Voice to parliament call
too vague to support

the court will have 5 mapor say
i e it of the Voice

This s undesirable for e
reasons the first is that it wonld
embroil the court in debetes that
are, in sssence pofitical The
serreel ressnn concerns the
Conrt's revens propensiy for
udficial crestinity on Lhe submect
of Indigenous silsirs

In a 2020 case known 2= Love
& Thoms:, the High Comrt
punched 3 hole in the Soctrine of
ity before the lw in onder
o preven fonezn crimensls with
Aborizinal ancestry frm being

people” This wonlkd nol restrict
the ¥okre to-soch 2 role. Hithars
fused beens aen imtemation ko dao so.
the serond sentence wonkd have
incimded one meore word making
il desrthat the Voice may “onhy™
ks represeniEiom:.

That wes nokt done

The uncerizmty does mot eml
ﬂluzﬂ"hi_en:l!j
“matters refting 10" Aborizmal
and Torres Strait ldander
people? Dioes that exiend o
mupttars that 3ffs everyone?

I the povernment ntemdad o
confine the Vosce o Indisenons
i, & wookd have resinicied i

n prosvidinT representstions oo
mumm

Pubishing



