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_AUTHCR : DAVIDp P. JARRETT

IHIS BRIEF RELATES To conoueT BY South /]usm./m/w éov’é;ENHENr wiicH Iﬁ»‘7 BY AlL
RELEV/)NT,JUD!CM,L AND Coivs'r/'fwwlvﬂb /)urno‘mnk’b‘) PROH/:Z:‘TZD7 YET _CONTINUES TO
BE PeRPETRATED ACAHINST LIFERQ) RECARILES, OF PROTECTED RIGHTS BEING VIOTATED :

The Stare HAS sToren FRom HE, AND OTHER LIFERS TUC, ConstirutiondLy

PROTECTED Rt@u'rs,7 AS WELL AS MY RIEHT To RECEINE SUCH PROTECTeD 12/6/47’5) FOR_MANY
YEARS, N0 STOLEN MY CoNsTITUTIONAL RIEHT TO FAIR AND HONEST ADMINISTRATION QF
Law RecATING T0 SAME FPROTECTED /216‘1415‘7 AND FRAUDULENTLY STOLEN FRrROM ME

MY CIBERTY FRoM A CORRECTIONAC (PRiSoN), Facitiry,

I AN A DPANEER To THE (Z)\/E/%’NMENT BECAUSE I WiLL NoT BE-SILENCED BY THE ST/)TE),

- )
NoR ABOUT THE COVERNHENTS CRIMES/CONDYCT DONE T0 ME, AND CONTINJES T0 PERPETRITE,

)
WHICH FOR REASONS oF FULL AND PROFER AND MHONEZST iNVESTIGATION OF Sﬁne, SHOULY

mcir Royae Commssion, Oney a Raovac Commission, Qur 9F THE HiNps oF THE

~ f 5 =
:’0ur;¢u)~§7 WOULP ENAPBLE FULL EXTENT OF Govmwgms IMPROPRICTIES To BE

IDENTIEIED ANP MEASURED.

< ITs _—
The Stare Covernment asuses 3/7)071401217\1 AND Aers wiTHouT Jorispicri oNAL
( 7 ' 7
/Jumomr)i, TO RE-SENTENCE LIFERS AND TO EXTEN) THEIR Hmeagms NON- PAROLE

Perigns (Nor AL LIFERS, BUT CERTAINLY M/%,Ni‘l)’ WHY ARE ALS0 A SPECIAL CLASS, A

0« » : ‘ . 7 (
PRESCRIBED CLASS” OF FRISONER [93;1, AND SPECIAL CLASS OF FPERSON' wWiich 15 A

PRISoNER IN StaTe cusmm‘?(wmv oF THE STATE IN STATE Pt?lsm). The Lovernment
greecrivey Re-sentences Lifers o A NEW nep (THEREB‘/ AFFECTING PENALTY OF THEIR
senrence wiich wis Couar imPose, AND INCREASING THEIR Timg IN PRISON), BUT 00cs
S0 WITHOUT THE USE OF ANY Cmnwm L/aw SENTENCING Cow?ry WHICH IN FACT 15
THE ONLY Camc‘mmnawmw Aumamszp, Smw INSTUMENTALLTY Wity

TURISPICTION To LAWFULLY



CHANEE THE SENTENCE 0F A LIFER., ,[37. anp B0, o

L anm THE VICTIM OF A TMRAN 7’7 THE. Sm'ré, QoveﬂNﬁéNT OF S‘Oufﬂ Aus'flz/iuﬁ,
THE TYRANT (r;m/éﬂl}imf'/v‘/’ CARES NOT FOR THE ,LIFERS’,,‘ FPROTECTED RIGHTS wiHlCH
IT _VIOLATES AND STEALS; LT CARES NOT FOR ITS UNLAWFVUL USE OF ITS Aumm;m?
as THE STATE GoveRNHEN T, NCLUPING ACTS DONE BY THE Boarp (,/DA/ZOL(Z
Boaro or Sourn Avsraun), rie Goveruor anp tne Execurive Cavncuy i cares
NOT FOR THE CLAIMED LEGITIMACM AND CLAIMED LEGAL COMPETENCE IN ITS_ACTIONS,
EVEN AFTER FORMAL WRITTEN CHALLENGE AGAINST AN ACT PERFORMEp BY //'; :
BECAUSE 1T HAS NO PROFESSIONAL REGARD FOR COMPLAINTS BY PRISONERS SUcH
AS ms‘ﬂ,F? UNTIL FOR EXAMPLE AN ANTI-CORRUPTION ENTITY SUPPORTS AN)
Derermnes in mavovr oF sven prisoners, | He veant Stare Covernment mas

ACTED OUTSIPE ITS LAWFUL JURISD/CTION) AGAINST uFER&’,, FOR _FAR 10O LoNG

AND THE STATE CoverRNMENT MUST STOP POING WHAT IT HAS PONE, IN ERROR,

OUTSIDE ITS ACTUAL TURISDIC T,/0N7,, AND 1T MUST REPAIR THE PAMAGE IT HAS

DONE To S0 MANY L IFEIRS, Ir MUST APOLOGISE To SVCH LIFERS7 VICTIMS OF
gr/m? é()\/EIZNMEI\/T UNLAWFUL ﬁc‘rs‘, ANDp RESTITUTE U§ AS QUICKLY AS CAN BE
PROFESSIONALLT  DONE.

ﬁ/\/ ACT WHICH IS DONE | OUTSIDE LANFUL RIGHT AND LANFVC J(/‘R/SPJ,CT/O/\/) 15 STILL
AN UNLAWEVL ACT, IRRESPECTIVE OF WHETHER QR NOT THE GOVERNMENT
WORKER KNew THEIR ACTIgN wAS UNLANEQL. THE Vie TIH=LIEER OF SUcH AN
UNLAWFUL ACT , 1S STILL  THE VICTIH OF AN MNLAWEUL ACT ANp MUST BE GRANTED

RELIEF, FROM UNLANFUL CONWCT ANG/OR ACTIONS WHICH THE STATE GOVERNMENT

HAS PERPETRATED AGAINST US} WITHOUT PELAY.

/F A THIEF STEALS TWQ POLLARS FROM ME7 THEN GIVES MY STOLEN TWo D OLLARS TO
ANOTHER PEIZS()/V) WHO D) NOT KNOW THE TwO POLLARS NAS STOLEN FROM M€7 THEN
NOT ONLM AM T STiLL tHE vicTIM 0F Two DOLLARS BEING STOLEN FROM /‘412’ BUT

I ASO HAVE LEGAL CAVUSE AND CAAIN TO RECOVER MY STOLEN TNO POLLARS,



NO MATTER WHO CURRENTLY HAS MY STOLEN TWO DOLLARS,

r T StATe  GovERNMENT TAKES $CHETHING FROM Me WITHOUT HAVING LANFUL AUTHORITY
OR LEGAL JYRISPICTION YO pg 90) THEN T AM THE VICTIM OF THEFT, /F THE ACT OF THEFT
(S'TE/‘)LH,VC?)y FlAoM Mg IS FPERPETRATED BY ANY GOVEJ«“NME/VT EMPLOYEES WHO 1D NOT REALISE
THeY WERE IN FACT STEALING FROM MLf) THEY ONLY THOUGHT THEM WERE {p{)m@ THE IR
D‘OB’ ON BEHALE QF THE éuv’fﬂlvMENT7 THEN THey ARE NoT DELIBERATEN STEALINEG FROM
ME AND THEIR ACTIONS ARE NOT INTENTIONAL TO CAUSE ME HARM., HOWE\/&/(7 IF TiHE
Governments acrions AGAINST ME, WHICH EQUATE TO THEFT. (Accorning 10 My
PEGCRIPTION /-)gove’), CONTINVE TO [€ FERPETRATED AGAINST ME EVEN AFTER I INFORM THE
bovernment oe (15 t/MAWﬂ/L/)MP/?WElZ ACTIONS AGAINST ME, THEN The Covernment
HAS NO EXCUSE OR PEFENCE FOR THEIR CONTINUING UNLAWFUL /xMP/ZO}’m CONPYUCT WHICH
I AM THE VICTIM QOF.

)
Tue GoverNHENTS BLATENT REFVSAL TO ENFORCE THE PROTECTED AIGHTS OF UFERS,

_INCLUPING M)NE,, WITH SYCH A PEGREE IN LACK CARE FEOR THE PSYCHOLOGICAL HARM

WHICH THeY INFLICT UPON us, AS A RESULT OF THEIR PROFESIONAL THeeT OF OUR
. ¢
Co,vsr;rur/wmu.\/ PRITECTED R/em’;, SCReAMS THE QUESTION OF WH\/ ARE THEY 50

5 )
CORRUFT _AND \WHY HAVENT THEY Sf()/’/’él)?

I,ﬁm NOT,,/—),LANVE/Z? I An JustT A PRlS'c),Neﬂ,, buT I cAN ReAD ANp I CAN WRITE.
AND NO MAITER HowW HARD THE TYRANT Srare GoveRNMENT TRIES To BUiLy ME). I
WiLL NOT BE€ SUENCED AND THEN MUST STOP STEALING MY PROTECTED RI@HT% THet
MUST ST0P ACTING 0uTsipe THaR Actvil gurisoiction (Uira Viges), anp tie many
VICTIMS ( L/FEL?S); OF THEIR m&uw:rw‘ ACTS WHICH THEY COMMITTED AGAINST Sy MUST

BE GRANTED RELIEF FROM SUCH IMPROPER ACTS As SOON AS FPOSSIELEs [ 82, anp 33.]

/N REALISING THE TRUTH SUPPORTING MY ﬂc‘cuS‘Mw/VS,HERE/N, AND THE FOUNPATION
LEGALITIES INTRINSIC TO MY RIGHTS WHICH THE ,Sqmre é&vE/ZNMI:’NT STOLE FRoM ME)

-
AND OTHER LIFERS, IT IS RELEVANT 7O NOTE THe PISTINCTION BETWeEEN AN  ABSOLUTE



4,

16u7 " (1HAT WHICH MuST BE APPLIED AND EFFECTED) AND A ‘Dls‘clzéﬂor\mx\/
rienT (THAT WHICH MAY BE GRANTED BT AT THE DISCRETION OF THE AUTHORISED
AND TURISDICTIONALLY COMPEJE/V?',MRT)')), A iP/,?Is'QNER oF THe State GoverNMENT wHO
DOES NOT RESIDE WITHIN A éove;zlvww COoRREC TIONAL EACILLT%’ (WCH As A

§

/’/%l’«’du;é), AND A PRISGNZR OF THe S1ATE éuvéﬂ/\me’w,wno (S INCARCERATED WITHIN A

¢

2, 1
(GOVERNMENT C ORRE CTIONAL FACILITY (suck As A Fiusm') A _STANIARD PRISONER (,vww 15

97
A PRISONER IN §r/trg,, G,OVGENHEN'T CUS‘TOV‘/, INCARCERATEp. M A COMPETENT ,,,C/Z:M;ML,
SenTencing Cwm), AND ,,AfPOL/Tl(//iL PRISONER " (vor INCARCERATED BN A COMPETENT
Camnae Sewtencine Covrr | Bur 8y THE unautHORISED/ IMPRoPER use oF LeeisiaTey
Avrworiry oF p Stare INSTRUMENTALITY, THIS ALSO  MEANS FRISONERS WHO REHAIN
INCARCERATED e To E/ZROA/EOUS/MPROPE/Z,USE OF ,,Leéﬁ,tﬂffﬂ,,/}umoﬂlm,OF,4 Smre
lnsTRUMENTALITY),

PART. 2.

BRIEF BACKGROUMP

,N M‘” I WAS CONVICTED OF MyRDeR BY THE guuZM ,/v’UST/ZALMN, SUPIZEME Coaﬁf,
FOR p CRIME WHICH HAPPEngD N 2ARLy 19 ‘?2’ THEN SENTENCEP FOR THAT CONVICTION,
Te Crown ApreaLen SeNTENGE SHORTLY THEREAFTER , THEN IN Juey 1994 rne Crimnac
Covnt oF Arrear incREASED My NON-PAROLE FEriow FROM X374 veprs 10 39 vesrs
(R v. Tnrzem (No.3) veuiveren 19'7—/974; R v. Jaerem (1994) 177 L,5. T, 5. 488 )7
WHICH AFTER CORRECT APPLICATION OF OPERATIONAC SENTENEING STANDARDS N EFFECT
AT THAT TIME,  INCLUDING Counwar Law (Sewreucing) Aps /‘7887 9}/—).7 CorrecrionsL
ervices Aot 1932 S',/);, ano Correctionat Services Aetr Amenpment Her 1984, 54.,
No, 94 5115;37 ano Correcrionae Services Act Amenprent Aor (No. 2) 1990,
=% No. 76 [ 129. am 130. J, eavates 1o 19 vears mor 18" vears Anp
26 ~venrs From 39 vears ResPEC TiveLy.,

I 2002tz Sovrh Avstrauan Courr (Fure Court), Re-senvencep me For e
same 1994 cowvicrion (R v. Jarrer [2002] 5ASC 299 veuverep 7’9'200,2)7
N poiNG SO vonNe THe 1994 CCA Jusement (pguvzggp ,,29-7-/7%)7, WHICH
HAD INCREASED MY NoN-FARoLE PERip) VP To 39 vears (EFFECTI\/EH CALCULATED

70 b vgnfzs)),F/zom MY ORIGINAL TRIAL SENTENCE, e 10021 Tusgpmen



i

b,

ALSO CARRIED WITH !T,SEVQI?AL,CABSOLU,TE Rzeurs7 owed To me BY THE Stare
éove,RNneN,T, AS WELL AS ABSOLUTE LEGAL REQUIREMENTS WHICH MUST BE DONE .
The Fuee Covrr in 20027 WHEN DELIVERING M ,:fu%mewj WAS VERY SPECIFIC
AN} PRECISE IN ITS CHOSEN WORPS AN o) NoT LEAVE ANY RQOOM FOR
MISINT ERPRETATION OF ITS HMEeANING AND INTENTIONS,
che pELIvERY oF ty 200 JupemeNT 8y THe Sourh Hustrauan Crivunae
Coum’7 WHICH EFFECTIVELY SAT AS A CR[MINA!- SEN,TENC:N@ ,COUJZT E 35, AND
+5, .7, THe Soutt AustrAwAN Govg/zN,MgNrj, THROUGH ACTIONS OF The Pirore
Boarp, Minisrers ror Correcrionse SE/ZWC&&',,) /)rmRNé\/'“éENERHL? Crown

; ‘ )
Socicitor PepArRTMENT AND FREMIER, HAS ILLEGALLY —RE-SENTENCED  ME AND

)
EXTENPED MY NON-FPAROLE PERIOP FROM APPROXIMATELY 5 yeARS, ur TO 24 YEARS,

)
THE SmTe éovemmwf HAS REFVSED TO COMPLY WITH THE VERY SPECIFICALLY
worpep Jurerent oF The Court w2002, INSTERD SUBSTITUTING THE 2002 Covats
JUDEMENT WiTH THEIR OWN (INTERPRETATION OF sA 1002 Jvpement. L accept
THAT THE STATE GoouafNHENT AND 1T5 EMPLONEES, Dip NOT NECESSARILL KNOW. THAT THEY
WZRE PERFORMING ILLEGAL ACTS AGA/NQT,M(;),W REGARIING MY SENTENCE
CHANGE Y THEMS MOWE\/ER, AFTER I FORMALLY CHALLENGED THE Muwister For
Corrcrionar Seavices, Amorney= Cenziae anp Pirowe Bosep For theiR wRoNG
Ac»no/\/s} I WAS BASICALLY TOLD To ¢ AWAY BECAVUSE THEL MADE /A pa‘ls'/afu AND
WILL NOT VAR FROM T/Mf,pg(;/smr/‘ I7 ALso MeANT THAT rHEY couLp HAVE EASILY
INVE STIGATED MY FORHMAL WRITEN C/i/)LLéI\/@E) TO A PROFESSIONAL S‘mﬁ/QARp? Bur
THENY CHOSE NoTt wﬁs‘ IT WAS EASIER FOR THEM TO SPEW OUT THE STANDARD LINE
oF fwe”ve sovenT Crown Sovic1Tor ﬁwacz’.- /Ne‘PT INVESTIGATION OF MY SAIp
FORMAL cHALLENéej TO WHAT THE STATE éOVélZNMEN’T PECLARES MM NON-PAZOLE PERIOP
TO Be, WHICH THEY STATE IS 22,71 YEARS EFFECTIVE SENTENCE WiTH YEAR OF
Non-parste Pegiop seme 2016 (1994 + 224 \/Emzs‘)7 IN MY ACCUSATION AGAINST
THEM T Aiso Accust The STate Governrent or Fropessionar Negyeence anp
PIZOFESS'IONAL INCOHPETe’chi FOR FAILING 1O ANP REFUSING TO ABIpe F41 THE

sentence of THe Couvrr IN My 2002 JTusemeNt, S

THE Soum _Aug-nz/au.fnv Govgkmgmﬂ NoT N #acT Bewg A (rinal ,SENTENC/NG



20,

21,

S S ",6"

Cou,zr,l:SS,) 44, ano 5. 1 sur rather emMpLoveEs OF THE State GoveRNMENT
OPERATING UNPER A PROFE SSIONALLY FALSE BELIEF, HAS REFPEATEDLY PERPETRATED FPROHIBITED
ACTS AGAINST MEy NOT ONLY By REFUSING TO COMPLY wiTH MY 2002 JupemeNT oF
rue comperent Courr (R v, Jereer [ 20027 SASC 2849 ), BUT ALso BY ADHJNLS‘IR./&TI,\/EL‘/
INCREASING MY NON=-FPAROLE PER/OP, WITHOUT ANY Consri TUTIONAL /)ur/wmrﬁ To po

902 AND IN _FACT CONsnw,TIONHLL‘/ PROMIBITED FROM POIN@ SO,

AT THE FUCK OF A PEN AND WITHOUT ANY J://Z/QQICTION/)L, (LEe;/)L) AUTHORIT,‘/ TO0 PO
50, ThE SourH Austravian Covernment increasep My Crimnae Sentencing Covar
DeTeRMINED SENTENCE [ 45.7, oF 2002 sy sreroximarery 7 Y2 vesrs.

,THE ,Sovﬂf /'}Usmnufm éOVE/ZNHéNT HAD (ﬁr\lp CONTINYES TO H/NE)),NO TUSTIFIABLE
LEGAL JZ/E;HTa ABSOLUTELY NO JUSTILFIABLE LE(—)/),L,/),UTHOIZITV OR LEEGAL «TUR/SDICTI()N)
ro sugstirure tHe Acruae Covrrs Juperent o 2002 (R v, Jarrer [ 20027

5ASC 2‘89), WITH ITS OWN (CL/HHED)) INTERPRETATION OF SALP JT/()@H::/VT

1 wiHlCH

NEGATIVELY AFFECTS Me BY APPING 7'/1 NEARS To M1 NoN—PARowE PER)OF.

Two OF THE MOST SERIQUS ,EFFECTS’ RESULTING FROM THE 5007}1 ﬂUS’T/zﬂLMN
GovernmenT REFUSING TO PROPERLY COMPLY wiTH ANp ADHERE 10 THE Co:‘/RT’S 2002
Jup@MENr,(R v. Jarrerr [ 20027 SAsC 28‘?), ARE THAT I AM NOW A ,(Paur:cm,,
PRISONER, (FROIHEITG,P N AusTRALIAN Camina L/iw),i Anp As AT May 201571 HAVE
BEEN UNCANEULLY INCARCERATED N STATE prison AppRoxmaTeY (b yeARs (since 2009
wien tHe Stare GoverRnMENT WAS 0BLIGATED, UNDER Constirvrionar. Avrnority, to
RELEASE me FRoM STATE PRISON N PAROLE). ]

\/\A{;Lar INVESTICATING THE FOUNDPATION LECALITIES OF M‘/,S/’TUHTJON),I. ReNLIser  THAT
T AM NOT THE ONCL LIFER (LIFE=SeNTENCED PRISONGR WITH SENTENCING CQURT PETERM |NED
NON—=PAROLE PE/Z/&}’)j WHO 15 A VICTIN of Seutn ﬁusrﬂﬁuﬂﬂ Gov:RNMéNT IMPROPRIETIES
RELATING 0 NoN= PAROLE PERI0DS, SeNTENCING CouRT SENTENCES COMPARED TO ACTUAL
SENTENCE SERVED BY LIFER ; PAROLE APPLICATION PROCESSES AND PSYCHOLOGICAL ASSAULT
( NON = PHYSICAL ,ro;?ruﬂé)c,

IT iS IMPORTANT TO REALISE AND? RECOWNISE THAT TJUST BECAUSE A S'mrg éuvéﬂwé/vr
EMPLOYEE (orz GNT/ry)j PERFORMS AN ACT OR DOES A THING (wmcu INCLUDES PRODUCING A

DOCUMENT or evéu TusT making AN OrficaL ano Bz Formar Decicion)

5 DOES NOT



7

MAKE THE Act L AWFULLY PERFORMED TJUST BECAUSE THEY ARE A GoverRNMenT é/"]PLd‘[EE’ .
OR_BECAUSE THEN THOU GHT THEY HAD (AW FUL Az/momr‘/ AND I’/m,smoﬂoN 10 Do S04
AN (mPROEEIL Acr/vaAWFVJ_ ,Acr’ 1$ STILL AN ,JMPROFZIL/UNLAWEUL, ACT. I PRovE]
THAT VERY POINT EARLY IN 20/5) AFTER MORE THAN A YEAR OF DEALING WITH THE
StATe éuve'RNne’Nrjs CRIMINALLY. IMPROPER ACT AGAINST me_) PERPETRATED BY Srare
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES OPERATING UNDER THE ,Deﬂmzrmwz’ FOR COKRECTIONﬂL,gw?&’rcf}" :
Vomrpouo, T was Froven correct, | ne INoepenvent Commission Aepainst
Corruprion ACT) S outh Ausmmm, PROMIBITs Mg FROM REVEALNG CERTAIN DETALS,

HOWEVER, WITHIN WEEKS OF ME "(’ORMALL“{ SUEMIT NG {C/ZIMH\M,L CORRYFPTION

]
COMPLAINT, RELATING TO ILLEGAL ACTS THE STATE GovERNHENT PERFPETRATED AGAINST
)
ME', BB CERTAN Covernment eMPLovEES ReverRsep A FREVious. (JFEiciAL
Decision mape BY THEM, EViN THOUGH THEIR GRIGLNAL Decision rHey cuimep

PROTECTION UNDER CRoWN (AW ADVICE, BUT L PROVED. THAT ADWC(&’ WAS F/JL,S'L}
AND L CAVGHT THem OvT gN THEIR (MPROPER ALTS, JJST pecluse The Srate
GovéRNMENr CLAIMS ;u/)wr’u«; RIGHT TO Do SOHETHING 77. PoES NOT MAKE IT Sc?,/

22, /)s LIFERS WITH NON—PAROLE periO)S WE ARE A ,”FR:ZQCRIGE,D CLASS woFﬂRIS‘ONe’,R
C 93,7, mp fowoune or senrencine sy Crimmar Law Sentencing Covrrs, we
ALSO HAVE Corvsr)rur/ON.qL aNo Stare Legisuarer RIGHTS owep 10 US By THe go,um
AU;TK/J(,I_/W éayE/ZNMENr, — o o

3. 1 uave BROADLY GROUPED THREE TYFES OF LIFERS UNDER FE&E THE FOUOWING
CIRCUMSTANCES & B — S . _—

Prisoner_ A o
* cpime pveNT Betwepn 1989 AND 3/-7-1994 )
* Cammar Law (§gNTENCJN,6) /')cr,’/‘?%,) S.A. operATiIONAL. .

° REMISSION LAWS APPLIED o

° AUTO MATIC PARQLE — MANDA TORY APPLICATION OF

) Pr{,uqugK ,B. - )

¢ crme event serween =8+ 1994 awe 30-8-2012



,CﬂerN{u ,LAN,(SEM@NC:N‘Q), Acr 1983, S/} OPErATIONAL, -

S,Tﬁmrgs,AMENDWNT,(T/ZWH N géﬁfENG/Né) /)cr., /9%., G.A. OPERATIONAL,
REMISSION _LAWS REPEALED

AUTOMATIC PARQLE RELERSE  RepeaLed (AGANST LiFces)

PRIOR To INSERTION OF Corzectional Services Her 1782‘, SH,

. secions b 1. (74) L1031
L1. (78) L1043
b7.(z¢) L1057

FRISONEIZ Cv

* CRIME EVENT BeTweeN S1-$%-2010 anp |-6-2015

0 Crpnar Law (Senrencine) ﬂw,/%& S.A. orerptioNAL

Srarvres Anenpment (Teuri w SenteNcinG) Act., 1994,y 9.A. orerpriondv,
° Remigsign LANS  RePeALEp

AUTOMATIC PAROLE ReleAse  RepeALep (AGAINST Ligers)

ArTER nserTioN oF Correcrionsr Services Her /‘782;5 S.A,

sections b1 (a) [ 103, ]

67, (78) C 04,3
L7, (7¢) L1051

I B ( ) .
2. WOULD BE IN THE sAME GROUP A5 PRISONZR M.’ ABOVE, A5 The Ting of The

: (
CRIMz WHICH I WAS CONVICTED OF HAPPENED (N / 9?2,, THEREFORE  SENTENCING

STANPARDS ArPLic ABLE iv 1992 must ge APpLien 70 my 1002 JTypcmedt ’, L 0.1

23 THE,[,/W/N’AL Sentencine Covrr Decverer irs  Jwerenr v 2002
E 74%. j} Now THE SoutH AusTRAUAN & ovERNMENT HAS NO ,LWOJ&E, No p;sczwﬂ@N}.
ir musT Accerr THAT 2002 JupeHent AND 1T MysT ABIDE 87 THAT JuiGHeNT,
WiTHoUuT DELAY. i ,

26, BELOW T

Wit MAP OUT WHAT RIGHTS OF MINE WERE SToLeN ANP VIOLATED

BY THe Smw,éov;m\mwﬂ AND IDENTIEY WHY THEN ARE PROTECTED RIGHTS

5 ANp
WY  THE §mre (;(JVmZNMEN( UNCAWFU LY STOLE ACCRUe D IIGIATS FROM ME,



Al,

13,

29.

30,

PART. 3. 4.

Areument  Founpation

A LEGAL RIGHT OWgp TO Mé, gSPECIALLM AN ACCRUER ,RIGHT) _HAS TS CREATION
FUNPAMENTALLY AUTHORISED, FPARTICULARLY WHEN PEALING IN THE FlEL) OF ﬁusrlzﬁb,)ﬁlv
Caiminat L,ij Turover 1He Avsrrauan Constirution [ 3,, ‘t, L '7,,,,9., 10, Anp Jl.],

Souri AustraLiAN  LecistATION incLupinG  Aers InTerpreTAT 10N Acr 1915 EB,],

Camimnae Law Consourpation Acr 1935 ['_’3/@.], Crimar Law (SENTENCIN,@)

Acr 19%% C34. 7, Corecriona Services Aer 1982 [ 86. T, CorrecTIONAL
Services Act Anenprent Acr 1984 L 123,], Correctionar Services Acr Ameniment
Aer 1990 £129.0, anp carmmae case Jurgnents inceopiné Tecroap V..
Severin [ 131, j) amp R, Jarre [ 75.7.

JZ/R/S?JCTION/%L COMFETENCE, THE (G AL RIGHT AND /7}UTH(JIZITE1 TO /‘)(177, 16 EXTREMELY
IMPORTANT TO THIS ISSUE OF MM ACCRUED /2)6HT5‘7, My ABSOLUTE /2/,611757, MY STOLEN
RIGHTS AND MY VIOLATEP RIGHTS.

As ngove vescrisep, in 1994 1 whs sentencer unper THE SAME SENTENCING
stanrps as  Prisoner A E75.37 BY THe TtmiAL Tupee ANp BY THe CCA,

In 2002 1 was aean senvencep (“arresn”) 1o The EXACT SAME SENTENCING
STANPARDS THAT EXISTED iN 992" C 80.]7 NoT THE SenTeNCING STANDARDS THAT
EXISTED AND WERE QPERATIONAL IN 20027,0(\10[ THE SENTENCING STANDARDS wHILH
exisren any were oveeAtiona i 1992” L7473, Tue 2002 Jusement
INCLUDED VERY CLEAR AN) EASILY UNPRERSTOO) WORDS E‘bj,j? SO THERE Covl)

BE NO MISINTCRPRETATION QF THE INTENTION OF THE COURT IN 2001 E 75,],
There was wvo woriNG v 1y 2002 j@p@mw? WHICH IN ANY WAY iN THE
AFFIRMATIVE 0R POSITIVE FORM, SUCLESTED, IMPLIED OR DiRecr@l THAT ANY OF
THe 1992 SENTENCING  STANPARPS ,(S‘Houw NDT7 OR 'rw:u. Nor’ Bg AWARDED 10 ,Mé,
AND rHE/ng()/zéi WITH THE FULL ‘CONST/TU)'ION/')/,L% PoTecTep WEIGHT OF THE
Crinmar Sentencing Comr N togr 2002 Jvperent L 31., 3., 35, 15, 77,

80, anp Y4, ], Crperea IIL oF tHe Constirurion [ 1. . empowerep THE

j
Cammvae Senrencine CovRr To DeTERMINE AND IMPOSE UPON ME A SENTENCE

WITHIN THE CRIMINAL LAW TVRISPIC TION 535., b4y anp 45.71.



