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PART 9. 150,
Frroneous Decisions 8y THe Corr v WarsoN AppeAL

It 15 Nor £hSY FoR A LONE AGITANT | AND HIS COUNSEL, To EFFECT CHANGE I
THE MIND oF THE (OuRT, ABOUT THE Covrrt LAME pmeMPr TO PERPETUATE A FALSE
BeLEF, ASour THE TRUE JURISDICTION AND AvrHorirs OF AN Action BY THE STATE
(overNHENT, BoRNE FROM FALSE Auriorirs BuT BY SUCH AN ARCHITECT, THAT,
To EXPUNGE ITS OPERATIONAL EFFECT, THE Couvrr musr ge oren 1o Comperent
Areoment 8y counser (For e AGITANT), e COURT MysT B2 WILLING 70 FUNDAMENTALLY
INVESTICATE ITS OWN BELIEFS RELATING T0 SUBTECT MMTER, AND THe Court MUST BE

/
PREOARED TO ADPRESS PURPORTED ILLEGAL ACTIoNS BY Smrg, WHICH ARE FOUNDED ON

FALSE AUTHORITY, FALSE TURIGPIcTION AND FALSE BELIEF BY THE SomH

/'}(/s‘rm LIAN Gowﬂz WMeNT,

{r WOULP ALSO SIGNIFICANTLY APVANCE THE A@mmr’% CASE IF Mis CoUNSEL PUT
SURFILIENTLY WElGHTED Areumnent 1o The Coum'? ro THe PROPeR EXAMINETION RY
rwe Compergnt Covrr, ASout PURPORTED ILLEGAL ACTIONS BY THE STATe GovernHENT,

[n rue \Warson Aepenc [ 194, (“A?Pucﬂﬂou FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW @& OF A
pecision o the Governor 1N Councir (Governor) ”), w2010, Watson's covmsea
CHALLENGED CONDVET BY éavgrauorc7 conover y CAgNer AND conpver BY THE SouTH
Avstrauan  Govaenments I 00 Not THINK CounseL RAN AN ACCURATE SUBHISSION (ro
svprorr His Areoment) ruererore Warson’s Apveac wis poowen erom e sras, He
HAp THE PERFECT FORUM FoR RUNNING THE COMPETENT 4;zsumwr wm@%ﬁ HAvY
seen ron (4 svmicia rze’wgw)? EXCEPT (T WASNT, INSTEAD, CoUNSEL Hrever mamrens
wHicH THAT Court HAp NeT RECEINED J:mwacrrmf T2 cuﬂcwﬂée’? FARTICYL ARLY
WiHER Y CCasmer Conmventiaurt s e cumcencer’, 1 susgest Warsons
COUNSEL ﬂr&euev A FLAWED PoSiTioN OF cHALLéNéE? AN ERRONEQUS CLAIM AGAINST
acr 8y bovernor AND C/wmrér? A FALSE REPRESENTATION OF PURPORTED RIGHTS OF
Warson, NEGLIGENT ATEMPT To REVEAL ILLEGAL ACTION B G overnorn AND
CALZWET? FUNPAMENTALLY UNPERWEILHTED ( ONSTITUTIONAL CHALLEN6E5 ( C!.ZZ)J A BAINST
pcr BY Governor, GABINET, Parow Boncy awo e Srare G overnrent, overaLL,

UNDEREXPOSED  ALTIONS BY StaTe. UNPER- REPRESEN TED TRUE RiGHTS AND ENTITLEMENTS

1



2,

413.
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45,

41,

[51.

WHICH WERE OWNED BY WATSON UPON se-vmvcwe) AND THE AutHoriry OF THE
Constiturion [ 1._'[? TOWARDS ENFORCEHENTS ASSOCIATED WITH sanenainG A L!FQR;
rﬂPFLTiNe Fonr Pﬂﬁocé: (Acc;zw’p RIGHTS ?,J ru.aésm, vsg oF CABINET BY State
Ga«émmmf?; “crimina apuse or CH.IL [3.] Aomoriry vo errecr iizsn
PETENTION WITHIN CORRECTIONAL F/?(SIL}T‘!’? BY Srare éovgflﬂf‘ffﬂf; AND MJRE o

T contest cLams AND ALLEGED FActs purPorTEp 81 Whrsons COUNSEL., BY COUNSEL
For e perenomt ( The Srare or Soumn /ﬂu‘maa,u,;,«i)J ane 8y The Cover (Corum or
Doyue CT, Aveerson anp Peex JJ).

To APPRECIATE RIGHTS AND ENTITLEMENTS OF LIFERS, WITH Covrr 1mPosen NPF?
WHO EFFECT APPLICATION FOR Pﬁf?ow’? OR AT LEAST WHQ INTEND ro, IT wouLp Be
PRUDENT TO RESEARCH THE GENESIS ©F (ﬁ’ﬁf?c?f.é FOR LIFIERS IN §0WH /;Jos-muﬂ 7)
AND THE Srarvrorny Fearvnes From Constitution L] Assent I3 /?om{, AWHOEH‘{?
entie [-1-20I¢,

WaTsoN WiS SENTENCED UNDER SenTeNCING STANDARDS oPerATIoNAL IN THE Hip 19803,
WHICH INCLUDED ' Avtomanic PAROLE ' AND ‘.?x;mss:m'éae C194. (eara. 3’*)5 123, Ang 126.J

Tue Courr accepren As a wimer oF Law, As piw tvE STATE & overnMenT, THAT UPON
OFERATION OF I q‘f‘f (TRUTH IN gmrgﬂcme’ LEG!QL/«}TION'? THAT L»/Af';‘aN‘?S Cover imposy
npP (From HID :4‘80’5)1 MUST 8z recALcoLATen To EFFECT FULL RETISSIONS APPLICATION,
ravanNG 1o areeox 16 vears, B8 [194. (. 31.), 126,, 52., 134,, 131, aWp 53.1

[r ALSO APPEARS THAT L\/Arsom SHoULp AlLSo RE REGARPED IN THE SAME cATEGORY A5

' 4
Prisonee. A, ryee L varacrapn 23, :sm]} LIKE Mg (L:spzcmwr Forowih e My 2002

Juaensmrl WHEREIN THE Cauﬂf DiRECTS :Tséu‘, THAT T MUST APPLY SENTENCING
STANDARDS WHICH WERE OPERATIONAL AT THE TIME THE CRIME WAS COMMITTED (I"?‘?l); THEN

apPLies reEmForeep DIRECTION ( 10 ITSELF, THAT IT MUST NOT APPLY SENTENCING

STANDARDS WHICH WERE operATionsL | 2007 ([ %,J) WHICH WAS WHEN THAT
senvence was pecwverep aNp imPosep gy he Comperent Courr L74.) 78., 79., 80.
anp 77, J))‘ THAT cLearey ABROGATES operaTionAL SENTENCING STANDARDS 0F 2002

[7‘3.]? 10 _IMPOSE wWITH THE ﬁumarzm AND PROTECTION OF CoNéanFONAL
Jvmsoicrion L1, 3. (CHIL), 45. awp 38,0, e 1992 sewrencine stanparss, wiicH

¢ 1
INCLUPED  AUTOMATIC PAROLE (EIIEJ.J 124,, 115., 126., 127., (28, AND IS‘?.'_'D? AND THE
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152,

OPERATIONAL EFFGCT OF THE ‘REMISSIONS SYSTEN (C 137,, 139, 52, 53, 75., 71, 126, 197,
anp 196, j) ,). '

W@rsom‘ THEREFORE QWNS RIGHT QF CLAIM AGAINST THE 5601# AUWRALJ.A}N GOV&RM“I&'NT?
For ‘WAFSON BEING 1LesaLLY iNCARCERATED WiTHIN A CorrecTioaL Faciury, By THE Smte
GovernmenT, since ppproximATELY 2002 (.E 194. (pRA. 31.), 72, 73, 52., 131. ano 126.]) 7;
WHICH WAS PERPETRATED BY THE Sovth AustrauAN GovernHENT AGAINST Wﬁ?"SCJN, AS A Direcr
CONSEQUENCE OF STEILING Warson’s Accruep RIGHTS, TO RECEIE THE OPERATIONAL EFFECT OF
‘wronaric pacoe’ AND (REM.“SS'JOM‘S)’. Suci gﬂcceugﬂ RIGHTS’ were ConsrrrumontLiy
(C1.7), Guaranteer AS A HATER OF ABSOTE RIGHT ( Cowstirvrionar L L1, e Crmnae
Lin Senrenciie (L45., 44., 38, 35, awo 94.7).,
PROVIDES

j
SUPPORTING EVIDENCE IN GREATER veTAIL, AGAiN 5T MANY CLAIMS MADE IN THE Wmmx /4?%1.

PART 8. (i rs vocoment, sur ALso THRoUEHOUT THIS pocuMEnT)

BY L three PARTICIPATING PARTIES, Watson | The Stare Govarument ane Tie Courr,
__\«_\_/_f_ljsou AREVED THE (Gom’swo@ L39.1 s REQUIRED, OR AT LAAST SHOULP BE REQVIRED,

70 GIVE REASONS WHY 1T REFUSES T0 ApPRove/Grant rarowe 1o uireRs 1 DO NOT aeree

wirh s posirion By Warson, Governor [29.7 ‘Eoes NOT wave Jowispiction ro‘ﬁf’movg’

or ‘Nc?f anRoV&’ PAROLg AFPPLICATION PR&P!R) ONLY 1o £ﬂPPRDv; O z,uor Wreav; THE m

THREE RECOMMENDPATIONS ( RECOMHEN D PHROLg7 M1 oF Ra&‘?%’; Perigp COF PAROLE [ SEE

paracrarn 362. 15w J), ano nust po so vin Jomain Booy (C33.]) review or Boaeos saip
THREE RECOMMENDATIONS WHICH MUST INCLUPE, FIRST, A f ecar sounpness Review o Bonrp's
FIRST RECOMMENDATION WHICH IS To RECOMMEND PAROLE ReLeAse, Ao IF Fauwo 1o s 4
cecawy soowp pererrimarion thew, NOT ONUY myst rue ueer appLicanr RECEIVE
FAROLE REL&'&SE) BUT ALso THAT It witl BE ACCORPING TO THE OTHER TWO (REH!?W{N@))
RECOMMENPATIONS OF THE 50,4;29’ BEING aﬂ%/?rg OF RELEASE ANP Pgmop/amém oF Pﬁkouz’,
I any oF saip turee Recommenpanans or e Boarn are “wor averoven 81 Governor’
[29.7, tven, Consrirvrionaiiy (C1.3) reguirer acrion wis For Governor To RETURN
sucH (EQAR/S RECOMMENMT!ON7( wHICH WAS woT APPRoVED BY Gaverner [ 29, j)? AND /fT
NO TIME since [-§-199% (E%.J)}, vio A Now aprRoAL BY Qouz,fzwfzﬁm‘?.]} VR
TRANSLATE INT@ ANY Consrirurionacey ConreTent (L‘i,]")? JurisoictionaLet PERMITED

At or eveNt cuine bovernor [29.0 AUTHORITY 1o {REFUSE PAROLE APPLIC ATON
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42,
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AS THAT Jbﬂ:spwrrom?:. COHPe’f ENCE IS VESTED

3
QUTRIGHT , AS THE SPECIFIC ACT/EVENT,

N 7He Parore Boaro ALoNE, PER L107. awp 108.0 CSA, 5. 67(9), wrich is ALso whY

rme VERY SPECIFIC worome in CSA. STIPULATES, Boros recormenpTions ARe
ForwARDED To Governor [29.7 For peevout. s Trere 1s NoTHiNG 1 CSA (Prior 12
[102.3), mon 1983 7w L1027 winich ever enapieo Goverior [29.3 1o ‘NOT
seesve aperove” Bonros RecOnmeNPATIONS | SO BASICALLY, Governors 5 IGNATURE was
ALL THT WAS REALLY REQUIRED (Y Epﬂ:‘??) SO THEIR THREE RECOMMENDATIONS COULD B¢
FormaLLt Acknowiengep witH Roya cwsgmf} WHICIH BY 175 Nﬁrwz;,;? As FROVERBLE BY
INVESTIGATING HistaricAL CHANGES IN PAROLE Ze’g&mﬂm For. THE Asr 100 ‘féf?(ifj 15 A
REMNANT OF THE (éavmmrz% VMASUR::' S%erm?

7
)
Wovip BE INCARCERATEY AT Governgrs Pw’ﬂsune’; ANp anL CoverNor ¢ odLp APPRMVE OR

WHEREEY A LIFER ( IN South Aummue);,

NOT APPRVE FPAROLE RELEASE OF LIFER (£ b4, J). Even nerer msertion o L102.7 i

2012, wricH ITSELE SHOULD NEVER HAVE BEEN ASSENTED (Brencuine [28.1 Cagiver
. e Boaco MUST NOT ewnsie Pﬂommep/megﬂt ACTIONS

By %fz éou.nzwgur WHICH WoULD OCCUR IF IT FORWARDER ANY PARow EEEEEE) RELEASE

Conepenniaury fuso)

RELATED RECOMMENPATIONS To Goverugd L 2‘” THEREF ORE, wHeN Bamzos RECOMMENDPATIONS
were ropwtroen 1o Governor (29,1 aprer nserrion of L 102.7) FOR APPROVAL, KNOWING
Goveanor acrae rer CSA, s 67 (%), (78] ane (70, The Piroce Bosp was 1w £act an
Nccessory 1o ((DEFORE THg ACTS, DURING THE ACTS, AND AFTER THE ACTS (8y Govanor. Ano
CogineT ( L 2?,3))), AND COMPLICIT IN iLLEGAL ACTS PERPETRATED 1BY Te GopverNpR (mf
COMPANY wWiTH gxécvﬂv‘é COW.C:L) [l‘?j Cﬁswv‘r/{xgcyrw; Cawcrc AND RELATER
EMPLovEES OF THE Sthte Go\/erzunsur EVEN THOUCH No.vg OF THEM MAY HAVE evg,v
REALISED THAT SUCH ACTIONS WERE NOT Co;v;n TUTIONALLY Comf’grem’f Er ]‘) THg
amenoments OF 2012 DOZ.} 103, 104, e 105, 37 IN FACT ALSO CONTRAPICT THE
Consrirutionar Converence (E !,3') OF THE P ARgLE 5@&&?7 REGARDIN & BQRRP% RECEIPT OF

PlroLE RELEASE svupMISSION B LIFER ,af?uc,wf; AND  INVESTI eman/conswémqﬂan (aF

$AME), AND SUBSEQUENT DETERMINATION ( re CSA. ss L 7() or 67(?)). Govarnor  Has

£
iLLECALLY REFUSED 10 APPROVE/GRANT PAROLE RELEALE OF LIFERS, FOLLOWING DOO,J} BeCAUSE

= { k
IT NeVER HAD ReQuirep Jurisoicrion To IMPEVE Bowds First R&;QHHENMT.‘ON”(TO RAGHE

LIFER ON rhrow), Ay so Governor (29, canvor Be Reauiréy 1o PRovioe WRITEN



*15‘

126,

'5‘*"

reasons (For such “raRoLe Regase ReFUSAL’), wiTHIN STATUTORY FRAMEWORK OR
{ )

HANDATE, BECAUSE OF THE FACT THAT THEIR ~REFUSAL  wAs NOT an act wHicH vHex

HAp JIJRIS?JGTf&NﬁL Aumaﬂfr‘/ T0 PERFORM o TH#S POCUHENT REVEALS wHY Qougrzuorz

L£29.7 Hap 4 very nArRowW Scofe OF szmsmm:?z«i7 FOLLOWING Ema:l, EVEN THOVGH THE

Governor L 2‘?._7? Caswer / bxeconve Comerr 1uzehiiy exceepen tHEIR Comprrent

Jueisocrion (wirhiv CH,IC ['3’3; ANp FOLLOWING IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE UPON A

Lirer 8y CrimivAl Law Sentencine C.::wzr)1 many rives perveen |-§- 1994 (C46.7) ano
1-1-2016 y WITH THE COMPLICITY OF e Faroe Boarw ANp THE Government 08 Sov
Avsracia (C82. anp 83.1)’ AND SA COMPLICITY I CAN FROVE WITH FIRST=- HAND
KnowLEnGe IN RELATION To m4 oun 2002 Joverent (L78. ano 90. ])} AND MY
CONFRONTATIONAL WRUTEN COMMUNICATION BeTWEeN Stare Governvent Anp e Fromn 2003
owwiRoss [ URTHERHORE, Goveenor £29.7 MUST NOT sreacu Casiner Couripenmaur,
or 07 ASKeD oR REQUIRED To 0o 57 BY 0RveR oF CSA, wiic 15 NOT gemt 4 #rowiem

e e Governor £29. T ONLY perrorms e very warROW score FuNcnion of A Jumiciae Bopy
Revigw, o Boaro’s tiree REC OMMENDATIgNS | BECAUSE STATUTE WORDING WITHIN CSA, requires
Covernor [29.1 1o “aperove” Recommenprnions oF the an,qp7 weanine THe Boarp raKes e
torma. “Recormenstrion’ (of wiicr thare ARe TiHRGE) , AND THe Governor L29.7 is 7Hen
REQUIRED Tg {Srey»aFF? (ROTAL CONSENY)

)
‘ 7 :
[29.7 poes Nor APPRNE sUcH R€60HH€NMT:0N/S rHen  bovernor £ 29,7 oniy HAS

, "
onN Baﬂrws REGGMMENP.M-'ONS.} BUT iF Govazm'of{

Torsorcriona, AuTHorire To RETURN SUCH RECOMMENDATION Tz THE Boaro, AND 17 e Boarp’s
(qur REC&'H”ENMT!&N) ( 10 "RELEASE LiFer on Pﬂfzow’)Q s “Nor ApeRoVED BY GovERNOR
[29.7 ?; rien THAT DECISION MUST BE @Frzfc bovernoe. [29. 1 uas peacortep A
“Leea sounoness REVIEW? oe Boards recommenmivion 1o racase PRISVER N Phroe,
IN WHICH CASE C,:wmfr/éxe'cvmﬁ CovNcie HAs TRANSCRIPT OF 175 Juniciag got?‘!
ReVie W) anp  FORMAL LEGAL RULNUG; whgReiN T Reconmenpation oF Bosro To
RELEASE LIFER ON P.Maw’, was RULED “iecaucy (/A/SOUII/W7 IN WHICH CASE SAID
RECOMMENDPATION HMUST THEN Ee)’ RETURNED To 111e ﬁmzp, WITH WRITTEN REASONS (wmf
RECOMMENPATION 1S LEGALLY (/WSOUN;??? UPON WHICH THE 5@411?9 wru,/r-zr/sr RECONSIPER

V ) ct
SUCH ReAsons 0F/BY Governor £29,], BUT. i1F Governors [29.] rervsar 1o

)
= ? - [S [ ; 5 X g
serrove Roarps eirsr recommenpaion 1S NOT consequentide 1o shiw Jupiciar Bopt
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155‘

REVIEW, ruen Governor's “ow -aperoual! musr se tHe Resur of an IMPROPER
INFLUENCE anp ACT (sucn as 2 “poumcar secision’ (eauarive 1o 4 pourica
risoner’ L |75, ane !76,]), WHICH 15 THEN A CRIMINALLY ABUSIVE ACT BY merj IN
VioLation oF THe Seurn Avsteauan Governments  Constirumonar Jurispiction AND
OPERATIONAL /401#40!2!?’17 eaer From CH., IL Eij), i wicH case 11 musT pe VOIDED
L82. 85 anp 65.1 y PUE To iTs FAILURE TO OBSERVE REQUIRED fwe ,o;aoagssj( INCLUDIN G THE
very narrow score of bovernor’s £29.] J{—/,JZ-'SP{GTWN)? ACCORDING To PROFESSIONAL
Sranparos oF FAIR APMINISTRATION oF U?Wj My THEREFoRE THE OUTCOME  ACHIEVED EY
Governors [29.7 ineroren ACT, WHICH 15 “Tue Covernords rerUsAL To APPRovE RO
ReLEASE OF A LIFER 7, MUST B INVALIDATED (LG5, ane 83 fl)J anp THe BoaRod
nearen “recommenparion’ MUST BE OPERATIONALLY ENFORCEP. e Governor
[29.1 (sv WAY oF “ecar somoess INVESTIGATION or Boagob eirst RECOMMENDATION,
WHICH 15 To RELEASE LIFER ON FAROLE ’)) ACTUALLY COMPLIEP WITH 1He inTentions
or PaguaMeNT ReLATING To F(/a‘b’C?’s'OJPv'j JURISDICTION anp SCOFE *or Govermior L29,7
witg recewes the Bosob three recommenparions ( “ror aprrovac” CSA. <. 61(6)(8)
E!OO,J)) PURSUANT TO AND IN GBSERVANCE OF ASsOCiATED pue PRocess within L100.1,
WHO THEN MUST OPERATIONALLY ACT (,qup PERFORM FUNCTION OF), as A JEMGML 5007
[33,7 4w eFeecr (ﬂFFRJW}L oF Bonros ruree reconmenvanions’ L see PART. 9. oF tus
DOCUMENT FOR MORE DESCRIPTION OF JURISPDICTION of GoverNoR 31 AND CYCLE SAID
Recommennarions (o ano 8y The Boarp L1007, iF reauigen), serween Boszo ano
Governor ['2?.3? IN A PROPER AND PROFESSIONAL MANNER untiL Governor [29.]
APPROVES ALL THREE [B0ARDS RECOMMENPATIONS , THEN} THERE WoULp NEVER BE
“OUTCOME” of ox sy Governor Ei?.], WHICH WoULD PERMIT ' PAROLE APPLICATION REFUSAL
By GOVERNOR L 2‘?.]’, s Governors [29.1 onvy Comperent Jumispiction 1s ro
Caterove Boaeds Three RecommenpATi G‘NS?, AND THEREFORE, ANY PAROLE REFUSAL MUST
ONUY e orecTey  consequentiat 1o CSR. 5. 67(9), sewe 1He Boaro arone (Ci07. awe
103, .'J’) , AN NO OTHER Srare Insrrument ( INCLURING C/}rswev/ Execurive Caaucu.) -l
Comperentey Authoriser o Cagruse 4 LIFERE PARGLE APPLICATION SUBHISSION, OTHER THAN THE

7
9 6Ly .
Boaeo 'y Tis 15 amorner reason “WHY' Covernor [ 29,7 egp not Furnish Lirer

APPLI czwr, APPLYING - OR P_AROLE? (REHSONS FOR (Nor APPROVING AN OF THE THREY BDARB?’:
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430.

LETR

156.

RECOMMENDATIONS (-‘F Governon ONLY perrormen THE FUNCTION PESCRIBED ABOVE, RE
‘Rova nperovaL of Boaeds fzecoﬂnmpﬁﬂoﬂs}), secavse e Druament INTENDED
FUNCTION ok Governor L 29.3, fouowine [-8-199¢ [46.7, sarrer Boaro uap Forwirizy
irs recommenpations (CSA. s. 676) L100. 3), 10 Goverwor [29. ror “aporove”

CSA. 5. £7(c)(8) L100.3, WAS THE SAME INTENDED FUNCTION (oF Governor L 2‘?.]),
as ruar oF THe Governor’ [19.7 immeonrery erior 7o |-§-1994 L46.T, whicn
WAS To FPRov|pe (Row_ APPRONAL (ONU) For 1He Boards Tiree Rgcomﬂéw&ﬂaﬁj; As IS
aso VERY C LEARLY, FPosiTIVELT AND UNAMBIGUOUSLY WORDED IN CSA, w BotH “ore’
ano post 1-8-1994 C46.T “crirumar Law sentencinG ACTS AND CORRECTIONAL
SERVICES ACTS (séms ResPecTive “sentencing STANMRps’) [ 6., :”.26,) I27., 123, 100.,

[01., 107, axp 103, 1

¢
CRowN"’ SOHC!TOR ARGUED THAT — DUE To THERE DEING 4N ARSENCE QF EXPRESS

reavizertont L i wonpgj, N RELATION TO Cﬁmwgr/ Governor (29,7 pecision 1o Not

REQUIRIN G WRITER REASONS FROM Gougmm

APPROVE PAROLE RELEASE, IN Lgs:smr:onj

L 297, Ao THAT oNY Boarp 15 exPRESSIN REQUIRED TO GIVE REASONS FOR PAROLE
rerusaL (CSA, 5. 67(9) [!07,])? THEN IT THEREFORE MUST HEMN [ARLIAMENT D10 NoT WANT
ant Reasons oe/81 Governor [19.7 10 se #28 Revenen/nsciosid 1o Lieer
APPLICANT | OR S8 EVEN TO THE Boary ( Warson L194, (pach. !35,)3‘)1. L DO NOT neree
with AT coaim B Crown- Souerror.  Witmin THe erBonmMent oF suci CLAIMS, THE

CrowN =SpLicitor. HAS {cuuzr«,‘f’} gur Avso IMPROPERLY ano FRAUDULENTLY

([i‘?‘f. (rara, é‘f.‘)j)} ‘iseceeesenter Paruiaments fNﬂiNﬂDN’? {msmfﬂaﬁmrﬁ Starvrory
Jurispiction of Piroe Boagp (within Parows Aerucanion Processing ﬂ{ﬁsés): {Mlsmeme’szmev
Constirvrionay Comperent [1,] AUTHORIT‘{ OF Pacoe Boare (w:mw Prarore ﬂﬁ'ﬁucﬁnm
Processine ﬁfmszs),, ‘isecigsservey Tumsoirion s Riconiry o Copssm (a5 an
mmwwm,); Governor -in Councit anp The Government of South Austravia ( WITHIN CoNFINES
oF CH, I [3, J), IN RELATION TO PAROLE APPLICATION BY LIFER APPUC,WT?. /r APPEARS ;. FROM
THE sPecific Culms (v Areurent comsmwno:v)} gy Souicitor- égnéﬂAL, THAT THE Posiion
or SiaTE GovernMenT 1S To ‘MislEAn THE Cowzg asour He Competent arcuitecture of

Govarnors L29.7 Jumisoiction anp AuthoriTd within sucH %msmcﬂm) WHILST IN

¢ . ? )
THE UNPERTAKING OF RECEIVING Boaros Formar Reconmenormons” 100, ave 101,17,



I57.

wa. |7 15 THE Strvtory osuganion o Crown = Souicitor To ONLY pepresent KnowN Fﬂcrs)

WHEN DESCRIBING To THE Covm? rue  Constirurionne Corperence of Governor ( L1 anp 2‘?.]'))

¢ 7 9 b ' _
AFTER Gougrzﬂozs ReCelPT ofF [oarps REC&HH!ZNMY{ONS? AND PoES NoT PERMIT ANY ALLEGED

Jurispicrion WHICH IS NoT EVEN DESCRISED IN STARTE ( CLSA or csﬁ)) To BE PURPORTED

?
To THE CQURT ESPECIALLY WHEN STATUW' Aanp Case Law ESTABLISHES A CONTRANCTORY

)

counmtion (ro_the AReoment sy Crown~Souici 10 oN BEHALF OF Zourh Avsrre Auian

: (
GoVERUMENT | WHo IS ATTEHFTING 7o PERPETUATE A FALSE Avrroriry ane 1eieeaLLy

cotiniin Jisaucticui Governor, Governor-in Couneir mp CAsiNgT, AFTeR THEY
recewve Boarrs recommenpations L100. anp 1011 ’), of Consrirvnionawy (C1.7)
coriant mo Comperent Jumisniction ano score” o Governor [29. 1, veow
Governiors receier oF Boarvs récommenpations (L100., 101, 64, 92., 83, 125, 126,
(27., 128., 7., 77, 78., 80.; 131, 196, 197., 139, 194, (para. 11), 45., 36., 37., 35.

14 Lh
433, ( COURT

{ "
; “senrence )? ‘i"f,} 33, anp ‘fl.J), !r 15 woRTH NoTING IN PARAGRAPH 133.

§
L1494, (eara, 133.)3, wierem Peex pescrises Crown=SoviciioRe Hrcument s 1o agsence

OF PosITIVE WORRING IN LE@-‘SMTI&N} MYST THEREFORE EQUATE TQ (NAN*F%T !‘1‘5)) AN

inrennion oF Parusment rmr_Governor [29.7 vecision, v The evewr oF PaRove

rerusat gy Camner, 1S NOT REQUIRED vo srovie ANY REASONS To Lirer APPLICANT

- ] 9 «
(or even tHe Pacoue Boarp), for Gouzenors RerusA' e o ThAT Areiment, 1 Acres

i}
THAT THere 15 4 iafsfrucf ABSENCE OF POSSERR POS:TNQ/AFF!QH.‘?TM?’ WORDING wiTHIN
1he CS/J? WHICH AN ANY WAY PROMOTES ANY Eintention of ParuiAHeNT 10 REQuing
Goveanor L 2?(3? To PRoVIpE LIFER APPLICANT WITH ANY WRITTEN REASONQ’ (Assamrﬁ

134, WiTH LIFERS Qa:rscnfo/ Rerusen apPLICATION FOR PAROLE ? (EGS. :I'), Tue Przeianents

REASON ror wor woroine Sucd 4 cumm 8y Crown- Soicitor, HAS MULTIPLE FACETS,

i
NHICH HAVE EEN DESCRISED (N GREATER PETAIC IN OTHER SECTIONS OF THIS DOCUMENT,
Howe’UéR, (T 1S CONVENIENT TO APPRECIATE THE FOLLOWING %

i35, 1) Governor L29.7 wust nor ereach Cagingr ConproentiALTy ,7 THEREFORE MUST

Not Reved/Provige Caswers REASONS Cron wor ‘aperovne’ Bomos
THREE RECOMMENDATIONS AssociTer with (100, Csee PART. G, neren, re

JUR!SU:(;W?N/SGQ% OF GOUE?KMOIZ AND fxgwmv Camcu,]l

430, 1) Governor [29.7 ias wo Avtnorirt or Jumsocrion From Staturory mTgn TioN,



I58.

ro enagLe Governor [29.] ro IMPEDE gfrective Reveass OF LIFER ON PAROLE,
PER Bg,qqp’s FIRST RECOMHMENDATION ( EXCEPT 50 FAR AS (Dﬁre’ OF Ret,éﬁse?)y

sur 1s ABSENT or Comperent Jumismcrion ‘1o STOP Licers faroLe
Rgum%:; ggcnuséj THAT ACT (To STOP LlFER)S PAROLE ﬂ&tzﬂ%% 15 ONLY
CompeTeNTLY PERFORMED (wiTH Consnrvtionae [1.] fquwomr‘(’ AND
Paguiamentary Inrenmion, ano Srarviors CLARITY i crene, unangicoovs,
UNHISTAKABLE . POSITIVE AND AFFIRMATIVE WORDING E(o‘f.]); By i Parove

Boarn, AND NO OTHER aeent of rie Srare Governrent (unoer CH, I E?,j),

¢
HAS  WORDED /}Uﬂiaﬂ-‘f‘( IN STATUT&

, ANO WHICH ALSO pogs NoT BREACH L‘:IS.J,
THar excecps He Jumispic rionar Comperence or e Parowe Boarp i tris
REGARD »

11, 1) Wiere 1s tve cLear warpig Smwrg? avy Souri Aystracian Aer, wiich
EXISTED €ITHER IMMgmATELY PRIOR To |-8-1994 C%,:!? or Afrer 1-8-1994

L46.] (uar pecocnising L 102.J e11HeR, AS THOSE AMENDHENTS HAVE THEIR

5
ONN SPECIAL ERRORS), WHICH N ANY WAY PROVES (CRowN- Sovicitors cLAIM
BOUT THE ALLEGED TumispcTIoNAL ComMpatanCe of Governor £29.7 (wAicu

2 J Boars!
INCLUPES EXECUT|IVE (:cwvo.'.«.) TO  NOoT oNLY OVERTURN DoARrdS RecCoMmENpATIoN

/
) ‘
10 RELEASE LIFER ON PAROLZ', BUT THEN 10 ALso REJECT/RerusE ENTIRE
438, PAROLE APPLICATION SUBMISSION BY LIFER APF’UCAM"? I SAY THAT wNoT ONLv Dogs

1 7
SUCH WoRRING IN §mwrg NoT Exisr, BUT ALSo THAT IT CANNOT | AWFULLY

;
EXIST, AND TO PROVE THis FOINT 1 neeo onid rerer 1o CSA, s. 77(3)?
wrich THeRem [113.1 Recewes re agsowre PRotection oF L1, awo
CH, IT £3,7 wier wunxs 1o CLSA mposinion oF Crmumar Law ‘SEvaoé,
LINKING To LIFER REING SENTENCEP FPURSUANT TO L ’f&»’.]J/W ONLY B A SUPeere
covrr Jupee (or wighen Aank, HC.A), encaing Caunn Law Fiees, o
ApDi TionAL PROTECTION FROM AIA EIS,J? WHICH I FACT, AND (.ﬂw; Vols
tHe assent oF L4161 anp L102.7 (as sescusen eurmier In otrer secrions
oF THIS pocument), [65,7

¥4, t},) Nﬂmwé AN 0PPOSING ARGUH&'M TO gouc;fo;z- GENEML?; ceHM (wH.ch IS THAT

Pescrige
b arvre voes nor TEmERRE Recuirerant (in wo;eos)7 or Governor £29.1 o0 ave



0.

q44].

441,

443,

159.

4 ¢ ?
WARITTEN REHSONS FOR REFUSING PARQLE RELEASE RECOMMENPATION BY THE R‘M’mé

7
?) THEREFORE P!!RLMM&'NTS INTENTION MUST MEAN THAT SUCH R€AS‘0N$

SHOULD NOT BZ PISCLOSED/ REVEALED BY Gove’/emo;z/ Execunve Cancie ’ )? 1T
THererore musT stano As REQUISITE FEATURE tuar IF Smrure DOES extress

IN CLE/?R; UNAMBIGY 0US AND POFJT{VE/‘?FF!EH/JTNE WORD(Nﬁj A REQUIREMENT

(EFF&CTNB’L‘( , A Formac mecrzam)J uPon ANY Stire /N‘;TRVHENTAUT‘{’ 70

ip) 7
“oescrive / reven wermen Rensons ror A rervsing o acceer Boars’

ch Rp

£ 9
FORMAL RECGHMENDATION TO RELEASE LIFER APPLI CANT ON PAROLE ) anp B, rerusing

TO ACTUALLY RELERSE LIFER ON Fﬁﬁouz) THEN, SycH Smruroﬁ‘{ /NGTRUHEN?’
7
L1470 woulp eQUATE 7o THE ForMAL (worDED) ExPRESSION OF FARLIAMENTS

INTENTION.  Conswering thar tre Parorz Boago 1s e oy Government

Bovy, ano he oy Cowsnrvmonarey (C1.3) Comperent Suare Insrevmentaviry
E33.i]? WiTH JURISPICTIONAL /’omomnr QuALIFED wituiN Staturory InsTrRUnENT
[H,]] WHICH IS PERMITIED To pgrmnwé IFa vieer ﬁFPL:CANT(FOﬁ PAROLE

1 4 ? ¢ )
Rgu;ﬁse)’ 15 oR 15 NOT _T0 RECEIVE _FARDLE RELEASE (FH?ST RECOHMENPATION

or tHe Farove EOARP), WITH ASSoCIATED PROFESSIONAL ASSESSMENT RESULTING IN

amer L100.d or DO‘L]’1 AND  Dongds Decision s 5100._7, THEM, NoT oNLY
{

wouLp T Be IMPROPER (ﬂsusg aF mocess)’ FOR THE &ARP 7o ruen VOIP 1rs ownN

C100.]
oriGivAL DeCiSion (7o Revdhse on paRoLE ), AND Be An OPERATIONAL ACTION

WHICH 15 NoT even permiTiEp ix STatvre CSA,)’ As pecision of Bonrp unper
¢

9
L9%.0 can onny e emer [100.7 or L107.1, Bur tHere 15 ALso NO

Saturory Inrention (WoR can THERE B uNDER CURRENT Fr‘?ﬁﬂé’woffk)’ WHICH

perMiTs SHIFTING tHe Juvrisoicriona. Converence oF e Boarp 1o ANY orher

: - )
GoverNMENT CONTROLLED ENTITY (mcwmﬂé Execurive COUNGIL)’ AND 50}

¢ .
N ADRITION TO THE OPERATIoNAL PROTECTION ofF CSA. s. T1(3) Li3,7 e

eeALLy vioudrep (as Prrvinments worvep “Aeeimmmve inrention’ L 6.1, 7o
MANDATE PRISONER'S LEGAL RIGHTS VIA PROFESSIGNAL /ﬂovomcvt} IS CEHENTED w)THIN
Smturary Instroment L .'lr.]'), F Governor Anp Governor [29.7 were waweviLt
PRMITED To Houp ‘secrer Hearines' (in- Casier (mge Casner ConFipentiaum)),

¢
ABoUT Boﬂrzv?s RECOMMENDATION TO RELEASE LIFER ON PﬂROLE’, THEN‘7 THEﬁém,



160,

Governor [29.1 (whick w pact 15 Mwisters of the Covernment ano Governor,

consTITuTING  Exgeunive CouNCJL)) HaKkes ForMAL DerermunATion (apTer mscussion),

- ‘
To ReFuse To Accept Boards ‘pirsr’ RecommenpATion (which wAs ‘To Rewss

LIFER APPLICANT ON Pﬂzm’), BUT wiich wiress ‘LeeAw riGHTs pRoTECTION
ﬂwacﬂﬂ!? (Lﬂwwﬁ)} 15 NOT WITNESS TO, NOR HAS AN KNOWLEDGE OF CONTENT OF
SucH PISCUSSIONS PRIOR To ForkAL Derernunidtion o Executve Couneie y AND
THEREFORE ALSO WITHOUT KNOWING I?E/?SZWWE: OF SyCH Pefgﬂmmﬁﬁau (How
e Deterrunirion was ARRIVED A7) HAS NO PROFESSIONAL WAY OF FORMALLY

10# SUCH Pémzmwﬂm’ (ro TEST THE LEGAL

I
7

¢
ASSESSING THE "LEGAL LEGITIMALY

: (
444, sounongss of s Dererrunanion sy Governor [ 2‘?,]) re_boVERNHENT wauip

IN FALT BE AN ACTIVE FARTICIPANT IN THE CRIMINAL MANIPULATION OF CIRCUHSIANCES OF

THE LIFER AFPLICANT (ﬁs A PIRECT RESULT OF AND CONSEQUENCE T63 GOVERNOR 347

REFVUS NG Ta ACCEPT AND AFFRoVE 59/4:?0?5 RECOMMENDATION TO RGLEASE LIFER ON

) ¢ £ 4 i o
445, FAROLe’J WHEREDY Goummm;,vr STEALS LIFERS ACCRUED RIGHT T¢ LHSJ (Dué

]
10 n-Casiner discossion ano Hewng/

R TTRR Demmmfﬂ rmN} IN
(oF’EKﬁﬂoNﬂLL‘f %C.-Zé?" Heﬁmﬂéa)/,, cﬁ&ﬂwmﬂﬁ OF 60#51?.'\14?:?]5 Pmmom’(&é%,
{wm THe POLITICIANS REFUSED THE FROPER ReCOMMENDATION By Boner 1o reLens
LIFER': BEE THEN DENIES LIFER ANY ACCESS T OR KNQWLERE QF SUCH RQ‘?SON;): /qND

446, ‘c.@mmmw DENYING LiFer ConsniturioNAL RIGHT (EI.])7 10 CRIMINAL COURT
SENTENCIN 6 Heﬁrzuv &J serore Cammae Covrr Sentencing ﬁpee, To COUNTER —
ﬁqrzeug THE gmrz (‘;zmu@ TO EXTEN] CQURT IMPISED :;,? wWHICH 1S ILLEGALLY
PeRForMED 1Y Pﬂrzuﬁmmr BREACHIN & L28.] ro errect ASSenT oF Csﬂ, ss,
L7(9) (© Liog.], G?(iﬁ) L109.7, wHich cAvses AN ILEGAL INCREASE TO
LiFers cover mrosep N7P ( Jumisoictionar Fravy oy Bosro , Covernor AND
Camner E%l,? 83, anp 65,7 ,o

147, 5. Sevicimor- Generar. Pureorrs ‘PISGEETIGEHRY RIGHT EXISTS WITHIN OPERATIONAL
errect oF CSA.s. 67(7) L1013 (aerer I-8-1994 [46.J), wieresy Gor/ernon
£29.7 was Jurisoicrionar Conrerence 1o VOIP  Boarok {Pé;:rszom 10 RECOHMEND

¥ 4
PARoLE ReEAghSE OF LIFER ﬂPPLiCANT, THEN To BER EFFECT FULL REJECTION OF ENTIRE

PAROLE APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY LIFER APPLICANT, CONSEQUENTIAL TO RE TECTING



161,

AND THEN REVERSING Bonrds FIRST RecoMmMENDATION (E:oo,])f AND THEN
{SUBSTJTUTJNG/ REPLACING Boaro's rormaL RECOMMENIATIONS (‘ro réwnse on
paroLe’, o war MTE', Fon oM LoNG oN Pﬁrzm’)? with Governogs £29.]

s own Decision (peme To reruse parae RELEASE oF LIFER nFPLfCANT)”. Theee 15
m ract ano Law, A VERY LIMITED avo RESTRICTED SCOPE o Jumismcnonic
“piscrerion’ PERMITED BY Governor LALT, BUT 1115 onwy PerMiren To Be
ACTIONED S0 FAR AS ‘xa LEGAL SOUNDNESS Tuscar Bops Rove £33, o
Boaros FirsT recommentation (“raroie Régase oF LiFer HPPUC/?MT,)} WHEREBY
“F NoT LEGALLY SOUND THEN MUST RETURN THAT' RECOMMENDATION BACK 1o THE
Boaro ONLY' , BUT “I¢ LeBALLY souNp THEN MUST APPROVE ‘THAT  ReconmenoATION
AND THEN MOVE FORWARD m‘JT;m:m_ Bovt Review” [33.7 oF Boarok seconp
ANp THIRD REConmeNATIoN Associtrgn wirh £100.T (“on wiat pare’ anp Cror
How LONG ON Pﬂxow’): AND WHEN evenruacy “acerover’ ( EFFECTING
Governors L19.1 “peerovar” o auL tiree Boaro recomenvarions Associre
witd L 100.3’)} Governor ano bovernor [29. 1 MUST ONLY ‘sign-ore’ on
the Bosro’s recommenparions (£100.7) ano then ForwArp ‘peprover (Boieds)
Re commensarions’ o e Bowep 5o Boaro can FormALt nomey LiFER

449, APPLICANT ,. There 15 NO {sfﬂruro;?*r DISCRETION OWNED BY (> oVERNOR E:{?,],
WITHOUT ANY REGARD TO E-‘OZJ} wHich N ANy ConsTITuTIONALLY ([Lj‘)
Conperent way “envowers’ Governor L29.7 1o “Nor APPROVE/NOT CONSENT
ro” LiFeds PAROLE Revehse, AFTER Boaro Has reconvennen such PAROLE
recense (Lioo.d), L6407 rrort |-8-1994 [ 46,1 wwr I-1- 2016,
within - Sovtn Aysteauan Coprecrionae Services Acr.

w0, ) Tue use oF e worp “uay" £30.7 w CSA. 5. 67(7) (CioLT), w eacy

anp a5 tHe INTENTION of FﬁRu/JMmT? IN POSITIVE AND CLEAR WORDING

]

[64.7, ONLY ATACHES 1o Tue KEY, AND SOLITARY REFERENCE TEXT, THEREN,

( 7 { i) ¢
SPECIFIED IN THE ORPER g WHERE THE ORDER ' is THE THREE ReCoMMENDATIONS

0F e Boarp Associatedy with L100. ]’, AND NOTHING MoREe Since 1-8-19%4

4
[%,3’? IT HAS NoT ATTACHED TO ANY  CROWN PURPORTED RIGHT AND

TURISNCTION To_REFUSE PAROE ApruicATion (sv irer), ovrrighr’, [64.].




