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Application to add the Honourable Attorney-General Mark Dreyfus KC MP as 
Second Respondent 

Re: your letter attached to an email at 4.48pm late yesterday afternoon, Tuesday 6 August 
2024, from constitutional.litigation@ags.gov.au to vicreg@fedcourt.gov.au


1. Do you accept that the usual practice where judicial review is sought against a court is 
for the court to take no active part (in the event the successful applicant for judicial review 
appears in the court) and the relevant Attorney-General is added as the active respondent 
in your so-called adversary system of justice to represent the relevant State, Territory or 
Commonwealth of Australia having jurisdiction over the court.?


2. Do you accept that this recent example set out below is an acceptable legal precedent 
illustrating this well-settled justice procedure?


EXAMPLE


The King Charles Aboriginal Genocide Case 

aka Uncle Robbie Thorpe v Magistrates Court of Victoria and Attorney-General of Victoria,     

Supreme Court of Victoria S ECI 2024 01011, judgement reserved 19 July 2024.


On 7 March 2024 I sought judicial review in the Supreme Court of Victoria of a decision in 
the Melbourne Magistrates Court on 29 December 2023 of Senior Registrar Matt Dalton.


On 19 March 2024 the Director of the Legal Policy Unit of the Magistrates Court of 
Victoria entered a Hardiman appearance (copy of appearance attached below at page 3).


On 22 April 2024 the Honourable Justice Richards ordered the Attorney-General of 
Victoria to be added as the second defendant (copy of order attached below pages 4-6).


Her Honour said (at lines 15-28 on page 18 of the transcript):


“I do consider that it is necessary to have a representative of the State before the court to ensure that 
all questions in the proceeding are effectually and completely determined. In my view, that officer is 
the Attorney-General who should be joined as a defendant to the proceeding. And so I'll make an 
order under Rule 9.06(b)(i) of the Supreme Court (General Civil Procedure) Rules that the 
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Attorney-General for Victoria is joined as the second defendant to the proceeding, and the court will 
attend to notifying the Attorney-General through the Victorian Government Solicitor's Office of that 
order. And when I do that, I will propose a timetable for the hearing of the proceeding and the 
exchange of written submissions.”

3. Do you accept that Attorney-General Dreyfus is the current first law officer of the 
Commonwealth of Australia and that the Federal Court of Australia is part of the portfolio 
of the Attorney-General of the Commonwealth of Australia?


See the website pages directory.gov.au/portfolios/attorney-generals (copy attached p 7), 

anao.gov.au/work-program/portfolio/attorney-generals (copy attached p 8 with link to…)

ag.gov.au (copy attached pages 9 and 10).


4. Do you accept that Attorney-General’s legal officers Assistant Policy Branch Secretary 
Susan McKeag, Assistant Secretary Office of International Law Stephanie Ierino and 
Director Criminal Law Policy Branch Christopher Malone— who appeared as witnesses at 
last week’s Senate hearing on Tuesday 30 July 2024 into the Genocide Amendment— 
and many other such officers are part of the resources that the Honourable Mark Dreyfus 
uniquely is able to utilise to ensure that all questions in the proceeding are effectually 
and completely determined.


5. Do you accept that my Aboriginal genocide evidence at that said hearing  1

demonstrates that the declarations sought in these proceedings and the clarification of 
the constitutional questions in my S 78B notice are urgently required to resolve 
fundamental, rights, duties and liabilities between Our Aboriginal community and your 
wider “stray-alien” community— as well the international justice community including the 
International Criminal Court and the  UN’s International Court of Justice? (See also my 
corroborating Aboriginal genocide evidence at the current truth-telling royal commission )
2

6. Do you accept that Aboriginal genocide is ongoing right now? Do you accept any 
responsibility to stop and prevent the ongoing Aboriginal genocide? Do you know about 
Camp Sovereignty (copy Senate Hansard 26.2.24 extract attached below at page 12) or 
the current Crown References Amendment Bill (copy attached below at pages 12-13)?


8. You talk of “consent” and say Attorney-General Dreyfus does not “consent” to be 
added as a respondent. His consent is irrelevant. But isn’t it time you genocidal non-
Aboriginals at least asked for Our consent to occupy Our Lands and usurp Our Law?  

1

  Transcript of Senate hearing not yet available. Copy of my written submission delivered 26.7. 24 2

and my opening statement delivered 30.7.24 are set out in my affidavit numbered 1 as filed 1.8.24 
at pages 12-56. 

See also my testimony to Yoorrook Justice Commission https://
yoorrookjusticecommission.org.au/video/land-sky-and-waters-hearings-day-3-27-march-2024/

and transcript of said testimony at pages 50-79 at  https://yoorrookjusticecommission.org.au/wp-
content/uploads/2024/04/WUR.HB06.0003.0001.pdf
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https://parlinfo.aph.gov.au/parlInfo/download/chamber/hansards/27577/toc_pdf/
Senate_2024_02_28_Official.pdf;fileType=application%2Fpdf at pages 614-615.
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