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1.  SUMMARY – The OPEN COURT HEARING Appeal commenced on 4 June 2008 to 27 November 2008 was never listed at the Brisbane Magistrate Court Directory. Complaints made to the Court were simply ignored. Court Rooms changed frequently, virtually from day to day.

(a) The raid of 9 January 2008, conducted by RSPCA on Geraldine Robertson was carefully planned with an improper purpose – to seize all her dogs. Geraldine Robertson should have been given an Animal Welfare Directive and to be allowed to correct the few minor issues that RSPCA may have considered were in need of correcting as all the dogs were healthy, happy, a few needed clipping and generally all were damp or wet from the heavy continuous rain and flooding. RSPCA did not give Geraldine Robertson Natural Justice. 

(b) Numerous letters written by Geraldine Robertson to DPI Minister Tim Mulherin stating the dishonesty and callous attitude and behaviour of the RSPCA Inspectors were all forwarded to RSPCA Chief Executive Mark Townend according to replies from Tim Mulherin. No reply of any sort was ever received from Mark Townend.

(c) DPI Minister, Timothy Mulherin, under Section 215 and Section 191 should now be ordered to pay Geraldine Robertson $5,000,000 for the World Famous Pedigreed NEIGER Poodles RSPCA have taken these dogs improperly AND DPI forfeited these dogs for RSPCA as customary which was not meant to be “in the spirit of the law” (Animal Care and Protection Act) although it was apparently the normal procedure according to Ms Fiona Ferguson at the witness box on 24 November 2008.

(d) Dr Kellie Mellifont [Respondent (1)] and Senior Counsel Anthony Dean [Respondent (2)] should both be struck off as lawyers for knowingly defending clients on a case based on total fabrication of evidence and perjury along with the known and proven illegal conduct of both DPI and RSPCA by their total abuse and misuse of the law for themselves.

(e) RSPCA and their Inspectors involved should be investigated and charged for their crimes against Geraldine Robertson, and breaking the laws. 

(f) This corrupt performance of fabricated evidence and perjury by RSPCA is now undoubtedly going to continue again in the Magistrates Court, Beenleigh as Geraldine Robertson was served on Christmas Eve with 149 counts of Animal Cruelty. There was never any cruelty.
2. INTRODUCTION - RSPCA have massive political power
(g) RSPCA employees are delegated the powers to be Inspectors under the Animal Care and Protection Act 2001 by the Chief Executive Officer of DPI under Section 114.

(h) RSPCA Inc. Chief Inspector, Michael Pecic, was delegated the Powers of the Chief Executive Officer under the Animal Care and Protection Act 2001. (Fiona Ferguson’s evidence). This means the RSPCA Inc., by its own employee Michael Pecic, administers an Act of Parliament under Section 212.

(i) The Crime and Misconduct Commission cannot investigate RSPCA as they can only investigate Units of Public Administration – Government employees.

(j) The Police cannot investigate RSPCA because RSPCA are administering an Act of Parliament.

(k) No one cannot take the RSPCA to Federal Court under the Trade Practices Act 1974 for their CORRUPTLY, POLITICALLY SUPPORTED THEFT because RSPCA is administrating an ACT OF PARLIAMENT. (Reply from my complaint to ACCC)

(l) There is NO LEGAL BODY set up to police the actions of RSPCA.

(m) RSPCA have more powers than the Police and operated with these powers LEGALLY, totally unsupervised, since 2001. The Animal Care and Protection Act 2001 made RSPCA not accountable to anyone. RSPCA with their “trading” profit and traditional public support have the wealth and political power given to RSPCA by the State Labor Government evidenced by the Animal Care and Protection Act, to purchase /persuade /corrupt /induce any outcome from any government employee including Magistrates. 

(n) The "Stanford Prison Experiment" had clearly demonstrated and proven by Psychiatrists and Psychologists what happens when totally unsupervised power was given to a small group of individuals. (Internet Google search for Stanford Prison Experiment.) The RSPCA Inspectorate is a "Stanford Prison Experiment" condition with a huge incentive - a massive money motive. That RSPCA will corrupt Government and the Courts is the obvious outcome from such BAD Labor Government Legislation. The Labor Government has, by its own legislations, created a Rogue RSPCA Inspectorate that has used its wealth, power, media and political influence to further corrupt the Labor Government and our Courts.

(o) Magistrate C.J. Strofield refused to warn RSPCA witnesses of their perjury. He had openly stated there was “no perjury” in an open Court. The comments made by Magistrate C.J. Strofield on numerous occasions has “disappeared” or been erased from the transcript, although those of us who had made notes at the hearing, had noted and recorded His Honor’s comments. 

(p) The RSPCA with the Canine Control Council (Queensland), a private breeders kennel club, whose turnover is $2million have the Power, Money and Influence to "buy" anything, including Politicians, the media and the Courts. 
(q) RSPCA is NOT a CHARITY, they are legally a business incorporated on 23 December 1999, trading in livestock pets with retail shops also known as “shelters”. This has now changed, since today 25 January 2009, the Courier Mail, Qld. Reported on page 17, RSPCA would be selling all their dogs through petbarns and pet shops. NOTE: It is my belief that RSPCA has large breeding kennels set up for a few years as I was advised that 40 of my dogs were sent out to 3 kennels shortly after arrival to their Fairfield shelter on 9 January 2008 (12 months ago). My poor babies have been BRED TO DEATH undoubtly as RSPCA DID BREED a 7 months old puppy seized from me. I saw a photo of her as Court Exhibit and noted she had recently given birth, this photo was supposed to be taken by RSPCA at their shelter immediately on arrival on 9 January 2008 BUT I know otherwise as ALL my girls are kept separate from the boys, adolescents are also kept separately. It certainly was NOT an immaculate conception!
(r) RSPCA became an incorporated trading entity within meaning and interpretation of section 51 (xx) of the Commonwealth Constitution and section 4 of the Trade Practices Act 1974 on 23 December 1999 within the meaning and interpretation of law established by the High Court of Australia in R – v – Federal Court of Australia; ex parte W. A National Football League (1979) HCA 6 (1979) 143 CLR 190 and on 5 July 2002 within meaning and interpretation of law established by the Federal Court of Australia in Orion Pet Products Pty Ltd – v – Royal Society for Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (Vic) [2002] FCA 860 (5 July 2002)  

(s) RSPCA derives income from its activities which includes income from activities related to it seizure of animals. The Annual Report 2007/2008 of RSPCA  details the following income:- (What about "undeclared income", pets seized and SOLD privately/private deals not recorded in their books?)

a. trading activities of its animal shelters:- selling pets, accessories, etc;
b. retailing activities, its pet shops etc;
c. sale of other promotional merchandise. 
d. fines and charges made by the courts against their victims for the caring of seized animals before RSPCA sell them for RSPCA profit; 
(t) During the financial year 2007/2008 The Royal Society for Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Queensland Incorporated, attracted revenue of $19,769,870.00 from twenty three retail outlets across Queensland. (RSPCA Qld. Inc. Annual Financial Statements 2007/2008 and Annual Report)
(u) Geraldine Robertson does not have a chance in her Appeal to the Magistrates Court to get her World Famous NEIGER Pedigreed Poodles back. Geraldine Robertson had what RSPCA Consortium Poodle Breeders wanted - exceedingly rare Top Quality Red and Brown Standard and Toy Poodles. Geraldine Robertson had export orders for her poodle puppies at $6000 each. RSPCA seized all these dogs and distributed most of them to greedy RSPCA Consortium Poodle Breeders. 
3. CONDUCT OF THE HEARING

(a) The Magistrates had allowed and condoned perjured and fabricated evidence. Geraldine Robertson is up against massive corruption and this was made very obvious to her in the Magistrate Court Appeal Hearing for the return of her dogs.

(b) Courts have a self interest and must appear trustworthy to the community. When witnesses are allowed to perjure themselves with immunity, when witnesses are allowed to be intimidated, when transcripts are altered, when evidence are allowed to be hidden from a party and the Magistrate refused to order the production, when obviously fabricated evidence is allowed to be presented to the Court, when cover ups occur, the Court earns disrespect from the Community. A Magistrate that does this brings the whole Justice System into disrepute. Magistrate C. J. Strofield by his conduct, brought his Court into disrepute. 

(c) It is obvious to Geraldine Robertson that the result of the Magistrate Court Appeal Hearing was already decided at the Directions’ Hearings. The subsequent Hearing of the Appeal to the Magistrate Court confirmed her suspicions. His Honour’s payoff was a promotion to the District Court? His Honour allowed perjured and fabricated evidence from everyone of RSPCA and DPI witnesses to be accepted as not one of the perjuring witnesses was cautioned. Throughout the hearing Geraldine Robertson was faced with disputing perjured and fabricated evidence with each and everyone of RSPCA and DPI’s witnesses and the Magistrate just looked on, amused. When Geraldine Robertson asked His Honour to charge RSPCA Inspector Katie Heaton with perjury for her blatant statements in the witness box and in her Affidavits, His Honour said there had not been any perjury. The Appeal Hearing was a farce. 

(d) Geraldine Robertson tried to remedy this situation with the Application that His Honour was BIASED and should resign due to his bias. When he refused to resign from the hearing and continued to be BIASED Geraldine Robertson then appealed to the District Court that his Honour should resign because he is BIASED.

(e) His Honour was not prepared to consider the Conduct of RSPCA at all. He allowed them to get away with their blatant, malicious lies and crimes against Geraldine Robertson. The crimes of stealing her personal and private property, RSPCA provoked abuse, threats, assaults and threatening letters from and caused by RSPCA through their media releases and that of their subsidiary Petrescue Inc for 12 months. Geraldine Robertson had RSPCA people coming to her property and yelling abuse at her and throwing things at her. She was hit on the head with a bottle, had piles of rubbish dumped in her drive way. Geraldine Robertson suffered massive defamation in the media and on the Internet to this date from lies made up and released by RSPCA and their wholly owned Petrescue Inc.  These RSPCA malicious lies were not allowed by Magistrate C.J. Strofield to be an issue in the Appeal Hearing. 

(f) Geraldine Robertson’s witness Margaret Watts who was at Geraldine Robertson’s property on the 22nd February 2008 and saw RSPCA Inspectors going through Geraldine Robertson’s handbag with out Geraldine Robertson being present, saw these inspectors taking things from Geraldine Robertson’s bedroom and saw three vehicles loaded with Geraldine Robertson’s property was not allowed to give this evidence to the Hearing. Geraldine Robertson was told by the Police Officers who cautioned her “not to get in their way or you will be locked up in jail” before they left shortly after their arrival with RSPCA on both occasions of RSPCA raids 9 January 2008 when they stole all my dogs and 22 February 2008 when they took and stole all my computer, personal records, valuables – gold jewellery, rings, wedding ring, cash etc…, privileged documents as well as business records.

(g) The witness and customer John Dougall who received emails telling him he had been “…spoon fed….” by the Geraldine Robertson and that he should not to support Geraldine Robertson but join the vicious “save the poodles petition”. This petition was sent to Judges and the Legal Counsels of Australia to also ban Geraldine Robertson from ever owning animal for as long as she lives.  John Dougal’s private email address was only privy to beholders of the sworn Statement lodged with Geraldine Robertson’s Appeal to the DPI which was struck out at the directions Hearing in the Magistrate Court.

(h) RSPCA were allowed to steal the evidence of RSPCA cruelty in their seizure of 9 January 2008 when they took the 7 frozen dead puppies from Geraldine Robertson’s freezer on their raid of 22 February 2008 the 28th day since seizure which was the dateline line for lodgment of her Appeal to DPI. RSPCA came and took Geraldine Robertson’s computer, records, valuables, private, privileged, and business records etc …as well as the puppies that were trampled to death by RSPCA Inspectors and the dead dog with the broken neck caused by RSPCA Inspectors during seizure.

(i) His Honour C.J.Strofield knew, or would have known and was told by Geraldine Robertson that he was conducting a Hearing and not a Trial. It was also his Duty of Care to discover evidence. His Honour was told that a camera crew pretending to be RSPCA Inspectors collecting evidence filmed the whole seizure process from the beginning. Magistrate C.J.Strofield would not order the production of this video evidence. Geraldine Robertson requested it many times. The RSPCA, Clayton Utz and DPI had copies all the time. Geraldine Robertson was denied, by deceit, evidence she should have been provided. Her own evidence taken when the dogs were seized and after the dogs were seized at the 2nd raid on her home on 22 February 2008 when her dogs were supposedly still held by RSPCA at the RSPCA Fairfield Shelter.

(j) The RSPCA were allowed to confiscate and retained the Appellant’s records, which RSPCA did not use in the Magistrate Court Appeal Hearing but were denied to Geraldine Robertson– only a few copies were returned. Geraldine Robertson suffered the impairment to prepare her Appeal to the DPI by the loss of use of her computer, all her records and valuables taken and stolen by RSPCA until 2 July 2008 when her computer and a few copies of documents were returned. Nothing seized on 22 February 2008 was used in the Court. Legally privileged documents and other private and personal items were taken by the RSPCA and this went unquestioned by His Honor.
(k) Over the Christmas and New Year period Geraldine Robertson had many customers board their dogs at her kennels. The Appellant’s boarding procedure was to take the customer to the kennel and placed their dogs into the kennel most suited to their dog themselves. These customers had seen the Appellant’s kennels before the seizure date and would have been able to give direct evidence for Geraldine Robertson of what the conditions of the kennels were at that time. Without these records Geraldine Robertson could not find these witnesses. Geraldine Robertson verily believes these people were contacted by RSPCA and persuaded not to offer themselves as witnesses. Margaret Watt received a phone call of this nature. Annette Barrell was visited and told what to say by Tracey Jackson. The seizure of the Appellant’s evidence and then denying it to Geraldine Robertson was very relevant to the conduct of the hearing.

(l) Geraldine Robertson was not allowed to identify her dogs by RSPCA and then His Honor pretended to fix this up by saying that there was continuity in identity through use of the black tag system (each dog had a plastic badge) which was NOT the case as stated by RSPCA Veterinarians. Geraldine Robertson does not recognise her dogs in the photos produced by RSPCA of the dogs said to be hers and His Honour has made it clear these dogs are hers.  Geraldine Robertson is suffering a fraud in the Court, she gets a bunch of mongrels in place of her dogs should she win.

(m) His Honour allowed witnesses who’s evidence was not relevant to the Hearing to have their say whilst other relevant witnesses who were present at the seizure were simply ignored although a list was provided. Witnesses like Dr Penelope Kirk who had been the Appellant’s Veterinarian over ten years earlier and for some personal reason distorted the facts as shown in her records. His Honour allows evidence designed to prejudice the Appellant, evidence like “dogs were packing and eating each other” when in a kennel situation dogs cannot pack and eat each other. RSPCA Chief Prosecutor for SE Queensland Tracey Jackson tried to get Annette Barrel to give this sort of evidence, the witnesses’ evidence become tainted with the possibility that they were put up to it. Jean Wadner’s evidence was not relevant as she had run a boarding kennel, not a breeding kennel, also a competitor in the pet industry. 
(n) Lesley Vlahos’ evidence of the putrid smell is also consistent with the evidence Tracey Jackson tried to get Annette Barrell to give and so is tainted. Geraldine Robertson submits all the evidence led by DPI & RSPCA is tainted by the actions of Tracey Jackson and the conduct of the RSPCA.

(o) Attempts made by Magistrate C.J. Strofield to prevent Geraldine Robertson obtaining a copy of the Court Transcripts, as she would then discover that they had been altered to protect the crimes of RSPCA witnesses, was blatantly dishonest. The Court transcripts already available in print as DPI had purchased the 1st copy for $6,000. The 2nd copy was also priced at $6,000 quoted by the transcript clerk of Court to Geraldine Robertson. The CD Rom copy was supposedly to be $40 but was told to Geraldine Robertson she must purchase the hard copy for $6,000 in order to obtain the CD Rom version at the cheap price of $40. His Honour’s instead of making an order to allow Geraldine Robertson to purchase a copy of the transcript in CD Rom format suggested he would lend Geraldine Robertson his copy and asked for an undertaking from her not to allow any complete copies of it to be published on the internet. This was asked at the end of the Court Hearing on 24 November 2008 the last day of the Hearing. The undertaking was given but when Geraldine Robertson did ask when she could borrow His Honour’s copy, she was told that it was against the Court’s policy. It was clearly intended that Geraldine Robertson would not get to see the corruptly ALTERED COURT TRANSCRIPTS.
(p) The Magistrate allowed RSPCA & DPI to perjure themselves and also said he would consider their evidence with every DPI and RSPCA witness. He allowed the following perjury to become facts in his court without questioning witnesses or allowing Geraldine Robertson to prove the provable perjury. Protests made by Geraldine Robertson were always allayed by Magistrate C.J. Strofield’s comment “he would consider their evidence when he makes his decision”. 
a. A clearly shown film footage of rain soaked concrete taken at “entry” entrance court yard becoming a sludge of faeces and urine,
b. The rain soaked “entry” “concrete court yard having been cleaned when comparison of two videos taken of this yard at entry and at “exit” showed it could not have been cleaned, NOTE: The name used initially Court Exhibits “Entry” video and “Exit” Video has since been changed to another name AFTER being disallowed to be cross examined and played for the perjuring witnesses again to show their perjury, 
c. The rain soaked entrance concrete yard having been cleaned before the first video was taken when the partially cut and tampered with audio tape which included part of the original tape of Lawrence Stageman proved this did not happen,
d. The noisy barking of small dogs in the tampered film footage clearly indicated that the film used were mostly tampered with loud noises to block out Geraldine Robertson’s conversation as the real footages taken on entry was that part where the ambience was silent and peaceful as all my dogs were happy, contented and civilized, were socialized with people with no fear.
e. The rain soaked entrance concrete court yard having a putrid ammonia smell that even burnt the back of the throat of one RSPCA Inspector when it had been raining for days previously and any urine would have been washed away,
f. The rain soaked entrance courtyard was soaked in urine. For 8 dogs to do this they would have to urinate 20litres of urine 40 times a day,
g. Heavy rain washed debris from the fallen embankment clearly identifiable in the film became a sludge of faeces and urine with a putrid smell,
h. Debris washed into kennels by a very heavy, once in 20 years, rain event became a sludge of faeces and urine with a putrid smell, 
i. Puppies that had been playing in the rain and wet concrete courtyard and had just been put into cages for their protection from the entourage of some 30 people - RSPCA inspectors, Council employees, RSPCA impersonators (Imagination Television camera crew), newspapers and television personnel, became soaked in urine,
j. Newspaper and clearly identifiable dust around the cages became a putrid sludge of urine and faeces,
k. The puppies wet paws had become urine burnt paws,
l. Dust also became broken up dried faeces,
m. Long coats and felting of poodles, something that happens to poodles when they had long wool, wet from their love of playing in water became harmful to them. There are video footage of these dogs looking a bit unsightly, but they demonstrate by their behaviours that they were happy healthy dogs,
n. In 50 years of owning poodles, Geraldine Robertson did not on any occasion had skin problems with any of her poodles.
o. RSPCA Veterinary records were designed to prove that Geraldine Robertson neglected her dogs when all but two entries were weeks and months following seizure when all the dogs became ill and sick with various problems, bitten by other dogs, massive weight losses, badly infected ears, eyes, etc…and RSPCA tried to blame all RSPCA’s neglect on Geraldine Robertson. NOTE: Incubation of diseases takes 10 days other than direct contact.
p. A dog requiring pain medication suffering from clipper burns caused by RSPCA organised and supervised clipping became "neglected" by Geraldine Robertson,
q. A dog RSPCA called Ned (Geraldine Robertson's Jack) shown in a video at the RSPCA Fairfield Shelter on arrival a happy bouncy dog with clean, dry wool coat the next day was depressed, hang dog appearance, damp and had maggots committing suicide by crawling through the wet wool without a food source stated by RSPCA veterinarians as being caused by Geraldine Robertson's "neglect",
r. Three healthy puppies, not yet weaned, shown in a video at seizure as playing happily together and barking were dead three weeks later, killed by RSPCA neglect and the RSPCA Veterinarians said they died from complications caused by hookworm when the puppies had been treated by Geraldine Robertson and by RSPCA staff on arrival at the Fairfield Shelter for hookworm and other parasites,
s. RSPCA veterinarians said many dogs had health problems caused by Geraldine Robertson when their almost 100% accurate veterinary records as sworn by ALL Veterinarians in Court show a totally different story NOTE: In 20 years of managing and breeding poodles kennel my poodles has never had skin problems or fleas infestation as alleged by RSPCA Vets “skin problems were a potential problems. IN FACT according to RSPCA Vets every conceivable disease was a potential with my dogs although the FACT REMAINED that ALL MY DOGS WERE HEALTHY AND HAPPY AT SEIZURE.
t. A dog called Sandy required many pages of veterinarian care for an ear infection weeks and months after seizure and the RSPCA veterinarians said this was caused by Geraldine Robertson's "neglect",
u. One dog called Simba ( 13 years old) was surgically clipped by RSPCA (clipped to the skin) and later died from pneumonia and the RSPCA was accepted as having acted properly towards this dog, RSPCA murdered this beloved old dog.
v. Another witness, RSPCA Inspector Katie Heaton, (who was not even present) said she did things in one (1) hour that would take a normal person at least six hours to do,
w. No dogs were harmed in transport when in fact 104 dogs were packed into two (2) dog trailers, one for 8 dogs and the other for 4 dogs and 2 Shire Council vehicles, with 2 cages in 2 vehicles according to Lawrence Stageman’s evidence or Shire Council John Lyons’ evidence was 4 vehicles with seven (7) cages and no dog trailers supplied by the Shire and RSPCA supplied one dog trailer used to transport the dogs to the Fairfield Shelter,
x. No dogs were vomiting from their treatment by RSPCA, RSPCA Court Exhibit **** showed an RSPCA shirt with vomit on it,
y. Steven Barrand had a conversation with Police Officers (half an hour after the Police Officers left the Buccan Road premises) while he was walking with them to inspect the kennels. (an impossibility)

z. Steven Barrand waited beside locked doors to the Appellant’s kennels when these doors are never locked but the gate into the Kennel Enclosure was locked and Geraldine Robertson had gone to get the keys to open these gates. (an impossibility)

4. ANNETTE BARRELL WAS INTIMIDATED AND THIS IS COVERED UP IN THE TRANSCRIPTS.

(a) Part of Geraldine Robertson's witness, Annette Barrell's, evidence is missing from the transcript. This evidence would convict RSPCA Inspector Tracey Jackson of the criminal offence of intimidating a witness. Annette Barrell's Affidavit sworn 27th March 2008. 

(b) How to save RSPCA Inspector and RSPCA Prosecutor Tracy Jackson from being discovered for the crime of intimidating witnesses for the purpose of perverting the course of Justice. After the RSPCA received Annette Barrell's Affidavit, provided to DPI in Geraldine Robertson's Appeal Review, Annette Barrell on 14th of April 2008 received a visit from RSPCA Inspector and Prosecutor in charge the the RSPCA prosecution of Geraldine Robertson, Tracey Jackson with Daniel Young.  

(c) Annette Barrell gave evidence and was cross examined by Ms Mellifont, She was then re-examined by Geraldine Robertson. That the issues raised in cross examination were not issues in re-examination is inconceivable. See the Transcripts day 2 pages 18 - 25. day 2 Page 20  line 10 to 55Annette Barrell (note the transcripts highlighted in yellow). At the Magistrate Court RSPCA Inspector Tracey Jackson was seen handing Ms Mellifont a piece of paper that Ms Mellifont read from. These questions were very relevant to the issues. Note Annette Barrell's denials.  

(d) Then from Page 21.. missing in the transcripts in RE-EXAMINATION Geraldine Robertson asked Annette Barrell about these issues raised by Ms Mellifont. Annette Barrell told the Court that RSPCA Inspector Tracey Jackson HAD TOLD HER THESE THINGS AND THAT SHE HAD NOT SAID THEM. Annette Barrell said that when RSPCA Inspector Tracey Jackson told her these things that was the first time she had heard these things. She said she felt Tracey Jackson was telling her what to say as a witness. Annette Barrell said she felt intimidated and bullied and feared RSPCA would do to her what they did to Geraldine Robertson.  Dr. Mellifont then jumped up and said that was intimidation of a witness, Dr.Mellifont said to Magistrate C.J.Strofield that all the items struck out by Magistrate Bradford-Morgan should now be In Issue and referred to the Contempt of Court Application and said that those issues raised should now be considered in view of what had just happened. There was some dialogue on the subject. Geraldine Robertson started to sob from relief that a major point has been won in this Appeal Hearing and Magistrate C.J. Strofield offered a 10 minutes break which was accepted. Geraldine Robertson then thanked Dr. Mellifont.  This unusual occasion was witnessed by persons attending the open Court Hearing and was noted by them as well as it was the subject of discussion for a few days following. 

(e) Tracey Jackson RSPCA Prosecutor  and Anthony Deane SC were called as witnesses as a consequence of this decision that is now not recorded in the transcripts. They were called to give details of what happened when the records were seized which was part of the Contempt of Court Application.

(f) That such important issues did not go re-examined is just not believable. Taken from the transcripts Day 2, Page 20 line 8 - 50. 

"All right.  Now, Mrs Barrell, during your conversation with the inspectors ----?-- Yes. 
----- you were comparing your kennels with Mrs Robertson's; is that correct?-- I'm sorry I don't know what - I don't remember that at all. 
Well, I'll expand on it.  You were seeking to explain to the inspectors that your kennels, your property, was in a better condition as compared to Mrs Robertson's; do you agree with me?‑‑ I'm sorry, I really don't know what you're talking about. 
All right.  Did you tell the inspectors that you used to help out Mrs Robertson?-- Yes. 
Did you tell them that you used to work for her because - was it your kennels were overcrowded?-- No, I had more than the number of dogs that the Caboolture Shire Council would allow me. 
I see.  Did you tell the inspectors that Mrs Robertson was only interested in the money now?-- No.  Definitely not.
Did you tell the inspectors that Mrs Robertson would only clip the babies for sale but let the others go matted?-- No.  No.
Did you tell the inspectors that Mrs Robertson wouldn't let anyone into your kennels for fear that the people would see the state of the kennels?-- No.
 Did you tell the inspectors that Mrs Robertson, "Used to be an okay breeder years ago but that she now had too many dogs and wasn't interested in the poodles anymore"?-- I never said anything like that.
Did you say to the inspectors - or mention to the inspectors that, "Too many dogs confined together can be mad" in the context of telling the inspectors about Mrs Robertson's dogs killing each other?-- I didn't even mention anything to do with Mrs Robertson's dogs at all.  That was not me.  Whoever said that was certainly not me, I never said one single thing like that at all.  I have no idea where that came from."
(g) When issues relating to intimidation of witnesses by RSPCA Chief Prosecutor Inspector Tracey Jackson and the Contempt of Court Application filed AND other items “struck off” by Magistrate Bradford-Morgan at the Directions Hearing which were BROUGHT BACK INTO CONSIDERATION during the above examination of Annette Barrell by Dr Kellie Mellifont AND AGREED TO by Magistrate Strofield to be brought back into the Hearing were raised, Magistrate Strofield would comment that he would take into consideration the witnesses’ evidence. 

(h) The FACT that these parts of the Court Transcripts ARE ALL MISSING from the Court Transcripts NOW clearly explained the pathetic and incorrect SAME answer given by Magistrate C.J. Strofield to Geraldine Robertson for the Appeal Hearing on all those occasions. It also explains why His Honor was IGNORING ALL the LIES and FABRICATION of both RSPCA and DPI witnesses’ at the witness box.

(i) Removing material relating to the above and the Contempt of Court by RSPCA and their Lawyer Anthony Deane SC of Clayton Utz, and the Contempt of Court Applications of the Appellant Geraldine Robertson protected RSPCA from prosecution for perverting the course of Justice. The COURT had also acted DISHONESTLY and COVERED UP the CRIMES OF RSPCA, TIMITOHY MULHERIN, DPI and OTHERS. 

(j) NOTE: On the 12 December 2008 Geraldine Robertson attempted to file Contempt of Court Applications and Affidavits against DPI,  RSPCA and Imagination Television and also to join Imagination Television as a third Defendant as Geraldine Robertson only discovered then that ALL the named parties had DELIBERATELY WITHHELD EVIDENCE THEY HAD IN THEIR POCESSION WHICH WAS VITAL TO Geraldine Robertson’s DEFENCE AND THIS WAS PRIMARILY THE COMPLETE FILM and voice taped recordings of FOOTAGES OF ALL THE FILM and tape TAKEN DURING THE SEIZURE, AFTER THE SEIZURE of her beloved valuable irreplaceable poodles. All the film footages released by RSPCA to date had been bits fixed together out of sequence and additionally bits filmed later at RSPCA premises – just like their voice tape recordings which ALL MISSING PARTS were relevant and vital evidence to prove RSPCA and DPI were deceitful to say the very least. Geraldine had to use the fabricated evidence and lies in their affidavits to PROVE they were indeed lying. 

(k) There was NO INJURED OR SICK DOGS SEIZED BY RSPCA, nor were there any dogs which were mal nourished or ill treated or neglected from Geraldine Robertson’s premises. 

(l) Geraldine Robertson was told by the Court that she could not file the Applications etc. as her file was not at the Court but with Magistrate Strofield and Magistrate Strofield had since advised he would attend to the subject when he returns in the New Year. To date she has not heard any more on the subject and today is the 8 January 2009.
(m) RSPCA have previously been found guilty of Perverting the Course of Justice. The Attorney General v The Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals,  Queen's Bench Division, (Crown Office List), The Times 22 June 1985, CO/1354/84, (Transcript: Marten Walsh Cherer), HEARING-DATES: 17 June 1985

(n) THAT THESE DID NOT APPEAR IN THE COURT TRANSCRIPTS AND WOULD HAVE BEEN THE NATURE OF THE QUESTIONS RAISED AND THE DISCUSSION THAT FOLLOWED SHOWS THE COURT CANNOT BE TRUSTED AND THE OUTCOME HAD INDEED BEEN PREDETERMINED.  

(o) This demonstrated that Tracy Jackson has committed a crime of interfering with witnesses and it is now being covered up and that the Court cannot be trusted. It also make for an understanding of why and how so many witnesses said similar things to each other and also said what they did not see. Things like “I did not see any dogs vomiting”, etc.. The witnesses for RSPCA and DPI were all tutored and told what top say. Tracy Jackson orchestrated a Hearing based on fabrication and perjury for RSPCA.
(p) The RSPCA have received two sets of documents prepared for the DPI as according to evidence given by Fiona Ferguson (DPI) on 24 November 2008 – last day of Hearing of my Appeal, DPI only “rubber stamp” all RSPCA forfeiture applications. The Appellants first Appeal was to the DPI and the review of this Appeal Decision was to the DPI. RSPCA Prosecutor, Tracey Jackson already had the Appellant’s case although she only commenced employment with RSPCA at the end of March 2008 so knew what she had to put to the Court to defeat Geraldine Robertson’s Appeal. From the very beginning Geraldine Robertson had a case prepared against her that was designed to defeat her, not based on the evidence but based on fabrication. The case against Geraldine Robertson had been lost to her even before the case commenced.

5. SHAYNE TOWERS-HAMMOND’S PERJURY WAS COVERED UP  IN THE TRANSCRIPTS 

(a) Magistrate C. J. Strofield would not allow RSPCA Inspector Shayne Towers-Hammond to be a proven perjurer as all his perjury does not appear in the Court Transcripts. Relevant sections from the transcripts have been deleted. There were other people in the open court listening and some are prepared to give a statement to the effect of what they heard. The fabricated video evidence referred to as the “Exit” Video Court Exhibit 24 has been replaced with an unviewed cassette tape. The DVD called “Exit” video becomes a tape and the references are changed from DVD to tape in the transcripts. Throughout the hearing, Magistrate Strofield had tacitly refused the viewing of this tape, Geraldine Robertson suspects (to be proven in time) that this tape will not be like the DVD shown in it’s place on the many occasions it was necessary to show that footage.
(b) Note paragraph 4 of Shayne Towers-Hammond's affidavit sworn 1st August 2008 where he said:- 

"4.  As I made my way to the front entrance of the property I could immediately smell a heavy pungent stench of what I believe to be animal excrement. This smell was rather overpowering. As I entered through the front entrance doors I saw a number of what appeared to be poodle type dogs in 'penned' directly opposite the office at the main entrance. There would have been about eight or so dogs of varying size. I could see their coats were heavily knotted and overgrown. These animals were in a filthy condition and were barking incessantly. The smell was such I could feel the burning sensation at the rear of my throat. I saw that there was a considerable amount of animal excrement on the ground and there was discarded dog fur strewn throughout the 'pen'. I saw that there were chairs and a table in the undercover area of the pen where the discarded dog fur had built up and had built up to a stage that the fur was attached to these furnishings. The enclosure overall was filthy to say the least." 

(c) In the Transcripts Page 31 line 2  Shayne Towers-Hammond tells Geraldine Robertson to her face that as he saw it in the exit video is not now it was because Geraldine Robertson had cleaned it.  Shayne Towers-Hammond & Geraldine Robertson from the transcripts:  

"You actually cleaned that, ma'am, when I was - when I was there." 
I actually cleaned it-----?-- Cleaned some of the area-----
-----there?-- Cleaned some of the area up. That's not how I originally saw it.
When - when did I clean it? How did you originally see it, or me clean it, which - whichever? How did you originally see it first?-- There were faeces around the area itself in that - that particular location, there were a number of dogs in that area also, and you were - you started to clean the area up whilst we were there.
And I started to clean it up when? I can't remember cleaning it?-- I saw you do it, ma'am. It was - as a matter of fact, if you go further on in the video you'll see you cleaning as well.
Actually clean that area?-- You're cleaning up in another area as well, ma'am.
I cleaned up in another area. You said that I clean up the faeces and the urine, how much was there, like-----?-- There was amounts of faeces throughout that whole area." 

(d) The obvious perjury about the putrid smell. Liars embellish their lies and “The smell was such I could feel the burning sensation at the rear of my throat.” This is one such embellishment. This is just one obvious perjury.
(e) The yard had not been cleaned. The cleaning of the yard was necessary to support the earlier perjury of the yard being full of faeces and urine. That this was perjury is proved by the “Entry” Video Court Exhibit 2 taken before Shayne Towers-Hammond arrived at the premises showing the same condition as the “Exit” Video Court Exhibit 24 taken by Shayne Towers-Hammond after he said the area had been cleaned. Note the fabrication of evidence, the scraping noises added to the “Exit” video Court Exhibit 24 to support Shayne Towers-Hammond's statement that this yard had been cleaned. This proves the entrance yard was not covered in urine and faeces with a putrid smell as claimed by Shayne Towers-Hammond. 
(f) It also shows the type of perjury Geraldine Robertson was up against all through the hearing. That Magistrate Colin J. Strofield, knowing there was so much perjury allowed this perjury and then said “he will consider it” shows how unfair and unjust the hearing was. 

(g) In the Transcripts on page 38 in pages 34-38 should be His Honour Magistrate Colin J. Strofield, refusing to allow Geraldine Robertson to prove that Shayne Towers-Hammond perjured himself when he said in the “Exit” Video and in evidence that the yard has since been cleaned. Simply comparing the two videos proves this perjury. That Magistrate Colin J. Strofield would not allow the comparison of the two videos, the “Entry” video Court Exhibit 2 and the “Exit” Video Court exhibit 24 has been deleted from the Court Transcripts Day 5 page 38. Line 48. What is peculiar about this page is that the “Entry” Video was played and then no questions were asked about it after it had been played. This is unusual. There was in fact a discussion about the two videos that showed Shayne Towers-Hammond was lying and this part of the transcript was deleted. 

(h) It was possible to prove Shayne Towers-Hammond had committed perjury by comparing two videos, the “entry” video and the “exit” video, to show that there had not been any cleaning done between those two times as Shayne Towers-Hammond had claimed. In his evidence he also said that this entrance yard was covered in faeces and urine and had a putrid smell and had been cleaned before he took his “exit” video. The “entry” video was taken by Lawrence Stageman before Shayne Towers-Hammond had arrived at the Buccan Rd property. NOTE:  There were NO DOGS LEFT at the property (even this video was doctored) when Towers-Hammond took the exit video at 4.30pm. Since the “Entry” Video had a similar appearance in that stones and leaves were in approximately the same place it was possible to prove no cleaning had been done and therefore the entrance yard was not covered in faeces and urine. Magistrate C. J.Strofield stopped this comparison, his interference and protection of witness perjury is ALSO missing from the transcripts.  

(i) That an attempt to prove Shayne Towers-Hammond committed perjury was not made when it was so provable is inconceivable and Geraldine Robertson has three witnesses who were in the Court and saw it. Shayne Towers-Hammond Page 32 line 51 

"BENCH: Well, do you accept, Inspector - do you - Inspector, do you inspect - do you accept that it's a - photograph number 27 is a - an entry photograph? No, your Honour. That - I - when I entered - when I entered the premises and I saw - there was faeces over the ground in that area - I had to actually - if you notice in the photograph there's a table and a couple of items on top of that table - I had to actually move that table to get behind to look at a few things behind there, so that would've been in the early stages, but I do recall when I did arrive there that Ms Robertson was doing some cleaning up. It wasn't drastic or anything like that, but she was doing some cleaning up. That would've been taken throughout the time the other inspectors were there, but - and I remember stepping over a number of things to get - to get into there, and there were a number of animals in there."
(j) Then later there were more lies on page 35 line 24 onwards. 
(k) Hiding this perjury from the Appeal requires substitution of alternative Court Exhibit 24. The DVD that was played to the Court was substituted for a tape that had never been played to the court inspite of the fact that Geraldine Robertson had on numerous occasions requested that the tape should be played and on each and every occasion the Clerk of Court said that the equipment was not working, the last occasion being on the last day of the Appeal Hearing the 24 November 2008 ( Court Transcripts not available.) 
(l) Transcripts Page 3. The word DVD has been replaced with the word tape. 

"APPELLANT: Excuse me, could - could I have this tape played please?
MS MELLIFONT: I'll take that.
APPELLANT: Thank you.
BENCH: What is that a tape of?
APPELLANT: That's the exit tape.
BENCH: The exit tape?
APPELLANT: Yes, that was given to us by Ms Mellifont.
BENCH: All right. Mr Towers-Hammond, I - I haven't seen this, I don't think, have I?
APPELLANT: I - I think we've been using it for a while.
BENCH: Is this - it's got the----
APPELLANT: It's the - they - they are both virtually similar.
BENCH:  Okay.  Has - has the exit tape been played before, the actual exit tape?
APPELLANT: Yes, I think so - isn't it, do you know?"

(m) Then on day 5 page 71 lines 4-20

MS MELLIFONT:  Mr Towers-Hammond, can you have a look at this cassette, please.  Do you recognise that cassette?-- Yes, I do.
What is it? --  It's a - a - a video of - or the one I actually took as the exit video for - on the 9th of January 2008 and it's together with another - other videos that was on that particular camera.
Thank you.  Your Honour, I tender that audiocassette-----
BENCH:  The - the exit video taken by this inspector will be Exhibit 24.
ADMITTED AND MARKED "EXHIBIT 24"
(n) Now there is a tape cassette in the Court Exhibits that Geraldine Robertson has not seen purporting to be the Exhibit 24 that was played to the Court.  Courts cannot be trusted.  Some Magistrates act dishonestly. 
 

6. THE LAW THAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN APPLIED IN THE HEARING

(a) Even though the Appeal was based on the Animal Care and Protection Act 2001 all other laws still apply in Queensland and in Queensland Courts. The Trade Practices Act applies and his Honour, when asked to rule that Geraldine Robertson be allowed to conduct her business, cannot solely rely on the Animal Care and Protection Act 2001 and ask "where in the Act does it allow me to make that order?" His Honour cannot ignore the Trade Practices Act or any other laws and pretend it does not exist in Queensland. 
(b) S. 202 of The Animal Care and Protection Act 2001 actually allows the Magistrate more leeway than the Chief Executive in the Appeal Hearing as defined. His Honor is not bound by the rules of evidence, must comply with natural justice and more importantly His Honor is rehearing, UNAFFECTED BY THE REVIEW DECISION while providing Geraldine Robertson with Natural Justice to determine the seizure and forfeiture of the Appellant’s dogs was actually legally or illegally conducted. 
(c) “202 of the Animal Care and Protection Act 2001 states- 
Hearing procedures
(1) In deciding an appeal, the Magistrates Court—
(a) has the same powers as the chief executive in making the review decision appealed against; and
(b) is not bound by the rules of evidence; and
(c) must comply with natural justice.
(2) An appeal is by way of rehearing, unaffected by the review decision.”


(d) His Honor C.J. Strofield failed miserably in his duty as a Magistrate of the Court in the Appeal Hearing. He refused to allow Geraldine Robertson Natural Justice, totally ignored sections 150 to 153 Safeguards for Seized Property of the Animal Care and Protection Act, DID NOT and WOULD NOT investigate the conduct of the Inspectors and Authorised Officers. His Honour DID NOT investigate all other issues surrounding the IMPROPER ACTS of the RSPCA inspectors, DID NOT take into consideration or attempt to investigate or question the malicious, evil actions, continuing massive defamation of the Appellant’s good reputation, releases of all the privacy information obtained from the Appellant, threats to prosecute Geraldine Robertson by both RSPCA and their Lawyers Clayton Utz , attempts to have Geraldine Robertson declared mentally incompetent where upon Geraldine Robertson would have lost her legal rights to appeal, failure and refusal of RSPCA to properly identify the Appellant’s valuable pedigreed dogs, failed to enquire into the fabrication of evidence and perjury by every one of RSPCA witnesses, allowing irrelevant witnesses to be called by DPI, refused and ignored the Appellant’s request for witnesses relevant to the case, bullying and intimidation of Geraldine Robertson to cause her distress, to give up on her Appeal to get her dogs back, causing massive legal costs to be tallied up for Geraldine Robertson when the Magistrate decided to award the perjuring DPI and RSPCA the win over Geraldine Robertson and generally wasting the Court’s valuable time. 
(e) The conduct of RSPCA and DPI is relevant, in fact vital to the hearing and shows improper purpose and criminal acts to secure the Appellant's dogs. Illegal acts that continued into the Court such as intimidation of witnesses, perjury and fabrication of evidence. RSPCA Lawyers Clayton Utz pretending to have the power to return the Appellant’s dogs conducted useless communications with the Appellant’s lawyers costing her some $80,000. Clayton Utz also wrote a letter telling Geraldine Robertson not to conduct her business of commercial kennels and further supported that letter with verbal threats communicated through her lawyers and associates of more raids to come, since February 2008 and Charges will be laid within the 12 months period. Organised billing for $250,000 for upkeep of the Appellant’s dogs from 9 January 2008 to April 2008 when in fact most of the Appellant’s dogs (46 pedigreed poodles) were already sold and delivered the afternoon of the seizure.
(f) Section 203 of the Animal Care and Protection Act 2001 states:-  
Court’s powers on appeal—general
(1) In deciding an appeal, the Magistrates Court may—
(a) confirm the review decision appealed against; or
(b) set aside the decision and substitute another decision; or
(c) set aside the decision and return the matter to the chief executive with directions the court considers appropriate.
(2) If the court substitutes another decision, the substituted decision is taken, for the purposes of this Act, other than this part, taken to be the review decision.”

(g) Geraldine Robertson is requesting his Honour C.J.Strofield to make a decision under section 203 of the Animal Care and Protection Act 2001 where His Honour can under section 203 (1) (b) “….. substitute another decision” which is any other decisions that His Honour sees fit and proper to make. His Honour is not limited to the consideration of the “reasonable belief of the Inspectors at seizure or the decision of DPI of forfeiture”. 
(h) His Honour has wrongly limited the scope of the Hearing and thus Geraldine Robertson has indeed suffered an injustice in His Honor’s Court in that she was unable to discover all the facts and apply the elements of conduct of the RSPCA that resulted in her loss of evidence caused by RSPCA’s raid on the 22 February 2008 and other effects of RSPCA conduct.
(i) Under Section 203 (1) (c) His Honour can make directions that could include the direction to dismiss an Inspector for misconduct, and/or that the matters be reported to the Police for investigation, and/or that a finding of fact can be made that the DPI Respondent (1) and RSPCA Respondent (2) have formed part of a criminal conspiracy to steal the Appellant’s dogs and restrain her from trading. 
(j) An Authorised Officer / Inspector may cease to hold office when that Authorised Officer / Inspector is guilty of misconduct. There is no limit on how that Authorised Officer / Inspector may cease to hold office. S.102 (2) / S.117 (2)
(k) “102 When authorised officer ceases to hold office
(1) An authorised officer ceases to hold office if any of the following happens—
(a) the term of office stated in a condition of office ends;
(b) under another condition of office, the officer ceases to hold office;
(c) the officer’s resignation under section 103 takes effect.
(2) Subsection (1) does not limit the ways an officer may cease to hold office.”
(l) “117 When inspector ceases to hold office
(1) An inspector ceases to hold office if any of the following happens—
(a) the term of office stated in a condition of office ends;
(b) under another condition of office, the inspector ceases to hold office;
(c) the inspector’s resignation under section 118 takes effect.
(2) Subsection (1) does not limit the ways an inspector may cease to hold office.
(3) In this section—
condition of office means a condition on which the inspector holds office.”
(m) The Conduct of the RSPCA and DPI were very relevant and should have been properly discovered as both parties had punished and bullied in the most disgusting scandalous and costly manner the Appellant, in their desperate attempts endeavoring to force Geraldine Robertson to give up her chosen passion and business by blatantly and illegally stealing not only her beloved poodles but also annihilate her privacy, good reputation and her hard earned monies she had spent her lifetime achieving.
(n)  Under the Animal Care and Protection Act Geraldine Robertson should perhaps deserve and should have received an animal welfare directive regarding the clipping off of a few of the Appellant’s poodles. When so many in the RSPCA entourage arrived with full media during a more than 20 years event of heavy rainfall and flooding and did what RSPCA had done, their purpose can only be assumed to be of a criminal conspiracy. 
(o) Geraldine Robertson submits that the RSPCA came with an obvious improper purpose. The RSPCA came prepared to seize all the dogs regardless. There had not been any examination of any dogs at the time of seizure or previous to seizure. They had failed to follow any guidelines such as giving Geraldine Robertson an opportunity to remedy any situation that they may have decided needed remedying. That they had intended to seize all the dogs before any dogs were examined is supported by the way the raid was organized with the Shire Council involvement (waiting in Dairy Creek Road  - next street, ready to transport all the dogs to the RSPCA Fairfield Shelter) as well as all the media accompanying RSPCA and the film crew. 
(p)  Section 46 (c) Trade Practices Act has been breached by the Actions of RSPCA Respondent (2) in that their purpose was to remove a competitor in the market and this is confirmed by their restraint of trade objectives and threats by Clayton Utz both written and verbal. 
(q) Geraldine Robertson has had her poodles worth $5million taken, her business closed and her expected happy retirement with her World Famous Pedigreed Poodles being exported to the world taken from her. 
(r) Geraldine Robertson has indeed suffered extreme hardship both in mental and monetary terms. The Appellant’s reputation and the reputation of her pedigreed Neiger Poodles which took over 30 years of hard work and vast amounts of monies to build up has been ruined and her ability to run a pedigreed Poodle Breeding Business and Kennel business has been destroyed by the dishonest actions of the RSPCA who could have properly given her an animal welfare direction to clip the few poodles needing clipping and to clean up the debris from the flooding rains. 
(s) The RSPCA Respondent (2) did seize the Appellant’s dogs and failed to properly identify those dogs therefore destroying their pedigreed record and subsequently making it impossible for the Appellant’s dogs to be properly valued. The pedigrees were unique in the fact that none of those bloodlines now exists legitimately. A valuer of world famous Pedigreed Neiger Poodles must be able to inspect the dog, its pedigree documents and breeding history as well as the genetic health tests and other veterinary diagnostic procedures to determine the proper value of the dog – all records had been made to disappear by RSPCA after the raid of 22 February 2008. The dogs can no longer be properly valued. RSPCA took many relevant documents required for proper valuation and identification.
(t) A proper valuation is now unable to be performed on the Appellant’s pedigreed poodles, due to improper purposes of RSPCA to seize under the Animal Care and Protection Act 2001 all the Appellant’s pedigreed poodles. In fact, RSPCA deliberately caused it to be impossible to identify the dogs because they totally renamed all the dogs, refused to allow Geraldine Robertson to micro chipped all the dogs seized, lists of dogs seized subsequently supplied were non descriptive although each dog was completely identifiable as all the dogs were named since birth, reared in the house and taught to communicate as well as trained in acceptable human social behaviours, language, commands and will respond to their own individual unique name and in fact most of the Quality Breeding Stock (46 pedigreed poodles) were shipped out of RSPCA premises immediately after Vet Check. These 46 dogs seemed to have disappeared that same day according to a reliable RSPCA Kennel Staff.
7. GERALDINE ROBERTSON HAD BEEN EXERCISING HER DUTY OF CARE TO HER WORLD FAMOUS NEIGER PEDIGREED POODLES.

(a) At the Time of seizure Geraldine Robertson had, after twenty years of breeding, managed to breed exceedingly rare red and brown coloured Pedigreed Poodles. Geraldine Robertson was exporting poodles and had overseas orders for her poodles at prices of up to $6000 each for puppies. Some puppies were being readied for export to Benji-Pet Kennels in Singapore. Many of her bitches had been mated to produce red and brown puppies to fill overseas orders and expected further orders. One such order was worth $260,000. 

(b) The RSPCA came just after there had been flooding rains that had washed debris into her kennels. Most of the dogs had already been moved to the house holding yards and two kennels had already been cleaned. On the morning of the raid all the dogs at the house holding pens had just been wormed and the rest would have been brought to the house yards and wormed that day. Bagged flood debris is visible in the Entry Video Court exhibit 2 at the kennels. They are the white bags stacked around and on the sewage tank.

(c) To remedy the flood debris problem for her dogs she had brought most of them up to the holding pens at the house where the males and females were segregated into separate yards as usual. RSPCA was informed that morning she had treated them with all wormer including for hookworm and had all been well fed and watered.  The Imagination Television (RSPCA Animal Rescue) film that was kept from Geraldine Robertson would have shown these dogs in the holding yards. It would have shown almost all dogs were reasonably clipped including one in show trim.

(d) In the Court Exhibit 25 tape recording of Lawrence Stageman Mrs Robertson details how she has been looking after her animals and the problems with the rain and flooding of the kennels. 

(e) Arrangements had been made for some help in clipping the ten dogs that needed clipping.  The flooding and continuous rain had caused some of the dogs to become felted and to look disheveled. Poodles being a 2,000+ years old breed in their normal state were felted and normally looked disheveled. It is only in modern times that clipping of poodles has become fashionable. Exhibit GR6 to this affidavit is the Affidavit of Annette Barrel, which confirms this. The video to the court shows happy healthy dogs bouncing around against the wire. 

(f) When the RSPCA siezed her dogs Geraldine Robertson gave as well as facsimile to RSPCA Inspector Lawrence Stageman hand written lists of treatments, special requirements for the aged as well as the puppies in her care that her dogs were being cared for specially at the time. It was very important to her that all was normal as she had thought that it was a genuine beaucratic RSPCA seizure exercise in error and all her dogs would be safely return soon qalthough she was suspicious as all her attempts to have her dogs micro chipped at seizure was ignored and refused..

(g) The dogs being treated for ear problems were Millie, Simba/Cinnibar and Boyo.  

(h) Ella needed a special diet due to extensive specialist vet surgery to repair her esophagus.  

(i) The dogs being treated for conjunctivitis eye problems were Scarlett, Millie, Boyo and Simba/Cinnibar. 

(j) Gemma had four black standard poodle puppies which were six weeks old,  Inky had three black toy poodle puppies also six weeks old.  NOTE:- None of these puppies were weaned as their mothers had refused to allow weaning. Both mummies were fed fresh mince steak with added calcium primarily. 

(k) Worming:- RSPCA Inspector Lawrence Stageman was told that all the dogs on the property (except the four male standards left in the midway kennels) had been wormed that morning (that is on the morning of the seizure) with Panacure 100. All the adult dogs had been given their monthly all wormer heart worm prevention treatment on the 1st January 2008. 

(l) Geraldine Robertson's dog called Simba (Court Exhibit 2 - Identified from the Clipping video as RSPCA's name Jason)  was being  treated for an ear problem. His ear had also been flushed out with Malaseb 1ml in 29mls of  warm water the previous morning.  There was a requirement that this treatment continue. The reason was that a few very small maggots had been discovered in his left ear. 

(m) RSPCA named Sandy (Geraldine Robertson's Millie)  bt5372  was being treated for an ear infection. Geraldine Robertson told Lawrence Stageman and faxed some notes to the RSPCA. The RSPCA failed to properly act and this dog suffered greatly from RSPCA's negligence whilst in RSPCA custody. It had to have a great deal of treatment because it was not treated in a timely manner, according to RSPCA veterinary records. 

(n) Geraldine Robertson had a routine of checking all the dogs individually every morning and every evening. This included cleaning the kennels, scrubbing their food and water bowls and water containers, feeding, watering and checking their eyes, ears and orifices.  

(o) Because of the flooding the dogs had been moved to the holding pens at the house to make the kennels easier to clean. Two kennels had been cleaned and disinfected with antibacterial and antifungal disinfectant. Only six of the twenty kennels in the rear block of kennels had dogs still left in them. 

(p) On the warrant executed on the 22nd February 2008 Shayne Towers-Hammond was told that the 12 years old neutered bitch Flirt's eyes were being treated for conjunctivitis and the yellow ointment was not pus. Shayne Towers-Hammond seized this dog anyway. He could not have had a reasonable belief that this dog was being neglected. That this was not explained to him would not be believable. Daniel Young who inspected the dog with Shayne Towers-Hammond said in his Affidavit " 9. I also observed the animal's eyes were swollen and the right eye was almost closed and was full of yellow pussy discharge. The left eye was open but in a similar condition as the right eye with similar yellow pus in it." Then in " 11. After completing a search for documentation we returned to the dog approximately two hours later. When l approached the dog at this time I observed that the animal's eyes had been wiped and the discharge was gone. The eyes still looked very inflamed." So Daniel Young noted Flirt's eyes had been cleaned. This indicates that Flirt was being cared for. The duty of care was being exercised. Refer to Court Exhibit 21 The transcript the tape. This was confirmed by RSPCA Inspector Lawrie Stageman in his evidence in cross examination. It will be on the court transcript. Refer to the Affidavit of Daniel Young.

8. RSPCA CAME WITH THE INTENTION TO SEIZE ALL OF GERALDINE ROBERTSON’S WORLD FAMOUS PEDIGREED NEIGER POODLES.

(a) RSPCA had no intention to provide Geraldine Robertson with Natural Justice, or to rectify any situation with an Animal Welfare Directive. Their intention was simply the dishonest intention of taking all her dogs. They would have seen her as a vulnerable old woman with cultural differences (being of Asian decent) making her less able to cope in Australia. A mail order bride who’s husband had died? They would have seen her as unable to manage legally against the legal might of RSPCA. Their plan was to take her dogs and leave her devastated by the media defamation, the harassment, death threats, assaults, abusive phone calls, nasty letters, rubbish dumped in her drive way, objects thrown at her, verbal assaults while shopping, abuse when out in the evening, etc. Geraldine Robertson was haunted by RSPCA. Tennille Holmes, her neighbour, was used by RSPCA to spy on her. The seizure was a simple theft and bullying exercise by RSPCA for RSPCA profit. 

(b) The Steps taken by RSPCA make this very obvious.

(c) Create complaints and provide "information" to a Justice of a Peace to get a warrant to enter Geraldine Robertson's property to inspect the animals. 

(d) Set a date and make an airline booking for Shayne Towers-Hammond to fly down from Rockhampton to supervise the seizure. The airline booking would have been made a day or days previous to the seizure.

(e) Prepare transport by organising to transport the animals to the RSPCA Shelter. Ensure all RSPCA dog trailers are onsite at Fairfield and available.

(f) Negotiate with and organise Logan City Council transport vehicles and employees to wait in Dairy Creek Road for to the order to move. This would have had to been organised in the days previous to the seizure. Witness John Lyons and other Council witnesses confirmed they waited in Dairy Creek Road for the order to move.

(g) Put down 40 dogs in the RSPCA Shelter to make space for the dogs to be seized. This was done previous to the planned seizure.

(h) Have the media informed and organised to be present at the seizure. This also had to be prearranged.

(i) Have other breeding kennels ready to take the seized animals and ship them straight there from the RSPCA Shelter after seizure. The RSPCA called this fostering and this is why they would not let Geraldine Robertson see and identify her dogs with her then Veterinarian Dr. Calum Robertson. They simply did not have all the dogs on their premises. Magistrate C. J. Strofield must have known this and this would be the reason he would not make the order that Geraldine Robertson be allowed to see her dogs. 

(j) Mislead Geraldine Robertson into believing the RSPCA Animal Rescue camera crew are RSPCA staff collecting video evidence while the true intention was to never allow her to have this video evidence.

(k) Tell Geraldine Robertson she will be able to get her dogs back by making an application to the Department of Primary Industries and Fisheries (DPI&F) while the RSPCA Inspector knew full well that the DPI&F always forfeit all the animals seized as a standard procedure.

(l) Be ready with Poodle Club of Queensland members to come and put on a media spectacle clipping the Poodles. 

(m) Get the media involved and give them a damming story with damming pictures (including pictures from RSPCA archives). Defame Geraldine Robertson lying that the dogs were starving, packing and eating each other. Make a big issue and gain public support and sympathy for the actions of RSPCA. Get public donations for the lies “care of those poor malnourished poodles” told to the media.

(n) Deter Geraldine Robertson from Appealing to get her dogs back by sending her really nasty threatening scary letters. Make lots of abusing telephone calls to Geraldine Robertson. Have people go to her property and threaten and assault her.

(o) Cause Geraldine to suffer an injustice in the Courts if she should go to trial to get her dogs back. Sent emails to the Judges, Barristers, Lawyers and others demanding that Geraldine Robertson "never be allowed to own another animal".

(p) The intention was to cause Geraldine Robertson massive insult in all possible ways. Cause her fear and terror so she will be too afraid to Appeal to get her dogs back.

(q) The intention was always to steal all of Geraldine Robertson's dogs. The intention was always that dogs would never be returned to Geraldine Robertson

(r) Geraldine Robertson made the simple and easily made mistake of assuming RSPCA had some integrity and some honesty. They have no integrity and are totally criminally dishonest.

9. RSPCA LEGALLY IMPAIRED GERALDINE ROBERTSON

(a) RSPCA took full control of the evidence Geraldine Robertson would need to get her dogs back. RSPCA again raided Geraldine Robertson on the 22nd February 2008 to ambush her Appeal to DPI&F and take all her evidence from her. 

(b) The RSPCA Impersonators, Imagination Television camera crew took the “video evidence” that was never provided to Geraldine Robertson. In fact applications were made to the Court for this video and it was dishonestly kept from her. Dr Mellifont and Anthony Deane knew of this video evidence and hid it from the Court and the Appellant. 

(c) The RSPCA seized Geraldine Robertson's computer so she could no longer prepare her Appeal to the DPI for the return of her dogs. Nothing on this computer system was made available to the Court Hearing. 

(d) RSPCA took all her Legally privileged documents to find out in advance the nature of her Appeal and to remove them from her so she is legally debilitated. 

(e) RSPCA took Geraldine Robertson's Kennel records which had details of all the many (20) people who had been to her kennels in the previous two months and seen her kennels and boarded their dogs with her. These people could speak up for Geraldine Robertson. Without the records Geraldine Robertson would not have to contact details for getting witnesses to support her about the conditions of the kennels just previous to the very heavy rain. Geraldine Robertson verily believes that her witnesses and potential witnesses were contacted to deter them from giving evidence for her.

(f) Witnesses were contacted and told what to say – example Annette Barrell discussed above. Margaret Watt and John Dougal were both contacted by people from RSPCA with that improper purpose.

(g) RSPCA stole evidence of RSPCA cruelty to Geraldine Robertson’s dogs. They took the puppies Gerladine Robertson had kept in the freezer as proof that RSPCA killed them, trampled them to death, in the seizure. RSPCA took the dog with the broken neck to cover-up RSPCA cruelty to the animal.

(h) RSPCA stole  property, jewellery, cash, personal photos, letters causing Geraldine Robertson real fear and distress with RSPCA. 

(i) RSPCA Lawyers pretend to be able to give Geraldine Robertson her dogs back and run up a legal bill in the process of $80,000 for no gain to Geraldine Robertson. People with out money cannot win in courts. 

(j) The evidence that Geraldine Robertson could use to show her dogs were well fed, vaccinated and wormed, that they were cared for went missing and was not available to Geraldine Robertson in the Court Hearing.

(k) Losing the computer caused Geraldine Robertson lost access to the internet and Geraldine Robertson could no longer communicate with her solicitors efficiently. Geraldine Robertson had to use a slow old type writer in place of her computer to record evidence and provide solicitors with the details for her Appeal. 

(l) When RSPCA stole personal belongings and her valuables it caused her greater distress. The depression and fear this raid caused further impaired Geraldine Robertson in perusing her cause. 

(m) The kennel records contained the names, addresses and phone numbers of all the people who had been to Geraldine Robertson's kennels and put their dogs into her kennels in the previous years. In the Christmas and New Year period there were about twenty (20) people who boarded their dogs with Geraldine Robertson. When RSPCA stole these records they took Geraldine Robertson's witnesses to the condition of the kennels prior to seizure. The witnesses who were prepared to come forward for Geraldine Robertson were contacted by RSPCA and intimidated, some then refused to help Geraldine Robertson.

(n) This campaign of harassment was detailed in the Appellant's affidavit sworn 21st July 2008. Further support for a campaign of harassment was the RSPCA's determine to cause Geraldine Robertson to have no income from her business. Letter from Clayton Utz 29th February 2008- Not to conduct business. 

(o) Sue Graham Life Member of the Poodle Club, Standard Poodle Rescue Officer with Poodle Club of Qld has been circulating malicious and vicious emails to the public asking them to support their Save the Poodles Petition since 9 January 2008. This petition is still ongoing - see GR4 to this Appellant's affidavit sworn 21/7/08. Geraldine Robertson verily believes it has caused people to make complaints against her to the RSPCA and others and has caused people to be hostile towards her. It states "We the undersigned call on the Law Courts of Queensland to put a stop to the abuse, cruelty and neglect of the 100+ Poodles that were seized by RSPCA on Wednesday the 9th January 2008, by not allowing the owner - Mrs Geraldine Fooi Fong Robertson to retain ownership. We also petition that she never be allowed to own animals of any description again."  

(p) RSPCA used the Poodle Club of Queensland to pervert the course of Justice 

(q) Geraldine Robertson also had two firms of lawyers who would not accept and act on her instructions and whom she had to dismiss and then had to become self represented in her Appeal against the forfeiture and seizure of her dogs. That one of those firms made an application to the court for Geraldine Robertson to see a psychiatrist and have the Adult Guardian appointed to manage her affairs indicates how harmful this campaign was to the Geraldine Robertson.  See Exhibit GR3 to the Geraldine Robertson 's affidavit sworn 4th August 2008. 

(r) Sue Graham made false accusations that the poodles were packing and attacking each other. An impossibility as they were in their own kennels. This was stated on Channel 10 News. See GR5 to the Affidavit on the evidence (finding of fact) of the Appellant. This is also one of the invented lies that Tracey Jackson tried to get Annett Barrell to tell the Court.

(s) The receipts issued did not comply with the Act or the Spirit of the Act in particular to the nature and circumstances of the seizure - raid by RSPCA accompanied by an entourage of full complement of Television and News Media based on a foundless complaint whereby all 104 dogs present were seized, no dog seized was sick or injured. 

(t) That RSPCA stole personal records and property is confirmed by the Cross examination of Geraldine Robertson when Geraldine Robertson was asked about her income tax and about he maiden name and bank accounts in her maiden name. Geraldine Robertson was asked why she had not paid tax and done tax returns. This information could only have come from the taxation records RSPCA Inspectors stole during the raid on the 22nd February 2008. Her maiden name could only have come from transcripts that were stolen about an assault charge and false name which was discharged by the Judge as a malicious charge. The bank account questions could only have come from old bank account records RSPCA Inspectors also stole. 

(u) Numerous threats of "......more raids and charges pending to be made for the following 12 months after 9 January 2008 available under the Animal Care and Protection Act 2001" were told to Geraldine Robertson by Geraldine Robertson's lawyer Patrick Earl of Burnslaw as advised by Anthony Deane of Clayton Utz (RSPCA Lawyers). Geraldine Robertson's numerous requests for return of her computer hard drive and records necessary to lodge her Appeal to the DPI, which had a deadline, was ignored. 

(v) The computer hard drive and copies of some records were subsequently returned at the Court's orders on 2 July 2008. Geraldine Robertson's Appeal to DPI&F dateline although extended to 31 March 2008 was done without reference to her records nor information stored in my computer and documents seized on 22 February 2008.

(w) The DPI deliberately undermined Geraldine Robertson’s Appeal for the return of her dogs. Geraldine Robertson wrote lots of letters to the Minister for DPI detailing what RSPCA have done and summarising the situation. These letters were sent to RSPCA revealing to RSPCA how Geraldine is arguing that her dogs should be returned. 

(x) Geraldine Robertson Appeals to DPI for the return of her dogs. This Appeal is provided to RSPCA and they are asked for better information on which to base their forfeiture. Dr Anne Chester provides a better Affidavit and RSPCA improve their perjury. DPI then forfeited Geraldine Robertson's dogs, and on review the DPI again forfeits Geraldine Robertson's dogs. 

(y) DPI&F's Fiona Ferguson said from the witness box that DPI&F always forfeits seized animals to RSPCA.

(z) Conclusion: The Raid was for an improper purpose, a purpose other that the purpose stated on the warrant. The raid of the 22nd February was for the purpose of impairing Geraldine Robertson in her Appeal to have her dogs returned.

10. THE FABRICATED AND PERJURED EVIDENCE BY THE DPI & RSPCA.

(a) The Magistrate allowed RSPCA & DPI to perjure themselves and also said he would consider their evidence with every DPI and RSPCA witness. He allowed the following perjury to become facts in his court without questioning witnesses or allowing Geraldine Robertson to prove the provable perjury. Protests made by Geraldine Robertson were always allayed by Magistrate C.J. Strofield’s comment “he would consider their evidence when he makes his decision” 
(b) In order to justify the seizure the conditions the dogs were living in had to be covered in urine and faeces with a putrid smell. These conditions were achieved with perjury and fabricated evidence. The real evidence, the Imagination Television video footage, was not made available to Geraldine Robertson and the Court. Without the real evidence it is the credibility of RSPCA witnesses vs the Credibility of Geraldine Robertson. RSPCA witnesses say there was faeces and urine everywhere vs Geraldine Robertson saying there was not. BUT RSPCA did not know that DPI had given Geraldine Robertson the “entry” video, Court Exhibit 2. Having this entry video opened up possibilities for discrediting the RSPCA’s evidence for its perjury and fabrications.
(c) When witnesses tell lies they lose their credibility and their evidence should not be considered in the decision making process.
11. SHAYNE TOWERS-HAMMOND’S PERJURY AND FABRICATION OF EVIDENCE.

a.  Geraldine Robertson disputes all the “evidence” of this witness. 
b. The putrid smell at the entrance yard “As I entered through the front entrance doors I saw a number of what appeared to be poodle type dogs in 'penned' directly opposite the office at the main entrance. ……. The smell was such I could feel the burning sensation at the rear of my throat.” Para 4 Shayne Towers-Hammond's affidavit sworn 1st August 2008. Shayne Towers-Hammond may think it is impressive to have a smell burn the back of your throat but any normal person, when in an open area concrete court yard, knows this is just an embellishment on a lie. It is such an obvious lie that nothing more needs to be said about it.
c. From the same paragraph as above Shayne Towers-Hammond sworn “I could see their coats were heavily knotted and overgrown. These animals were in a filthy condition and were barking incessantly.” The entrance video (Court exhibit 2) and the photos of the court yard tell a different story. The dogs seen in these video and photos in this court yard do not meet the description of the dogs in Shayne Towers-Hammond's affidavit sworn 1st August 2008. All this conversation and video was recorded by Imagination Television and kept secret from the Court, the truth would be in those DVD’s if they can be obtained from Imagination Television.
d. From the same paragraph as above Shayne Towers-Hammond sworn “I saw that there was a considerable amount of animal excrement on the ground and there was discarded dog fur strewn throughout the 'pen'.” Poodles do not lose their wool, they have to be clipped. Unlike other kennels, Poodle kennels do not get dog fur strewn throughout the ‘pen’. It the dogs were Alsatians then this would be a plausible statement, but with poodles it is just another lie. 
e. In the Exit Video, Court Exhibit 24, Shayne Towers says while the camera is looking at the entrance yard in his voice over, “that it has since been cleaned up”. This means at the time the exit video was taken in Shayne Towers-Hammond’s opinion the yard was not of such a bad condition. 
f. The Entry Video, taken by Lawrence Stageman before Shayne Towers-Hammond arrived shows the yard in a similar condition as does the exit video. So the yard was not covered in faeces and urine as he has perjured. 
g. In Court exhibit 24, exit video, there are scraping noises added in the background. Another fabrication of evidence. Under the circumstances of having just had all her dogs taken it is unreasonable to even consider that Geraldine Robertson would have done any cleaning. She spent all day around and arguing with Lawrence Stageman.  All this conversation and video was recorded by Imagination Television and kept secret from the Court, the truth would be in those DVD’s if they can be obtained from Imagination Television.

h. In the Transcripts Page 31 line 2  Shayne Towers-Hammond tells Geraldine Robertson to her face that as he saw it in the exit video is not now it was because Geraldine Robertson had cleaned it.  Shayne Towers-Hammond & Geraldine Robertson from the transcripts:  

"You actually cleaned that, ma'am, when I was - when I was there." 
I actually cleaned it-----?-- Cleaned some of the area-----
-----there?-- Cleaned some of the area up. That's not how I originally saw it.
When - when did I clean it? How did you originally see it, or me clean it, which - whichever? How did you originally see it first?-- There were faeces around the area itself in that - that particular location, there were a number of dogs in that area also, and you were - you started to clean the area up whilst we were there.
And I started to clean it up when? I can't remember cleaning it?-- I saw you do it, ma'am. It was - as a matter of fact, if you go further on in the video you'll see you cleaning as well.
Actually clean that area?-- You're cleaning up in another area as well, ma'am.
I cleaned up in another area. You said that I clean up the faeces and the urine, how much was there, like-----?-- There was amounts of faeces throughout that whole area." 

i. Comparison of the exit video Court Exhibit 24 and the Entry video Court exhibit 2 shows that the above statement is a clear perjury. Geraldine Robertson just did not clean the Entrance yard. The entrance yard was as in the videos and photos, it was a clean concrete your wet with rain. All this conversation and video was recorded by Imagination Television and kept secret from the Court.

j. For the rain soaked entrance courtyard to be soaked in urine as described by Shayne Towers-Hammond, Lawrence Stageman, Katie Heaton and Fiona Gerguson 8 dogs would have to urinate 20litres of urine 40 times a day, this is just ridiculous. The heavy rain at the time was the culprit, not the dogs.

k. In paragraph 5 of Shayne Towers-Hammond Affidavit he said " As I entered the main office house area I immediately saw poodle type dogs caged in a number of wire type cages. The animals within these cages were standing on what I could see as urine soaked and faces encrusted built up newspaper. I did not see any bedding or food bowls for the animals, I saw that cages were stacked in between dust and dirt covered document files and office equipment. From the cob webs it appeared to me as this are had not been cleaned for an extended period. The smell in this office is was in my belief rancid. The dogs in the cages also had filthy coats which were certainly in need of care. The living conditions for them in my opinion were woeful." When compared to the photos and the circumstances this is just a big fat lie. These dogs had been quickly placed into the cages for their own protection from the RSPCA entourage just prior to entry by RSPCA. When Lawrence Stageman was saying he was going to kick the door in is the time when these dogs were being placed into those cages. The photos show they are still wet from the rain.

12. LAWRENCE STAGEMAN’S PERJURY AND FABRICATION OF EVIDENCE.

l. Geraldine Robertson disputes all the “evidence” of this witness. 

m. The intention was clearly to seize all of Geraldine Robertson’s dogs. With 4 Logan City Council dog-carrying vehicles and all the RSPCA dog carrying capacity available waiting the only purpose of having organised this capacity was the intention to seize all Geraldine Robertson’s dogs. The dog carrying capacity was enough for up to 50 dogs, all the dogs RSPCA thought Geraldine Robertson had on her property at the time.
n. Witness Lawrence Stageman Day 6 Page 79 line 55 of the transcripts:  

“In the middle?‑‑ At that point in time we were only going to take some of the really bad ones, and leave Geraldine with some of the good ones, but with an animal welfare direction. 

All right.  But at what point in time did you work out that there was more than 50 dogs?‑‑ Oh, when we went down the back and saw all those, and just had a - a quick observation that there was more animals in this area, that area‑‑‑‑“ 

o. They were going to take some of her dogs? Having organised enough dog carrying capacity for 50 dogs, the number they thought Geraldine had at the time??????? Can you really believe this??????? All this conversation was recorded by Imagination Television and kept secret from the Court.

p. In the Affidavit of Lawrence Stageman he said in Paragraph 6 " I then started to inspect the property. Just off to the left of the entrance I sighted a number of poodle dogs in an outside yard. It was lightly raining and I saw that there was a large amount of dog faeces all over the ground .• The dogs there had matted hair and were covered in the faeces on their coats. There was a strong smell coming from the dogs' coats." The photo of the yard to left of entrance area completely disputes this statement. These dogs do not look like they were covered in faeces. It shows an area of wet concrete with some dogs playing in the rain. 

q. When confronted with the photo and video he said he took, RSPCA Inspector Lawrence Stageman, in evidence said that the area had been cleaned. When his audio tape was examined the cleaning was totally absent. 

r. The Audio tape has lots of dogs barking at times inappropriate, times that evidence Geraldine Robertson wanted is behind the barking. When comparing this tape to the entrance video there is very different barking intensity. What is especially noticeable is that most of the tape recording was done outside the house in front of the house when the dogs were on the other side of the house a fair distance away. The barking in the tape is not consistent with the barking on the entry video and the entry video is taken inside the property. The Imagination Television video DVDs would be able to clarify these details but they were kept hidden from Geraldine Robertson.

s. Witness Lawrence Stageman Day 7 Pages 40, 41,41,43 go over the entrance yard in much detail. He said it was cleaned before he began taking his video. But examination of his audio tape shows this is impossible. The yard was clean from the very beginning. It was not covered in urine and faeces.

“APPLICANT:  Thank you.  Mr Stageman, in your affidavit dated 4th of August, you said six - paragraph 6, okay, "I then started to inspect the property.  Just off to the left of the entrance, I sighted a number of poodle dogs in an outside yard.  It was lightly raining and I saw that there was a large amount of dog faeces all over the ground.  The dogs there had matted hair and were covered in faeces on their coats.  There was a strong smell coming from the dogs' coats."  Now do we need to show the entrance again?  Would you like to see it again?‑‑ No, when I first went through there, there was a lot of faeces in there.  You started cleaning it up.  You headed in there with a shovel and started raking it all up.  

All right.  So I started cleaning it up?  And that was the first thing in the morning, about 10.35, I'd say about 11?‑‑ When I first entered into the property and when we were talking to you, you went in there with a shovel and started cleaning up, which is you know‑‑‑‑‑“

Examination of the audio tape taken by Lawrence Stageman shows that Geraldine Robertson was so involved arguing for her dogs to be checked out by a vet and microchipped – it was impossible to do cleaning. “The voice recording started at 10.35, okay?”

t. From the transcripts day 7, page 48, lines 1-40

BENCH:  Well Mrs Robertson, on that point, I'll have to take you to page six of the transcript which was handed up this morning.

APPLICANT:  Yes.

BENCH:  Now, someone there says, about a third of the way down, after the words in italics "very loud barking" so we can't hear words over the noise.  Someone says, "Go and get my video camera."
This shows that Geraldine Robertson had been arguing with Lawrence Stageman and did not and would have not done any cleaning as stated by Lawrence Stageman.

u. Day 7, Page 48 Line 30 to the end of the page has been deleted in the Transcripts. This is where argument was put that the cleaning would not and did not happen. The Courts are not honest.

v. RSPCA Inspector Stageman day 7 page 39 lines 36-50 

“BENCH:  What do you say about that?‑‑ No, it's - the smell that was coming from inside that house, your Honour, and the whole property - I've got a pretty strong stomach and I was even gagging.

APPLICANT:  Mr Stageman, I put it to you none of you were gagging, because if you were gagging I would be dead.  I live in that house the smell would have killed me?‑‑ Well it's a matter of what you're used to.

Yes, do I look like I'm a person that's used to that?‑‑ No.

Exactly.  Thank you.  Now, back to the‑‑‑‑‑“


There wasn’t a putrid smell in Geraldine Robertson’s house at all. All this conversation and video was recorded by Imagination Television and kept secret from the Court, the truth would be in those DVD’s if they can be obtained from Imagination Television.

w. In Paragraph 9 of Lawrence Stageman's Affidavit he states "I then moved into the lounge room area. Again the smell intensified. I saw that there were a number of other dirty cages on the floor with a number of small poodle puppies in them. I did see one of the cages appeared to have been cleaned, but the excrement and the filth had spilled out onto the floor of the room" This is clearly a lie, the puppies, ready for export, had just been placed into the cages for their protection from the RSPCA entourage. There was nothing wrong with these puppies, they were perfectly happy and healthy puppies.

13. KATIE HEATON PERJURY 

a. Geraldine Robertson disputes all the “evidence” of this witness. Katie Heaton said the same things as the previous two witnesses and His Honour looked on with admiration at her skillful lying. 

b. Katie Heaton transcript day 9, page 18 lines 20-30 at the entrance referring to the entrance area of wet concrete “"I reeled back from the impact of it on my face"; right?‑‑ That's correct.

So what does that mean - it is so overpowering and strong?‑‑ That's correct.

Well, how strong?‑‑ Strong enough to make me reel back.

Hmm.  Did you feel nauseous and sick?‑‑ Yes I did.”

c. Supported the previous witnesses and their story about the putrid smell, the wet concrete became a sludge of faeces and urine. The cleaning wasn’t mentioned by Katie Heaton. By now the Respondent must have been getting desperate so they had Katie Heaton point top the concrete and say it was a sludge of urine and faeces. His Honour, C. J. Strofield just looked on in admiration when it is so obvious from the photos that the wet concrete is just that, wet concrete. 

d. Geraldine Robertson became so concerned and disgusted at His Honour’s behaviour that she prepared an application that he resign because of his bias.

e. The transcripts day 9, page 20 lines 1-60. “

Okay; 9, "I sighted" - paragraph 9 now.  "I sighted to the left of me a concrete area that was completely covered in a sludge of faeces"?‑‑ Mmm-hmm.

What - what's - what do you mean by "a sludge of faeces"?  Now, you've provided some photos; where are the sludge of faeces in relation to the photographs you've taken?  How would‑‑‑‑‑?‑‑ You can actually see it.

Number?  Photograph number?‑‑ Number 3.

Number 3.  Oh, yes, the one with the puppy standing on the fence, sort of?‑‑ Mmm-hmm.

Two puppies.  Where was the sludge of faeces?‑‑ If you actually look at this entire area here...this is all made up of - of faeces that has just turned into like a sludge-like material, and you can also see it in this shed area here...

So it's all this area here...and the shed area?‑‑ That's right.

Andrew, please, could we have a video?  Oh, I think we might leave it till later.  Sorry.  Thank you.  So and then - where's the next one?  "Their hair was matted and they appeared to be depressed and lethargic, a number of poodle dogs that were wet and saturated in faeces."  Now, in the photos there's - that you took there's three puppies that is visual, and your statement, paragraph 9‑‑‑‑‑?‑‑ There's actually more than three.

Well - all right.  Which - well, we can see three quite clearly?‑‑ Four.

Yeah.  Okay, four.  Now, where - where - where - where would I see the - you point out the sludge of faeces.  Now, "the dogs were wet and saturated in faeces"?‑‑ Mmm-hmm.

Now, can you point out some faeces that the dogs were saturated in‑‑‑‑‑?‑‑ If‑‑‑‑‑

‑‑‑‑‑on the dogs and the puppies in the photo?‑‑ You only have to look at each of those dogs' legs.

Saturated?  Now, what does saturated imply to you?‑‑ Soaked.

Right; okay.  They're soaked in faeces.  Now, can you identify from - see the two or the three that we can see - forget about the fourth one.  Assuming the fourth one is saturated, in your terms, now which one is the - which one do you see that's - or all three are saturated - but where is the saturation of faeces?‑‑ On their legs, feet and tail, and from my best recall of the day it was also underneath them as well.

Your statement says, "The dogs were wet and saturated in faeces" - "soaked in faeces"?‑‑ Saturated and soaked, in my way that I think is exactly the same.
f. The perjury was so blatantly obvious and it was accepted by his honour C J Strofield as evidence without question. This was a disgusting display of BIAS by his honour. The photograph referred to is number 3 attached to Katie Heaton’s affidavit.

g. Super woman Katie Heaton was able to do in just one hour what would take a normal person at least six hours to do. Super Woman Katie Heaton said, according to her GPS in her car, she arrived at 12:35pm para 5 and left at 1:34pm and did ALL the following in 1 hour. This is just simply unbelievable. Katie Heaton’s evidence is just not plausible.

h. Katie Heaton said she parked about 50 metres up the road from the house.

Paragraph 5 Arrived at 12:34pm.

Paragraph 26 Assisted to collect and load 30 dogs from the kennels to the dog trailer compartments (104 dogs were seized and jammed into 24 TWENTY FOUR compartments). 

Paragraph 27 A number of times approached applicant – dragging dogs by front legs! (Geraldine Robertson has never dragged any dog by front legs or any leg.) Paragraph 28 – clothing soaked in dog urine and faeces, she had to change her clothes and her shoes.Paragraph 28 – large white worm (Stageman never said anything about this), she said she put this worm into a container in her car. She said she walked twice to the kennels and back, which is 330 metres from the front of the acreage ( total 1.320 kilometres ) and inspected the kennels with Lawrence Stageman and Shayne Towers-Hammond.Paragraph 29 Saw council vehicles leave

Paragraph 30 went down the 330 metres drive with car and trailer ( No vehicle went down the 330 metres drive that day as it was under water). She said she loaded 30 dogs, carefully carrying them from the kennels and speaking to each dog (largest dog weighs 30+ kilos), loading them into the trailers for transport to RSPCA Fairfield Shelter.

Paragraph 31 spent time instructing Geraldine Robertson to not drag dogs by their front legs.

Paragraph 32 She locked the doors of the trailer and spoke to Geraldine Robertson about "dragging" dogs by front legs (for the second time). 

Paragraph 33 puppies soaked in faces and urine – every one ( see dogs in house holding pens which were placed there by Geraldine Robertson when she saw the entourage of vehicles arrive)Paragraph 35 No dogs were overcrowded or vomiting. ( 104 dogs jammed into 24 compartments suitable to transport ONE dog in each compartment).

Paragraph 38 What document was completed? Left at 1:34pm. 

i. Katie Heaton also said what she did not see which is very unusual for witnesses to say these type of things in their affidavits. They only do this when there is an attempt to defeat dishonestly the Appellant. 

j. Katie Heaton said the dogs were not overcrowded or vomiting. Lawrence Stageman said the RSPCA used 1 x 8 dog trailers, 1 x 4 dog trailer and 4 x 1 dog cages a capacity for 24 dogs used to transport 104 dogs. This is clearly incorrect. The RSPCA 8 Dog Trailer 

k. In Paragraph 12 Katie Heaton said the puppies in the house were saturated with urine and faeces. She was unwilling to admit that the puppies were wet from the rain and that there was no faeces or urine even after the Court Exhibits videos were shown to her! .

l. The worm story / lie was irrelevant and did nothing to advance the RSPCA case, it was not investigated by Vets and nothing was done to follow this up.

14. THE OTHER PERJURED EVIDENCE LED BY VARIOUS WITNESSES INCLUDED:-

a. Heavy rain washed debris from the fallen embankment clearly identifiable in the film became a sludge of faeces and urine with a putrid smell. Three days of very heavy rain had washed talc like dirt, dead grass, leaf litter, stones and other material into a pile onto the drainways of the holding pens located at the residence. Any urine would have all been diluted and washed away by the heavy rain. Stagnant urine was an impossibility. Fresh faeces, if not cleaned up, in such heavy rain would also have been broken up, diluted and washed away. Only wet dense material would remain under these circumstances, material like stones, mud and soaked grass and leaf litter. Two kennels had already been cleaned and the debris bagged ready for disposal when the water levels in the septic tanks would have receded and those used dry food recycled bags are clearly visible in the video. Most of the dogs had been moved to the house holding pens and the rest contained in 6 out of 20 kennels would have been moved later that day.

b. Most of the puppies playing in the on the wet concrete courtyard had just been put into cages for their protection from the entourage of some 30 people which was seen arriving through the glass doors - RSPCA inspectors, Council employees, RSPCA impersonators (Imagination Television camera crew), newspapers and television personnel, some 30 plus people.  These wet puppies became soaked in urine, the floor of the cages being fresh paper that became wet from the wet puppies was lied as being a sludge of faeces and urine. There was no  putrid stench as claimed by all the alleged witnesses at the Court as most of them, Katie Heaton, Steve Barrand etc..were not even present at seizure.

c. It had been common knowledge amongst all Australian poodle breeders that NEIGER POODLES were famous, amongst other things, for their inherent sweet natures and also Geraldine Robertson’s poodles ate better quality food than a lot of humans – their diet included fresh human food quality beef, lamb and chicken.  Penelope Kirk said Geraldine Robertson’s “dogs were packing and eating each other” among other things. This same comment was made to Geraldine Robertson by Penny Kirk’s Vet Nurse allegedly told to the Nurse by Sue Graham in 1995/6. This was the evidence Tracey Jackson tried to get Annette Barrell to give and which raised issues in the Court in relation to intimidating witnesses. That Geraldine Robertson’s dogs were kenneled and were thus unable to pack puts a lie to the evidence of Penelope Kirk. The last time Geraldine Robertson used Penelope Kirk, “a dirty vet” as told to Geraldine Robertson by her own Vet Nurse and client/friend Sue Graham, whose part time Vet employee did brought Parvovirus, which killed some thirty of Geraldine Robertson’s puppies at that time, to her property, was more than ten years earlier. This evidence should not have been allowed.

d. Jean Wadner gave evidence about kennel management. Jean Wadner had previously told Geraldine Robertson some 10 + years ago, she had declared herself a bankrupt when she owed Geraldine Robertson many thousands of dollars for cash and dogs she bought but did not pay for and when her cheques for payments for dogs and puppies bounced and had gone into “hiding” undisclosed address after the redevelopment of the Kennels she inherited became a nightmare as the developer whom she had given her power of attorney to was cheating her and she was heavily indebted. In Court, she denied having been a self declared bankrupt. Her evidence was irrelevant as Geraldine Robertson was running a breeding kennel with dogs trained to have periods where they were allowed out of their properly double secured kennels for semi supervised exercise. During these periods the dogs would do their toiletry around the fences boundary areas on the property, as dogs normally do. The kennels were easy to keep clean and there were never many faeces to be cleaned up. Geraldine Robertson did not have the fear that the dogs would escape as would happen in a boarding kennel. Geraldine Robertson’s kennels were large, roomy and were her dog’s home.

e. Another perjury was that the puppies wet paws had become urine burnt paws which was an impossibility, 

f. Dust also became broken up dried faeces, the lies just continued.

g. Long coats and felting of poodles, something that happens to poodles when they had long wool, wet from their love of playing in water became harmful to them. There are video footage of these dogs looking somewhat unsightly, but they demonstrate by their behaviours that they were happy healthy dogs, In 50 years of owning poodles, Geraldine Robertson did not on any occasion had skin problems with any of her poodles. 

h. RSPCA Veterinary records were designed to prove that Geraldine Robertson neglected her dogs when all but two entries were weeks and months following seizure when all the dogs became ill and sick with various problems, bitten by other dogs, massive weight losses, badly infected ears, eyes, etc…and RSPCA tried to blame all RSPCA neglect on Geraldine Robertson. The RSPCA Veterinarian Dr Anne Chester’s evidence was totally unsupported by the Veterinarian Records, which, she said the Records were an accurate record of all the treatments Geraldine Robertson’s dogs received. Dr Victoria Lomax also said the same.

i. An old standard poodle named Simba requiring pain medication suffering from clipper burns caused by RSPCA organised and supervised clipping became "neglected" by Geraldine Robertson. This oldie eventually had to be euthanased due to RSPCA incorrect treatment AND neglect. RSPCA TORTURED AND MURDERED my Simba. This old poodle together with the other oldies seized was kept by RSPCA in small pens in their “kennel” which were mostly internally subdivided shipping containers with an air vent mounted on top of the steel container, no windows, and this is a CRUEL method to keep any live thing. The painkillers caused the constipation.

j. A visit to RSPCA kennels revealed my old Standard poodle “Flirt” seized on 22 February 2008 was housed in a pen with pitbull crosses. FLIRT appeared terrified. Flirt was 13 years old and a quiet, peaceful girl all her life with me since she came home as an 8 weeks old puppy.

k. A dog RSPCA called Ned (Geraldine Robertson's Jack) shown in a video at the RSPCA Fairfield Shelter on arrival a happy bouncy dog with clean, dry somewhat matted wool coat, the NEXT DAY was depressed, hang dog appearance, damp and had maggots committing suicide by crawling through the wet wool without a food source stated by RSPCA veterinarians as being caused by Geraldine Robertson's "neglect". This was another obvious fabrication of evidence. The complete film footages not provided to the Court, taken by the RSPCA Impersonators, Imagination Television would have shown a more correct picture of these events.

l. Three healthy puppies, not yet weaned, shown in a video in Geraldine Robertson’s laundry adjoining the 3 metre extended roof back porch at seizure as happily playing together and barking were dead three weeks later, killed by RSPCA neglect and the RSPCA Veterinarians said they died from complications caused by hookworm when the puppies had been treated by Geraldine Robertson and by RSPCA staff on arrival at the Fairfield Shelter for hookworm and other parasites. By the time these dogs were taken for autopsy they were too decomposed for a proper conclusion as to the cause of death to have be made. These puppies died three weeks after seizure. Normal care by RSPCA would have avoided these deaths.

m. RSPCA veterinarians said many dogs had health problems caused by Geraldine Robertson when their almost 100% accurate veterinary records as sworn by ALL Veterinarians in Court show a totally different story, 

n. A dog called Sandy required many pages of veterinarian care for an ear infection weeks and months after seizure and the RSPCA veterinarians said this was caused by Geraldine Robertson's "neglect". 

o. An old dog called Simba was surgically clipped by RSPCA (clipped to the skin) and later died from pneumonia and the RSPCA was accepted as having acted properly towards this dog. See (i) above

p. No dogs were harmed in transport when in fact 104 dogs were packed into two (2) dog trailers, one for 8 dogs and the other for 4 dogs and 2 Shire Council vehicles, with 2 cages in 2 vehicles according to Lawrence Stageman’s evidence OR Shire Council John Lyons’ evidence was 4 vehicles with seven (7) cages and no dog trailers supplied by the Shire and RSPCA supplied one dog trailer used to transport the dogs to the Fairfield Shelter. RSPCA Lawrence Stageman indicated he thought Geraldine Robertson had about 50 dogs in his evidence in the box. The transport was organised for a capacity capable of just transporting those 50 dogs. Which would have had been too overcrowded anyway. When they had 104 dogs they had to over crowd the dogs into the cages. RSPCA Inspector was the one who took out the Warrant and the one who lead the entourage on 9 January 2008.

q. No dogs were vomiting from their treatment by RSPCA. RSPCA Court Exhibit XX showed an RSPCA shirt with vomit on it. That this was said in evidence indicates an effort on the part of RSPCA to fabricate a case against Geraldine Robertson. Witnesses do not normally say what they did not see, unless of course, they were prompted to do so.

r. Steven Barrand had a conversation with Police Officers (half an hour after the Police Officers left the Buccan Road premises) while he was walking with them to inspect the kennels. (An impossibility) 

s. Steven Barrand waited beside locked doors to the Appellant’s kennels when these doors were never locked but the gate located some 5 metres away from the kennels into the Kennel Enclosure was locked and Geraldine Robertson had gone to get the keys to open these gates. (another impossibility). This witness was not there at the seizure as stated by Geraldine Robertson. If he were there he would not have made such major mistakes in his evidence.

15. CONCLUSION 

t. FOR THE REST LOOK AT www.petmafia.com.au. The analysis also includes links to transcripts, affidavits and video evidence. In other words all RSPCA and Appellant relevant supplied evidence. Leave a message in the blog in www.petmafia.com.au if you wish any more factual evidence.
u. The only proper decision is that all Geraldine Robertson’s dogs be returned to her and in the alternative, because they cannot be as they were mostly disposed of shortly after seizure, Geraldine Robertson be paid their replaceable value which is really irreplaceable in real terms.

v. The conduct of RSPCA be investigated and those who have committed crimes MUST be prosecuted for their crimes to enforce the laws of our Country and to prevent any such disgusting behaviours happening in our Country again.

w. A problem exists with a private body, RSPCA administering an Act of Parliament without supervision and policing. The Parliament must be recommended to cease passing these types of Acts in the interest and safety of all Australians and to maintain integrity in Governments of our great Country. 

x. The pet and animal management should be sent back to the local shire councils for them to manage with adequate supervised funding and policing.

y. RSPCA be charged with perverting the course of justice.

z. The RSPCA be ordered to pay Geraldine Robertson costs including the $80,000 spent on lawyers before the Appeal even got started. 
Signed ____________________________  Date 8th January 2009

Geraldine Robertson, Appellant
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