
	TERRY

FOGARTY


	[image: image1.png]




	TELEPHONE   0419 668 197

Email:
fogartyt@bigpond.net.au

Web: http://vesca.tripod.com
	16 MANN AVENUE

NORTHGATE QLD 4013

AUSTRALIA


Justice Garry Downes AM

President 

Administrative Appeals Tribunal 
GPO Box 9955 
Sydney NSW 2001 

Sunday, 20 May 2007

Dear Sir,


I’m writing to you so that you can get this information direct from me.

The great challenge in complaint matters is to substantiate allegations without access to official records. Fortunately publicly available court records of “Administrative Appeals Tribunal” hearings allow me to do that. 

Whilst the Repatriation Commission is the primary target, examination of these records appears to show that the AAT in a significant number of cases incorrectly applies case law. It follows there is a high probability that the Veterans’ Review Board and the Repatriation Commission (DVA) have similarly erred. Naturally the number of incorrectly decided cases will be larger as we move back down the chain of decision (or review).

This compounds a very great travesty of justice. The very bodies charged to provide an independent review are using the same rules that the Repatriation Commission is using. The Repatriation Commission’s experience in complaint matters is it has been to the High Court on five occasions and lost on all five occasions. Not prepared to accept the umpire’s decision the Repatriation Commission normally tries to have the rules changed by amending legislation. When this hasn’t worked it seems to have made a deliberate decision to not apply critical aspects of the court determinations.

I have included copies of relevant documents. If you need further information please contact me.

Yours faithfully,

TERRY FOGARTY.

My reasons for seeking to have the matter referred to the Chief Justice of the High Court:

1. Veterans have fought, died, and been injured for the “preservation of democracy”.

2. An essential part of democracy is the legal system.

3. An essential part of the legal system is the “Doctrine of the Separation of Powers”.

4. The Doctrine of the Separation of Powers is being circumvented.

5. The Chief Justice of the High Court is a person of the highest integrity.

6. Questions concerning contempt of the High Court can only be resolved by the High Court.

7. Contempt proceedings could be initiated by the High Court.

8. The powers of the High Court are legislated and if they need to be changed to accomplish these matters the legislation can be changed. 

9. Enquiries or commissions convened by the government of the day (either major party) will be manipulated

AAT Court Records.

http://www.austlii.edu.au/
Steps:

1. “All Databases” – LHS

2. “Administrative Appeals Tribunal Decisions 1976-“ LHS 8 entries down

3. “Database Search” – LHS top

4. In “Find” box use “all of these words”

5. Use search terms as below (no commas needed) or use your own.
	Search Terms
	AAT
	Percentage of all cases
	Percentage of operational
	Percentage of Repatriation, Deledio

	Date
	19/05/2007
	 
	 
	 

	Repatriation
	4,119
	100%
	 
	 

	Repatriation, operational
	2,047
	50%
	100%
	 

	Repatriation, operational, Bushell
	354
	9%
	17%
	 

	Repatriation, prefer
	681
	17%
	33%
	 

	Repatriation, prefer, operational
	380
	9%
	19%
	 

	Repatriation, Deledio
	850
	21%
	42%
	100%

	Repatriation, Deledio, operational
	816
	20%
	40%
	 

	Repatriation, Deledio, operational, prefer
	167
	4%
	8%
	 

	Repatriation, Deledio, Bushell
	217
	5%
	11%
	26%


As part of any investigation many of these records will have to be checked individually. Using the search terms as above is a guide only to the likelihood of verifying the incorrect application of the case law. However there are clear indications from the above that there is significant incorrect application of the case law.
20070313 From Aust Greens.pdf



 HYPERLINK "20070410%20Reply%20from%20PM.pdf" 

20070410 Reply from PM.pdf



 HYPERLINK "20070427%20Reply%20from%20PM's%20Office.pdf" 

20070427 Reply from PM's Office.pdf



 HYPERLINK "20070512%20Reply%20to%20Alex%20Anderson.doc" 

20070512 Reply to Alex Anderson.doc



 HYPERLINK "20070512%20Reply%20to%20Tony%20Smith.doc" 

20070512 Reply to Tony Smith.doc



 HYPERLINK "Criminal%20Breaches.doc" 

Criminal Breaches.doc



 HYPERLINK "Formal%20Complaint%20AB.doc" 

Formal Complaint AB.doc



 HYPERLINK "Formal%20Complaint%20Execs.doc" 

Formal Complaint Execs.doc



 HYPERLINK "Formal%20Complaint%20Greens.doc" 

Formal Complaint Greens.doc


 HYPERLINK "Formal%20Complaint%20PM.doc" 

Formal Complaint PM.doc



 HYPERLINK "From%20M%20Sullivan%2012Dec06%20100dpi.pdf" 

From M Sullivan 12Dec06 100dpi.pdf



 HYPERLINK "From%20Mark%20Sullivan.pdf" 

From Mark Sullivan.pdf



 HYPERLINK "Mark%20Sullivan%20Reply%2020Nov06.pdf" 

Mark Sullivan Reply 20Nov06.pdf



 HYPERLINK "General%20Introduction.doc" 

General Introduction.doc



 HYPERLINK "Quick%20Summary.doc" 

Quick Summary.doc



 HYPERLINK "Reply%20to%20Mark%20Sullivan%2021Nov06.doc" 

Reply to Mark Sullivan 21Nov06.doc



 HYPERLINK "../DIs%20-%20Criminal%20Breaches/RESEARCHERS%20FOR%20HISTORICAL%20AND%20FACTUAL%20INFORMATION.doc" 

RESEARCHERS FOR HISTORICAL AND FACTUAL INFORMATION.doc



 HYPERLINK "../DIs%20-%20Criminal%20Breaches/RESEARCHERS%202%20FOR%20HISTORICAL%20AND%20FACTUAL%20INFORMATION.doc" 

RESEARCHERS 2 FOR HISTORICAL AND FACTUAL INFORMATION.doc



 HYPERLINK "../Correct%20Determination%20of%20Precedents/Correct%20Application%20of%20Section%20120(1)%20-%20Supreme%20Precedent.doc" 

Correct Application of Section 120(1) - Supreme Precedent.doc
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