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COURT OF APPEAL 

                         SUPREME COURT OF QUEENSLAND 
 

         CA NUMBER:  7082/13 

                   NUMBER :  6041/13                    

Plaintiff: Peter Markan 

  AND  

Defendant: Bar Association of Queensland 

 

REPLY TO THE RESPONDENT ARGUMENTS 
 

1. The Defendant lawyers Arguments do not bring anything unexpected.  

Mostly repetition of known facts with predictable interpretation and with the 

inference that they are on the side of the ‘learned’ judge.  

 

2. The evidence of ‘learned’ judge`s attitude is in the transcript of the court hearing 

after I left the courtroom - the ‘learned’ judge basically said - ‘what do you want me 

to do, boys’ without evaluating ALL EVIDENCE before the court and that 

INCLUDES my Affidavit in this matter. 

 

3. Nobody would expect a lawyer to admit the inconvenient truth or any wrongdoing. 

Nobody would expect a lawyer to stand up to corruption and rottenness.  

Being servile creatures seeking crumbs from masters table lawyers will support any 

lie and depravity; they will go to any length to ‘protect’ the system which allows 

them to be parasites to the society. 

 

4. The illustration of such conduct is in the point10 (last sentence) of their submission 

where they pretend not to know how the system operates (‘scandalous allegations’). 

 

5. My comments in points 10,11,12 of my Outline of Arguments are referring to 

publically known facts and censored opinions shared by many people. 

 

6. Below is a copy of an article from 2006 written by a person who knows more about 

Queensland Banana Republic than I do.  

…………………………………………………………………….. 

Bloodlines on the bench         

18 July, 2006                       http://justinianarchive.com/711-article 

The problem with a legal backwater like Brisvegas is that the gene pool from which 

judges are drawn is quite small, not to say modest. 

Blood and marriage flow through the place like warm treacle. 

The Douglas clan has supplied judges to the Supreme Court for centuries. More 

recent synergies include Margaret McMurdo, the President of the Court of Appeal, 

tied by marriage to Philip McMurdo, a judge in the trial division. 

Justice Debra Mullins is married to Brisbane solicitor Pat Mullins of Mullins & 

Mullins and Justice Margaret White’s husband is Michael White QC of the Brisbane 

Grill. 
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The Brissy Bar is groaning under the weight of familiar legal names – de 

Jersey, Williams, Matthews, Fryberg and Derrington – each of whose parents 

is currently or formerly a member of the Supreme Court. And so it goes. 

………………………………………………………………….. 

 

7. The saga of retired  judge Richard Chesterman (‘The Health Payroll Inquiry’) is 

well documented as well. That shyster pocketed AU $5 million for  publically 

whitewashing negligent and criminal conduct of some politicians, public servants 

and lawyers. 

 

8. In Queensland, persons selected as ‘judges’ never have (as should be in a 

‘democratic’ country)  

- any test of ‘professional knowledge’ and abilities,  

- no appraisal of psychological tendencies and human weaknesses,  

- no ethical scrutiny,  

- no ‘competency’ verification,  

- no civil and also moral and ethical responsibility 

this having adverse effect on judges as well, who know in their hearts that they are 

just ‘usurpers’. 

 

9. As the position implies imposing on others decisions and promoting own 

infallibility they are saved from trouble only by the nature of the feudal anglo ‘legal 

system’. No lawyer would dare to seriously ‘challenge’ even the biggest idiot or 

crook among judges because lawyers have ‘overriding duty to the court’ and if they 

forget it – their practising licence will be revoked. 

 

10. By any standards the matter I brought before the court was not given fair 

consideration and that is regardless if Mr Fryberg should recused himself or not. 

 

11. Another glaring irregularity in this matter and the indication of ‘shyness’ of Mr 

Fryberg is that the reasons for the above judgement HAVE NOT BEEN 

PUBLISHED on  http://www.sclqld.org.au/qjudgment/latest .  

All other judge`s reasons, in all other matters, are publically available.  

I had to apply through Auscript to get them !!!!!!!!!! 
   
 

Signed:   
 

Applicant PETER MARKAN     Dated: 02.10.2013 
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