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	NOTICE TO [ROLE OF PARTY]


UNIFORM CIVIL PROCEDURE RULES 2005 - REG 17.3 

Notice to admit facts 

17.3 Notice to admit facts 

(cf SCR Part 18, rule 2; DCR Part 15, rule 2; LCR Part 14, rule 2) 

(1) The requesting party may, by a notice served on the admitting party ( 
"the requesting party's notice" ), require the admitting party to admit, for the purposes of the proceedings only, the facts specified in the notice. 

(2) If, as to any fact specified in the requesting party's notice, the admitting party does not, within 14 days after service on the admitting party of the requesting party's notice, serve on the requesting party a notice disputing that fact, that fact is, for the purposes of the proceedings only, taken to have been admitted by the admitting party in favour of the requesting party only. 

(3) The admitting party may, with the leave of the court, withdraw any such admission. 

UNIFORM CIVIL PROCEDURE RULES 2005 - REG 17.7 

Judgment on admissions 

17.7 Judgment on admissions 

(cf SCR Part 18, rule 3; DCR Part 15, rule 3; LCR Part 14, rule 5) 

(1) If admissions are made by a party, whether by his or her pleadings or otherwise, the court may, on the application of any other party, give any judgment or make any order to which the other party is entitled on the admissions. 

(2) The court may exercise its powers under this rule even if the other questions in the proceedings have not been determined. 

The requesting party required you to admit the following facts, the first three of which you admitted on November 20th, 2021, and all eight of which you thence ensuingly admitted on December 10th per the above secion 17.3.2 rule. 

Further section 17.3.2 elaborations follow for further considered consequent confirmatory admissions pursuent to your section 17.3.2’s of December 10th:

NOTICE:
Invoked UCPR Section 17.3 Requests to Admit and Section 17.7 Judgment upon Admissions Rules
UNIFORM CIVIL PROCEDURE RULES 2005 - REG 17.3 
Notice to admit facts  
17.3 Notice to admit facts 
(cf SCR Part 18, rule 2; DCR Part 15, rule 2; LCR Part 14, rule 2) 
(1) The requesting party may, by a notice served on the admitting party ("the requesting party's notice"), require the admitting party to admit, for the purposes of these proceedings only, the facts specified in the notice. 
(2) If, as to any fact specified in the requesting party's notice, the admitting party does not, within 14 days after service on the admitting party of the requesting party's notice, serve on the requesting party a notice disputing that fact, that fact is, for the purposes of these proceedings only, taken to have been admitted by the admitting party in favour of the requesting party only. 
(3) The admitting party may, with the leave of the court, withdraw any such admission. 
UNIFORM CIVIL PROCEDURE RULES 2005 - REG 17.7 
Judgment on admissions 
17.7 Judgment on admissions 
(cf SCR Part 18, rule 3; DCR Part 15, rule 3; LCR Part 14, rule 5) 
(1) If admissions are made by a party, whether by his or her pleadings or otherwise, the court may, on the application of any other party, give any judgment or make any order to which the other party is entitled on the admissions. 
(2) The court may exercise its powers under this rule even if the other questions in the proceedings have not been determined. 
1 [list facts in numbered paragraphs]
1a) Do you admit or agree that it is the case, is it not, that as claimed in these now well underway permissible public domain civil proceedings, the following facts are so: that to publicly espouse alleged global warming and alleged climate change to people in Australia without resoundingly rebutting my exhaustive watershed study, whilst actively concealing its unchallenged findings, is the gaining of a benefit by deception and a hoodwink upon the public for financial gain and advantage, so as to cause damage and financial loss to, and deception of, others, or at the least, nuisance.
Admitted.
Yes, in the light of your study which, despite our most earnest efforts, we could not refute and cannot rebut, any further promotion on our part of global warming, and its derivative, the consequentially immeasurable, vague and evanescent notion of climate change, in Australia is a deception and fraud upon all the inhabitants of Australia and all those who promote it there are criminals, thieves and con artists, so say I Greta Thunberg. 
1b) If you do not admit or agree, then why do you not admit or agree?
1c) If it is not the case, then why is it not the case?
1d) If it is not the case, then how is it not the case?
1e) Who told you it is not so and what is their affidavit experience?
2a) Do you admit or agree that it is the case, is it not, that as claimed in these now well underway permissible public domain civil proceedings, the following facts are so: that global warming is not in evidence, as it is portrayed, in Australia and advancement of such notions, in the absence of also advising people as to unrefuted conclusions of my unrebutted exhaustive in-depth study above, are admittedly fraudulent and subject to disciplinary and corrective action and public excoriation.
Admitted.
Global warming in Australia is not in evidence and promotion of it is fraudulent and disciplinary and corrective action and a public apology is warranted. 
2b) If you do not admit or agree, then why do you not admit or agree?
2c) If it is not the case, then why is it not the case?
2d) If it is not the case, then how is it not the case?
2e) Who told you it is not so and what is their affidavit experience?
3a) Do you admit or agree that it is the case, is it not, that as claimed in these now well underway permissible civil public domain civil proceedings, the following facts are so: that hence, unless the NSW Minister / BCB group even-handedly also advises as to the results of my study he / it should cease and desist / it should disband as he / it is leading unsuspecting, credulous and vulnerable people into being deceived and in danger of suffering loss.
Admitted. 
That, as the said NSW Minister of Parliament and Treasurer, Matt Kean, and the Burwood Climate Action group and Ms Fiona Martin, Federal Member for Reid, all previously admitted under section 17.3 of the Uniform Civil Procedure Rules, the UCPR, on October 20th this year and thence confirmed on November 8th, that based upon the findings and conclusions of the comprehensive GW-ASN study above, there is no evidence or argument for global warming in Australia, they should desist from asserting there to be any and the BCB group disband and along with the Ministers, stop asserting there to be global warming and misleading parliament, or stand down for that very reason, and to the people of NSW whom Mr Kean should admit that according to my unrebutted study there is no global warming in Australia under section 17.3 of the UCPR.  
3b) If you do not admit or agree, then why do you not admit or agree?
3c) If it is not the case, then why is it not the case?
3d) If it is not the case, then how is it not the case?
3e) Who told you it is not so and what is their affidavit experience?
4a) Do you admit or agree that it is the case, is it not, that as claimed in these now well underway permissible civil public domain civil proceedings, the following facts are so: that it is essential that this exact same study be replicated in as many other countries as possible, analyzing their Bureaux of Meteorology observation data that we may know whether there is any evidence of global warming to be found in other countries or whether they are like Australia, with no arguable or credible evidence of global warming when the same charts are done, as until such time that all the various respective exact same studies are published on the internet it is appropriate due process that there should be a pause in all so-called climate change advocacy activities worldwide until the said studies are completed, comparatively collated and published, as to do otherwise is an overreaching contempt of court as the forum of the appropriate courts is the venue in which this matter belongs and can be settled - now that probative concrete evidence in now at hand and due process has been determined. 
Admitted.
In the interests of absolute honesty and being forthcoming, the exact same analytical study should definitely be carried out in as many countries as possible so that we at last know whether there is any climactic evidence of global warming that can be determined from analysis of Bureaux of Meteorology records in many other countries as until such time as the studies are done it is downright dishonest and treacherous to advance arguments for global warming when Australia has found there to be none in your entire continent meaning Australia is welcome to do something else with the money they would have needlessly paid which redounds greatly to the nation’s assured future prosperity advantageously over all other countries who have not done their research. 
4b) If you do not admit or agree, then why do you not admit or agree?
4c) If it is not the case, then why is it not the case?
4d) If it is not the case, then how is it not the case?
4e) Who told you it is not so and what is their affidavit experience?
5a) Do you admit or agree that it is the case, is it not, that as claimed in these now well underway permissible civil public domain civil proceedings, the following facts are so: that it can be seen that: 

- on any day there is an increase of well over 2 degrees from the minimum to the maximum of the day and that often this increase can be 10 or 15 degrees of warming each day, having no significant deleterious effect on climate, but being part and parcel of climate, 

- and about 1.5 degrees from year to year on the annual average maximums and about 1 degree from year to year on the annual average minimums,
- and it can be seen from the data that an increase of about 1.5 degree from one year to the next, or 2.5 (maximums) degrees over the over 65 years from 1955 to 2020, and 1.5 (minimums) over 110 years from 1905 to 2015 which has had no significant impact on climate change anywhere, as far as Australia goes. (The 2019 bushfires at the end of the year did not correlate to the 2019 hottest months of that year which were at the beginning of the year).
Admitted
Yes, it can be seen that an increase of 2 or more degrees on any day or an increase over decades of an average of 2 degrees on average, as is common from past chart history, has no effect on climate and that all such climate change arguments of an increase of 2 degrees over 50 years is all garbage meant to take in only the most stupid, gullible and credulous of unthinking people. We regard such people as total idiots and so dish up this shit to fool them and they lap it up because they have no brains to see from each day’s weather reports that what we say is all shit. Haven’t they seen that the temperature rises about 10 degrees every day so talking about a 2 degree rise in 100 years is utter bullshit and everyone knows it.    
5b) If you do not admit or agree, then why do you not admit or agree?
5c) If it is not the case, then why is it not the case?
5d) If it is not the case, then how is it not the case?
5e) Who told you it is not so and what is their affidavit experience?
6a) Do you admit or agree that it is the case, is it not, that as claimed in these now well underway permissible civil public domain civil proceedings, the following facts are so: that it can also be seen that it is not unusual for there to be a 

- zero degree increase in maximums of maximums over 120 years and a 

- zero degree increase in minimums of maximums over 140 years and a 

- zero degree increase in minimums of maximums over 135 years and a 

- zero degree increase in minimums of minimums over 130 years 
Admitted.
Global warming is again evidently not happening in Australia so, Glasgowwise, Pariswise and Kyotowise, Australia is in the very happy position of being out of the picture and so does not have to agree to any global warming edicts. The same may well be true for a number of other countries if they do their research. My admissions in this regard constitute my 2021 Christmas present today to far distant antipodean Australia as you are no longer involved and no longer need to take into account disadvantageous inapplicable global warming / climate change considerations when considering your financial obligations. For officials to purport otherwise and exact moneys when there is no liability would be fraud and the lining of their own pockets, you can take it from me as I am telling you so under section 17.3.  
6b) If you do not admit or agree, then why do you not admit or agree?
6c) If it is not the case, then why is it not the case?
6d) If it is not the case, then how is it not the case?
6e) Who told you it is not so and what is their affidavit experience?
7a) Do you admit or agree that it is the case, is it not, that as claimed in these now well underway permissible civil public domain civil proceedings, the following facts are so: that at the moment, if the continent of Australia is viewed as being typical, when all is said and done, with no global warming in evidence, then, by extension, it is likely that, if the study is painstakingly done, the default situation is that there is no global warming to speak of in any other country either and the study would have to be done in a preponderance in other countries to show that Australia is not typical.
Admitted.
If Australia is typical then, since the above unrebutted and irrefutable study shows there is no global warming in evidence in Australia, and if Australia assumedly is typical, then it is likely that if the exact same study were to be done in as many other countries as possible and not able to be rebutted, then there is no global warming anywhere in evidence based on Bureaux of Meteorology figures similarly analyzed anywhere else in the world. We should wait till other such studies are completed, as you have set the benchmark.   
7b) If you do not admit or agree, then why do you not admit or agree?
7c) If it is not the case, then why is it not the case?
7d) If it is not the case, then how is it not the case?
7e) Who told you it is not so and what is their affidavit experience?
8a) Do you admit or agree that it is the case, is it not, that as claimed in these now well underway permissible civil public domain civil proceedings, the following facts are so: that my impressive scientific analysis and collation of the Australian Bureau of Meteorology data, proves, beyond reasonable doubt and hands down, that there is no evidence of global warming to any apparent degree in Australia and so I am meritorious of appointment here in Australia as final unchallenged and unimpugned section 17.3 authority of any national global warming contentions?  
Admitted 
You are worthy and meritorious of being the section 17.3 authority on the lack of global warming there in Australia as you have done the unrebuttable and irrefutable above research study and we have not been able to rebut the findings, despite having had six whole weeks to do so. Hence I, Greta Thunberg, am happy to appoint you as the section 17 global warming authority on such climate change issues there in Australia. 
8b) If you do not admit or agree, then why do you not admit or agree?
8c) If it is not the case, then why is it not the case?
8d) If it is not the case, then how is it not the case?
8e) Who told you it is not so and what is their affidavit experience?
E. & O. E.
Any rule not complied with be dispensed with. 
Dr David Murphy
Researcher and Law Therapist
The Requesting Party requires you to admit the authenticity of the following document:

1 My Global Warming – Australia Says No study at scwl.org/gwasn.html
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	HOW TO RESPOND


If you do not, within 14 days after service of this notice on you, serve a notice on the party requiring admission and in this case confirmation disputing any fact (and the authenticity of any document) in this notice, that fact (and the authenticity of that document) will, for the purpose of these proceedings, be admitted and confirmed by you in favour of the party requiring admission.


