing to conduct himself (and thus set the tone for the whole court) as though all the
above unfairness to Aboriginal litigants "can safely be ignored" in the words of judge Walker
(cited in my affidavit filed 13 May 2026).

4.1 submit these facts are the basis for both apprehended and actual bias against an
Aboriginal litigants in this court in both the King Charles Aboriginal Genocide proceedings
and any other new case requests lodged by Aboriginal litigants in this time of ongoing
Aboriginal Genocide and a supposed new Treaty Era of long-delayed access to justice.

5.1 do not know if judge Niall is a current or prospective judicial decision-maker in the
adjournment application filed 13 May 2026 or any other matters in these proceedings.

6. This email this morning is simply to detail any disqualification application against judge
Niall and ask if the court requires a more formal 64B application to be lodged with the court
and if so when.

Thanks,

Uncle Robbie Thorpe*
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY

lllé'zgs l)flﬂﬁii"

11 . "

crimesceneaustralia.com

*

https://www.commonground.org.au/article/guide-for-respectfully-communicating-with-elders
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA AT MELBOURNE
COURT OF APPEAL

CIVIL DIVISION
S EAPCI 2025 0023

BETWEEN

UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE
Applicant

and

MAGISTRATES’ COURT OF VICTORIA
First Respondent

ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF VICTORIA
Second Respondent

CERTIFICATE IDENTIFYING EXHIBIT

Date of Document: 1 June 2026

Filed on behalf of: Uncle Robbie Thorpe

Prepared by: Uncle Robbie Thorpe Telephone: 0422 200 696
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY  Ref: Supreme Court of Victoria Bad Faith Bias and
“Kings domain” Racial Discrimination - Court of Appeal -
“Melbourne VIC 3004” King Charles Aboriginal Genocide case

Email: bunjilsfire@gmail.com

This is the exhibit identified in paragraph 13 and marked Exhibit URT 3 now produced and
shown to the deponent at the time of affirming the person’s affidavit on 1 June 2026.
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Signature of Deponent Signature of person taking affidavit

Name Address and Statement of capacity

Rebecca Court'ar
Registrar

Neighbogrhood Justice Centre
241 Wellington Strett, Collingwood 3@8xhibit URT 3

Email 27 May 2026

re judge Emerton’s decision(s)
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From: Supreme Court-CoA Civil Case Managers <civilcasemanagers@supcourt.vic.gov.au>
Date: Wed, 27 May 2026 at 12:50

Subject: Uncle Robbie Thorpe v Magistrates' Court of Victoria & ors, S EAPCI 2025 0023 - hearing 3
June 2026

To: Uncle Robbie Thorpe <bunjilsfire@gmail.com>, Alec.Miguel@vgso.vic.gov.au
<alec.miguel@vgso.vic.gov.au>, Jessica Cleaver <jessica.cleaver@vgso.vic.gov.au>

Cc: mevsupcourtappeals@courts.vic.gov.au <mcvsupcourtappeals@courts.vic.gov.au>, Supreme
Court-Court of Appeal Registry <coaregistry@supcourt.vic.gov.au>, Supreme Court-CoA Civil Case
Managers <civilcasemanagers@supcourt.vic.gov.au>

Dear parties

The appeals in S EAPCI 2025 0023 and S EAPCI 2024 0080 will remain listed for hearing at 9:45 am
on 3 June 2026.

None of Niall CJ, McLeish JA or Walker JA will be on the bench. Emerton P will preside.

The applicant has not put forward any grounds for Emerton P to recuse herself other than that he
disagrees with decisions made by her Honour in the proper exercise of the Court’s jurisdiction. That is
not a basis for a recusal application. However, the applicant may renew his recusal application orally
on different grounds if he wishes to do so.

Before hearing the appeals, the Court will hear the applicant’s adjournment application.

The Court will also hear the joinder and further evidence applications, along with submissions on the
Notice to Produce.

The parties should come to court prepared for the contingency that the Court may refuse these
applications and proceed to hear the substantive appeals.

The judges will not attend Camp Sovereignty.
No weapons will be permitted in the Court building.

Regards
Franky

Franky Bain
Principal Lawyer, Appeals & Crime
Deputy Prothonotary

Supreme Court of Victoria — Crime (Trial Division) & 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 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.
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA AT MELBOURNE
COURT OF APPEAL
CIVIL DIVISION
S EAPCI 2025 0023
BETWEEN

UNCLE ROBBIE THORPE
Applicant

and

MAGISTRATES’ COURT OF VICTORIA
First Respondent

ATTORNEY-GENERAL OF VICTORIA
Second Respondent

CERTIFICATE IDENTIFYING EXHIBIT

Date of Document:; 1 June 2026

Filed on behalf of: Uncle Robbie Thorpe

Prepared by: Uncle Robbie Thorpe Telephone: 0422 200 696
CAMP SOVEREIGNTY  Ref: Supreme Court of Victoria Bad Faith Bias and
“Kings domain” Racial Discrimination - Court of Appeal -
“Melbourne VIC 3004” King Charles Aboriginal Genocide case

Email: bunjilsfire@gmail.com

This is the exhibit identified in paragraph 16 and marked Exhibit URT 4 now produced and
shown to the deponent at the time of affirming the person’s affidavit on 1 June 2026.

U R ANTEP

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

Rebecca Courtiar
Registrar

Neighbourhood Justj
. Ice Cent‘re
241 ellington Strett, Collingwood 3056Exhibit URT 4

Email 28 May 2026

urgent request for sealed order(s) for HCA
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