To whom it May Concern 





COMPLAINT AGAINST THE PRESIDENT OF THE ANTI DISCRIMINATION BOARD MR. CHRIS PUPLICK





I understand that I cannot follow the ‘normal course of action’: to lodge complain against President of the ADB to the President of ADB. For that reason I will submit this allegation directly to ADT.





Please find enclosed official complain against the President of The Anti Discrimination Board Mr. Chris Puplick. The allegation I support with the evidence submitted in the form of an attachment that will follow this email.





My allegation is as follows:





In the year 2000 I have lodged a formal complain to the ADB, Ms Kay Jackson,       


the conciliation officer at the Newcastle Office. Ms Jackson, (what I believe to 


be the case) conflict of interest resulted in the 1st complain submitted to Mr. Puplick, who replied to my email reassuring me that I do not have any grounds to make complains against Ms Jackson. I was left in the care of Ms Jackson further and her unprofessional approach has continued. I made the second complain to President Mr. Puplick with unbeatable evidence.





As my substantiation was clear and supported with the strong evidence Mr. Puplick sent me a letter of apology. My case was moved from the Newcastle office to the Wollongong office with the caseworker Ms Connie Santiago. After Ms Jackson unprofessionalism, Ms Santiago was relief to me, answering the basic questions such as: what was the number of my case file, answering promptly to my emails and responding to my phone calls in a highly professional manner. All that time I was under the stress created by the University’s extremely abusive approach that affected my family and my health to the great extent. 





On top of all the concerns I had to deal with was the information pass to me that Ms Jackson continued to discuss my issues, and me, after she was removed from my case. I understood this act as the Breach of the Confidentiality. I was under the impression that further complains to Mr. Puplick will not make any difference to Ms Jackson, so I had lodge an official complains to NSW Ombudsman Mr. Barbour. I did not ask in my letter of complain for any financial compensation or anything else. I was hoping that the Ombudsman office will contact Ms Jackson and let her know that I have lodged complains. I thought that Ms Jackson’ will understand my ‘act’ and will stop discussing me publicly. 





From the moment I have lodged complains to NSW Ombudsman Mr. Barbour, I believe and can prove that the attitude and particularly approach of the President of the ADB Mr. Chris Puplick has changed. Ms Connie Santiago suddenly came up with the Bonnela Decision that in any way should not affect my case. All my effort to discuss this with Ms Santiago was the waist of time. I have tried to contact Mr. Puplick to ask him for an advice however my emails to him were returned with RECIPIENT UNKNOWN. Ms Santiago’s approach - from professional and based on trust went to another extreme and her emails to me became distrustful and sarcastic. It appears to me that she wished me to make complain against her and in the same time in discussion with her over the phone she was advising me that:” When you complain against everyone Vesna, it just goes against you. You are intelligent women, you should sit and think about this”.





My family tension caused by the University abuse that I went through and Mr. Puplick’s ignorance and neglect had an enormous impact on my family and my marriage. Above all I firmly believe that my two daughters - the most innocent in all - suffered the most. The consequences of Mr. Puplick’s behavior destroyed the health of my younger daughter Isabel, and ended my marriage. I felt that there was no hope and many, many times I felt highly suicidal. I believe that Mr. Puplick abused his powerful position and betrayed my trust in him. 





The last attempt to move my case from ADB to ADT was my letter to Ms Magee Smith in ADB, the email that -when I read now- is the shameless act I have ever did in my whole life. I had to lye, plead and bag Mr. Puplick to send my ‘case’ to the Tribunal. I felt at the lowest in my life in an effort to please him, make him feel sorry for me – anything… just to convince him to send my case to the Tribunal and to finish all of this. For the first time in my adult life I was afraid. I was afraid of Mr. Puplick’s ignorance that in return caused enormous strain on my family life and my two children that I am highly protective about. 





When finally my case-thanks to the complaining officer in ADB- went to the Tribunal in the year 2003 I wrote a letter to Mr. Puplick (again over Ms Smyth and complaining officer, the two people I knew that would pass it to him). Not long after that I have received the copy of my case that was submitted to the Tribunal including the letter signed by Mr. Puplick. 





After examining and discussing with my colleagues I am of the firm belief that Mr. Puplick was protecting Ms Leanne Flynn and Ms Kate Baker all along – for the reasons I cannot understand. Ms Leanne Flynn is the lecturer responsible for all what had happened to me. She is individual highly abusive, who does not work in the University anymore. Yet Mr. Puplick did not mention her name even once. Ms Kate Baker, the lecturer from social work department and the Field educator at Gosford placement, who was treated me with an unspeakable and discriminatory manner, again was not mentioned in Mr. Puplick’s letter submitted to ADT. 





The case prepared and submitted to the Tribunal is the case that confuses more than helps. Some documents are copied and submitted two or three times. The crucial documents related to the victimisation are removed. When one consider that it went through the hands of the two case officers and for the three years were available to the ADB it is unlikely that it is just matter of coincidence. It’s clear that my case against the University of Newcastle as a result of this, lost in strength.  I also see this as an excellent opportunity for the University to use this against me.  





All this time I was too preoccupied to think about the role of President of ADB Mr. Puplick and his involvement in this case. As I was trying to keep my family together, defending myself from University attacks in the form of defamatory statements, delays of my Grievance Investigations and at times waiting for 6 months for University to reply to my email request I did not have time to sit and think about Mr. Puplick, his actions, ‘involvement’ and what appear to be ‘his help and friendly advises’. On top of all I am trauma victim with all what that’s mean and I believe all of you know how that affects individual.





To have concerns about the President of ADB was overwhelming for me, as for me he is simply too powerful and frightening to think as someone against me. When I have received the copy of the letter sent to Tribunal and my case submitted to ADT, I went over my correspondence with him, his staff; Kay and Connie (over the meeting arranged by Kay Jackson between me and the Uni that never took the place) and it’s clear to me, now, that Mr. Puplick was all along involved in this process of removing me from the University permanently. He also was trying me to give-up this case and vanish.  I believe that Kay Jackson and Connie Santiago were just “the tools” in his hands and were acting under his instructions. I believe and can prove that all those years that my case is in ADB - he was the one who was protecting the University: Leanne Flynn and Kate Baker.





My family and I somehow had survived University unprofessionalism however Mr. Puplick’s ignorance we did not. I see Mr. Puplick as solely responsible for my family devastation. 





It is clear that my husband and I, together with our two children, were sacrificed for the welfare of the Department of social work.





I wish more than anything to request from Mr. Puplick TO PAY for what he did to my older daughter Katarina 17. I wish to ask Mr. Puplick to pay for what he did to my husband as our marriage ended in divorce directly caused by Mr. Puplick ignorance. Goran and Katarina do not wish to have anything with me in their fear of University revenge. Two of them turn to each other for emotional support and my family split in half. They do not wish to have any involvement in this, so I cannot speak for them. 





1 However I do care an am in charge of my younger daughter. On the basis of the argument above, I am seeking appropriate financial relief for the damages that my younger daughter Isabel, age 10, went through - as a direct consequence of Mr. Puplick’s actions (passivity). I am seeking financial compensation in her name.  I ask Mr. Puplick and I request from Mr. Puplick to put into financial terms my daughter trauma and suffering.





2 I am seeking appropriate financial compensation for the disastrous effect on my health, for the humiliation I was subject too, for the victimisation and the time that my case was delayed in the ADB (3 years) – for the reason that only Mr. Puplick can explain. I ask the Tribunal to request from the President of the ADB to put into financial terms those three destroyed years of my life. 





I am awaiting appropriate response from the Tribunal in appropriate time frame. 





- Copy of this document and an attachment included is directly sent to the Anti Discrimination Board staff member Ms Magee Smyth. 


- Attachment with the detailed supporting documents/evidence to support my allegation will be sent to the Tribunal on request.





Thank you in advance, 





Vesna
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ENGLISH IS MY SECOND LANGUAGE








Ms Vesna Simundic


Vesnasmail@GdayMate.com.au Ph 0404876930











