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Phone(02) 66851719

17 September2001

JOINT STANDINr~ COMMITTEEON TREATIES.

Mr. Bob Morris,

DearSir,

It is theopinionoftheAustralianPatriotMovementNationalExecutive,ofwhichI am
theNationalCo-ordinator,thattheproposedbill knownastheStatuteoftheInternational
Criminal CourtBill 2001shouldnotbe ratifiedby theAustralianParliament.

As you will noteI referto themembersnot asa governmentbutastheParliament.This
executiveonly considersthesovereignpeopleofAustralia,asthegovernment.

Oursubmissionto yourjoint standingcommitteeon treatiesis asfollows.

Thisbill endangersthesovereigntyoftheAustralianLegalsystem,alsothe sovereignty
ofthecommonwealthofAustraliaParliamentandthepeople,theAustralian
Government,underlaw.

ObligationsLaidoutundertheRomeStatuteconcerningarticlesoflaw,placein danger,
citizensthat arein breachofinternationallaw, asdefinedwithin theact.Thosepeople
who arenot currentlyin breachofdomesticlaw underthepresentstatute,or
commonwealthlaw,orsystemoflaw,underfutureAustralianParliamentsorcourtsorof
anyfutureRepubliclaworlaws.

Thesafeguardsofdomesticlaw areputatrisk by thesigningoforbeingpartyto sucha
documentunderlaw.

Takefor instancearrestwarrants,pertainingto foreignnationals.Thesepeoplemaybe in
breachofinternationallaw for opposingthegovernmentoftheycountryoforigin.
Refugeeswouldhaveno protectionunderAustralianLaw.
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Any actofdissentcouldseethatpersonbeingarrestedandsentoverseasasawar
criminal,to facea hostilecountryorgovernment.Australiancitizenscouldfmd
themselvesclassedaswarcriminalsfor alsodissentionofafuturegovernmentorthe
InternationalCourtofJustice.

Section13; statesthatrequestsmadeto ourAttorneyGeneralscouldraiseproblems
relatingto Australia’sinternationalobligationsto aforeignpower.It is thebeliefofthis
executivethatis trueasto thesigningofresenttreatiesbyAustraliaasindicated.

Section50; ofthis proposedact,division3 dealswith refusalofassistancebythe
AttorneyGeneralorfutureAttorney’sGeneral.This treatylaysoutguidelinesthatmust
bemetunderthis treatyorbill howeverit doesnotmentionpenaltiesforfailure to
comply.

It is theopinionofthis executivethat thismustbeareasonto notbeaPartytothis bill at
this time. Thisbill at first glancelooksto beagooddocumenthoweverthatis dueto the
presentpolitical andlegal climatethat is aboutto change,soweshouldnot takethis bill
on facevalue.

Australiais alreadyin breachofInternationalLaw for allowingBritishLaw to be
imposedon thesovereignpeopleofAustralia.Wehavea sovereignnationunder
internationallaw since1stOctober1919.

Treatiesthat havebeensignedsincethatdateandourmembershipto theUnitedNations
provethis tobetrue. We area sovereignstateunderall formsofinternationallaw.
Recognisedby theCourtofJusticeandtheWarCrimesTribunalalsotheUnitedNations.

Any Treatythathasbeensignedbythepastandpresentparliamentsarenul andvoid,
becausetheyhavenothadthesanctionofthegovernmentofAustralia,througha
referendum.

Section268.41statesthatawarcrimehasbeencommittedwhenapersonorpersons(or
perpetrators)usetheflag or insigniaofahostileparty. [c.] Whentheperpetratoruserthe
flagor insigniaknowingthis to beanillegal action.

This sectionoftheactclearlyputsAustraliain breachoftheactasa sovereignnationwe
carrya foreignflagin thecornerofournationalflag,beingtheUnion Jackunder
internationallaw oftheUnitedNations.It is ifiegal for memberstatesto imposetheir law
onanotherMemberState.GreatBritain andAustraliaaresovereignmemberstatesofthe
UnitedNations.AustraliaoperatesunderBritishlaw, which is anillegal act.

TheRoyalstylesandtitles act1953-73is anhonorarytitle on theEnglishQueen
Elizabeth2. As QueenofAustraliait holdsnobasisin law. TheBritishParliamentholds
sovereignty overtheBritishpeoplenot themonarchthereforewearenot partofBritain



soBritish lawdoesnotapply.

WetheAustralianGovernmentasthepeoplearecontrolledby ahostileraceasweare
forcedtobesubjectedto thelawsofaforeignpower.TheVichy FrenchGovernment
memberswereexecutedaswarcriminalfor imposingGermanlaw onFrenchcitizens
duringthesecondworld war, thesameoffencethat all pastandpresentparliament
membersofthecommonwealthareguilty of.

TheEnglishMonarchyis alsopartyto this act,aswehavebeensinceThe 1stOctober
1919arepublic.Thedaywesignedourfirst internationaltreaty.JosephCook ourfirst
Ambassadorwasintroducedby thereigningKing GeorgetheV astherepresentativeof
thenewly independentnationofAustralia,anex-colony.

Theparliamentcannotsayonedaythattreatiesonly apieceofpaperorit is adocument
offact.Thepresentparliamentofthecommonwealthis inbreachofinternationallawin
severalplaces.If this treatyis aratifiedthenmembersofthepastandpresentwill be
referredto theinternationalbodiesfor chargesto be laid for breachesoftheseacts.

It is timethattheFederalAustralianAttorneyGeneraladvisedtheparliamenton theneed
to changethestatusofAustraliatothatofarepublicandmakeall British lawnul and
void, soAustraliawill comeinto line with theinternationallegalpositionconcerning
treaties.

Section268.7oftheproposedactclearlystatesthataperpetrator[thatbeingthe
AustralianParliament]commitsanoffenceif theycausegreatpaineitherphysical,
mentalor sufferingto orseriousinjury to body, healthofoneormorepersons.

Underthis proposedbill theAustralianparliamentcouldbedeemedto causemental
stressby theintroductionofandthecontinueduseofthegoodsandservicestaxknown
astheG.S.T.

Section268.28WarCrimes:Destructionandappropriationof property.
(1)Theperpetratororpersonscommitanoffenceif:
(2)Theperpetratordestroysorappropriatescertainproperty

Section55oftheAustralianConstitutionrefersto thefactthatonlytheCommonwealth
Parliamentshall raisetaxes,whichmeansthatlandratesraisedbyLocal Governmentare
ifiegal. Propertyseizedby theseMunicipalbodiesis anillegal actunderthis bill.

TheAustralianGovernment,whichis thepeople,hashadillegal acts,in thenameofthe
monarchy,whichdoesnotexistunderinternationallaw, alsoin thenameoftheFederal
Governmentor CommonwealthofAustralia,which is anillegal body sincethe1st.
October1919.



The signingoftheproposedbill will benul andvoidunlessthepeoplehavesayviaa
referendum.Federalmembersofbothhouses,All Statemembersofparliamentandall
Localgovernment,judges,J.Ps.andthemilitary swearanallegianceto a foreignpower.
Thatunderinternationallaw is alreadyanillegal act,in facta warcrime.

It is obvioustothis executivethatthesigningofpasttreatiesandinternational
agreementshavemeantnothingtO thepastandpresentFederalParliaments.

Therealgovernmentsofthisgreatnationhavebeenliedto dupedmisleadbythese
peoplewhoareonlyin parliamentfor theirown benefits.It is time thatweeitherstop
signingtreatiesorstartto abideby them.

Sectionsofthisproposedbill couldseeforeigntroopsusedagainstthesovereignpeople
ofAustralia.Thestatementthatthisbifi comesinto forceonceit receivesRoyalassentis
in itself anillegal actunderinternationallaw.

Thepeopleonly havetherightto permitthebill to be ratified,theFederalmembersof
parliamentdonothaveamandateoffthepeopleto enterintoanyinternationaltreatyor
agreement.

All present,pastandfutureparliamentscouldbeseenunderthisbill to be inbreachof
thewarcrimestribunal.Breachesofthisbifi if enactedby theinternationalcourtof
justicecouldseeforeigntroopsusedin oronsovereignterritoryofAustralia,this would
beunacceptableto thisexecutive.

Thequestionofrapeasanexampleis raisedin the(consequentialamendmentsbill 2001)
Thecrimeofrapealreadyhasapenaltyunderlaw inAustralia.But accordingtothis
proposedbill thatoffenceis alsoawarcrime. Thatmeansapersoncanoncereleasedcan
berechargedbytheInternationalCourtofJusticewith awarcrime.

Thatis in breachofNationalSovereigntyandto this executiveunacceptable.

268.83Onceagainthewarcrimeofenforcedprostitutionasanexample:TheAustralian
PatriotMovementNationalExecutivealsohasaproblemwith thisproposedbill, in
differentareasofAustraliaprostitutionis legalandthepeopleinvolvedareof acriminal
nature.Thewomeninvolved do havepeopleprotectingthemstandingoverthemand
controllingthembuttheyfeelsafe,in this situationto claimthis asawarcrime is not
acceptableto thisexecutive.

If acomplaintis madeasto apersoninvolvedin prostitutionthenthecourtswill take
actionunderAustralianlawif notthenthewarcrimestribunalhasnoright to get
involved.

Thisexecutivefeelsthatanypersonin thesovereignstateofAustraliacouldbechanged



atany timeunderthisproposedbill withanoffenceby eithertheinternationalcourtof
justiceorthewarcrimestribunalwhenin factthepastandpresentFederalParliaments
andmembersofsuchbodiesandatpresentandin thepastbeenguilty ofbreacheswith
noactionbeingtakenby eitherinternationalbody. It seemsto usthattheselawsare
aimedatonly thecitizensofAustralianotthosewhoaretherealwarcriminals.

Section286~86thewarcrimeofsexualviolencereads;
1. Theperpetratoris guilty ofawarcrimeif that personcommitsasexualactagainstone
ormorepersons.
2. Or causesoneormorepersonsto engagein asexualactor acts.

This is aviolation ofarticle3 commontotheGenevaConvention- anypersonwho
engagesin, meansthemakersofapornographicmovie orthosewhorunwhatis known
asa swingersclub, theseactivitiesarelegalinsomepartsofAustralia.Yet theseactives
couldbeawarcrimeunderthis proposedbill, thepenaltyfor this is twenty-fiveyears.

268.91Warcrimesdealwith themutilation ofapersonorpersons.(1)A person
(perpetrator)commitsanoffenceif (a) theperpetratorsubjectsoneormorepersonsto
mutilationsuchaspermanentlydisfiguringthatto usmeansthatatattooorbodypiecing
couldmeanthat awarcrimehasbeencommitted.

Thatis unacceptabletomy executive,asbothoftheseactivitiesarelegalin Australia..

SubdivisionHwarcrimesthat aregravebeachesofprotocoloftheGenevaConvention
268.94warcrimes: medicalprocedure(1)a(person)perpetratorcommitsanoffenceif-
(a)A person(perpetrator)subjectsapersonorpersonsto amedicalprocedure

DNA testingortaking samplesby police is acceptableunderlaw inAustraliaandalso
this is carriedout inhospitalandprison.

Thatunderthe actorproposedbill placesthestateGovernmentsinbreachofthis war
crimestribunal.

268.97Warcrimes:Removalofblood, tissueororgansfor transplantationthis once
againcouldbeseenasanattackon freedomsofthesovereignpeopleof Australia,many
peoplebecauseofreligiousbeliefdo notbelievein thegivingofblood.

This meansthatif a doctoroverruledthis personorpersonsto savealife underthe
meaningoftheactheorshecouldbeclassedasawarcriminal.Anypersonwhois bitten
by asnakeandbloodis takenby apersonorpersonswithoutpermissioncouldbe
deemeda warcriminalunderthemeaningofthe act.

TheexposuredraftTheInternationalCriminalCourtBill 200iNo, 2001 statesthatthe
attorneyGeneraloftheCommonwealthofAustraliacanonly refuseco-operationunder



specifiedsectionofthebill asMd out in division3. RestrictiononProvisionof
assistanceA 50 refusalofassistance.

No mentionis madeofwhatinternationalpenaltywill bedealtif thesaidattorney
Generaldecidesnot to abidewith articleswithin oranypartyofthis bill. This failure to
layout thepenaltiesinvolvedis ofconcernto theAustralianPatriotMovementNational
Executive.

As therealGovernmentoftheCommonwealthofAustraliathepeopleareentitledto
knowwhatwill happento Australiaby thearticlesofThisbill oncesignedbeingrefused
by anattorneyGeneralofthefuture.Armedinterventioncouldbea result,whichmeans
thepeoplewouldhavenochoicebut to respondastheparliamentwill not bringthis
matterto theattentionoftherealgovernment“the people”.Thenanyattackor invasion
by forcesfromthewarcrimestribunalortheinternationalCourtof JusticeortheUnited
Nationswouldbeseenasanactofwarby aforeignpower.

It is theConcernoftheAustralianPatriotMovementNationalexecutivethatif occurred,
thenprisonerstakenwouldbeexecutedby theAustralianpeopleaswarcriminals,asthe
GenevaConventionis aforeigndocumentofahostileForce.

Theonly obligationthatthesovereignpeopleofAustraliahaveis to thisGreatNation,
oneanotherandontoGod.Thereforeit is thesubmissionoftheAustralianPatriot
MovementNationalExecutivethatthisbill ortreatyshouldnotberatifiedby the
ParliamentoftheCommonwealthastheydonothavetheAuthoritywithoutthe
permissionofthepeopleviaareferendum.I wishto thanktheJointStandingCommittee
on thistreatiesfor allowingustheopportunitytotakepartin thisinquirythis is proofof
democracyatwork. ThankyouSirs

Yours in Patriotism..

~
Kevin W. D. Thompson

NationalCo-ordinator.


