To

Federal Courts Branch

Australian Attorney-General’s Department

Robert Garran Offices

3-5 National Circuit Date: 11/02/2009

BARTON ACT 2600

Submission to the Review by Name not disclosed for legal reasons
re: Improving access to justice

It is of great concern to me, that I have only been given 24hrs to formulate a submission and that
non of my questions, re this inquiry, have been answered.

At the outset I say this: As long as we have a Family court, with its present Judges and the
involvement of the Legal profession in Family disputes. No justice is possible.

1 will be quoting from your paper: under Q ~ my comment: C

0 IMPROVING ACCESS TO JUSTICE

1. The Australian Government is committed to ensuring the justice system uses public resources
with maximum effectiveness to assist people resolve disputes.

C That may hopefully be the intention, the reality however it is not. The very institution ( the
famnily court) that is to bring this about, is not part of the solution but part of the problem. At the
Jon Faine program on the 6/2/09 discussions were held on the Family court, for an hour. Every
single caller advocated that the lawyers should be kept out of the negotiations as they were causing
more problems than they solved, no doubt to lengthen proceedings for their financial gain.

Q 2. The Australian Government believes that litigation should be a last resort and that
families and the community are best served where family members can reach their own decisions
about their future.

C That will not happen as long as the judges of the family court and lawyers are involved.
Both groups are “self interest groups” the judges, to justify their egos and the lawyers to enrich
their bank accounts. No one is interested in a resolution.

Lawyers should be paid an absolute maximum of $ 5000 per case, now that would speed up
negotiations. Once settlement is reached; there should be no involvement by the court.

Q enable the resolution of disputes without resort to courts.

Q 5. The Australian Government is keen to extend the alternative dispute resolution
mechanisms available to separating families.

C Alternative dispute resolutions were never offered or mentioned by our lawyers or court
officials.

C The question has to be asked why not. Failure to adequately explain these should result in
the lawyer forfeiting any fees.

Q Court processes should facilitate resolution, rather than further inflame disputes through
their complexity and unnecessatry formality.



C The court does everything in its power to prevent resolution and further inflames disputes.
Judges, Registrars and other court officials need to be held accountable. Presently Magistrates and
Judges are not accountable for inflaming disputes or sexual bias. That is an urgent issue that
needs addressing.

Q 19. The Australian Government is concerned that the present court structures for family
law are unsustainable.
C We have read the Chief Justice’s submission to the review. It is of concern to us that; she

was privy to information we are not. (when attending a meeting in Adelaide). Judging by her
comments, her only concerns are - more money -- for an already bloated bureaucracy that is
failing the community in a monumental way.

Q O Simpler procedures Where possible, rules of evidence and procedure should be limited
and simplified. Forms and affidavits should be minimised and procedures should be easily
understood.

C The fundamental principal of “Justice” requires that those signing affidavits and or giving
oral evidence under oath, -- tell the truth -- presently the court will not take action against
females blatantly committing perjury. What is the purpose of a hearing or an affidavit if all we are
presented with, are lies. The Family court is ‘perverting the course of justice’ by its failure to
apply the law of perjury. Should we ever have the misfortune to face this institution they will hear
from us stories that will put the Grimm’s brothers to shame.

My comments:

The family courts have to be abolished. They are a blight on any civilised society. The lawyers
fees have to be limited to a maximum of $ 5000 to obtain a speedy resolution to any dispute.
Lawvyers are inflaming disputes for their financial interests. We were told that the “ Final Hearing
« would cost each of us , my son and I, $ 50 000. That is some $ 100 000 to prove that the
“Applicant” is a liar, with absolutely no hope of getting one single cent back.

The Family court is responsible for some of the greatest tragedies in our society. Last year, three
young boys were drowned, when their father drove his utility into a dam, In January this year, a
father threw his 4 yr old daughter off the West Gate bridge. _

Those children are the innocent victims of the perverted justice administered by the family court.
The Chief justice of the family court, our parliamentarians and the lawyers are as guilty of murder
as the fathers of those children. How many innocent children have died as a result of © family
court’ decisions. We will never know. The authorities will ensure that the figures are never made
public to defend the in-defensible

I know of two fathers that have committed suicide after being involved with the Family Court,
there would be hundreds in the country.

I know of groups of men that will never enter into another relationship for they were stripped of
everything the ever had, by a judicial system that is designed to degrade and destroy whatever
dignity a man had.

Our great concern is the secrecy surrounding this review. I rang the Law institute, they had not
heard of it. 1rang 3 Family Law specialists in the Geelong Region, they did not know what I was
talking about.



If there is to be a genuine “Review” of the family court. There should be broad public discussion
on the issues over 3 — 6 months. Some 1000 “victims’ of the court should have been informed and
encouraged to make a submission. But -— do you really want to hear the “facts’ or is this a
‘white-wash’ ?

I would have liked to go into greater depth but this is all the time I can spend in the 24hrs given.‘
I am prepared to attend the review in person if there is a genuine attempt to reform.
Signed:

Name not disclosed for legal reasons

Attached hereto. For your information, are my submissions to the Chief Justice and Aftorney
General



To
- The Hon. Robert Mc Clelland

Attorney General, MP
“The Honourable Chie'ﬂ ustice of the Family Court Date: 3/12/2008

Members of Parliament

Others; As addressed

Re:  The Fanniy ‘Court “Perverting the course of Justice
A “blight” ne civilized society should have to endure.

Dear Sir

‘Thisis , a very brief outline, ofhow, my wifeandI, became the victims of extortion,
facilitated by the-idiosyncrasies-of the FamilyCourt. '

You may find it hard to believe, but it is true.

1 am writing to you , as aageyr old former member of the occupation . In‘the hope,
that you, in your capacity as the Attorney General, investigate and take the appropriate action .

My wife and I are absolutely devastated and have been to Hell and back, caused by the inherent
injustices in the Family Court. '

In about year I commenced building a second residence on our (my wife and my} land, just south of
place . "Ny son later occupied thathouse. Initially, with-a women in-a‘de facto retationshipand
later with a women ( name ) he married in 1997. They separated in Sept 2005

In month of 2006 my son’s former wife (pame ) commenced proceedings in the Family Court,
citing me as the Second-named respondent and initially, demanding that I pay her $ 300 000.

I subsequently spoke to some 11 different Family law specialists in the place Region

2]l of them said:™ Pay her, youwill not get .any justice -in-the Family-Court .” Some lawyers, quite
openly called it exrortion, otherscalledit ‘social engineering * Other comments : You got
some land and she got nothing, the court will give her something , count on il.

We ( my wife and I ) have done nothing wrong , we have not broken any laws, we have tried to
*hélp-our son by providing him witha roof overhishead. Yetwe-are forced to pay out in excess of
$ 60 000 dollars ( in lawyer fees )} and spend thousands of hours defending an action in the Family
Court . An.action thatisbased-on fraudand fabricated-evidence inventedby ( name ) {my
son’s former wife

(*name Y'has maide pumerous frauthilent statements in her Affidavits. She relies on “fabricated
evidence “ to-support her claim. In short, she has committed petjury on several issues.
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"We however, are not even recognized under the “Family Law Rules “, we have no rights, we can
not influence the outcome, all we are allowed to do is succumb to extortion , sanctioned by the
Family Court.

Murderers have more rights and protection than us, as was clearly demonstrated by the injunction
granted on “Underbelly”

We have seen former Judge Marcus Einfeld committed for “ perjury” over a few hundred dollars in
trafficfines.  name )istryingto-extort'in excessof $ 300000 by fraudulen means, by
fabricating evidence and committing perjury. I have raised these issues at every “compulsory
conference, of the Family Court“, tonoavail.  The Family court is not interested in facts  or
justice.

=3

‘Werespectfully ask; that you, as the ‘Attorney General’ ‘appoint someone from your Depa:rhnent to
address and investigate:

(a) the injustices that are inherent in the Family court, the Family Law Act & Rules.

(b) The fact that: Applicants © are perverting the course of Justice’ by “ false -, misleading
statements and ¢ the fabrication of evidence’ in Affidavits’. Those issues are ignored and
treated ke “Kindergarten stories” by the Family Court’ and should, approprzately, be
dedlt with under the Crimes Act 1914.

-{c) The failure of Judges, Registrars-&Jawyers, complying Wlth the Family Law Rules

We further, respectfully request that your Departinent undertake an prgent review of Section 1.12
of the Rules .

Section 1.12-(of the Riles ) makes ‘a-charade -of what Parliament enacted. This section enables judges
to make decisions, at their whim, quoting the “Rules” when convenient, in justifying their verdict.
Whatever passessed Parliament to have Section 1.12 inserted in the Rules, is beyond
comprehension. Why did Parliament pass any Rules at all, if it intended to give Judges the power
to “ dispense with compliance “ (of the Rules ). It is like a football game where the umpire can
change the rules to ensure that ‘Geelong wins or looses.

How can I, or my Lawyer, prepare a case in the Family Court , what preparation do we need to
raake, what evidence do we present, when we do-not know whmhRulesa Judge will dx;spettse
with, atthe trial. -

We are also very disturbed bythe fact, ( we have experienced it ) that the Judges of the Court,
the Registrars and lawyers have a blatant disregard for the Rules. The very Rules that Parliament

.laid down for the conduct of the Court and the courts choose to ‘Dispense with’. -
'Parliament must tike the blame for this mess.

We are convinced, that the Judges use these Rules, in their attempt, to justify a pre-determined
verdict, .in.favor of .the female ..and noton what.is “ Just.and equitable “

'Other issues that need urgerit aftenition are ; the * astronomical charges®, that were enacted by
Parliament and charged by the legal fraternity, precluding any possibility of obtaining “Justice”
‘Who-can-afford $ 10.600.a day for lawyers ?-plus the additional -$ 50.000 for pre - frial £xpenses
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The History
Some 40 yrs ago we { my wife and 1) purchased a 15 acre block just south of place  We worked
15hr days to pay off the 1and and over the next-decades built our house on it-and raised two
children.

In about year we commenced building a second house, with the assistance of our son. We paid for
the materials and our son helped build the house so he could live somewhere, rent free asa “

‘Tenant at will *,

My son later formed-a-de-facto relationship-and had two-children. That relationship broke up in
11994 after his de facto smashed up the house i1 & fit of rage, causing several thousand dollars of

damage. When I demanded that she leave, she assaulted me and 8 days later was granted a
“Restraining order’ against me. That order was dismissed when I challenged 1t. When I T however

applied for a ‘restraining order’, to keep ber away from the house, the court refused, on the .

-grounds that ‘I wa:s"mtrelated to her’.

Perhaps someone can explain to me ; why she is related to me, can smash up my house, can

assault me on my property and to add msult to injury, take out a restraimin; - whilst my

application is refused. : o

_Shortly after departing, she placed a/cavea 6t banid-denys ded $ 3000 She latey consulted a

"‘lawyer through "Legal Aid” and/ demzhded $ S000_we sought ere advised to
ndf the action and no ceét recovery i

pay her, as it would cost more to available under ‘Legal

Aid . -Our legal costs were-close to $-80C

———

That was our first experience with the Family Court and legalised extortion -

In 1997 my son married a women ( Dame) that brought two of her children into the marriage.
In 2005 they separated. She persuaded my son: |

(a) To pay the bond and 4weeks rent for a house in place

(b) Give her furniture from the formér matrimonial home, of her choosing.

(©) Buy her $ 10 500 worth of additional new furniture,

(d) Give hera 2yr old, 4 wd car

(e). Giveher $28-000.in-cash -on the promise that she would sign an “Order of Mutual

Consent “ ,drawn up at ( Dame s*) request and direction, at my son’s expense.

After she had received , all she requested, she refused to 51gn the “‘Order of Consent” and took out
proceedings in the Family Court. .

( name ) leftthe matrimonial home in ‘September 2005 but broke into the house, during my son’s
absence, on several occasions, stole some documents and took photographs that she produced under
the “disclosure provision’ .of the Family Law Rules, claiming those photos had been taken during
their marriage. (due to alterations to various rooms, since her departure, we knew she had been in the house )

‘We applied fora “restraining order ‘inthe place Magistrate courtto keep ( name ) vff the
property and out of the house.

At the  Preliminary hearing’, she initially denied that she had ever entered the house and also
denied that she had taken any photos in the house . Later, under cross examination, she eventually
admitted taking the photos but, claimed that she had not been in the house since April 2006. We
produced photos from her documents, showing dates on a Notice Board from the month of Aungust.
‘When I pointed this out to the Magistrate he said:™ She is either lying or mistaken.” ( in an Affidavit,

-she later-stated that-she-had-been in the house-on the 29% of Fuly 2006 )
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('name ) told a few more lies, fabricated more evidence and I requested that she should face
“perjury charges “ . The Magistrate suggested that I report it to the Police, but that he would not
take any action.

When I requested that an “Interim Intervention Order “ be granted, the Magistrate indicated that he
was satisfied that ( D2me , had been in the house, - without permission - ( Court transcript available )
but as she had stolen nothing of value and did no damage, probably had a good reason to protect
her interests.  The Magistrate would not gramt am ‘Intervention Order.”

I than said:” With respect your Honour, if T had broken into her house you would have had no
hesitation to issue an intervention order.”

The Magistrate said:” Are you suggesting that ] am biased .”

I said:” Too right, you are sexually biased, you are not giving me the order because she is a
woman.”

The Magistrate made sorme comment that I could not understand and T left.

‘We-later-withdrew-our Application for an Intervention-Order, as there was no point ia pursuing it in

a sexually biased Court, a Court that sanctioned perjury.

It is a fundamental requirement, of a functioning judicial system, that a person on oath tells the
truth,

-On month of 2006 , before the Honourable Justice name, {(name )claimed that the

former matrimonial home; according to & Rate notice (she had stolen and we had never ssen) was valued
at $ 1.2 million ( due to a Council stuffup ) that our 15 acres were valued as $ 15 million. That our
land was about to be subdivided and that I had gified the land, the matrimonial home stood on, to
my son.  All lies and fabrications

The submissions by our lawyers, to the contrary, were given no consideration.

Without going into lengthy details, Judge name made orders, obviously based on { name s*).
unsubstantiated and false claims, that were to.cost us thousands.of.dollars and countless hours in
time, but could not be carried out, ( as has been proven ) wasting 18mths.

In later Affidavits, (name ) made claims that ;™ throughout the marriage she was of the opinion
that my son and her had paid for the land™, she can not name the price for the land , she can not

~ state -when-payments -were-made, -nor-can she explain-where-the-money came from.
.In another Affidavit she claimed “ that my son and her. made regular weekly payments to me, for

the land.”

(‘name ) has no receipts and no records of any payments . According to her Affidavit; ‘no records
exist’ and later claims, that I held those records and refused her access to them.
The various Affidavits made by « pame | are a litany of lies, misleading statements and
fabrications.

My son refutes all of ( name s*) claims. Our son, nor (name ) have ever paid a single cent to us,
for any land.

I am named as the second respondent in this case. I am a victim of this litany of lies and

fabrications by -( Dame), ‘We (‘mywife and I ) have nothingto do-with -(name s*) dispute with my
son, but due tothe ‘quirky sense of justice’ deployed by the Family Court, we were dragged into .
this mess.

My wife and I have been extremely distressed by all of this over the last 18mths and are both on
medication for anxiety and sleeplessness. We are both in our 70° and this * perversion of justice «
has taken its toll on our heaith. No one can believe that this is happening in our society.
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At the recent compulsory “Conciliation Conference”, conducted by Registrar ( name ), Iposed the
question :” We have spent thousands of hours on this, (*name *) claim is fraudulent and based on
fabricated evidence, _it has cost us over § 50 000, when am I going to get my costs back and some
justice.”

( name ) said:” as the second respondent, you don’t, you will just have to grin and bear it.”

Other issues of this “Conciliation Conference “that need addressing are:

(name ) claimed that she had not read the “full case notes’ and that she had not seen the valuer’s
report ( that was ordered by the Court and cost $ 6000>.) but that in her (name ) opinion, my son should
offer (name ') at least § 70 000 and that she would not feel comfortable with an offer over § 130
000. One of the lawyers called it extortion.

By way of comment, name explained, that it would cost, each of the 3 parties, about $ 50 000 in
lawyers fees, if the matter went to trial, and that we could avoid those fees if we gave the money
to ( name ‘) who might settle for that amount,
ThatiswhatIcall extortion in the most blatant form, not just sanctioned , but actually
cultivated by the Court.

Is that the Justice - Parliament is looking for 77

This was not a conci]iaﬁon conference, it was an attempt by (name ) to intimidate and extort.
(mame ) comments led to (name ) demanding an additional $ 100 000 +.
In my opinion, this is an absolute ‘perversion of justice * perpetrated by the Family Court.

( mame ) contributed nothing to our land, ( she arrived with $2950 of goods, including 2 car, and two children,
as her total possessions) she did little to maintain the dwelling, yet she walked away with $ 100 000.
We succumbed to extortion, as we could not see any value in continuing in such a biased
environment.

(*name *) case isbasedon  lies and fabricated evidence, in blatant contravention to the
‘Federal’ “Crimes Act 1914 ™ sections 35 & 36 .

The Federal Police in Melbourne claim, they have nothing to do with the Crimes Act 1914 and only
enforce ‘Family Court * orders. _

We respectfully request that your department launch an investigation into this case with a view of
addressing: _
(a) the issue of “ (* name*)” misleading and fabricated evidence , before the court, and in
her Affidavits '
(b) The failure of the Family Court Judges and Registrars, heeding the Family Law Rules
(¢) The failure, of complying with the Family Law Rules by (‘name s*) lawyer {name )  our
Lawyers have informed us, that there would be no point in complaining to the Family court, about name’ |, or
making an ‘Application for Contempt * as the court would not take any action, My son and I have been told,
on mumerous occasions, that should we fail to comply with the Rules or any Orders, we would  face serious
consequences) Yet (‘name*) and her Jawyer can do as they please, ignore the Rules and defy
the orders made by the court.

We respectfully ask that you acknowledge receipt of this correspondence.

Respectfully yours Signed: Name not disclosed for legal reasons



