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Albanese’s Labor members ask him
formally for a ‘bill of rights’

For the first time, Australian Labor Party members are
putting overt pressure on the Albanese Labor
government to legislate a ‘bill of rights’ for Australians: in
other words, a federal Human Rights Act (HRA).

Party members want more of a “fair go” for all Australian
citizens.

A new ALP platform drafted for the July national ALP
conference in Adelaide contains a statement
paraphrased as “the federal Labor government will
consider a human rights act for Australia.”

The statement is wishy-washy on its face, given the use
of the words “will consider” only, and not something
more definite in time and substance.

But in “platform-speak” it is streets ahead of any public
commitment by Labor to give Australians the same legal
rights enjoyed in NZ, Canada, the UK and the USA. And
in the Australian jurisdictions of the ACT (2004), Victoria
(2006) and Queensland )2020).

With a legislated, national HRA, we the people —on an
equal footing in front of an independent authority — can
hold politicians and bureaucrats responsible for
decisions that affect us which are not in keeping with the
principles of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights,
a UN document endorsed in 1948.

Australia played a major role in
achieving the UDHR: an Australian
Anzac hero, William Hodgson
(photo) CMG OBE Croix de Guerre,
was a key member of the nine-
person drafting panel: https://
www.cla.asn.au/News/dead-to-
rights-how-an/

With such a federal ‘bill of rights’,
Robodebt would have been a small,
six-month problem instead of
costing the nation $2.4 billion in cash.

As well, during the pandemic, COVID lockdowns at
home, police excesses, and being stopped from visiting
sick and dying relatives would have been much reduced
if not eliminated.

Also, rights to free speech and public protest would be
enshrined in law, whereas today they are merely
“‘implied” and you have to prove they operate in any
individual situation you’re involved with.

Circumstances lead Albo to a decision
on behalf of the people

Battle royals have been fought at previous Labor
conferences, notably in 2020, to ensure that Labor in
government was not platform-committed to positive
action on rights for citizens.
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But the ALP is constructing the 2026 platform in entirely
different circumstances.

There is seriously declining trust in government;
negative forces are on the rise alarmingly — eg,
antisemitism, anti-Muslims, anti-Aboriginal people
(witness the booing at Anzac ceremonies); and social
cohesion is shattering so alarmingly that we have to hold
a Royal Commission for the federal and state
governments to decide how to react to the corrosive
threat from within.

The positives pushing for a bill of rights have emerged
strongly over the past two decades:

+ the biggest public political consultation in Australia’s
history produced the Father Frank Brennan report
(see later), which recommended in 2010 that
Australia adopt a Human Rights Act;

+ adecade later, the Australian Human Rights
Commission, under Dr Rosalind Croucher, engaged
in a five-year public consultation process which
produced an even firmer recommendation in 2022
for a HRA, including drafting a suitable bill ready for
enacting; and

+ in May 2024, the Parliamentary Joint Committee on
Human Rights called for a HRA after a 15-month
inquiry, adapting and refining the bill into tabling-
ready draft legislation, which includes a ‘no rights
without remedy’ approach to conciliation and/or
judicial ruling.

Since then, untrumpeted, the Attorney-General’s
Department has been gradually working on readying the
final rights bill for parliament. For more than 12 months,
and long before the Bondi Beach massacre of 15 people
in December 2025, AGD was also working behind the
scenes on a civics education program

Close scrutiny on Bell RC’s first report

At the time of writing, Australia awaits the first, interim
pronouncement of Virginia Bell AC, former High Court
judge and head of the Royal Commission into
Antisemitism and Social Cohesion.

Bell is tasked with producing an interim report by 30 April
2026 and a final report by 14 December 2026.

The federal government established the RC after the
Bondi Beach massacre of 15 people on 14 December
2025, which it described as a terrorist attack.

Civil Liberties Australia has made a submission to the
RC. See: https://www.cla.asn.au/News/clarion-april-26-
bondi-rc-sub-proposes-twin-solutions/

We call for a civics education program over the long
term, with design starting very soon. It would aim to
reach all people from kids to seniors, to coach
Australians about their responsibilities as national
citizens.

At the same time, CLA believes the government should
introduce an underpinning federal Human Rights Act to
educate people about their rights and ensure access to
independent assessment if someone believes one of
their rights has been breached. This is more urgent, to
deal with a number of potentially emerging issues.
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“Civics education about a citizen’s responsibilities is just
propaganda unless it comes hand-in-hand with a
citizen’s legislated rights and a simple structure to
enforce them,” CLA President, Dr Kristine Klugman,
said.

What the draft new ALP platform for 2026 says:

Notably, references to human rights are

sprinkled throughout the 2026 document much more
liberally than in previous editions, covering LGBTQIA+,
labour relations, freedom of conscience and religion, and
SO on.

The key draft text is:

Labor will work to build social cohesion, respect and
understanding. We will encourage pride in our
country and the qualities that set it apart from the
world, and build faith in the values that bring us all
together.

Labor believes that human rights are to be enjoyed
by all. It was Labor that saw Australia as an original
signatory to the Universal Declaration on Human
Rights. Australia defends and advances the principles
enshrined in the Universal Declaration, both at home
and abroad.

Noting that Australia is the only democratic country in
the world that does not have some form of
comprehensive, national human rights legislation, a
federal Labor government will consider whether our
commitment to the implementation of human rights
standards could be enhanced through a statutory
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities, or
similar instrument.

Labor believes that we can strengthen our nation by
ensuring all Australians can participate fully in our
democracy, economy and society. Labor believes that
Australia’s human rights obligations should be
adhered to and understood by all Australians.

Party members can comment on the draft platform
until 25 May. You can see it for yourself here: https://
www.alp.org.au/about/national-platform/

Cruelgate: a disaster about to happen

Without a bill of rights for Australia, it will be: roll over,
Robodebt — you’re about to be trumped.

Or should that be Albo-ed, or maybe Butler-ed. They are
the Prime Minister and the Health Minister responsible
for toe-cutting the National Disability Insurance Scheme
with no independent safety check mechanism in place.

If NDIS entitlement is slashed without a safety appeal
scheme in place, the situation will be Robodebt on
steroids.

An independent national Human Rights Act would allow
citizens abused or misused or miscalculated by
bureaucrats or politicians to appeal wrong decisions.
Slashing the NDIS will generate plenty of those.

Individual Australians affected must be able to stand on
an equal footing with the powers-that-be, before an
independent umpire, and have their complaint
conciliated to everyone’s satisfaction or decided by a
final legal ruling.
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It was the missing “independent” appeal mechanism that
bedevilled the long-running Robodebt scandal and
beleaguered sensible reaction to the COVID pandemic.

Thousands may appeal each week

To slash expenditure on the
NDIS, Anthony Albanese and
Mark Butler (photo) must
eliminate about 100,000 people
each year who are currently on
the scheme, or who would have
been added.

That’s 2000 every week, for at
least five-to-six years. Total

number of Australian affected?
About 600,000. Thousands of people then not on the
NDS will appeal, possibly even half, or 1000 a week.

The government will create new “automatic” health cut-
off points, and also highly controversial degree-of-
disableness standards. A good part of the system will
have to be “automatic”, because the government won't
employ the number of staff to treat each person’s case
individually with personal sympathy and understanding.

Remember when algorithms were used to “automatically
calculate” eligibility for social service payments, or
whether you had received too much dole money? That
was Robodebt, calculated to save the government $1.5
billion a year.

(It would have been $3 billion annually, because
Morrison government plans were to subject aged
payments to similar algorithm decisions: the government
never got to nobble older people’s entitlements, because
the “dole bludger” abuse program went completely pear-
shaped).

Robodebt ended up costing lives due to suicide. It
generated mass angst among recipients and families,
and forced the government to hand out actual hard cash
in compensation of more than $2 billion, repaying people
in full or “forgiving” the alleged debts of about 600,000
people.

Strange how the number — 600,000 or so — Australians

prone to abuse under the Robodebt and NDIS appears
to be about the same.

uff

Here we go again...

There’s nothing wrong with the federal government
cutting expenditure. It runs the fiscal show.

What is wrong is when the federal government instals
programs not thought through properly which cut
payments drastically and curtail lives unfairly.

You can bet your bottom dollar that the NDIS purging of
people and providers to pare back mushrooming
spending will produce mistake after mistake. People on
the margins will lose entitlements. That’s probably where
the least savings are, but where most angst will be.

Mr Albanese, Mr Butler, you need a national Human
Rights Act now to deal with your inevitable NDIS
inequality disasters. The Australian “bill of rights” will
also be able to fix the other copious bad decisions made
every day by government departments and agencies
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outside the health field. The government makes
thousands of such decisions daily: take tax returns for
example. Do you think they get every one right?

Ultimately, a HRA will save the government and the
people money; your government will become more
efficient through better decision making; our national
productivity will rise a few points or so...and citizens will
not endure officially-sanctioned health and financial
abuse, more mental health problems, and further loss of
faith in Australia.

Trust in government will gradually recover, helping the
process of restoring social cohesion. That’s the new
imperative introduced into the Labor platform in 2026.

Govt continues to stop legitimate payments

“Robodebt”-like errors haven’t gone away in the federal
public service: their effect is continuing to be felt right
now, until late in 2026.

The Department of Workplace Relations approved
$936,000 in compensation last year for hundreds of job
seekers whose payments were unlawfully cancelled by
an automatic IT system.

Internal briefing notes, obtained by Public Eye* under
FOI and disclosed last month, show compensation was
awarded to 651 people after the government stopped
their social security payments between April 2022 and
July 2024.

The system underpinning the Targeted Compliance
Framework cancelled payments to 964 job seekers
unlawfully, an internal review revealed.

The government sacked the departmental secretary in
December with one day’s notice. Reimbursing people
will take until October 2026.

* Public Eye is a newspaper within the Canberra Times,
covering public service matters and people in detail. It
is behind a paywall.

Watch your rights fly away at new airport

When you land at, or walk into, the new $5.3 billion
western Sydney ‘Nancy Bird’ airport in late October,
you’ll be giving away several of your human rights.

It's the same at all major Australian airports.

The Australia government abuses your right to privacy,
your freedom of movement, freedom of expression and
freedom of assembly.

The Parliamentary Joint Committee on Human Rights
(PJCHR) has told the government that it shouldn’t be
doing so, but the government has ignored its own
“umpire”. The PJCHR reinforced its advice last month,
just as the new Nancy Bird airport is readying for its big
opening day later this year.

“The committee considers there remains a risk that the
measures do not constitute permissible limitations on
several human rights, “ it told the government in Scrutiny
Update, Report 4 of 2026, tabled last month.

Commenting on the Crimes and Other Legislation
Amendment (Omnibus No. 1) Bill 2026, it said:

To the extent that this bill extends the application of
police powers and other law enforcement and
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intelligence gathering powers and warrants (like
those operating at other major airports), the
committee considers there remains a risk that the
measures do not constitute permissible limitations on
several human rights.

So, happy flying...but beware of being arrested without
due reason, being video-and-audio-taped secretly
without notice, being randomly searched and drug-
tested, maybe being carted away and locked up. That’s
the type of “police state” that successive federal
governments have turned our big airports into.

Bad laws creep past parliamentary scrutiny

Little by little, week by week, you lose more rights as
new laws creep past parliaments.

Separately, the PJCHR — see above — is highly critical of
other expanded power under the Proceeds of Crime
Amendment (2026 Measures No. 1) Regulations 2026:

“By expanding the application of the Proceeds of
Crime Act 2002, the instrument raises longstanding
concerns in relation to the freezing, restraint or
forfeiture of property which engages and limits the
right to privacy and the right to a fair trial. The
committee has recommended that the government
undertake a foundational review of the Proceeds of
Crime Act 2002 for compatibility with human rights.”

But, of course, the government hasn’t done so, and
probably won't, because it is much more interested in
autocratic rather than democratic behaviour.

Don’t swallow the government propaganda; join the
demand for a Human Rights Act for Australia, now.

If the government wants to ramp up our responsibilities
as citizens through civics education, it must give us the
legislated human rights that all similar nations have.
‘No taxation without representation’was the cry that
created the United States of America.

‘No responsibilities without rights’is the clarion call to
restore citizens to their rightful status in Australia.

15 years later, Australians still waiting
to have their rights enacted

Father Frank Brennan AO has long complained that the
federal Attorney-General’s Department has not for many
years allowed the public to access a “vast array” of
material connected to the hugely robust inquiry into
human rights for Australia held nationwide in 2009-10.

Brennan, a Jesuit priest and son of former High Court
chief judge, Sir Gerald Brennan — and himself a barrister
with a Master of Laws degree — chaired the inquiry. It
was the biggest sampling of the people in Australia’s
history, starting in a town hall in Queanbeyan and
finishing after more than 60 gatherings throughout
Australia in Parliament House, Canberra.

Brennan’s four-person, eminent committee
recommended Australia adopt a Human Rights Act.
Then AG, Robert McClelland AO, lacked the Caucus
influence and personal conviction to take what was the
preferred moral option, to enact a bill of rights.
McClelland is now deputy chief judge of the federal
circuit court and the family court of Australia.
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So here we are again, 15 or so years later, with 150 core
social justice and community groups laboring to
convince the still-timid executive government under the
man who has espoused greater social justice all his
Labor Party and parliamentary life in the memory of his
mother.

This time, we — and shortly the members of the
Australian Labor Party, too — want Anthony Albanese, to
show the courage of his own earlier personal
convictions.

Federal AG asked to restore ‘vast array of
materials’ to website

Father Brennan, rather pointedly, informed current AG
Michelle Rowland that is was time to once again allow
the months and months of his diligent committee’s work
and the thoughts of the 50,000 or so people they
consulted personally, to see the light of day.

Brennan wrote last month to AG Rowland:
“Dear Attorney,

“I had the privilege of chairing the National Human
Rights Consultation set up by the Rudd Government.
Your predecessor Robert McClelland was very
supportive of this exercise. Your department provided
all necessary services for the inquiry and then posted
on the department's website a vast array of materials
from our inquiry, including, of course, our final report.
On the election of the Abbott government, your
predecessor Senator George Brandis directed that all
materials from the inquiry be deleted from the
department's website. That was done.

“Now that your government has instituted a Royal
Commission on Antisemitism and Social Cohesion, |
am receiving inquiries about our findings. | have also
had approaches from members of the public who
think an Albanese government might be interested in
revisiting the question of a national human rights act.
I suggest that it would be a useful public service for
you to instruct your department to repost our report.

“Cheers, Frank”

— Fr Frank Brennan SJ AO,
Adjunct Prof of Thomas More
Law School, Australian Catholic
University

If Rowland (photo) can show
courage, the people may soon
get what they want.

The latest published survey
shows 75% of Australians want a
national bill of rights, like other
grown-up nations have.
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AG Rowland: ‘please take positive action as
first law officer of Australia’

Dr Bob Moles, Australia’s wrongful conviction guru, has
pointed out to the Attorney-General, Michelle Rowland,
that the State of South Australia has lied to the High
Court of Australia.

Formally, SA has failed to disclose a fundamental fact
that the state was obliged to reveal.
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In doing so, it has caused a 40-year-old wrongful
conviction of Aboriginal man Derek Bromley to stand,
when it should have been overturned long ago.

Moles advised the federal AG that:

+ Derek Bromley (photo) was
convicted of murder in

South Australia in 1984
-

+ Evidence by Dr Manock )
(then the chief pathologist
for SA — ed.) at his trial is
known to be false,
misleading and dishonest

+ Bromley applied for special
leave to appeal to the High
Court in 2022

+ | requested the DPP (SA) to comply with his duty
of disclosure to the court

+ | gave details of Manock’s judicially recognised
acts of dishonesty and incompetence

+ That request was tabled in the South Australian
parliament

« The DPP failed to make appropriate disclosures to
correct the record

+ The High Court instructed Bromley’s counsel not to
address that issue

+ Bromley has been denied the right to a fair trial
and the right to an effective appeal

+ Those rights are guaranteed to all citizens under
the ICCPR

+ The Federal Government is responsible for the
effective operation of the High Court

+ The Federal Government is responsible for the
effective implementation of international human
rights obligations

+ The Federal Attorney-General is requested to
liaise with State officials to ensure that Mr Bromley
has an effective appellate review of his case.

Moles went on to write: ‘Quis custodiet Ipsos custodes’
— who will guard the guards themselves?

“As the first law officer of Australia, the Federal Attorney-
General must ensure that all those responsible for
enforcing the law comply with the law themselves.”

‘Justice’ is elusive in Australia

If anyone thinks rough justice is confined to South
Australia, think again, and think deep and hard.

In every state and territory, major miscarriages of justice
are not only happening, they are regular monthly
occurrences. We can infer this from statistics coming
out of the UK justice system.

Last reporting year, the Criminal Cases Review
Commission (CCRC) re-submitted 27 “old”, previously
failed appeal cases back to appeal courts again.
The CCRC won 18 of them, or more than two a month of
wrongful convictions (or sentencing) overturned. See:
CCRC wins two-thirds of cases

Given the Australian system is so closely aligned to the
British system across everything from laws to police to
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prosecutors to judges, courts and jails, the likelihood
numerically is that at least nine (9) wrongful convictions
would be overturned here if we had our own CCRC.

(That’s calculated on Australia having roughly half the
numbers in the various categories of England, Wales
and Northern Ireland, which is where the “UK” CCRC
operates).

Given that people on serious charges stay in jail for
12-20 years, statistically there are at least 100-200
prisoners locked up in Australian jails today for major
crimes who are innocent.

Given that mistakes are probably much more likely in
lower courts, with less experienced police and
magistrates involved than in major cases, it is likely there
are hundreds of people doing 1-6 years in jail in Australia
who are innocent.

No inquiry in 125 years
The Australian “ustice” system has never been

subjected to a public inquiry, like a Royal Commission or
similar. Not in 125 years.

Part of the problem is that we have nine (9) separate
legal jurisdictions because of federation in 2001: all the
states and territories operate individually, and the federal
sphere is also a separate judicial entity.

It is beyond time that the federal authorities took the lead
and held a national inquiry into justice. CLA has been
calling for one for more than a decade.

By comparison, transport, shipping, aviation, education,
health, social services, financial arrangements, defence,
etc, etc, etc have been subjected to major inquiries and
public scrutiny nationally many, many times over the
past 125 years.

CLA also says the High Court of Australia is not fit for
purpose, because it does not operate to the standards it
previously set. It has been unfit for purpose for at least
50 years.

That body also needs a major public inquiry into its
structure, and how it operates. CLA has been
campaigning for such a review for a decade. There has
never been a major review of the High Court.

Why don’t we ensure the rule of law rules?

Why have such fundamental aspects of how justice in
Australia operates never been reviewed fundamentally?

Members of Parliament mostly think in three-year slabs.
Politicians focus on numbers and money, and not on
statesmanship.

As regards “justice”, they think that’s the province of the
Judicial branch under the Constitution. But the
Constitution gives the High Court of Australia no
imprimatur to move with the times, to shake a leg and
adopt new stances in changing circumstances.

The Constitution is entirely silent on the need for review
and regeneration of the High Court over time.

PS: The Australian Constitution itself needs a 150-year
review and refreshment. That project should start next
year, to allow at least 20 years to get our Constitution in
better shape for its sesquicentennial.
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Judges says courts ‘angrier’;
personal litigants rise sharply

Federal Court chief judge Debbie
Mortimer (photo) let us into her
world recently, reporting on a
survey in December 2025.

«  Atotal of 367 matters in
judges’ dockets involved a
litigant in person — across 58 full-time Federal
Court judges and 2524 matters in total, about
15% of all matters in dockets.

e The 367 matters overwhelmingly involved
unrepresented applicants; 23% involved
unrepresented respondents.

»  Some 82% were in the court’s original
jurisdiction, 12% in the appellate jurisdiction but
being dealt with by a single judge, and 6% were
appeals before a Full Court.

Turning to litigants representing themselves either from
the start of a proceeding, or early in the course of a
proceeding:

. In 2024, there were 247; in 2025, some 405, up
64%.

. In one area, the numbers increased 200%, from
19 to 57.

In 2023, the court did not accept documents for filing on
80 occasions. This grew to 143 in 2024, then 244 in
2025. Overwhelmingly, this happens when a registrar
decides the filer’s allegations constitute an abuse of the
process of the court, or are frivolous or vexatious.

“Sovereign citizens” are an increasing problem: people
who reject the legitimacy of the state and who do not
consider themselves to be subject to the same laws as
everyone else. Their arguments are based on pseudo
law, CJ Mortimer reported.

Fee levels are set by government, not the court, with
wide exemptions for people on benefits. Without a
benefit, people pay $1530 to file a commencing
document. Asking for leave to appeal requires a fee of
$2055. The setting-down fee for a hearing is $3055. An
appeal from a decision of the Administrative Review
Tribunal involves a filing fee of $5145. Fees are
generally about twice as high for corporations.

The courts are becoming angrier places, with 69% of
judges saying they or their chambers staff “sometimes”
experience aggressive, abusive or threatening behaviour
from litigants in person, with only 24% indicating that this
happens “rarely”. https:/tinyurl.com/2ckhbckm at the
Commonwealth Law Conference, 27 Feb 2026.

Court denies government’s right to create
excessively restrictive law

A full bench of the NSW Court of Appeal — chief judge
Andrew Bell, Julie Ward and Stephen Free — last month
rejected the state government’s bid to apply a total ban
on protest marches and marchers.

The ruling struck down the anti-protest laws purportedly
enacted after the Bondi Beach massacre of 15 people in
December 2025.
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The judges ruled that discouraging all protests so as to
“protect social cohesion” impermissibly burdened the
implied constitutional right to freedom of political
communication. They said that trying to protect the
community from political expression by others because it
might be “upsetting, inflammatory and divisive” wasn’t
legitimate under the constitution.

“Suppressing public debate of certain kinds may be a
means to a legitimate end, but it cannot be a legitimate
end in itself,” the judges said, as reported by Jordyn
Beazley in the Guardian. https://ftinyurl.com/3eayx8t8

Ruling likely to prevent other draconian laws
The ruling will have national implications, experts said.

Constitutional guru Anne Twomey said if she were the
NSW Minns Labor government, “having read this
judgment, | would be very, very reluctant to go ahead
with legislation banning certain slogans”.

The judgment also called into question Queensland’s
ban on the phrases “from the river to the sea” and
“globalise the intifada”.

Twomey said the judgment would prevent future
attempts by the NSW government to ban speech or
protest for similar reasons, including slogans.

“If what the government is trying to do is just to stop
people being upset, or some sort of vague notion of
social coherence, then under this judgment, that’s just
not going to be sufficient to justify the law,” she said.

Lawyers Nick Hanna and Majed Kheir believe the win for
protest groups in court is one of the greatest victories for
civil liberties and human rights in Australian history.
https://tinyurl.com/3sreay39

BAIL: Special report

Bail for five-times-over alleged murderer,
BRS, in case with many witnesses

A local court in Sydney granted alleged five times
murderer and VC winner Ben Roberts-Smith (BRS) bail
last month, despite the severity of the charges and the
number of alleged killings.

Judge Greg Grogin said the BRS case was an
“exceptional circumstance”, that it would be years before
his trial began, and that BRS’s ability to prepare his
defence would be unreasonably compromised if he
was jailed (emphasis added).

SEE BELOW for an entirely opposite decision, and
another not logically in keeping with this one).

BRS has had to hand in his passport, report to police
three times a week and is under strict conditions about
where he can live and travel. It was reported he was
imminently planning to leave Australia, to start a
business elsewhere.

Prosecutors, who opposed bail for him, said he was a
flight risk. They alleged there was at least one witness to
each of five homicides, and signed evidence statements
had been made by them.

In general, he knows where the witnesses live and how
to contact them directly or through others.
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BRS is a professionally trained killer, who can kill with
guns and knives or with his bare hands. As a corporal in
the SAS, he will also have undertaken anti-interrogation
training.

He has been through civil trials where he experienced
detailed probing by barristers. He is an experienced
litigant. In his military career, he allegedly himself
perpetrated aggressive interrogation of captive Afghanis.

In civil cases, he was alleged to have intimidated
witnesses, used burner phones, and buried evidence.

No other person ever brought before a court in Australia
is likely to have been less suitable for the granting of bail
than BRS...other than his holding a VC, which is not
mentioned in bail laws.

No bail for SNF in no body, no
motive, no witnesses case:
26-year sentence

Sue Neill-Fraser (SNF, photo) was
arrested and charged with murder
— without any pre-warning — on 20
August 2009 in Hobart. She was
denied bail. Her trial began on 21
September 2010, 13 months later.

Her ability to prepare her

defence was unreasonably
compromised because she was jailed (emphasis
added by CLA, based on the above BRS decision).

She had none of the legally stated reasons to be refused
bail: she was charged with killing her husband (the killing
of a new husband was unlikely, even if she could attract
one). She was not a flight risk: her aged mother and her
two daughters lived in Hobart; she owned property there
in her own name, and ran a business,; she was of
impeccable character, and had never been charged with
a crime.

She could not interfere with witnesses: there was no
witness, not then, not now.

In fact, there was no body: her husband had
disappeared overnight from a moored yacht where he
had been working on lighting and electrics, by himself.

But at the time SNF was jailed on remand for 13 months,
no person in Tasmania had received bail on a murder
charge for more than 30 years.

| once asked Bill Bale, who was for a record 21 years
until 2007 the Tasmanian Solicitor-General (and at the
time of my question, the head of the Legal Profession
Board of Tasmania) whether SNF should have been
granted bail.

He said, directly and unequivocally, “yes, she should
have been”.

Her case preparation was so hampered that her first trial
resulted in a sentence of 26 years for murdering her

husband, whose body has still not been found, on totally
circumstantial events and non-events assembled to fit a
scenario imagined — concocted — by police investigators.

The President of the Tasmanian Court of Appeal has
described her first trial as replete with exaggeration and
hyperbole by the prosecutor.
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SNF is still trying to demonstrate her innocence, but
some farcical claims made during the first trial have
never been tested in the High Court of Australia, which
refuses far too many special-leave-to-appeal cases
(because the High Court itself is not fit for purpose).

If the transcript of SNF’s first trial was properly examined
in the High Court —the way an appeal case decided by
BRS’s father, the WA judge Len Roberts-Smith was
subsequently tested — her conviction would be thrown
out of court, just like Len Roberts-Smith’s judgement
was (see below).

Bail, but restricted from working

Last month, on 20 April 2026, Dr Rajeev Pathak’s appeal
was refused, meaning he is not permitted to practise as
a doctor, in particular as a specialist cardiac surgeon on
cutting-edge procedures, including teaching trainee
doctors how to do them at the ANU’s medical school.

His appeal hearing took place on 15 August 2025, before
the ACT Civil and Administrative Tribunal. It took eight
months before the decision was handed down.

The Medical Board of Australia had taken “immediate
action” on 25 Feb 2025 to suspend Pathak’s licence to
practise medicine when he was charged with 20 “non-
medical” offences, including sexual offences and seven
aggravated offences, against four of his former female
employees between June 2021 and January 2025.

Those allegations are unlikely to be heard until late in

2026 or more likely in 2027, meaning he will have been
stood down from doing specialist medical operations for
at least two years before his not guilty claims are heard.

CLA holds no candle for Dr Pathak, and makes no
comments on his legal situation. But we do comment on
the inequity and stupidity of Dr Pathak’s situation
compared to that of Ben Roberts-Smith, and on the
totally different standards applied in the cases of Sue
Neill-Fraser and Ben Roberts-Smith.

Australia has a justice problem. Justice is not equally fair
across the nation, demonstrably so in bail terms. Justice
is also much delayed.

And that’s before you get to the problems of police
competence across jurisdictions, patchy prosecution
standards, barristers and judges of widely-varying
experience on similar payments, and “off-Broadway”
courts in some places where the legal plays and players
would never make it in the big smoke.

Father heads up ADF discipline / abuse bodies

Ben Roberts-Smith’s father, the former WA Supreme
Court judge Len Roberts-Smith (Len R-S), has funded a
surety on his son’s (BRS’s) bail, set by the NSW local
court at $250,000. The money will be surrendered if BRS
breaches bail or fails to appear in court.

It is little known that BRS’s father held major judicial and
disciplinary positions in the ADF across the time of his
son’s service in the ADF.

Len R-S knows all about murder cases. For example, he
was on a panel of three appeal court judges who refused
the appeal (3-0 ruling) of Andrew Mallard over the
murder of a jeweller in Perth.

Civil Liberties Australia www.cla.asn.au

The WA Police had stitched Mallard up: two men who
had reached Assistant Commissioner level by the time of
the final Mallard appeal resigned from WAPOL over the
case, tacitly if not actually admitting they had
manipulated and fabricated a confession...but facing no
punishment themselves for doing so.

The prosecutor also stitched up Mallard: a high-ranking
prosecutor eventually left the service because he failed
to disclose to the defence team or the court that he knew
the murder weapon could not have been as claimed by
police. He was fined the maximum possible $10,000 by
the legal profession’s own “quokka court” — which
dispenses pseudo “justice” over lawyers in the state —
but allowed to return to civil practice as a barrister
without further penalty.

Mallard’s final appeal after more than a decade in jail
was researched for the High Court appeal by an unlikely
bunch. There was a daily newspaper journalist (who
became an MP many, many years later); a lawyer who
was then an MP on the backbench with very little
workload at the time, but who eventually became WA’s
Attorney-General, now retired; a barrister who eventually
became the state’s Governor; and a very junior barrister
then who now sits on the High Court of Australia.

They convinced the High Court to consider the Mallard
case on appeal: the High Court decided 7-0 in favour of
Mallard, in contrast to the L R-S panel’s 3-0 decision the
other way.

How many other cases over decades were stitched up
by corrupt police and complicit prosecutors, CLA
wonders, with the misbehaviours missed by the
barristers, jurors and judges of the Len R-S and earlier
eras in WA?

Len R-S (photo: ADF) also
served as the Corruption and
Crime Commissioner of WA for
five years. He was Judge
Advocate General of the
Australian Defence Force from
2001 to 2007 (he was
responsible for reporting to
Parliament each year on
discipline in the ADF). In 2012
he was appointed chair of an
independent Defence Abuse
Response Taskforce (DART),
dealing with individual complaints of sexual and other
abuse in the ADF.

He has held a host of other legal and civil positions.

Mallard looked the wrong way

As for Mallard, he was given an “ex gratia” payment of a
miserly $3.25m in compensation for 12 years locked up
in jail, wrongly convicted because of police and
prosecutor misbehaviour, for which the state of WA was
directly responsible.

“Ex gratia” means it’s an act of goodwill “but we admit no
liability”, the state says.

The state of WA was in truth wholly responsible
throughout the legal process for gross misbehaviour, and
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in its court system for naivety at best for barristers and
juors and judges not being able to fully examine what
police and prosecutor told them, or failed to tell them.

Mallard only lasted three years out of jail. One night in
Hollywood USA, where his girlfriend lived, he apparently
looked the wrong way when about to cross a busy road
and stepped off into the path of a car, which killed him.
Ends BAIL report

State moves to introduce HR Act?

NSW is a step closer to more
strongly protecting human
rights, with the State Parliament
unanimously supporting a new
community services committee
Inquiry into the Human Rights
Bill 2025.

The Member for Newtown,
Jenny Leong (photo, Greens),
introduced a Human Rights Bill
in October 2025 after years of
campaigning by the Human
Rights Act for NSW Alliance. That body brings together
more than 120 legal, community, faith-based and union
organisations.

The inquiry is an important and positive milestone in the
campaign.
NSW is out of step with the the citizens of the ACT,
Victoria, and Queensland, which have Human Rights
Acts, as do the people of Canada, New Zealand and the
United Kingdom and the USA, with its ‘bill of rights’.
In contrast, lawyers say NSW residents currently have
some of the weakest legal human rights protections in
the western democratic world.
WayAhead, the journal of the Mental Health Association
of NSW, says the inquiry provides NSW with a real
opportunity to:

+ identify gaps in existing human rights protections;

+ learn from other jurisdictions about what works;
and

+ explore how a Human Rights Act could better
protect people across the state — no matter their
background, identity or where they live.

— Info: MHA NSW & WayAhead CEO Sharon
Grocott. sharon.grocott@wayahead.org.au

Slow cases clog courts, delay justice

A Queensland supreme court judge says serious
criminal cases are taking “excruciatingly longer” to
finalise due to “glacial” delays in the state’s magistrates
courts.

Some cases are spending several years in procedural
limbo.

Supreme Court judge Jim Henry, based in Cairns, said
his own court showed that, of 31 recent criminal cases
he finalised between November and February, on
average each case took more than a year (370 days) in
the lower courts before a committal.
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One case — a man jailed for sharing child abuse material
and other related offence — took more than three years
between the offender being charged and the magistrates
court committing the matter to trial. Another, a drug-
trafficking case, took two years and 10 months.

In a published paper Henry said that after 40 years in the
criminal justice system, “nowadays [it] takes
excruciatingly longer than it once did to finalise charges
of serious alleged crimes”.

“We seem to have become desensitised to how
problematic the day to day reality of delay is. https://

tinyurl.com/4aszenkk

More prison officers means more prisoners

The Queensland government has graduated 1543 new
prison guards in just 18 months.

Some 109 new guards graduated in Brisbane last
month, to follow others in Maryborough, Townsville and
Mareeba as well as 48 “community” guards completing
training in February and March.

The government has also finished the first new high-
security prison, the Lockyer Valley jail.

Given its longer jail sentences, over-the-top new laws,
locking up kids, refusing bail more often, and being
tougher on parole, the Crisafulli government looks like
providing a bonanza for guards while demanding more
money from taxpayers.

It’s highly likely the numbers of those on remand —
locked up in jail before they’ve had their day in court —
will go through the roof, because the magistrate and
court system in Queensland is clogged. https://
tinyurl.com/5fyxp8wb

Afraid of terrorism, don’t step in the bath !

Civil Liberties Australia has made a detailed statistical
analysis of terrorism offences to prove they should be
treated like other crimes.

The unconscionable funds wasted on special terrorism
forces, security bodies and equipment should be wound
back, and spread among normal police forces to cope
with the much more frequent “usual crimes”.

While CLA’s paper does not estimate the saving, over
time some billions of dollars could become available for
high profile — and much more frequent — crimes like
domestic violence and murder, child abuse, cyber and
sexual porn blackmail, and the like.

Dr Tony Murney was prime author of CLA’s submission
to the ACT'’s statutory review of whether special laws
should remain on the books.

His conclusion echoed that of Law Prof Simon Bronitt 21
years ago at a CLA symposium just after the 11 Sept
2001 (“9/11”) attacks by aircraft on Washington DC
buildings: “Let the criminal law deal with criminals.”

The very name of the law being reviewed demonstrates
why it should be removed: it’s called the Terrorism
(Extraordinary Temporary Powers) Act 2006. The law
has not been used.

In allied analysis done before the Bondi Beach massacre
for the Independent National Security Legislation
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Monitor, Jake Blight, Dr Murney shows that “Australia
does not require the intrusive laws incrementally put in
place over the past 24 years for threats that have failed
to materialise.” (The Bondi Beach killing of 15 people
does not alter the statistical likelihood of terrorist deaths
in Australia in any material way).

Discussing the figures for murder and attempted murder
over two decades, he said: “The extent of these
differences is that victimisation from terrorism is little
more than a rounding error in terms of frequency for
Australia’s most serious offences.

“..for each terrorism death there were 850 murders with
both in effect being the same thing. Adding to this
Australia has one of the lowest measurable murder rates
in the world.”

To point out how unbalanced Australia’s response to
terrorism was and is, he said: “Deaths from drowning in
a bath tub, for example, were 17 times more than from
terrorism and snake bite was five times greater.”

Dr Murney has been Deputy UN Commissioner of
Police, working for the UK and the UN, and serving in
Mogadishu, Timor Leste, Cambodia and the Pacific
Islands, as well creating the planning for missions
elsewhere. He has served with US and NATO policing
bodies. With the AFP, he was a member of the highly
select UN Police Policy Community operating under the
auspices of the United Nations Police (UNPOL). He has
been twice awarded the Police Medal of Honour for
services to policing in Afghanistan where he was Chief
Technical Advisor on Police Professionalisation.

Indigenous judge now chief magistrate also

Judge Louise Taylor, of Kamilaroi descent and Australia’s
first Aboriginal woman appointed to a superior court, has
been appointed chief magistrate of the ACT Magistrates
Court.

She starts this month, while retaining her commission as
a judge of the ACT Supreme Court. Attorney-General
Tara Cheyne described the appointments as bringing
“experience, expertise and fresh leadership”.

Judge Taylor (photo) was
appointed as a magistrate in
2018 and became a resident
judge of the Supreme Court in
2023. Before joining the bench,
she held senior roles in the
territory’s legal services,
including as deputy CEO of the
ACT Legal Aid Commission and
as a prosecutor and practice
manager in the Office of the ACT
Director of Public Prosecutions.

‘Alarming policy’ to put lives at risk

A new force of armed Police Public Safety Officers
(PPSOs) will begin patrolling Darwin, Palmerston,
Katherine and Alice Springs next month after an 18-
week training program.

The first squad of 24 PPSOs, to be armed with guns
when on duty, began training in February.
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Shadow Attorney-General, Labor’s Chansey Paech,
accused the Country Liberal Party (CLP) government of
“reading the Trump playbook”. He said the new policy
was “alarming and worrying”.

“Giving people guns is not the answer to overcoming
social challenges and problems in our community: we
are not America,” Paech said. https://tinyurl.com/
zy4nxaym

The CLP, like the Liberal National Party (LNP)
government in Queensland, is embarked on a
“law’n’order” campaign involving greater “policing”
powers, more draconian laws and locking up even young
children. Jails are overflowing.

It’s the political two-card trick: harsh policies that sound
good before an election boosted by media and shock
jocks will be costing taxpayers dearly by the time the
next election comes around. And all research says you
can't legislate away or “jail” social problems: you have to
deal with the causes.

If you put more guns into the community, more people
will be shot, CLA says.

BRIEFS
What drives parole boards: ‘safety’ or rehabilitation?

“| see every day the positive results of the work the
Board does to support and protect the Tasmanian
community. | am proud to be part of this work and of the
progress we have made, and | look forward to continuing
to strengthen a parole system that is fair, transparent,
and focused on rehabilitation and public safety.” — Ben
Hancock, Secretary, Parole Board. (Parole Board of
Tasmania Annual Report 2024 —25)

Message received this month:

“Good news: The man who formally accused Joseph* of
abuse — and who has been believed for the past six
months without evidence, seeking state compensation —
has just died. He was in his late 40s. Joseph says he
has never met him or come across his name. Joseph got
the news only half an hour ago and is in shock: upset,
outraged and elated all at once. The June court case
has been dropped and the newly-organised, $60,000
lawyer will be returning this recent payment from
Joseph’s family.” — by email, from a supporter.

From Joseph'’s sister: “He has now spent 5 1/2 years
wrongly incarcerated on another matter, (given more jail
time than domestic violence abusers and road

killers). He says he hasn't the energy left to take on the
state. He's exhausted His remaining efforts will be
focused on getting released.” — ‘live’ case from WA,
*name changed.

Govt appoints female barrister as Sol-General

The Albanese government has appointed top barrister
Ruth Higgins SC as the next Solicitor-General of
Australia, the first woman to hold in the senior legal post.

Vics move on countering antisemitism

Victoria has its first Commissioner for Preventing and
Countering Violent Extremism, Dr Kelly Mischel. She will
lead the state’s Strategy for Preventing and Countering
Violent Extremism 2025-28, a long-term approach to
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prevent radicalisation and stop harm before it occurs. In
response to December’s anti-Semitic terror attack in
Bondi, Victoria released the strategy as part of a
five-point plan to combat antisemitism, stop extremism
early and keep Victorians safe. The plan includes
stronger hate speech laws, new police powers following
terrorism events, and strengthening the state’s gun laws.
—ACT Courts Bulletin

We build jails for First Nations people

There are unprecedented numbers of First Nations
people in prisons. In Australia, 37% of adults and 60% of
young people aged 10-17 behind bars are First Nations,
despite making up 3.4% and 6.2% of the Australian
population respectively. In 2025, 60% of people in prison
had been previously imprisoned. For First Nations
people, the figure is 78%. — Prof Thalia Anthony of UTS
and Prof Elena Marchetti of Griffith U, writing in The
Conversation: https://ftinyurl.com/y49zkf5n

LETTERS

Free speech is aright...

| have a real issue with Grace Tame being mentioned in
this publication (CLArion, April 2026). Her recent
statement that young people that suffered violent and
repeated rape in Gaza by Hamas as “propaganda”
without apology sickens me. Let’s not give a platform to
those people. Free speech is a right but to deny anyone
the truth is not free speech but pure ignorance that
promotes hate. No one can take side against women
who have been raped, | don’t care who the women are, it
is unacceptable. — comment to editor by email after April
CLArion.

PS: The editor had no knowledge of the “rape
propaganda” comment by Tame when he decided to run
the item. But, if he had known, he would still have run it:
Tame’s comment in CLArion was on Australian political
propaganda, with no connection whatsoever to rape
during war...and, as the complainer says, free speech is
a right (or should be: it is not so in Australia: we have
merely ‘an implied right to political communication’. We
won't have a full right to free speech until we get a
Human Rights Act).

Note: A detailed and legally mandated June 2024
investigative report by the Independent International
Commission of Inquiry on the Occupied Palestinian
Territory stated both Israel and Hamas had committed
sexual violence and torture, along with intentional
attacks on civilians. See footnotes 37, 38, 39 and 40,

among others, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Sexual and gender-

based violence against Palestinians during the Gaza
war While the complainant is concerned about women

who have been raped, the physical, sexual and
psychological assaults on males during the war need to
be equally highlighted, if not more so because they were
probably much more numerous, given the male/female
ratio of captures, arrests and detention.

Defining a problem...

Since when have the Jews become the only Semites?
All from the Levant are Semite. Tell you that
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much. Same mob — different religion. Like Cattle Ticks
and Protestant Dogs. — Heinrich Schwegmann

Backgrounder: “The term has been described as
confusing, for in modern usage Semitic designates a
language group, not a race. In this sense, the term is a
misnomer, since there are many speakers of Semitic
languages (eg, Arabs, Ethiopians, and Assyrians) who
are not the objects of “antisemitic” prejudices, while
there are many Jews who do not speak Hebrew, a
Semitic language. Though antisemitism could be
construed as prejudice against people who speak other
Semitic languages, this is not how the term is commonly
used. See Wikipedia, Antisemitism: https://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Antisemitism

Don and Ben play war games

Trump and Netanyahu are murderous thugs committing
war crimes. They will never, by the means they are
using, overcome the terrorism in the Middle East. In fact,
they have made it worse by the consistent
demonstration of their murderous impotence. — Helen
Tan, Deakin ACT

Defence budget absurd

Defence's $56 billion budget is a headline figure which
doesn't include $8 billion Submarine Rotational Force-
West, SA's $30 billion Submarine Construction Yard, the
$8 billion Submarine Agency, and $7 billion and $4.6
billion, respectively, to US and UK submarine yards. This
would provide gold-plated health care for all Australians
if it was redistributed. — Albert M White, Queanbeyan,
NSW

Fawlty messaging from Monty Python dept

My mother died recently. We have now received a letter
addressed to Mum from a substantial federal
government entity. It advises her that they have been
notified of her death, and outlines the steps that she now
needs to take as a result of her death. If | didn't know
better, I'd think | was in the middle of a very dark Monty
Python sketch. — Gordon Fyfe, Kambah ACT

CLA’s main activities — April 2026

CLA has widely distributed its Royal Commission on
Antisemitism and Social Cohesion submission, which
has been very well received. SEE: https://
www.cla.asn.au/News/cla-outlines-answers-for-bells-
bondi-rc/

We have helped a range of academics and public
speakers with background material suitable to support
the campaign for a Human Rights Act for Australia. Our
work was likely to be made public at events like the
Sorrento Festival and in lectures at RMIT.

In WA, a letter-writing campaign highlighting CLA
initiatives over the HRA has begun to receive responses
from key politicians and public influencers.

CLA is working on an initiative for all former Australian
Human Rights Commissioners to support ‘Right time is
now’in a public way.

For some six months, we have had a special focus on
attracting unions to the cause of a Human Rights Act for
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Australia. There have been a number of significant
unions who have said they will back the campaign
through their own contacts with the Labor government.

We are newly approaching again, by email and in
person, to key federal Liberal, Coalition and other MPs.

Submissions

Submitted detailed suggestions to the Babb Review in
Tasmania, which is examining how to overcome huge
backlogs, plus providing ancillary material from the UK
Criminal Cases Review Commission (CCRC) annual
report 2024-25, and other relevant links.

CLA’s Dr Tony Murney has lead-authored a submission
to the statutory review and renewal or otherwise of
“extraordinary, temporary” anti-terrorism laws.

Meetings and key webinar interactions:

Unparliamentary with Dominic Giannini, The Australia
Institute: webinar

Prue Bindon, ACT Bar Council President on HRA with
No Rights Without Remedy

Emma Swelt, Sweltering Cities Zoom

Prof Rod Glover, Prof Policy and Impact at Monash
Sustainable Development Institute Teams meeting

Dr Simon Adams, Prof Human Rights, College of Law,
Arts and Social Sciences, Murdoch U. WA: Zoom

Rhys Cohen, Drug Law Reform, Penington Institute, Vic:
Zoom

INTERNATIONAL

CCRC wins two-thirds of cases as older people
in prison rise dramatically

The UK’s Criminal Cases Review Commission won two-
thirds of the wrongful conviction or sentencing cases it
put to the appeal courts last financial year.

During the year 2024 to 2025 (to 31 March), the courts
heard appeals in relation to 27 CCRC referrals. Of those,
18 were allowed and 9 dismissed, meaning 67% of
appeals in CCRC cases were successful during the year.

Typically, the CCRC receives about 1500 new cases
each year, and refers about 30 to the courts.

It takes about six months to a year to investigate each
case the CCRC takes on. Cases involving expert
evidence take the longest time.

The cases coming to them have declining formal legal
help: it used to be about 30% of applicants had the
support of a solicitor, barrister or legal executive, but in
the latest year just 7.8% did.

The CCRC handled Post Office referrals from 77 people,
under the ‘Horizon’ scandal of software that didn’t work
properly, meaning employees got charged with fraud and
the like (equivalent of Robodebt in Australia). Of those
77 cases, 69 convictions were quashed, five convictions
were upheld and one appeal was abandoned

Probably the most revealing statistic of all from the
CCRC'’s annual report is this: older people (60 and over)
have trebled in the criminal justice system of England,
Wales and Northern Ireland over the past 20 years.

Civil Liberties Australia www.cla.asn.au

Older people now represent the fastest-growing section
of the prison estate, comprising 11% of the prison

population. https://tinyurl.com/89wsfchn

‘Terrorism’ and its spawned laws under review

Twenty-five years after “9/11”, it's fashionable to review
what “anti-terrorism” (AT) is and whether A-T laws
drafted in absolute panic and haste in 2001 and 2002
are still appropriate, a quarter of a century after suicidal
pilots deliberately crashed commercial aircraft into
buildings in New York and Washington.

The ACT government is reviewing some of its A-T laws;
the federal government’s Independent National Security
Legislation Monitor, Jake Blight, has a year-long
program nearly finished to review the definition of
“terrorism” itself; and there’s a UN review under way for
the world, the ninth time it has been done.

Dr Shannon Zimmerman
(photo) of Deakin Uni
points out that the UN
Global Counter-Terrorism
Strategy (GCTS) calls for
commitments to human
rights, the rule of law, civil
society engagement, and
gender sensitivity. It
positions human rights as
fundamental and the basis
for effective counter-terrorism activities.

“The ninth review will try to ensure human rights are
protected against the rise of state-sanctioned counter-
terrorism abuses,” she writes.

The GCTS has been operating for 20 years. Adopted in
2006, it focused member states’ efforts at counter-
terrorism around four aims, to:

1. address the conditions conducive to the spread of
terrorism;

2. prevent and combat terrorism;

build states’ capacity to prevent and combat
terrorism and to strengthen the role of the UN;
and

4. ensure respect for human rights for all and the
rule of law as the fundamental basis of the fight
against terrorism.

The UN’s focus on human rights “provided a much-
needed counterpoint to dominant narratives from the
early 2000s that stressed the existential threat posed by
terrorism and argued that it justified human rights
abuses such as state violence, torture, arbitrary
detention, and limiting civil liberties.”

Most of these have been evident in Australia this year,
CLA notes. Torture has not yet been revealed.

The then UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan noted at the
launch of the GCTS: “[e]ffective count terrorism
measures and the protection of human rights are not
conflicting goals, but complementary and mutually
reinforcing ones.”

The ninth review, Dr Zimmerman says, is expected to be
as divisive as previous reviews.
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“It will likely become a platform for renewed debates on
the use of new technologies by terrorists and states in
ways that endanger human rights, instrumentalisation of
women in counter-terrorism, shrinking space for civil
society, and lack of accountability mechanisms —
particularly around new technologies.

“The potential outcome is the rolling back of the
promoted ‘whole-of-society’ approach and a return to
more kinetic forms of counter-terrorism.”

https:/ftinyurl.com/yc7a99nc. 21 Apr 2026. Aust. Inst. of
International Affairs

International briefs

Rift splitting...

“The Iran war has exposed a rift in the MAGA
movement, alienating those who believed Mr Trump’s
‘I'm not going to start a war promise’ — and then
watched the ‘America first’ president bomb Yemen,
Somalia, Syria, Nigeria, Iran and Venezuela while
threatening Cuba and Greenland.” — Dana Milbank, a
columnist at the news site NOTUS, writing in the NY
Times (behind paywall, 7 April 2026)

‘Blitz’ courts in UK set up to tackle backlogs

There are around 80,000 cases waiting to be heard in
crown courts in England and Wales — where backlog
levels are double those before the COVID pandemic.
The backlog is expected to rise to more than 100,000 by
the end of this year and it is predicted there could be
200,000 cases waiting to be heard by 2035 if nothing
changes. Victims of crimes, some of whom have been
told that their cases will not be heard until 2030, say the
long waits are unacceptable and are calling for urgent
changes. From April, the Central Criminal Court, also
known as the Old Bailey, is using two courts to run blitz
hearings. They will focus on assaults of emergency
workers, with more than 600 cases of this kind waiting to

be heard. https://tinyurl.com/y7vw2ptw
DATES

2 May, Hobart: 12pm Join Anti-War Coalition Tasmania,
May Day Parade (outside CPSU 155 Collins Street)

20 May, online webinar: Do Australians enjoy a right fo
protest? Former Prof Simon Rice, AssPro Maria
O’Sullivan and barrister Felicity Nagorcka. 5-6.30pm,
Human Rights Law Assn: https://tinyurl.com/3x5e3f5t

1-3 July, Wellington NZ: ANZSIL Annual Conference
2026 - Navigating Stormy Seas: People, Place and
Perspectives in International Law, Victoria Uni (with ANU
and the NZ Centre for Public Law). https://anzsil.org/
event-6442363

6 August, Brisbane: Domestic and family violence in
historical and contemporary perspective, presented by
Dr Andy Kaladelfos, Banco Court, 415 George St,
Selden Society for details: https://tinyurl.com/39yamram

4-5 September, Queenstown NZ: World Bar
Conference, hosted by Australia and NZ, in association
with The International Council of Advocates and
Barristers (ICAB). Details: https://na.eventscloud.com/
website/93016/

Civil Liberties Australia www.cla.asn.au

21 Sept, World: International Day of Peace

20-23 October 2026, Hobart: 21st National Family Law
Conference. Hobart Convention and Exhibition Centre.
Details and registration:

10 Dec, World: International Human Rights Day
14-15 Dec, Miami USA: G20 meets

Election cycle for Australia:

2026 Victoria: 28 November 2026
2027: NSW: 27 March 2027
2028: NT: 26 August 2028
ACT: 21 October 2028
Queensland: 28 October 2028
FEDERAL : By mid-2028...but possibly
earlier (or 2029, if we go to four-year
terms)
2029: WA: 10 March 2029
Tasmania: (probably) on 30 June 2029.
2030: South Australia: 16 March 2030

CLAtrion is the regular e-newsletter of Civil Liberties Australia
c/- 51 Ardlethan St FISHER ACT 2611 Australia. Responsibility
for election comment in CLArion is taken by CLA’s Public
Officer, William Murray (‘Bill’) Rowlings, of Fisher, ACT. Please
feel free to report or pass on items in CLArion, crediting CLA
and/or any other originating source. Contributions to:
Secretary(at)cla.asn.au Closing date for this issue was 26 April
2026.

As we are not a law firm, and are not licensed to give legal
advice, we do not deal with individual legal or similar quasi-
legal cases: prisoners and others are advised we will not be
responding to letters or emails asking for help with appeals,
for legal advice, for recommendations of lawyers to write to,
pro bono services to consult, or similar requests. We work
to change laws rules and anomalies for the generic benefit
of all Australians.

ENDS
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