Downloaded from: justpaste.it/cwijlf

0 HOHO846_OP1700_MPSHMG FULL LIEN

HOHO846 HOH—RISHI SUNAK MP PRIME MINISTER and FIRST LORD of HM TREASURY
—HOHO846

6
MATERIAL EVIDENCE


https://justpaste.it/cwjlf

Correspondence & Enquiry Unit

1 Horse Guards Road

London

HM Treasury SW1A 2HO

www.gov.uk/hm-treasury

Yvonne Hobbs
By email

18 December 2023
Our reference: TO2023/19943

Dear Yvonne Hobbs,

Thank you for your correspondence dated 19 November to the Lord Chancellor and
Secretary of State for Justice. Your letter has been passed to the Treasury. As it is not
practical for ministers to respond personally to all the correspondence they receive, | have
been asked to reply.

We understand this is an attempt to pay bills using a National Insurance Number or Birth
Certificate.

HM Treasury do not hold accounts under birth certificates. The registration of a birth under
the provisions of the Births and Deaths Registration Act 1953 is simply a recording of the
event (that is, the birth) that took place, and does not involve the creation of a bond, stock
or trust.

If you are having financial difficulties, you may find it helpful to contact a professional debt
advice provider and seek independent impartial advice on money and debt management.
The Money and Pensions Service (MaPS) runs an impartial Debt Advice Locator Tool, which
provides access to appropriate and free-to-client debt advice support. It is available here:

https://www.moneyhelper.org.uk/en/money-troubles/dealing-with-debt/use-our-debt-
advice-locator.

MaPS also offers a range of tools and calculators to help consumers with issues around
benefits, everyday money, family and care, home finance, money troubles, pensions and
retirement, savings, and waork, at:

https./www.moneyhelper.org.uk/en/tools-and-calculators.
You can also contact MaPS for general enquiries:

Email: contact@maps.org.uk
Phone: 01159 659570
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In these circumstances, while any further correspondence that we receive from you on this
subject will be noted, we do not propose to send any further replies on this subject.

Yours sincerely,

Correspondence & Information Rights Team
HM Treasury


https://justpaste.it/img/803593f9bf092dd31f6f7f04c10c5cfd.jpg
https://justpaste.it/img/803593f9bf092dd31f6f7f04c10c5cfd.jpg




46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

5.

53

@

has never, at any time provided valid, a7 < presentable material evidence to support a claim that
as it is presumed to be a private business _/ meeting of the Bar Guild, We are guilty whether We
plead "guilty", do not plead or plead "not guilty" Unless We have prepared an affidavit of

truth and motion to dismiss with extreme prejudice onto the public record or call a demurrer, the presumption is We are guilty
and the private Bar Guild can hold Us until a bond is prepared to guarantee the amount the guild wants to profit from Us and
We, the undersigned formally challenge the Presumption of Guilt as it is by definition a presumption and has no standing or
merit in presentable or material fact and that you had the signed and consented to facts as presentable, material fact before
you brought your charges or made your claims.

It is now on and for the record and in perpetuity that MR RICHARD MICHAEL OAKES (CLAIMANT) in the position of
DEPUTY DISTRICT JUDGE OFFICER for NO 5 CHAMBERS LIMITED Corporation/State has never, at any time
provided valid, presentable material evidence to support the claim contra that We formally challenge all presumptions of law
and as we have formally challenged all the twelve presumptions of law then the presumption of law formally has no substance
in material FACT and that you had the signed and consented to facts contra as presentable, material fact before you brought
your charges or made your claims.

It is now on and for the record and in perpetuity that MR RICHARD MICHAEL OAKES (CLAIMANT) in the position of
DEPUTY DISTRICT JUDGE OFFICER for NO 5 CHAMBERS LIMITED Corporation/State has never, at any time
provided valid, presentable material evidence to support the claim of authority under UK Public General Acts—for which the
mandatory requirement for HM Government Corporation/State before any Acts and statutes can be legally acted upon—being
the getting of the wet-ink consents of the 64.1 million 'governed' is required and that you had these consents as presentable,
material fact before you brought your charges or made your claims..

It is now on and for the record and in perpetuity that MR RICHARD MICHAEL OAKES (CLAIMANT) in the position of
DEPUTY DISTRICT JUDGE OFFICER for NO 5 CHAMBERS LIMITED Corporation/State has never, at any time
provided valid, presentable material evidence to support the claim UK Public General Acts—2001 Criminal Justice Act of
authority under UK Public General Acts—2001 Criminal Justice and Police Act,c.16,5.64(1)(a)}—""appropriate judicial
authority” means— a judge of the Crown Court" where a judge is engaged within a sub-office of a private Corporation/State
—for which the mandatory requirement before any Acts and statutes can be legally acted upon—being the getting of the wet-
ink consents of the 64.1 million 'governed' is required to that sub-office 'authority" and that you had these consents as
presentable, material fact before you brought your charges or made your claims.

It is now on and for the record and in perpetuity that MR RICHARD MICHAEL OAKES (CLAIMANT) in the position of
DEPUTY DISTRICT JUDGE OFFICER for NO 5 CHAMBERS LIMITED Corporation/State has never, at any time
provided valid, presentable material evidence to support the claim contra as expressed by Chandran Kukathas that HM Gov-
ernment plc be a Corporation/State ; And that before any of the Acts or Statutes can be acted upon the getting of the wet-ink
consents of the 64.1 million 'governed' is required to that sub-office 'authority" and that you had these consents as presentable,
material fact before you brought your charges or made your claims.

It is now on and for the record and in perpetuity that MR RICHARD MICHAEL OAKES (CLAIMANT) in the position of
DEPUTY DISTRICT JUDGE OFFICER for NO 5 CHAMBERS LIMITED Corporation/State has never, at any time
provided valid, presentable material evidence to support the claim contra as expressed by Sir Jack Beatson FBA in his address
to Nottingham University that the judiciary is a sub-office and subordinate of the Corporation/State of HM Government plc ;
And that before any of the Acts or Statutes can be acted upon the getting of the wet-ink consents of the 64.1 million 'gov-
erned' is required to that sub-office 'authority" and that you had these consents as presentable, material fact before you
brought your charges or made your claims.

It is now on and for the record and in perpetuity that MR RICHARD MICHAEL OAKES (CLAIMANT) in the position of
DEPUTY DISTRICT JUDGE OFFICER for NO 5 CHAMBERS LIMITED Corporation/Statehas never, at any time provided
valid, presentable material evidence to support the claim the judiciary, and all corporations/states have exemption from the
getting of the wet-ink consent of MRS YVONNE HOBBS before any of their private charter ; OR the superior branches of
Executive or Legislature Acts or Statutes can be acted upon.

It is now on and for the record and in perpetuity that MR RICHARD MICHAEL OAKES (CLAIMANT) in the position of
DEPUTY DISTRICT JUDGE OFFICER for NO 5 CHAMBERS LIMITED Corporation/State has never, at any time
provided valid, presentable material evidence to support the claim that the judiciary, and all corporations/states have exemp-
tion from the getting of the wet-ink consent of the 64.1 million 'governed' before any of their private charter ; OR the superior
branches of Executive or Legislature Acts or Statutes can be acted upon.

It is now on and for the record and in perpetuity that MR RICHARD MICHAEL OAKES (CLAIMANT) in the position of
DEPUTY DISTRICT JUDGE OFFICER for NO 5 CHAMBERS LIMITED Corporation/State has acted in bias to the detri-
ment of MRS YVONNE HOBBS.

Ignarance is no defence for committing criminal acts. Considering the position of MR RICHARD MICHAEL OAKES
(CLAIMANT) in the position of DEPUTY DISTRICT JUDGE OFFICER for NO 5 CHAMBERS LIMITED Corporation/
State should have shown more diligence and accountability in the office. It is our considered opinion, that MR RICHARD
MICHAEL OAKES (CLAIMANT) in the position of DEPUTY DISTRICT JUDGE OFFICER for NO 5 CHAMBERS LIM-
ITED Corporation/State has wilfully acted to the detriment of the seven (7) principals of public life.

Silence creates a binding agreement.
So let it be said.
So let it be written.
So let it be done.
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Without ill will or vexation

For and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MRS YVONNE HOBBS.
For and on behalf of the Attorney General of the House of Hobbs.

For and on behalf of Baroness Yvonne of the House of Hobbs.

All rights reserved.




Yvonne Hobbs
33 Lea Close BROUGHTON ASTLEY LE9 6MW

DAVID WILLIAM LEON CHALMERS
25 GRESHAM STREET LONDON EC2V 7HN

DATE: 4 December 202

GDPR - DPA 2018 Subject Access Request
Reference: 30000066905984
Our reference number 42|0040|03

Dear Sir or Madam,

IA#e amsere writing, formally, to make a ‘Subject Access Request’ for a copy of information that you hold and have held about me/us whil_:lﬂ;@e
am/gee entitled under the General Data Protection Regulation 2018. &

You can identify my/eur records using the following information:

Full name: Yvonne Hobbs
Address: 33 Lea Close BROUGHTON ASTLEY LE9 6NW

Please supply me/us the data about me/us that I/'we am/are entitled to under the data protection law including: .

Confirmation that you are/have been processing my/our personal data;

A copy of my personal data you do hold/have held;

The purposes of your processing;

The categories of personal data concerned;

The recipients or categories of recipient you disclose my/our personal data to; :

Your retention period for storing my personal data or, where this is not possible, your criteria for determining how long you will store it;

Confirmation of the existence of my/our right to request rectification, erasure or regfriction or to object to such processing;
Confirmation of my/our right to lodge a complaint with the ICO or another supervisory authority;

Information about the source of the data, where it was not obtained directly: from me/us;

The existence of any automated decision-making (including profiling); afid

The safeguards you provide if you transfer my/our personal data to a'third country or international organisation.

Please supply complete financial transactions you have with this account and all statements of same.
Please provide the mapping management process involved in the data usage;

Include the regulatory compliance process used o ensure sufficient governance is in place ;

Include the same for any third parties you prowvide/ have provided access to my/our data;

Include what your legal reason for hoiding'-éﬁch data, and any data you do not/did not have a legal reason to hold,
Please delete and provide necessary régulatory requirements to evidence the deletion of said data.

I/we look forward to receiving-our response to this request for data within one calendar month, per the General Data Protection Regulation. If you do not
normally deal with these requests, please pass this letter to your Data Protection Officer, or relevant staff member.

With sincerity and hdnour,

By: Yuonne Hobbs Authorized

Representative for YVONNE HOBBS
All Rights Reserved — Without Prejudice — Without Recourse — Non-Assumpsit
Errors & Omissions Excepted — Strictly no rights of Usufruct

* Proof of ID commensurate with the data ‘property’ freely given by Yvonne : Hobbs can be made available upon proof the alleged
agreement exists and no material facts have been concealed in its procuration



“ Yvonne : Hobbs
33 Lea Close BROUGHTOM ASTLEY LE9 MW

DOMINIC RAAB MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY of STATE for JUSTICE and DEPUTY PRIME MINISTER
MINISTRY OF JUSTICE, 102 PETTY FRANCE LONDON SW1H 9AJ

DATE: 24° day of July 2022

GDPR - DPA 2018 Subject Access Request
Reference: 4PB36838 LLOYDS MALA IN SE CLAIMS
Our reference number 14-00-00-YMD 42-0040-05 LLOYDS MALA IN SE CLAIMS, EXCOMMUNICATION

INSTRUMENT from publick officer at QBD or OTHER PUBLICK COURT & contra law,RAIS'd & HELD COURT of EQUITY dispens'd mala in
se

Dear Sir or Madam,

I/we am/ere writing, formally, to make a ‘Subject Access Request’ for a copy of information that you hold and have held about me/ss which I'se
am/ese entitled under the General Data Protection Regulation 2018.

You can identify my/esr records using the following information:

Full name: : Yvonne : Hobbs
Address: 33 Lea Close BROUGHTON ASTLEY LES 6NW

Please supply me/as-the data about me/as that I'se am/e=e entitled to under the data protection law includi__ng:”

Confirmation of the jurisdiction of ROYAL COURTS of JUSTICE to have the prayers of men laid befgre it, impeded and put to formality.
Confirmation of authority of THE RT HON SIR IAN DUNCAN BURNETT, KNIGHT, LORD CHIEF JUSTICE to deny men lay their prayers at
ROYAL COURTS of JUSTICE. 2

Confirmation the mala in se laid in prayer 4PB36838 LLOYDS MALA IN SE CLAIMS is dispensable by MASTER or sovereign or
any. 2

Confirmation the mala in se laid in prayer 4PB36838 LLOYDS MALA IN SE ‘CLAIMS dispens’d by MASTER is civil/equity matter.
Confirmation the mala in se laid in prayer 4PB36838 LLOYDS MALA IN SE CLAIMS is jurisdiction of MASTER and/or to dispense to
body corporate of COUNTY COURT to raise a court of equity.

Confirmation of the existence of data and information contained within the ¢ommon law court case management file.

Confirmation of the existence of data and information contained within the court case of case progression officer.

Confirmation of the obligation *existence’ of mala in se [criminal offéence] to be heard as other to common law trespass.

Confirmation of the existence of your Section 151 officer and their details;

Confirmation of the authority of, MASTER and/or OTHERs ROY AL COURTS of JUSTICE at the sovereign’s court to trespass the Bills of Exchange Act
1882.

Please supply complete administrative and financial transactions; A copy of the instrument laid, its lawful consideration and rejection of my prayers; a
copy of my personal data and information comajneﬂ within the court case management file. A copy of the appointment of a case progression officer AND
A copy of all relevant law used in the pursuante of the alleged obligation AND a copy of obligation/ put forth by the body corporate named THE RT
HON SIR IAN DUNCAN BURNETT, KNIGHT, LORD CHIEF JUSTICE that contract usurp common law and binds men and the publick record
/LettersPatent/Charter for MASTER and OTHERS at QBD.

Please also supply the name of the processor of Data Subject Access Requests [DSAR] within your body corporate and, where a DSAR has previously
been made, the reason for failing to supply the requested information.

Please provide the mapping management process involved in the data usage;

Include the regulatory compliance process used to ensure sufficient governance is in place including proof of the Duties, Responsibilities and Obligations
of office anddicluding your Oath of office..

Include the'same for any third parties you provide/ have provided access to my/ese data;

Include what your legal reason for holding such data, and any data you do not/did not have a legal reason to hold,

Please delete and provide necessary regulatory requirements to evidence the deletion of said data.

/s look forward to receiving your response to this request for data within one calendar month, per the General Data Protection Regulation.

With sincerity and honour,

By: : Yvonne : Hobbs Authorized

Representative for MRS ¥ HOBBS
All Rights Reserved — Without Prejudice — Without Recourse — Non-Assumpsit
Errors & Omissions Excepted — Strictly no rights of Usufruct






Summary of mortgage payments for the last three months

Understanding your summary:
e Debit — Your expected mortgage payments.
e Credit —=The amounts you've paid towards your mortgage.
e Arrears —The amount you're behind on in total.

Date Description Debit Credit Arrears
31/03/23 ARREARS BALANCE 5002.96
03/04/23 EXPECTED PAYMENT 755.84

30/04/23 ARREARS BALANCE 5758.80
02/05/23 EXPECTED PAYMENT 778.64

31/05/23 ARREARS BALANCE 6537.44
01/06/23 EXPECTED PAYMENT 786.10

13/06/23 DOM REFUND ARREARS 0.47

13/06/23 DOM REFUND ARREARS 0.08

13/06/23 DOM REFUND ARREARS 0.16

30/06/23 ARREARS BALANCE 7322.88

The total fees you've been charged for being in arrears over the statement period is £963.40.




Ways to make a payment

If you're able to make a payment to cover missed payments, here are some ways you can do

it.

How to
make a
payment

How long a
payment takes to
reach your
mortgage account

What you need to do

By phone

Up to 4 days

Call the number shown on your letter.
We do not accept credit card payments.

Online
banking

Up to 24 hours

If you have an online banking account, use Sort Code
30 00 00 and Account number 00353019. Include
your 14-digit mortgage number followed by 00.

Direct Debit

On the day it is
taken

Call the number shown on your letter to set up a
Direct Debit.

If the mortgage amount changes, your Direct Debit
will automatically change too.

Please make sure you have enough funds in your
account for when the payment is due, to avoid
charges from your bank account provider.

Standing
order

On the day it is
taken

If you have a Lloyds, Halifax or Bank of Scotland bank
account you can also visit your branch. If your bank
account is with another provider, please speak to
them to set up a standing order.

To set up a standing order online use the details in
the ‘Online banking’ section above.

You'll need to make sure the payment is made by the
agreed due date.

If the mortgage amount changes, you'll need to
update the standing order payment amount yourself,
to make sure the correct amount is being paid.
Please make sure you have enough funds in your
account for when the payment is due, to avoid
charges from your bank account provider.

]n branch

Up to 3 days

Use Sort Code 30 00 00 and Account number
00353019 to make a cash payment or transfer at your
local branch. Include your 14-digit mortgage number
followed by 00.

By cheque.

Up to 10 days

Please make cheques payable to Lloyds A/C
(followed by your mortgage account number). E.g.
AIC 12345678901245

Please send it to us at least 10 working days before
the payment is due.

We don't accept foreign cheques.

Please send to ‘Lloyds Bank, Secured Collections,
PO Box 548, Leeds, LS1 1WU'.
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LLUYDS BANKING COMDPARY LIMITED.

LA The instituting and. condueting. sud when sanetioned Iy

the Sank by Special Resolntion, the coneluding  and
eareying inde elleet of negoetations for the avcquisition of
the good »ili and Dusiness of any Banks, aud for any
amalgamalion of any other Bank with the Bank.

() The inswing against loss and damage by fire of the in-

surable preperty of the Bank,

(.) The horrowing ol moneys and entering jnto contraets for

the Bk, and the contracting on behail of fhe Bank of
suell debis amd liabilities as (he Bonrd fiad requisite in

fransacting the husiness of the Bank,

{#) The making and giving of receipts, veleases. and other

diseharges fur moneys paydble to the Bank, and for the
claimg and demands of the Bank,

(/) The compounding of any debts due to the Banlk, and of

any claims and demands of the Bank.,

(#.) The referving of any elnims and demands of aud agninst
the Bank to drhitration, and the performing and  laerein i,
or il requisite contesting the awneds thereon.

(4.} The uctingf; on behalf of the Bunk on all matters sola ing
to Bunkrupts and Ensolvents,

{m.) The keeping ol proper Adceounts, on the best prnciple
from time Lo time in use for Joint Stoek Bunks, of the
receipts, credifs,  payments, liabilities, Profits, losses,
property, and offects of the Bank, and with all proper
cheeks against fraud,

i) The making up of the Aecaunts, fo 1he 3k day of Jupe
aml the 83st day of Decenther in o ery yeap,

10.) The procnring of the Aceounts to e duly andited halg.
yewdy in aecordanee with these Presends,

1) The making to every Ovdinayy Moeting of o Roport of

the adfaivs and prospeets of the Banh.

tg) The miaking of Calls on the Shareholders,

vt The roeommending for 1o appenval of CGreuep] Mectings

of the matters o Ee detoppyiped 1, RITRT N I IO
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LLUYDS BANKING COMDPARY LIMITED.

1./2) The hnstituting anil, condueting. sid when sanetioned Iy

the Sank by Special Resolntion, the coneluding  and
eareying inde elleet of negoetations for the avcquisition of
the good »ili and Dusiness of any Banks, aud for any
amalgamalion of any other Bank with the Bank.

() The inswing against loss and damage by fire of the in-

surable preperty of the Bank,

(.) The horrowing ol moneys and entering jnto contraets for

the Bk, and the contracting on behail of fhe Bank of
suell debis amd liabilities as (he Bonrd fiad requisite in

fransacting the husiness of the Bank,

{#) The making and giving of receipts, veleases. and other
diseharges fur moneys paydble to the Bank, and for the
claimg and demands of the Bank,

(/) The compounding of any debts due to the Bank, and of
any claims and demands of the Bank.,

(#.) The referving of any elnims and demands of aud agninst
the Bank to drhiteation, and the performing and hwerving,
or il requisite contesting the awneds thereon.

(£ The uctingf; on behalf of the Bunk on all matters sola ing
to Bunkrupts and Ensolvents,

) The keeping of proper Accounts, on the lesi mineiple

plig ol ] 1

from time Lo time in use for Joint Stoek Bunks, of the
receipts, credifs,  payments, liabilities, Profits, losses,
property, and offects of the Bank, and with all proper
cheeks against fraud,

i) The making up of the Aecaunts, fo 1he 3k day of Jupe

andd the 81st day of Decenther fn ovepy pean,

10.) The procuving ol the Aceounts to e uly andited alf-
yearly in aecordunee with these Presends,

{2) The making to every Ovdinary Mosting of Roport of
the adfaivs and prospeets of the Banh.

tg) The miaking of Calls on the Shareholders,

vl The reeommending fyr {he appeoval of Genepyl Meetings

of the matters o Ee detoppyiped 1, RITRT N I IO
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LLUYDS BANKING COMDPARY LIMITED.

LA The instituting and. condueting. sud when sanetioned Iy

the Sank by Special Resolntion, the coneluding  and
eareying inde elleet of negoetations for the avcquisition of
the good »ili and Dusiness of any Banks, aud for any
amalgamalion of any other Bank with the Bank.

() The inswing against loss and damage by fire of the in-

surable property of the Bank,

(.) The horrowing ol moneys and entering jnto contraets for

the Bk, and the contracting on behail of fhe Bank of
suell debis amdl liabilities as (he Bonrd fiad requisite in

fransacting the husiness of the Bank,

{#) The making and giving of receipts, veleases. and other

diseharges fur moneys paydble to the Bank, and for the
claimg and demands of the Bank,

(/) The compounding of any debts due to the Banlk, and of

any claims and demands of the Bank.,

(#.) The referving of any elnims and demands of aud agninst
the Bank to drhitration, and the performing and  laerein i,
or il requisite contesting the awneds thereon.

(4.} The uctingf; on behalf of the Bunk on all matters sola ing
to Bunkrupts and Ensolvents,

{m.) The keeping ol proper Adceounts, on the best prnciple
from time Lo time in use for Joint Stoek Bunks, of the
receipts, credifs,  payments, liabilities, Profits, losses,
property, and offects of the Bank, and with all proper
cheeks against fraud,

i) The making up of the Aecaunts, fo 1he 3k day of Jupe
aml the 83st day of Decenther in o ery yeap,

10.) The procnring of the Aceounts to e duly andited halg.
yewdy in aecordanee with these Presends,

1) The making to every Ovdinayy Moeting of o Roport of

the adfaivs and prospeets of the Banh.

tg) The miaking of Calls on the Shareholders,

vt The roeommending for 1o appenval of CGreuep] Mectings

of the mabters o fe detopruiped 1, Ap i el o,
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Artiele 181, 4. Board may
for {he Secrelavy, wio shall {o
deemod e S{'t‘i‘_e{:u;\-'.

appoint g temporary

DSt e
e muposes of {heae

Pyiesy Uts, Ty

Artiele 189, i
: Clerks, and ofhea
E 101 ay the
‘ to ohsepy o

Auditory, Seerat
Otlicors of the 1
Board fusy Hine
Seeresy witll o

wy, Cashio e,
bank shall suhge
to timp Presepilie, o

speet: to The dealings and the slate o 1)
Aeuints of the s0vepn] eusfomers of

amd persony dealing witly ], |
Bank, anq any othes matfers whiey, come to thejp respeetive kngy-. 9
ledge by visne of thoip

wpective Oftiees, exeept suly go s it iy )
Beceesary iy the eavoutivig of thniy asty or duty ;
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kr-ummfmnq.
ribe suel 4 dvely,.

REaging themealyog

respeetive Ollices, tp
to diseloge the spme,

XVILL SILAR jo,
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eYery Thape o
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i3} ARTICLES OF-ASSOCIATION GF

Artiele 156, Every Shareholder shall he entiled {orome
for all his Shaxes, ov to several Certificates ouch for o par
every Certifieate speeifying the nunbers of the Shaves
paid up thereon.

Cortifieg o -
tof hiy Shares,

any s
and the @y

fur finn

holder
from 1
1o ' e
Article 157, Where any Certificato is worn out, or desiroyed, o '1:‘11‘
) . w
lost, it may he renewed on prodnetion to the Board of such evidenee
s satisfies them of itg betng wory out, or destroyed, or lost; or, in .
defanlt of the evidence, on such indemnity as {he Doard deem requisito o out
heing siven, and 2 entry of 1he ovidence or indvmnify shail be made jy ther
the minates of their proveedings, & or ¢
. e
Artiele 138, The Shaveholders shall be entitled {0 the Original .
Cortificales gratis; hut in overy other ¢ase, any sum not exeeeding -
Two shillings nud sixpence shall, if the Boapd think fit, he paid to B
the Bank for every Certifieate, ] T
! s
- " 1
XXTIL DIVIDENDS. :

Artiele 159, Al Dividends ou Slares sha
Ordinary Meetings, and shall bo made only
the Bank: inq (but  without it

I bo declared by the

out of the clear profits of
egjudice to any  Proforenti

al or }
Guaranteed Dividend) ne Dividend shall exeeed the suny reronminended \
to the Meeting by the Boord.  But in ordor to the cqualination of [
Dividends, advances from time to time made in aeoordanee with E
these Presents gut of {he Reserved Tnng may he applied in pagment e
theagol,

Artiela 160, When the

prolits of the ) permif, there shall & i
B be a Dividend every half year. |
o Aaticle 161, e preminm paid {o (e Bunk for any Sleye shal)
4 not hear any Dividend.

Arfiele 162, Whoy e amount, of {)¢ Resevved Pund s Joss {11, -
4 7 One-ifth of the (hoy paied wp Capital g Bividend shiall exq
8 ol ET0 por coq i P anum on (e q)
OXCEss i any of {lye profits alove the
crtied gl Resemved Jung,

<y
ood the rae i
en pakd wp Capital, and (e

amount. of {hq Dividend shall he
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Tap CumpaNins Avrs, 1862 10 1945,

(‘:_T“é’ "&i} Corpany Limited by Shures.

femoramam of Eggetiztion

INTRODUCTION. o
The Bant wai incorporrted on the 20th day of Aprit LL@YDS BM LIMH.TED
1865 under the pame of “Lloyds Eanking Company * as pliered by Special Resohwion of 261 Jure, 1911,

imited,” Wi ¢ objects stuted in the Memorandum of
Ist?:c‘iﬂiiu: lglnfih;:;?ii“;sr:;émﬂ] Cn;;ut;l of £2,060,000 confirmed by an order of the Court made 215t July, 1911.
divided into 40,800 chares of £30 each, . SR L T
ist. The name of the Company is * LLo¥ns Bany
The nominal copital of the Bank at the 10th day of LimiTen,”
February 1950 is £74,000,000, divided into 14,500,000 “A” a5d, The Regi .
TR g o , gistered Office of the Company is to be
Sharcs of £5 cach and 1,500,000 ** B ™ Shares of £1 each. established in England.

The naome of e Banl was changed, on the 7th day 3rd. The ohject of tho Company is the acquisition

of Apiil 1884, to * Lloyds Baraelts and Bosanquets Bank of gain by the Company, and in oeder fhereta—
Limited,” and on the Sth day of April 1389 to ** Lloyds (o) To carry on the business of banking in all its
Baok Liited.” .. branches and departments including the borrow-

ing raising or taking vp muney the lending or

advancing money securities and property the

@j iy disenunting bu}-ing'selling and dealing in bills
of exchange promissory nofes coupon’ drafts

bills of Teding warrants debenfurcs cerlificates

seip and other instruments and  weuslies

whether transferable negotiable or not the srami-

ing and issuing letters of eredit and circular

f notes the buying selling and dealing in buliion

and specio the eequiring holding issulag oa com-

misston underwriting und dealing with stocks

funds sharcs <debentores debenture stock bonds

obligations securities and investments of all

Linds the ncgotiating of ivans and advances the

@A wifly receiving money and valnables on deposiv or for

G A gL T
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()

®

®

f

safe ewstdy or otherwise the colleeting and
franssnitting money ard seenxities the managing
praperty and transaeting @il kinds of business
which from time to time can be lawfully (rans-
aeted by Tankers.

To purchase acquire uaderlake and continue the
wholz o= any part of the business connection
properly assets ond liabilides of oy person
pacthership or company carrying on uny bunke
ing or discount business,

To issue circular not:s bills drafts and other
instruments and securities whether to bearer or
otherwise and whether providing for fie pay-
ment of money or the delivery of hullion or
otherwise and to make the same or any of them
assigneble fres from equities.

To enter into any amangements with any
Covernments o authorit.s supreme municipal
loval or otherwise t-at may seem conducive (o
e Company’s ubjesz o- any of themt and to
obtuin from any such Government or authority
any rights privifepes and concessions which the
Company wiay think it desirable to obtuin and
o Sarry out exercise and comply wi v any such
artangements rights pevileges and conce<inty,

To enter inte parinewship or into amy aps vo-
meat for sharng profits amalgamatdon union of
interests co-cporation joint adventure reciprocal
concession or otherwisz with any person pari-
caship or company where such armoremonts
seem conducive to any of the Company’s vbjects,

To ohiain any Act of Parlinment which may seem
conducive fo any of the Company's ohjects and
15 oppadt any proccedings or apphications which
muy seewr ealeulated directly or indirectly to
prejudice the Company’s interests,

o 3

1

(g To eifect and obloin or fo give all such

(1)

®

()]

{K

R

guataniess and indemnities or counter puaran-
tees and cownter indemnifies 2% may  scem
expedient wnd to transact @l Linds of agency
business,

To det as mnd to vadertake the duties of exesntor
of wills and trostee of wills or settlements to
act 05 trustee of decds or documents sccuring
debontures debenwe stock or other issues of
Jjoint stock or other companies to act as trugles
for charitable nnd other institutions and pener-
ally to underiake and excente ‘ructs of all kinds
(rncluding the office of custodian frustes vnder
the Public Trusice Act 1906) with or without
remunesation,

To undertake the oflice of receiver treasurer or
anditer und fo keep Tor any company Govern-
ment authority or body aav -egister welating to
any stocks funds shares or securitics and to
undertake any duties in relaion to the regise
ication of teansfers the issme of certificates or
otherwise,

To take or concur in taking all such steps and
proceedings as moy seem best caleulated 10
npheld a-d support the credit of the Company
and to obtain anv justify pubiv confidence and
to avert or miniraise fnancial disturbances wh.e)
might detrimentally affect the Company.

To promote any company or companics for the
purpose of acquiring all or any of the property
and liabilities of ihis Company or for any other
purpose which muy seem directly or indircefly
calevlated to benefit this Company and to taks
or acquire shares and securities of amy such
company and o sell hold re-issue or otherwise
deal with the same.

-
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GALD = O SHARES,

i The Divectors miay Fean B e sabe sall !
upon the membiers i rospedt ol ony oo mpaid an
theie shares {whether on aeveam of s movsig) value of
the sharcs wr by way of premium) snd not by the tern's
af dsne thes o wade payadle at fixed thnes, provided I~
St e eall vnany shaves shall Le payable ar s han b
ane wonth fivmn the date fised for the payment of the Tast
preceding vall, or shall excee one fourth of the puminal
value of the lare and cach member shall (subject to
reeeivingatleast eweaty-oae davs’ notice speetfying e time
i tmwsand plive of payent) pay to the Company a, the
e or ma et st phes s cpocified the amonnt ealled
in By shares,

oﬁ“‘-"":&""i -
F

@MMW:.. ;

o A call shoil be deemed to have been made at the
hine when (e revolution of the Dircsiors nuthotising the Gm:
el wus passed, and may be mude payable by instalments, ;

17, fhe joint hoiders of a sharo shall be Jjeintly and
severaily Jicble to pay all ealls in respect thereof,

[ 28 sum ealled in m2opaey of a shars is not paid
bofeez ar on (he day appoloted for pastaent thercof, the
rviesit 1o whom the sum is due shall pay interest on the
some fiom tie day appointed for puyment thereof to the
b e il pvmiens of such rade, not exceerding 10 per
WORF p2r cmptin, s the Ditectors determing, but the [

17

Direztor eholi be at Sbacty to waive TEyment of sueh
inierest wholly or in pact.

19, Any som {(whether on account of the nomingl
vatus of the share or by way of premivm) which by the
lerms ol Bisue of o shitre becomes payabla uper allorment
or ol anx fixed date, and any instalinen: of 4 eall, shall for
all the purposes of these presents be deemed 1o be a call
duly made and payahle on the date sn witich by the terms
of issue or olherwise the sume becomes payable, and in
ease oi won-payment all the relevast provizions of these
Fresents as to payinent of interest and expenses, forfefture
sud the like shall npply as if such sum had heenme pay-
ublo by virtue of a call duly raade e nojifed,

Hume dozcn
allatn=rir. he
reaad ws s

20. 'The Directors may on the issue of sharos differ- Pow

entiate between the holders as to the amount of calls 1o be
paid, and the times of payment,

2l. The Directors may, if they think fit, receive from
any mevaber willing 1o 1. vance the same all or any part of
*he moneys (whether on account of the nominal value of
the shares or by way of premium) uneailed and unpajd
upeq the shaves held by him, and such payment in advance
of enlls ' | extinguish, so far as the same shall extend, the
liakality up .1 the shaves in respeet of which it fs m nde, and
upea the weney so received ov so mmueh thereof us from
time to time caceeds the amount of the calls then mads
upon the shares concerned, the Company may pay interest
ut such rute (not exceeding 5 per eent, per utaum) as the
member paying such sum and the Direciars agree upon.

FORFEITURE AND LIEN.

12, If a member fails to pay in full any call or instal-
ment of 4 call on or before the day appointed for paynent
thereof, the Dircclors may at ony time thereafter SCTVE 31
natice on him requiring payment of so mucl of (e call or
instalment as is unpaid, fogetber “vith any inferest and
e -4 wwhick may have acerued.

'ef o
diffesentiate,

Pasmseny fn
ndvasce of calla,

Mol resulring
yaymcnt of
calls,
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LLOYDS BANK LIMITED

Spexial Vegolution

Ax the ANNUAL GENCRAL MEETING of the company
held at the Head Offfiee, 71 Lombard Strect, London,
on Thursday 29 April 1971, the following Resolution
was duly proposed and passed s SpECIAL RESOLUTION (=

"That the Articles of Association of the company
pe aitered by the deldtion of Articie 104 and the
substitution therefor of the following Article:—

104, Subject as provided in Article 13 In
respect to share certificales cvery iustrament lo
which tho seal is aflixed shall be signed by one
Direclor or some other persen appointed by the
Dicectors lor that purpose and countersigned by
the * cerotary, Assistant Sccrelary ot some other
person appointed DY he Dircetors for thal
purpose, Subject te the loregoing provisions the
Directors sholl make such regulations as they
think Bt governing the custody nse and affixing
of the seal.”

T. W. A, NICHOLL-CARNE,

Seeretary
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/ 42 . 43
shere, Al dividends shall be apportioned and  paid ' 114, “The Direciors muy retan the divideads payable um.;'g“.fﬁun'
pro rafe according to the umounts paid on the shuves during 4> | % upon shares in respeet of which uny person is under the PR

provisions as to the transmission of snares hereinbefore
contained enfitled to become 8 member, or which any
peezon vnder thase provisions 1y entitled to transfer, until
such person shafl become o member in respect of such
shares or sholl duly transfer the same,

any portion or portions of the period in respect of whicl
the dividend is paid, but if any share is issued on terms
providing that it shall rank for dividend us from n particular
date, such sharc shall rank for dividend accordingly.

eyt of 109, iF and so far as in the opinion of the Directors

the profits of the Company justily such puavmernte, tho {15, Any dividend or othe: moneys payable in ensh Pty

Direztors may puy the fixed cumulative preferential divi- on ot in respect of'a share may be pawd by cheque or warrant S5

dends on any closs of shares carrying a fixed cumulative went through the post to Lhe registered nddress of the

preferential dividend expressed to be payable on fxed dates member or person entitled therolo, or, if severat persons nre

on the holfsyenrly or other dates, if any, prescribed for the rogistered as joint holdess of the share or are antitled thercio

tayment hereol by these presents or by the terms of issae in consequence of the death, lunacy or bankruptey of tie

ol the shares, and subjzet theretn may also feom lime to holder, to the member or person whose name stands first

tivie pay to the holders of any other class of shares interio in the register of mombers, of to such persen amd such

dividends thereon of such amounts and on such dates as address s such persons may by wriling direct, or may be

they think fit. credited 1o the aceount of the member entiled thereto

with the Company. Every such cheque or warrant sball be

made payable to the order of the person to whom it is sent

or to such person as the holder cr joiut holders or person

or persans entifled to the share in consequence of the

quath, funpey or bankruptey of the holder may direst, and

paynient of the cheque or warant il purporling to he

divnbeies,

Ahaee Fremium 18, If the Company. shall issue shares ut o premium,
whether for cash ov otherwise, the Directors shall transfer a
su, equal to the agaregats amount or vitlue of $he premiums

to an cecount o be called * Share Premium Account™

Prbderamat e {11. No dividend or other maneys payable on or in endorsed shall be 4 good discharge to the Company, Every

tespect of q share shall bear interest as agaiost the Com-  » 4 sueh cheque or warrant shall be sert at the risk,of the

pany. ' ' peson entitled fo the money represented thecchy.
Diaciia ur t12. The Directoss may deduct from any dividend or 116, Ifsev u‘nl persons are registercd as joint holders fryliite
CemPam: sther moneys payable lo any member on or in respect of afany share, or are Cﬂuﬂ@dl"‘“ tly Lo a sharein consequence

share all sums of money (if any) presently payable by Lim

of the death, lunney or bankruptey of the hoider, any one
of tham may give cffectual receipts for any dividend or

to the Company on account of calls or otherwise. A
: othet moneys payable on ar in respeet of the share.

Ikoten.'sn af

it adnils i s 13, The Directors !ﬁil}l’ refain any dividend or oth'r . Reseno Fuade
Compans I8 onnavs payable o1 or in respect of @ share on Which the 117. Except as provided by Awmuczle 107, the

Directors before recommending or deckaring any dividend
or bonus oul of, or in respect of, the carnings or
) profits of the Company for any yearly or other poriod, may,

Compzny has a lien, and may apply the same in or towards
satisfaction of the debts. wabilities or mg.lguments in respect
of which the lien oxists, . . @
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Case Overview.

What the Government would like people to believe is that a procedural impropriety is an acceptable mistake which can be
overlooked. But what this is, is a deliberate act of fraud and also malfeasance in a public office.

These are very serious crimes with crinunal intent.

Fraud is a deliberate action to defraud where the victim of the crime is unaware having no knowledge of a situation or
fact. This crime caries a penalty of 7 to 10 years incarceration and there latter, where there is multiple instances of.

63.5 million People are subject to this crime everyday as it is now commonplace and is carried out by the largest and most
ruthless criminal company in this country.

This same company 1s also a public office with the enforcement to execute this crime which 1s imnclusive of but not hnuted
to:- The office of the police, The office of the Judiciary, Local government and central government. Independent Bailiff
Companies which are licensed by the same company.

Malfeasance, Misfeasance and Nonfeasance is also a very severe crime with a period of incarceration of Life in prison.
Malfeasance 1s a deliberate act, with criminal mtent to defraud. Ignorance i1s no defense. Malfeasance has been defined
by appellate courts in other jurisdictions as a wrongful act which the actor has no legal right to do; as an act for which
there is no authority or warrant of law; as an act which a person ought not to do; as an act which is wholly wrongful and
unlawful; as that which an officer has no authority to do and is positively wrong or unlawful; and as the unjust
performance of some act which the party performing 1t has no legal right.

Crimes of this nature cannot go unpunished. If crime goes unpunished then the erimunal will undertake the action agam
and again. When the eriminal 1s rewarded for the crime by their peers and superiors 1t then becomes difficult to know that
a crime has been committed in the first place. However, it is everyone’s obligation to be fully conversant with there
actions, and the consequences of their actions in every situation.

“Twas just following orders™ Or “I was just doing my Job™ Is no excuse.

‘When the full extent of these crimes 1s realised, it then becomes blatantly obvious that these crimes are deliberate and 1n
full knowledge if not by the lower subordinates but defiantly by the executive officers of the company.

The cost of these crimes has been estimated to be 1n the region of £4,037.25 Trillion over the past 35 years. Thus 1s the
cost to the people of this small country which 1s far in excess by many times the global GDP.

The simplicity of this case 1s very often overlooked as it involves a simple PCN. (Penalty Charge Notice)

It 15 important to note here that the appellant at tribunal did not challenge the PCN, or the Traffic Management Act. But
the appellant took out the very foundation to any claim made under any Act or statute of Parliament. All of which have the
same legal dependency which has never been fulfilled in 800 years.

There are in excess of 8 million Act’s and statutes. None of which can be acted upon without the legal authority to do so.
To act upon these same Act’s/Statutes without the legal authority to do so 1s Malfeasance m a public office and fraud at
the very least.

This case which was undertaken at tribunal and there for recognized due process confirms this to be the facts of the
matter.
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Case details.

This may be a simple PCN (Penalty Charge Notice) but close observation of the details will conclusively show otherwise.

This is the PCN (Penalty Charge Notice) issued by Warrington Borough Council which clearly shows that a claim is being
made under the traffic management Act 2004. There is clearly no disclosure to the fact that there is no liability to pay as
the outcome will show.

* thia PCH was served

5 .ﬂlﬂ:l|llllllllllc~*

© wna

siof 28 daye beginning with the date on which this @&
< Permalty Charge Motice was gerved.

wlot186068 o

Penalty Cha"se r\-u 'IC.B Number :

Served On! 05/03/2013
Date of Contravention: D8/03/2013
Time: 10:67

The Vehicle with the Regiztraticon Number: WHS1GJZ
Make! Flat Colour: Purple

ARoad Fund Licence Number: 17624329

Aoac “und Licence Expiry Date; 0213

Mas ocbserved betwesr M58 and 10:67
In: Cairg Street “My—T0nin) .

By Civil Enforcement Of7icer: D&4 ¢
Sighature/initialg: — oo
.,’ A
nad raAsonable Jause tg bellave that the -
following parking contravent.on had occcurred:

40 Parked in a designeted dlsabled peraons
parking place w|thout displaying a valid diasanied J~

A oersons badge n the prescribed mamner

& penalty charge of £70 is now payable and must
be paid not iater than the |ast day of the period

The penaity charge will be reduced by & dliscount

of 50% to £35.00 if it is paid not later than the
last gey of the perigd of 14 days beginrning with af
the date on which thia Penality Charge Notice was =
served o

o

- PLEASE BE AWARE THAT PAYMENT CLOSES THE CASE i

Payment instructicns are printed on the reverse of
this _notige.

nwwmm wm&mm efwon 0
DO NOTPAY ms"f;"ummne%ﬁsﬁgaﬁl

Y smiw‘? W10 RAYMENT SLIP % R TEL | Al

4 0

U Date: 05/03/2013 'I me 10:57 c:f;
£, 40 Parked in & designated disabled persons s
) parking piace without dispiaying & valid disablea O
.ncr‘sona badge in the prescribed manner "}.
The Funaley Tharse of 070 o ID5. 00 (F paid net faler Lhan the -.("
Llast day ! the 14 daw period Sadonaing with 156 dake 9m mhich %.(

4

..1\?' i

INSTRUCTIONS FOR PAYMENT

Credin / Dehit carl puymaents only. Automatnd gy ment lime
uﬂ 457 4545 24 bowrs 6 dey | T deys & week ) Hove yoar vehicke desails
and PUN Number ready,

o (miine @ wen warringuen.govak foliow ks fom imemel paymeses,
then car parking fne.

+ By Post using the paysient slig below s Waningion Bomagh Conacd,
Enguiries and Paymest Office, Jewel 6. Markes Mot Siorey Car Park,
Acaderyy Way, Warringson WA | ZHN. Payment may he made by orossed
chegue or postal oeder. Please wrge the POCN Number and yout address an
the revense of the chegoeposial oriker.

* In Person ot The Enguancs and Prsmenis Office. Warrsgion Boreugh
Comncil, Enjairies and Paymest Office, devel &, Marke Mult Storey Car
Park. Acslemy Wiy, Wimsgion WAL JHN, Mon w0 Fri Wn - $pm
(enclufing Bank Holidays).

PFLEASE HE AWARE THAT PAYMENT CLOSES THE CASE

i you belicve that the Penalty should not be paid

and wish to challenge this PCN
_r mgion Bonugh Council, Enquiries. snd Payment
lrlﬂl m:- munm-qum Acadessy Wy, Wisringion WA |

s Bl a1 o e ingion apcoa com
1F you are unable i wiiie of e mall. of heve any other engquary, please islephose
o U4 500 £540 Mon 1o Fri 10am - 4pen |

Please quote the PCN Number, the sehicle registration and youar
address in all contacts,

Dietadls of the Comncil's policy snd spproach to chillenges can be lound
ol wirw warringlen gov.ik ar wem o the Councl's offices - all cases will
T it il oot Wi il icivian] cirn st o,

I you challenge ihis PON within 14 duvy of the FON vervier date and dhe
chudlengs in rejecied the cosacel sl re-offer she 14 day discermi period

If the Penalty Charge is not paid or challenged

I the Pesalty Charge is mol pakd on or before the end of the 28 day
peerioad s specified on the Froat of this sodloe or sicvessfulls

the Councll may serve 8 Notkee 1o (hemer (N0 o0 the swner of ihe

presentations are rjected. The | i
for doing this. If you challenge this PCN bist the Cowncil
issums @ NHD any way, the owner st follow (e imstriecisons on e MO,

Farher befisrmution about Chil Parling Enforvement fimciuding PCNy and
Nty ) i evailably osline & www patel-ad ok

please complete voar delails belome feuming the. shy wilh voer payimen

PAYMENT SLIP TICK ROX FOR RECEIPT
Pl oy & aamped sdioend
RS o s T & YR

Name: (MoMrvhlisaMEL ...

Posivade: o R s i

Make cheques and poszal orders payable in Wamngon Borough Coencil and
wrile the PCN Numbes o ihe reverie, e ]
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The Next document and physical evidence is the notice to owner from the same Warrington borough Council which also
quite clearly makes the claim that there has been a violation of the traffic Management Act 2004 section 82. On the 08%

April 2013.

WARRINGTON 3

Borough Council

Traffic Management Act 2004, s82: Civil Enforcement of Parking Contraventions (England) General Regulations 2007; Civil
Enforcement of Parking Contraventions (England) Representations and Appeals Regulations 2007

Mr David Ward

Wathgon' ‘WI01185069

WA4 IDW

Notice to Owner

This Notice to Owner has been issued to you by Warrington
Borough Council because the Penalty Charge Notice has not been
paid in full and you are the registered owner/kesperfhirer on the
date on which the Penalty Charge Notice was served to the vehicle.

" Date of this Notice tc Owner and date of posting | 08/04/2013

To: | Mr David Ward
] This Nailca to Own er has been served on you because it appears to Warrington Borough Council that you are the owner c:f'

Vehicle Registration Number [ WMS1GJZ Make | FIAT
Tax Disc | 17524329 ; Expiry 10213
In respect of Penalty Charge Natice (PCN) | WI01 185069 Served | 05/03/2013
Number on JFPERFE

By Civil Enforcement Officer (CEQ) | Wioa4
who had reason to believe that the foliGwing | 40
contravention had occurred and that a penalty | Parkedin a damgnatad m persons m pm without displaying
charge was payable. | g valid disabled persons badge in the presc:ﬂ:ed manner

___ Location of contravention | Cairo Street (MW 30min) e - - sl
Date of Contravention | 05/03/2013 | Time | 10:57:04

Penalty Charge Amount. [ E70

Amount Paid to Date: | £0 . Payment Due Now | E70

Note: The person appearing to be in charge of the vehicle was served with a Penalty Charge Notice (PCN) which allowed 14 days
for payment of a 50% discounted penalty charge; ctherwise the full penalty charge became due, Either no payment has been
received or any payment received has been insufficient to clear the penalty charge

A penalty charge of £70 is now payable by you as the owner and must be paid no later than the last day of the period
of 28 days beginning with the date on which this Notice is served. This Notice will be taken to have been served on the
second working day after the day of posting (as shown above) unless you can show that it was not.

YOU THE OWNER/KEEPER/HIRER ARE LIABLE FOR THE PENALTY CHARGE NOTICE - DO NOT IGNORE
THIS NOTICE OR PASS IT TO THE DRIVER

You may make representations to Warrington Borough Council as to why this penalty charge should not be paid
These Representations should be made not later than the last day of the period of 28 days beginning on the date on
which this Notice is served and any representations made outside that period may be disregarded.

Note: If you do net pay the penalty charge or make Representations before the period specified above, the penalty charge will
increase by 50% to £105 and a Charge Certificate will be served on you. If you do not pay the full amount shown on the Charge
Certificate, Warrington Borough Council may register it as a debt at the County Court and then put the case in the hands
of the bailiffs who will add their own costs to the penalty charge.

Payment Slip W|01 1 85069 Penalty Charge Notice WI01185089

Vehicle Registration NumberWM51GJZ

For payment options please see overleaf Date of Contravention-05/03/2013
You must complete this slip in BLOCK CAPITALS and return it to
the address below

Wamington Borough Council, Enguiries & Payments Office, Level 6, Market Multi Storey Car Park, Academy Way, Warrington, WA1 2HN

Payment Amount Due: £70




Along with the opportunity to make representation as to why there 1s no liability.

Representations [RSahealely

Tratic Management Act 2004, s82. Civil Enforcemant of Parking Contraventions (England) General Regulations 2007; Ciwvil
Enfarcamant of Parking Contraventions (England) Representations and Appeals Regulations 2007

Penally Charge Nolice: WI01185089
W l 0 1 1 85069 ‘ehicle Registration NumberWMS1G42Z
; B Date Of Contravention:05/03/2013

If you believe that the penalty charge should not be paid you may make Representations to Warrington Borough Counci
Representations musl be made in writing and you may use this form

How to Make Representations

The Traffic Management Act 2004 sets out grounds (see below) on which you may make ﬁlp(mr‘ltl'liﬂ

Represantallons must be made n writing within the period of 28 days baginning with the date of servlc.e of this Notice, the date ql

:tl.nm will be taken to have been 2 working days after the day of posting. Any Representations made after this date may be
regarded.

If your Representation s successful a Notice of Acceptance will be issued and the penalty charge cancelled.

If your Representation is unsuccessful 8 Notice of Rejection will be (ssued to you and you must either pay the penalty charge in full ar

:g.pqal ta an Adjudicator, whe will independently consider your Appeal. An Appeal form will be includad with the Notice of Rajection,
ich you should complete and send o the adjudicalor al the address shown on the form. Delails of the appeals procedure will be

sant with the Notica of Rejection.

Section One: Grounds for Representations.
Please tick the grounds on which you are making representations
I am not liable to pay the penalty charge because:

M The alleged contravention did not occur.
In Section 3, explain why you believe no contravention took place

1 1 was never the owner of the vehicle in question/or
Please complete section 2

|| 1 had coased to be its owner before the date on which the alleged contravention occurred/or
Please complete section 2

L1 became its owner after the date on which the alleged contravention occurred,
Please complote section 2

|| The vehicle had been permitted to remain at rest in the place in question by a person who was in control of the
vahicle without the consent of the owner.
Supply proof such as a police crime report numbear, police station address or Insurance claim In Section 3

[l We are a vehicle hire firm and the vehicle was on hire under a hiring agreament and the hirer had signed a
statement acknowledging liability for any PCHN issued during the hiring period
Please supply a copy of the signad hire agreaemant including the nama and anddress of hirer,. Please complete Section 4

The penalty charge excecded the amount applicable in the circumstances of the case.
Thal |18, you have baen asked to pay mora than you are lagally |iable to pay. Pleasa complate Saction 3

M There has been a procedural impropriety by the enforcement authority.
Please complete Section 3 stating why you belleve the authority has acted improperly or in breach of
regulations

I*" The Order which Is alleged to have been contravened In relation to the vehlcle concerned Is Invalid,
You baelieve the parking restriction in quastion was invalid or ilegal. Please complata Section 3

[l This Notice should not have been served because the penalty charge had already been paid.

If none of the grounds above apply but you believe thara are mitigating circumstances please complete Section 3

We would also point out at this point that this is an unsigned NOTICE and not a legal document. The mitigating
circumstances 1s that there has been a procedural impropriety, which 1s clearly an option as this 1s clearly stated on the
notice to owner. So 1t 15 apparent that there 1s a procedural mmpropriety in place and this 1s known by Warrington Borough
Council otherwise this option would not be a part of the Notice to owner. We also took the opportunity to utilise a second
option which confirms there is a procedural impropriety and that the order which is alleged to have been contravened in
relation fo the vehicle 1s invalid. Why ells would these possibilities be on this notice to owner if there was not a
procedural impropriety. We also took the opportunity to complete section 3 of the notice to owner to clarify the
procedural impropriety on a separate piece of paper as advocated by Warrington Borough Council as there was not
enough space on the notice to owner provided. These presentations were as follows.
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Notice to Warrington Borough Council

145 Slater Street
Latchford
Warrington
Warrington Borough Council, WA4 1DW
Enquiries & Payments Office 16" of April 2013
Level 6
Market Multi Story Car Park
Academy Way
Warrington
WAL 2HN

Notice of opportunity to withdraw

MNOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL AND NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL IS NOTICE TO AGENT APPLIES
DO NOT IGNORE THIS LETTER. IGNORING THIS LETTER WILL HAVE LEGAL CONCEQUENCES

You're Reference: WI01185069

Dear 5ir's
We do not know who to name as the recipient of this communication as the sender failed in his/her duty of care and did not sign
the document sent to Mr David Ward at his address. The action of not signing the document sent to Mr David Ward legally means
that no living person has taken legal responsibility for the content of the document on behalf of Warrington Boarough Council and the
document cannot be legally responded to. That very act of not signing the document renders the document void and therefore
none legal and unusable in law under current legislation. Strike one. Deliberate Deception.

This Document will now be kept on file as physical presentable evidence, as it represent the criminal activities of the representatives
of Warrington Borough Council whether they are aware of this transgression or not. Ignorance of the law is no defence and all of
the representatives of Warrington Borough Council are now culpable under the current legislation because one individual failed to
sign the document. This is a fact which must be understood. Strike two. Ignorance of current legislation.

The second big mistake on the document is that the document is a notice to owner. Under current legislation the owner of any
motorised vehicle is the DVLA Swansea SAS9 1BA, this means that some imbecile at Warrington Borough Council has sent a notice to
owner to the registered keeper and not the official owner. Strike three. Document sent to the wrong address. We have not
progressed beyond the first line yet and we are falling around on the floor in a state of hysteria at the competence levels
demonstrated by the representatives of Warrington Borough Council. Mr David Ward is the official registered keeper not the
owner.

The very next line refers to the Traffic Management Act 2004. Now this is where things get really interesting because the Act
referred to is an act of HM Parliament and governments PLC, a recognised corporation or an all for profit business. An Act which is
not law in the UK, it is not even referred to as law as it is an Act of a corporation or an all for profit business, or policy, but itis not a
law. Strike four. Displays lack of understanding and competence regarding what is the difference between law and legislation.

Act's and statutes of HM Parliament and governments PLC can only be given force of law by the consent of the governed which have
agreed to those Act’s and statutes of HM Parliament and governments PLC. There for there is a mandatory legal requirement under
current legislation that the governed must have given their consent legally which can be physically presented as fact before the Act's
and statutes of HM Parliament and governments PLC can be given force of law. Mot Law, Not enforceable. Sixty three and a half
million people in the UK have not legally entered into those agreements in full knowledge and understanding and of their own free
will, which must be kept on the public record for the Act’s and statutes of HM Parliament and governments PLC to be given an
action which involves force. Or force of law. The answers to the guestions are in the understanding of the words used to
implement acts of force. Or Law.

The next item we come to is a demand for payment. A demand for payment without a signed Bill is a direct contravention of the
Bills of Exchange Act 1882. Strike Five. The Bills of exchange act of 1882 is based upon a pre existing commercial contract or
agreement. See Bills of exchange act of 1882, http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Vict/45-46/61.

Profiteering through deception is an act of fraud. Strike six. See Fraud Act 2006.
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga,/2006/35/contents. Insisting or demanding payment without a pre existing commercial
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arrangement which is based on presentable fact in the form of a commercial agreement is an act of deception. Paymentis a
commercial activity.

You have been served LEGAL NOTICE

Mr David ward has no recognisable legal means to respond to a demand for payment without a signed bill which is based upon a pre
existing commercial contract or arrangement or agreement, because there is no standing commercial contract or arrangement or
agreement between Mr David Ward and Warrington Borough Council. If Mr David Ward was to willingly comply with the demand
for payment without a commercially recognised bill, then Mr David Ward would have knowingly given consent and conspired to a
commercially fraudulent action. This in turn would make Mr David Ward culpable under current regulation for that action. Mr
David Ward will not knowingly create that liability against himself or create that culpability.

The very presentation of the document that we are responding to from Warrington Borough Council, which is also a document that
will be kept on file for future presentation as physical evidence, which is presentable physical evidence and a list of transgressions
against the currently held legislation.

This same document supplied by Warrington Borough Council recognises that there may be, or has been a procedural impropriety
by the enforcement authority. This is the only saving grace on this document which allows for @ honourable withdrawal, of the
proceedings implemented illegally by the enforcement authority.

This document is representation as to the procedural impropriety by the enforcement authority and as stated at the outset of the
document, gives an opportunity to withdraw due to the procedural impropriety by the enforcement authority. This processis also a
matter of complying with current legislation, without which Mr David Ward would be unsuccessful if he were to pursue legal
proceeding against the enforcement authority and or the members of Warrington Borough Council.

As the opportunity to withdraw has now been presented to the enforcement authority and the members of Warrington Borough
Council under a procedural impropriety by the enforcement authority. Should the above mentioned not take the opportunity to
make an honourable withdrawal and confirm such in writing to Mr David Ward, then Mr David Ward will be left with no other option
in the future but to start legal proceedings against the enforcement authority and the members of Warrington Borough Council.

The content of this document will be in the public domain in the next few days as there is no agreement in place which is legally
binding with which to prevent this.

We don't expect to be hearing from the enforcement authority and or the members of Warrington Borough Council again unless it is
in the form of a written confirmation of withdrawal of proceedings.
Mo further correspondence will be entered into regarding this matter.

WITHOUT PREJUDICE, i.e. all natural and Unalienable Rights Reserved

For and on behalf of David Ward

Mr David Ward reserves the right to use force to defend himself, his family and his family

home, which he has an unalienable right to do so.

Response to this notice should be forwarded within 10 days of receipt of this notice to the postal address known as,
145 Slater Street, Latchford, Warrington WA4 1DW

Mo assured value, No liability. No Errors & Omissions Accepted. All Rights Reserved.

WITHOUT RECOURSE — NON-ASSUMPSIT

You have been served LEGAL NOTICE

Warrington Borough council decided at this point not to recognise the representation given or the requirement for
‘Warrington Borough council to present the legal and presentable “Consent of the governed” Which 1s mandatory for
Warrington Borough council to have the correct legal authority before acting under the Act’s and statutes of parliament.
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It 15 also mmportant to note that Warrington Borough council did not at this point contest the presentations made.

WARRINGTON Davi Boye

Borough Council Tl Sighiineg o0 Operiont

Parking Senwces Lind
Engusies & Payment Office
Level 8 Market Muti Storey Car Park

Mr David Ward Academy Way

145 Slater Streel Wamrglan

W:lmtﬂﬂ WAl 2HN

WA4 1DW Interim Chisf Executive

Professor Steven Broomhead

WA WRITINGION, DOY Uk

IF you have difficuty makong contact

please dal 0842 300 B540

Apcom, working N parershig wit

Warnegicn Bornugh Counce

23/04/2013 AReRe
Dear Mr Ward,

Re : Notice of Rejection of Representations

Traffic Management Act 2004 - s78, Civil Enforcement of Parking Contraventions
(England) General Regulations 2007; Civil Enforcement of Parking Contraventions
(England) Representations and Appeals Regulations 2007.

PCN No : WI01185069
Date Issued + 05/03/2013 10:57:04
Location of Contravention : Cairo Street (MW 30min)

Your representations against the above Penalty Charge Notice have been
carefully considered in the light of the circumstances al the time and In
accordance with the Traffic Management Act 2004. Grounds for cancellation of
the charge have nol been established and this letter is the formal MNotice of
‘Rejection of Representations”. i
( The reasons for rejection are: > o thai;
“Your mmm d disabled persons parking place without
displaying a valid disabled persons badge in the prescribed manner.

Unfortunately. you cannot park in a Disabled Bay unless you are clearly
displaying a valid Disabled Blue Badge. The Traffic Information Sign on Cairo
Street (adjacent to your vehicle) clearly states:-

‘Disabled badge holders only,

Mon — Sat,

Bam - 6.30pm”,

and, on the road (adjacent to your vehicle) there is a white 'bay’ marking with the
word “DISABLED"

There 1s no effective contest to the presentations made. So the presentations made stand as fact.

Also at this point Warrington Borough council invited Mr D Ward to take Warrington Borough council to tribunal and the
outcome would be legal and binding on both parties. So we took advantage of this generous offer and we also included
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copy of all documents up to this point as physical evidence.. This was the same process as before. Along with same
presentations sent to Warrington Borough council. Along with a letter to the adjudicator as follows.

Dear Adjudicator
Please forgive the informality as we have not been made aware of the name of the adjudicator.

This 1s 1n response to Warnington Borough Councils decision to reject our challenge against the PCN. Clearly the PCN has been
challenged by Mr David Ward, But that challenge has not been rebutted by Warrington Borough Council. as Warrington Borough
Council have only repeated the grounds under which the PCN was raised. Copy under same cover which is highlighted.

Also a PCN 1s a penalty charge Notice and as such a notice of a penalty charge. A recognisable Bill has not been raised and presented
to Mr David Ward complete with a wet ink signature.

As the presentations made by Mr David Ward where not addressed. Then the challenge made by Mr David Ward still stands and the
PCN 1s not valid or enforceable.

Warrington Borough Council has made a demand for payment. but has not presented Mr David Ward with a Bill which is recognised
under the Bills of exchange act of 1882 (Which also must have a signature in wet ink?) Warrington Borough Council cannot raise a
Bill because there 1s no commercial arrangement 1n place between Warnington Borough Council and Mr David Ward under which to
raise a Bill.

For Mr David Ward to respond by paying without a bill signed 1n wet ink_ then that would be a direct violation of the bills of exchange
act of 1882, In addition to this as there is no commercial arrangement and Bill presented, then this would also be a contravention of
the fraud act of 2006. Mr David Ward is not in the habit of knowingly conspiring to fraud. Thus action would also create a liabality
agamst Mr David Ward.

Warrington Borough has also listed mn their “rejection of presentations™ the Traffic Management Act 2004 — s78 1n support of their
claim. The Act’s and statutes of HM Parliaments and Governments PLC can only be given force of law by the consent of the
governed. What 1s mandatory i the first instance 1s the consent of the governed which 1s also presentable as fact. As the consent of
the governed is not presentable as fact, then the Act’s and statutes of HM Parliaments and Governments PLC cannot be acted upon in
any way which would cause loss to the governed. What is mandatory in this instance is the presentable agreements of sixty three and
a half million governed to be m place before an Act or Statute can be acted upon.

We fail to see how this 1s in support of the PCN presented to Mr David Ward.

We fail to see how listing the Traffic Management Act 2004 — s78 supports the claims made by Warrmgton Borough Couneil m any
way other than to create obfuscation 1n attempt to confuse the mind.

There are no agreements in place between the 22000 residents of the Warrington Borough and Warmngton Borough Council, which

can be presented as fact complete with signatures in wet mk, which can be presented to support the claim of Warrington Borough

Council in support of a demand for payment. Without violating the Bill's of exchange Act of 1882 and the fraud act of 2006 section 2

Fraud by false representation see: http:/'www legislation. gov.uk/ a/2006/35/section/2. And section 4 part 2

A person may be regarded as having abused his position even though s conduct consisted of an omission rather than an act. See:
Jwww legislation. gov.uk/ukpga/2006/35/section’4. An onussion 1n the form of an onutted signature would constitute an act of

fraud under section 4 section 2 of the fraud act of 2006.

So let us summarise regarding the grounds for appeal with reference to the form provided for appeal.

*  (A) The alleged contravention did not occur. No contravention has occurred, because there are no agreements between the
220,000 members of the Warnngton Borough and Warnington Borough Council, which can be legally presented as fact in
support of the alleged contravention.

* (C) There has been a procedural impropriety by the council. The council did not respond to the challenge made by Mr
David Ward 1n a manner which would make any sense or would constitute a rebuttal to the challenge. Warnington Borough
Council are advocating to Mr David Ward in their demand for payment without a bill presented. a direct contravention of the
Bill's of exchange Act 1882 and the Fraud Act 2006.

+  (D)The traffic Order which is alleged to have been contravened in relation to the vehicle concerned is invalid. The
traffic order (that’s a new approach, can’t find a listing for that ) 1s illegal because there 1s no agreement between the parties
which 15 legally presentable as fact and signed mn wet mnk  You have got to love that word legal, legally blind, legal consent.
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All presentable as fact complete with a signature in wet ink, and without the signature in wet ink on a legal document in the
form of an agreement, then 1t 1s not legal or 1s 1llegal and therefore not lawful. You have to love the word legal

Need we continue? It 1s obvious at this point that there 1s no body at Warrington Borough Council that 1s capable of understanding the
challenge made by Mr David Ward, or capable of responding, there for an Adjudicator becomes necessary.

There 1s only one outcome to this tribunal, where the adjudicator 1s a recognised lawyer and 1s independent of the council.

* A challenge has been made and has not been effectively rebutted by Warrmgton Borough Couneil

*  The action of demanding payment without the presentation of a lawful legal Bill which is subject to The Bill's of exchange
Act of 1882 and signed in wet mk cannot be responded to in the manner expected by Warrington Borough Council, without a
second transgression against the fraud act of 2006.

*  Regardless of the policies or legislation of Warrmgton Borough Counecil or HM Parliaments and Governments PLC, any
commercial activity would constitute an act of fraud without the commercial agreements in place beforehand.

+  The continued activates where demands for payment are made without observing the bills of exchange act 1882 and a
recognised bill is presented complete with wet ink signature is a continued procedural impropriety by the council and the
members of Warnington Borough Council are culpable 1 law for their actions.

There can only be one outcome to this tribunal which 1s acceptable under current legislation and that ontcome will be found 1n favour
of the appellant Mr David Ward and not mn favour of continued transgressions against current legislation by Warnington Borough
Council.

In the document provided outliming procedure to make presentations 1n this tribunal process, there 1s a section concemning Costs 1
favour of the appellant. where a party has behaved wholly unreasonable.

We have taken a considerable amount of time and energy responding to Warnngton Borough Council when making representation and
in preparation for this tribunal. It is not without reason that a consideration could be expected. This would also serve to enforce the
decision made by the adjudicator in this tribunal. If the adjudicator 1s truly an independent and an honourable individual then a
consideration 1s in order.

Mr David Ward also notes that as this Tribunal is informal then it is also recognised as not legally binding regardless of the
findings of the Adjudicator.

We would also like a response in writing from the adjudicator to relay the outcome of this tribunal conveying the reasons for the
adjudicator’s decisions.

For and on behalf of Mr David Ward

WITHOUT PREJUDICE, i.e. all natural and Unalienable Rights Reserved

Mr David Ward reserves the right to use force to defend himself, his family and his family home, which is his unalienable right to do
50.

No assured value, No liability. Errors & Omissions Accepted. All Rights Reserved.

WITHOUT RECOURSE — NON-ASSUMPSIT

There are addition changes 1n international law that the adjudicator may not be aware of at this time. Please consider the following
which also has some bearing on this tribunal.
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The results from the tribunal are as follows. Decision Cover Letter (Appellant) 1249270-1.pdf

AN

Trafflc Penalty England and
Trilunal Weilas

TaiTD Peralty THoursl  appesinireiopeneltybyrsl gow. uk
ylrglind Houme,  vovs. inklfog byt o go. uk
Wirtnr Lone, Wi mskow,
Chasvirs 516 580

Mr David Ward Case Number: WI 05257F
145 Slater Street

Latchford Vehicle Registration: WM51GJZ

Warrington
Cheshire WA4 1DW Direct Dial: 01625 44 55 84

30 May 2013

Dear Mr Ward,
David Ward v Warrington Borough Council
WI01185069

Enclosed you will find the Adjudicator's Decision. A copy has been sent to the Council.

The Adjudicator’s Decision is final and binding on both you and the Council.

The attached notes explain the conseguences of the Decision, but must be read subject to any
specific directions given by the Adjudicator.

If payment is required, please send payment to the Council, not to the Traffic Penalty Tribunal.
Yours sincerely

Kemy Conway

Clearly this 15 a tribunal and as such recogmised due process which 1s legal and binding on both Parties. In addition to this
there was the adjudicator’s decision.

Adjudicator Decision 1249267 .pdf
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Adjudicator’s Decision

David Ward
and
Warrington Borough Council

Penalty Charge Notice WI01185069 £70.00

Appeal allowed on the ground that the Council does not contest the
appeal.

Reasons

The PCN was issued on 5 March 2013 at 10:57 to vehicle WM51GJZ in Cairo
Street for being parked in a designated disabled person's parking place without
clearly displaying a valid disabled person's badge.

The council has decided not to contest this appeal. The adjudicator has therefore
directed that the appeal is allowed without consideration of any evidence or the
merits of the case.

N The appellant is not liable to pay the outstanding penalty charge.

The Proper Officer on behalf of the
Adjudicator 30 May 2013

Page 1of 1

case nomber WI 05257F

“Appeal allowed on the ground that the council does not contest the appeal” “The council has decided not to contest this

appeal”
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Warrington Borough Council cannot contest the appeal. There 1s a mandatory requirement for Warrington Borough
council to present as physical evidence and factual foundation for the claim which 1s the legally signed on and for the
public record “Consent of the Governed™ This is the legal authority that Warrington Borough council would have to
present as physical evidence and foundation for there claim for the claim to have any legal substance in presentable fact.

He who makes the claim must also provide the foundation and the physical proof of that claim other wise the moon could
be made from cream cheese just because Warrington Borough council claim this 1s so.

‘Without this physical evidence then the claim 1s fraudulent. Hence a crime 15 commutted by Warrington Borough council
and that erime 1s fraud not a procedural impropriety or a mistake. Also, there 1s a second crime. Tlus second crime 1s
Malfeasance m a public office. A clear and intended action to extort funds where there 1s no legal authority to do so.

“The adjudicator has therefore directed that the appeal is allowed without consideration of any evidence or the meriis of
the case”

Clearly there are merits of the case which have been presented here.
The appellant is not liable to pay. Case No WI 05257F Dated 30™ day of May 2013.

There 15 also confirmation of thus fact from Warrington Borough council and signed in wet ink by an officer of the state
Scott Clarke Dated 29 of May 2013.

| Cantravantion Code =
PEN Typa: Parking g with Rem O Bus Lamg O
C W T

Carers (B Lane) |
R@nnmn foF Postal PCN Camers  (Parking ) ._L'.‘_
1 Drive austy L=
'.ll_l_ul prevenfion (=]
Hoibine and Slorage Chaege (& wanicie |
| IeToved)

Tha Enfe v does nat Intend to contest this case further

Due to an unanticpated shartage of Parcing Services Staff, Warfingten Borough Counal hes
fig aftemative sxcept 10 exencise our discrefion and cancel the ahove Peraity Charge Notice,

'
Authomaing Signature _I r._;f-ﬂ-...-— Dt 2"’{‘: J"i'i

Srint Wame dearr  Camis

SN2 e

Page 13 of 14



“Duie to the unanticipated shortage of parking services staff. Warrington Borough Council has no alternative except to
exercise our discretion and cancel the above Penalty Charge Notice”

Thus 15 a very mteresting choice of words which 1s obfuscator i nature. Warrington Borough Council will never be able to
provide staff which can provide the legal consent of the governed because for the past 800 years the governed have never
once been so much as asked to provide the legal consent of the governed on and for the public record. Warrington
Borough council or it’s parking services staff cannot provide something that does not exist and is of no physical substance
for the foundation to the claim.

“Warrington Borough Council has no alternative except to exercise our discretion”

As there is no legal consent of the governed then Warrington Borough Council does not have any authority or discretion
to exercise. This also applies to HM Parliaments and Government PLC, the parent company.

The ramifications to this case authority are huge and not all apparent at first glance. Consider the following.

A licence is a permission to undertake an action that would otherwise be illegal HP Parliaments and Governments PLC
clearly do not have the legal Authority to issue any form of licence without the legal and physically presentable signed in
wet ink consent of the governed. Also. HM. Parliaments and Governments PLC do not have the legal authority to
deternune that an action 1s 1llegal without the legal and signed consent of the governed physically on and for the public
record. There is no physical record of the fact. 63.5 million People have not signed the consent of the governed.

63.5 nullion People have never once been asked and have never once signed the consent of the governed and as the office
of Parliament 15 only a four year office then there must be this signed legal document every four years on and for the
public record.

All forms of Tax, VAT, Duty, Council tax ete is illegal and constitutes fraud and malfeasance in a public office without
this legal dependency being fulfilled.

The enforcement of these Act’s/Statutes, by the Police, the local authority, the Judiciary, and government licensed Bailiffs
is also illegal and constitutes malfeasance without this legal authority to do so.

It 15 a known fact and this has been documented by Chartered accountants that the populace pays all manner of tax to the
tune of 85% m the £. Sometimes where fuel 1s concerned this 1s a much as 92% in the pound. The argument has been
made that 1t 15 necessary to pay tax to pay for the cervices that we need such as police, ambulance and so on. Then it can
also be argued that these people who provide these services should not pay any form of Tax. They should live a tax free
life.

This is not in evidence. In fact the contrary is true.

It would also be accurate to argue that the 15% that the populace gets to keep actually pays for all the services mclusive.
People provide services not government. This would be an accurate assessment of the available facts. There is no valid
reason to pay tax at all and the cost of living would drop by 85% at a minimum.

Do the math.

All the public officials are also victims of this crime. Including the Police, Ambulance, Paramedic, Teachers and so on. In
fact there is not an instance where there is not a vietim of this crime.

The ramufications span well beyond the content of this case authority undertaken by recognised due process at tribunal.
Page 14 of 14
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Exhibit (C)

House of Ward

145 Slater Street
Warrington

[WA4 1DW]

19th Day of January 2015

The Material evidence of the FACTS

19th Day of January 2015

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+. MCSE. R B.A. Para Legal
Attorney at Law. No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and
Omissions Excepted. All Rights Reserved.
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house of Warg House of Ward
i aq - ‘ 145 Slater Street
- Warrington

[WA4 1DW]
19th Day of January 2015
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It 15 on and for the public record by way of published records at http//'www judiciary gov uk/wp-
contentuploads/JCO/Documents/Speeches/beatson) 040608 pdf

g

That at the NOTTINGHAM TRENT UNIVERSITY 16 APRIL 2008 the HON. SIR JACK BEATSON FBA spoke the following
words. (Supplement 1 Provided)

“The 2003 changes and the new responsibilities given to the Lord Chief Justice necessitated a certain amount of re-
examination of the relationship between the judiciary and the two stronger branches of the state - the executive
and the legislature.”

It is clear from the HOM. SIR JACK BEATSON FBA spoke words that the office of the Judiciary is a sub office of the
state. Therefore there will always be a conflict of interests between any private individual who is not a state
company employee, AND there is and will always be a conflict of interests Where a Judge or a magistrate is acting in
the office of the judiciary, where the office of the judiciary is a sub office of the state!

What is a State?
See (Supplement 2) from the London Scheool of Economics

“1) The state should not be viewed as a form of association that subsumes or subordinates all others. 2) The stafe is
not an entity whose interests map closely onto the interests of the groups and mdividuals that fall under its authority,
but has interests of its own. 3} The state is, to some extent at least, an alien power; though it is of human
construction, it is not within human control. 4) The state is not there fo secure peoples deepest interests, and it does
not serve to unify them, reconcile them with one another, bring their competing interests into harmony, or realize any
important good such as justice, freedom, or peace. While its power might be harnessed from time to tfime, thai will
serve the interests of some not the interests of all 5) The state is thus an institution through which individuals and
groups seek to exercise power (though it is not the only such institution); but it is also an insfitution that exercises
power over individuals and groups. 6) The state is, wltimarely, an abstraction, for it has no existence as a material
object, is not confined to a particular space, and is not embodied in any person or collection of persons.”

Also:-

“The guestion now is: what does it mean to say that a state is a corporate entity? The state is a corporation in the
way that a people or a public cannot be. *

A mumber of things are clear from this definition of state from the London School of Economics.
1. A state 1s a corporate entity by an act of registration. A legal embodiment by an act of registration.
2. A state has no obligations to anything other than the state and to the exclusion of anything or anybody else.

3. A state is nothing of material substance but only a construct of the mind.

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+1. MCSE. R B A Para Legal
Attorney at Law. No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and
Omissions Excepted. All Rights Reserved. Page 2 of 16




House of Ward

145 Slater Street
Warrington

[WA4 IDW]

19th Day of January 2015

All that 1s created by the same process is equal in status and standing to anything else that is created by the same process. There is
a peer relationship of equals that are separate legal embodiments.

Consider the graphic representation for those that are feeble of mind.

Legal embodiments by an act of registration are created as equals by default and have a peer relationship by default

{ Principal Legal embodiment )

| { Principal Legal embodiment )

{ Principal Legal embodiment )

Any other legal person created by the same process | =

HM Parliaments & Governments PLC.

= McDonalds

Tt 15 quite clear from the graphical
representation shown here and 1t should be
quite obvious to even the most feeble mind

that.

When a Judge, any Judge or Magistrate 1s sat
1n there subordinate office to a principle legal
embodiment then that Judge or Magistrate is
not a fit and proper person to sit in Judgement
of any other PRINCIPAL Legal embodiment.
And has no authority

Office of the Executive =

Office of the Executive

CEQ or Chief executive officer =

CEO or Cluef executive officer

The legislature =

Company policy

Office of the Judiciary = Company policy enforcement
| |
Lord Chief Justice = Policy Enforcement Officer
| |
QC Tudge = Any Company officer
|
Crrcuit Judge

District Judge

Magistrate

If there is any disagreement to the above stated FACT. Then they should take this up with the Rt. Hon Lord Chief

Justice Sir Jack Beatson FBA.

The Facts Are the Facts. This is the material evidence of the FACTS.

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+i. MCSE. R.B.A. Para Legal.
Atftomey at Law. No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and

Omussions Excepted. All Rights Reserved.
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§ I - ‘ 145 Slater Street
- O Warrington
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19th Day of January 2015

’.i Keeper of 1 cm“"

From the Supplement 2, Definition of State from the London School of economics.

“The question now is. what does it mean fo say that a state is a corporate entity? The state is a corporation in the
way that a people or a public cannot be.

A Corporation is a legal embodiment by an act of registration.......
To be legal then there has to be a meeting of the minds and an agreement between two parties. Legal is by agreement.

So by agreement:-

=

The state should not be viewed as a form of association that subsumes or subordinates all others.

2. The state is not an entity whose interests map closely onto the interests of the groups and individuals that fall
under its authority, but has interests of its own.

3. The state is, fo some extent at least, an alien power; though it is of human construction, it is not within
human control

4. The state is not there to secure peoples deepest interests, and it does not serve to unify them, reconcile them
with one another, bring their compefing interests into harmony, or realize any important good such as justice,
freedom, or peace. While its power might be hamessed from time to time, that will serve the interests af some
not the interests of all

5. The state is thus an institution through which individuals and groups seek to exercise power (though it is not
the only such institution); but it is also an institution that exercises power over individuals and groups.

6. The state is, ultimately, an abstraction, for it has no existence as a material object, is not confined to a
particular space, and is not embodied in any person or collection of persons.

If a carpenter were to register a chair he had made. There is the act of registration, then the certificate of registration where two
parties have agreed that there 1s a chair ..

The point being that there is a chair and this chair 1s of material substance.

A legal embodiment by an act of registration where there 1s nothing of material substance created. 1s nothing more than a figment
of the mind that has agreed to create nothing of material substance.

This very legal agreement is an act of fraud by deception.

The state is, ultimately, an abstraction, for it has no existence as a material object, is not confined to a
particular space, and is not embodied in any person or collection of persons.

The State which is a legal embodiment is of no material substance.

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+. MCSE. RB A Para Legal.
Attorney at Law. No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and
Omissions Excepted. All Rights Reserved. Page 4 of 16
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How is it possible that:-

¢ A legal embodiment by an act of registration which 15 of no material substance by default, or
* A State, which 1s of no maternial substance by default, or
* A corporation, which 1s of no material substance by default

How is it possible that something of no material substance in fact or which 1s a fiction of the mind can:-

Have a life of its own, or

Claimed to have Authornity over another, or

Can be held responsible, or

Have a liability, or

holds property . or

Have any form of powers or

Be tn any way or have any form of legitimacy in existence. or

Undertake an act of force.

It is quite clear that, Chandran Kukathas, Department of Government and the London School of Economics, have had great

difficulty defining what a state 1s. Why are we not surprised at this? Tt 1s not possible to define or give definition to or to legitimise
something which is of no material substance and 1s a figment of the imagination.

Fraud however has been clearly defined as a criminal act with full knowledge and infent to engage in criminal behaviour for the
personal gain of oneself or another, to the expense of another party.

To bring about by an act of force, support of this same frand and crinunal intent 1s also clearly recognised as act of terrorism.

So 1t 1s quate clear and has been confirmed by the Ri. Hon Lord Chief Justice Sir Jack Beatson FBA. who has aclhieved the highest
status within the office of the Judiciary as Lord Chaef Justice that.

This Land by the name of England and the (United Kingdom (Private corporation)) which extends to the common wealth is run
defimtively by terronists who maintain their status by fraud and deception to the expense of others by acts of force where there 15
1o legitimacy and can be no legitimacy to the fact that a state 1s a legal embodiment by an act of registration of which there 1s no
material substance to support that fact and

By maintaining that parliament reigns supreme, where the legal definition of Statute which is a” legislative rule given force of law
by the consent of the governed” Where there has been no consent of the governed and there 15 no material evidence that the
governed have given their consent to legitimise this claim to supremacy and authority

See Case authority and exhibit (B) Case Authority No WI 05257F . David Ward. V. Warrington Borough Council,

Which by all accounts holds executive status within the STATE. Above that of the legislation and cannot be held accountable to
that legislation as the status of the officers 1s superior to the legislation.

The Facts Are the Facts. This is the material evidence of the FACTS.

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+1. MCSE. R B A Para Legal
Aftorney at Law. No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and
Omissions Excepted. All Rights Reserved. Page 5 of 16




House of Ward

145 Slater Street
Warrington

[WA4 IDW]

19th Day of January 2015

Supplement 1. Supplement 1.

JUDICIARY OF
ENGLAND AND WALES

SPEECH BY THE HON. SIR JACK BEATSON FBA

JupicIAL INDEPEND ENCE AND ACCOUN TABILITY: PRESSURES AND
OPPORTUN ITIES

NOTTINGHAM TRENT UNIVERSITY

1h APRIL 2008

A quiet constitutional upheaval has been oceurring in this country smee 1908, That
vear saw the enactment of the Human Rights Act and the devolution legislation for
Seotland, Northern Irefand and to a lesser degree, Wales. These developments
have led to new interest in the judiciary. Today, however, [ am primarily
concerned with events since June 20073 when the governiment announced the
abolition of the office of Lord Chancellor, bringing to an end a position in which a
senior member of the Cabinet was also a judge, Head of the Judiciary, and Speaker
of the House of Lords. The government also announced the replacement of the
Judscial Committee of the House of Lords by a United Kingdom Supreme Court.
These events led to the Constitutional Reform Act 2005 (hereafter “CRA") and to
the Lord Chief Justice becoming Head of the Judiciary of England and Wales

The 2003 changes and the new responsibilities given to the Lord Chiefl Justice
necessitated a certain amount of re-examination of the relationship between the
Judiciary and the two stronger branches of the state -— the executive and the
legislature. Moreover, in the atimosphere of reform and change, branded as
“modernisation”, not all have always remembered the long accepted rules and
understandings about what judges can appropriately sav and do outside their
courts Others have asked whether the rules and understandings remain justified in
modern conditions. The “pressures” to which my title refers arise because of the
view of some that judges should be more engaged with the public, the government,
and the legislature than they have been in the past. The "Opportunities” anse from

http://www.judiciary.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/ICO/Documents/Speeches/beatsonj040608. pdf

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+1. MCSE. R.B.A. Para Legal.
Attomney at Law. No Assured Value No Liability. No Errors and
Omissions Excepted All Rights Reserved. Page 6 of 16
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http://philosophy.wisc.edu/hunt/A%20Definition%200f%20the%205tate.htm

Supplement 2
A Definition of the State
Chandran Kukathas
Department of Government
London School of Economics

c.kukathasi@lse.ac.uk

Presented at a conference on Dominations and Powers: The Nature of the State, University of
Wisconsin, Madison, March 29, 2008

1. The problem of defining the state

A state is a form of political association. and political association is itself only one form of human association Other
associations range from clubs to busmness enterprises to churches. Human bemngs relate to one another. however. not
only in associations but also in other collective arrangements, such as families, neighbourhoods, cities, religions,
cultures, societies. and nations. The state 1s not the only form of political association. Other examples of political
associations include townships, counties, provinces, condomumums, terrstories, confederations. international organizations
(such as the UN) and supranational orgamzations (such as the EU) To define the state 1s to account for the kind of
political association 1t 1s, and to describe 1ts relation to other forms of human association, and other kinds of human
collectively more generally. This1is no easy matter for a number of reasons. First. the state 15 a form of association
with a lustory. so the entity that 1s to be described 1s one that has evolved or developed and. thus, cannot readily be
captured i a snapshot. Second. the concept of the state itself has a lustory. so any invocation of the term will have to
deal with the fact that it has been used m subtly different ways. Thrd, not all the entities that claim to be, or are
recogmzed as, states are the same kinds of entity. since they vary in size, longevity. power. political orgamization and
legitimacy. Fourth. because the state is a political entity. any account of it must deploy normative concepts such as
legitimacy that are themselves as contentious as the notion of the state. Although the state 1s not uniquely difficult to
define, these problems need to be acknowledged.

The aim of this paper is to try to offer a definition of the state that is sensitive to these difficulties. More particularly,
it seeks to develop an account of the state that is not subject to the problems that beset alternative explanations that
have been prominent in political theory. The main points it defends are these. 1) The state should not be viewed as a
form of association that subsumes or subordinates all others. 2) The state 15 not an entity whose interests map closely
onto the interests of the groups and individuals that fall under its authority, but has mterests of its own 3) The state
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15, to some extent at least. an alien power: though it 1s of human construction, it 15 not within human control. 4) The
state 1s not there to secure peoples deepest interests, and it does not serve to umify them reconcile them with one
another, bring their competing interests info harmony, or realize any important good such as justice, freedom, or peace.
While its power mught be hamessed from time to tume, that will serve the mterests of some not the interests of all. 5)
The state 1s thus an msttution throngh which individuals and groups seek to exercise power (though it 15 not the only
such mstitution); but 1t 1s also an imstitution that exercises power over individuals and groups. 6) The state 1s.
ultimately, an abstraction, for it has no existence as a material object, 15 not confined to a particular space, and is not
embodied in any person or collection of persons. The state exists because certain relations obtain between people; but
the outcome of these relations 15 an entity that has a life of its own though it would be a mustake to think of it as
entirely autonomous and to define the state is to try to account for the entity that exists through these relations.

g

The concept of the state

A state 15 a form of political association or polity that 1s distmgmished by the fact that it 1s not itself incorporated into
any other political associations, though it may incorporate other such associations. The state 1s thus a supreme
corporate entity because 1t 1s not mcorporated into any other entity, even though it mught be subordinate to other
powers (such as another state or an empire). One state 1s distinguished from another by its having its own independent
structure of political authonty, and an attachment to separate physical territories. The state is itself a political
community, though not all pelitical communities are states. A state is not a nation, or a people, though 1t may contain
a single nation, parts of different nations, or a number of entire nations. A state arises out of sociefy, but it does not
contain or subsume society. A state will have a government, but the state is not simply a government, for there exist
many more governments than there are states. The state 1s a modern political construction that emerged in early
modern Europe, but has been replicated in all other parts of the world The most important aspect of the state that
makes 1t a distinctive and new form of political association is its most abstract quality: 1t is a corporafe entity.

To understand this formulation of the idea of a state we need to understand the meaning of the other terms that have
been used to identify it. and to distinguish it from other entities. The state 1s a political association. An association is
a collectivity of persons jomed for the purpese for camying out some action or actions. An association thus has the
capacity for action or agency. and because it 1s a collectivity 1t must therefore also have some structure of authority
through which one course of action or another can be determined. Since authority is a relation that exists only among
agents, an association 1s a collectivity of agents. Other collectivities of persons, such as classes or crowds or
neighbourhoods or categories (like bachelors or smokers or amputees) are not associations, for they do not have the
capacity for agency and have no structures of authority to make decisions. A mob i1s not an association: even though it
appears to act, it 15 no more an agent than i1s a herd.

On this understanding. sociery is not itself an association, for it is not an agent It may be made up of or contain a
multiplicity of associations and mdividual agents, but it i1s not an association or agent. Unless, that is, 1t i1s constituted
as one by an act or process of incorporation. So, for example, Califormian society is not an association, but the state
of California 1s: for wlile a society 1s not. a polifv 1s an association a political association. In pre-civil war America,
the southern states were a society, since they amounted to a union of groups and communities living under common
laws some of which sharply distinguished it from the North but they did not form a single (political) association untl
they constituted themselves as the Confederacy. A society is a collectivity of people who belong to different
communities or associations that are geographically contiguous. The boundaries of a society are not easy to specify,
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since the contiguity of societies makes it hard to say why one society has been left and another entered. One way of
drawing the distinction would be to say that, since all societies are governed by law, a move from one legal
jurisdiction to another 15 a move from one society to another. But this has to be qualified because law 1s not always
confined by geography, and people moving from one region to another may still be bound by laws from their places
of origin or membership. Furthermore, some law deals with relations between people from different jurisdictions. That
being true, however, a society could be said to exist when there 1s some established set of customs or conventions or
legal arrangements specifying how laws apply to persons whether they stay put or move from one junsdiction to
another. (Thus there was not nmch of a society among the different highland peoples of New guinea when they lived
in 1solation from one another, though there was a society i Medieval Spam when Jews, Mushms and Chnistians
coexisted under elaborate legal arrangements specifying rights and duties individuals had within their own communities
and as outsiders when in others.)

A society 1s different. however. from a community, which 1s in turn different from an association. A community 1s a
collectivity of people who share some common interest and who therefore are umited by bonds of commitment to that
interest. Those bonds may be relatively weak, but they are enough to distinguish commumities from mere aggregates or
classes of person. However, communities are not agents and thus are not associations: they are marked by shared
understandings but not by shared structures of authority. At the core of that shared understanding 1s an understanding
of what issues or matters are of public concern to the collectivity and what matters are private. Though other theories
of community have held that a community depends for its existence on a common locality (Robert Mclver) or ties of
blood kinship (Ferdinand Tonnies), this account of community allows for the possibility of communities that cross
geographical boundaries. Thus, while it makes perfect sense to talk of a willage or a neighbourhood as a community, it
makes no less sense to talk about, say, the vmiversity community, or the scholarly community, or the religious
community. One of the important features of a community 1s the fact that its members draw from it elements that
make up their identities though the fact that individuals usually belong to a number of communities means that it 1s
highly unlikely (if not impossible) that an identity would be constituted entirely by membership of one community. For
this reason. almost all communities are partial communities rather than all-encompassing or constitutive commumities.

An important question, then, 1s whether there can be such a thing as a political community, and whether the state is
such a community. On this account of community, there can be a political commmumty, which i1s defined as a
collectivity of individuals who share an understanding of what is public and what is private within that polity. Whether
of not a state is a political community will depend. however, on the nature of the state in question States that are
divided societies are not political communities. Iraq after the second Gulf War, and Sri Lanka since the civil war (and
arguably earlier), are not political commumties because there 1s serious disagreement over what comprises the public.
Arguably, Belgium 15 no longer a political community, thought it remains a state.

Now, there is one philosopher who has denied that a political society or a state or at least, a well-ordered democratic
society can be a community. According to John Rawls, such a society i1s neither an association nor a community. A
community, he argues, 1s a society governed by a shared comprehensive, religious, philosophical, or moral doctrine.

1[1] Once we recogmize the fact of pluralism, Rawls mamntamns, we must abandon hope of political community unless

1[1] Rawls, Political Liberalism (New York: Columbia University Press, second ed.1996). 42.
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we are prepared to countenance the oppressive use of state power to secure it 2[2] However, this view rests on a very
narrow understanding of community as a collectivity united mn affirming the same comprehensive doctrne. It would
make it impossible to recognize as commumities a range of collectivities commonly regarded as commumities, including
neighbourhoods and townships. While some common understanding is undoubtedly necessary. it is too much to ask that
communities share as much as a comprehensive doctrine. On a broader understanding of community, a state can be a
political community. However, it should be noted that on this account political community is a much less substantial
thing than many might argue It is no more than a partial comnmnity, being only one of many possible communities
to which individuals mught belong.

Though a state may be a political commumty. it need not be. Yet it must always be an association: a collectivity with
a structure of authority and a capacity for agency. What usually gives expression to that capacity is the states
government. Government and the state are not however, the same thing States can exist without governments and
frequently exist with many governments. Not all governments have states. Australia, for example, has one federal
government, six state governments, two territorial governments, and numerous local governments. The United States,
Canada. Germany, Malaysia and India are just a few of the many countries with many governments. States that have,
for at least a tume, operated without governments (or at least a central government) mclude Somalia from 1991 to 2000
(de facto, 2002), Iraq from 2003 to 2004, and Japan from 1945 to 1952 (when the post war Allied occupation came to
an end). Many governments are clearly governments of units within federal states. But there can also be governments
where there are no states: the Palestiman Authority 1s one example.

Government 15 an institution whose existence precedes that of the state. A government 1s a person or group of persons
who rule or administer (or govern) a political community or a state. For government to come into being there must
exist a public. Ruling within a household is not government. Government exists when people accept (willingly or not)
the awthority of some person or persons to address matters of public concem: the provision of non-excludable good. the
administration of justice, and defence against external enemies being typical examples of such matters. Until the
emergence of the state, however, government did not attend to the interests of a corporate entity but admunistered the
affairs of less clearly defined or demarcated publics. With the advent of the state, however, government became the
established administrative element of a corporate entity.

The question now is: what does it mean to say that a state is a corporate entity? The state is a corporation in the
way that a people or a public cannot be. It 15 a corporation because 1t 1s, in effect and in fact, a legal person. As a
legal person a corporation not only has the capacity to act but also a liability to be held responsible. Furthermore, a
corporation 1s able to hold property. This is true for incorporated commercial enterprises. for mstitutions like
wmversities and churches. and for the state. A corporation cannot exist without the natural persons who comprise 1t and
there must be more than one. for a single individual cannot be a corporation But the corporation is also a person
separate from the persons who comprse 1t. Thus a public company has an existence because of its shareholders. its
agents and their employees, but its nghts and duties, powers and liabilities, are not reducible to. or definable i terms
of, those of such natural persons. A church or a university has an existence because of the officers who run them and
the members who give them their point. but the property of such an entity does not belong to any of these
individuals. The state is a corporation in the same way that these other entities are: 1t 15 a legal person with rights and

2[2] Ibid.. 146n.
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duties, powers and liabilities. and holds property that accrues to no other agents than itself The question in political
theory has always been not whether such an entity can come into existence (since it plainly has) but how it does so.
This 15, 1n a part, a question of whether its existence 1s legitimate.

{

The state is not, however, the only possible political corporation. Provinces., counties. townships, and districts, as well as
condominiums (such as Andorra), some international organizations, and supranational organizations are also political
corporations but nof states. A state 15 a supreme form of political corporation because it is able to incorporate within
its structure of authority other political corporations (such as provinces and townships) but 15 not subject to
incorporation by others (such as supranational organizations). Political corporations the state is unable to incorporate are
themselves therefore states. Any state incorporated by any other political corporation thereby ceases to be a state. By
this account, prior to the American Civil War, the various states of the Union were not provinces of the United States
but fully independent states. After the war, to the extent that the war established that no state could properly secede or
cease to be incorporated into the one national state, the United States became a fully independent state and not a
supranational organization.

The sigmificance of the capacity for political corporations to hold property ought te be noted. Of critical importance 1s
the fact that this property does not accrue to individual persons. Revenues raised by such corporations by the levying

of taxes, or the imposition of tariffs or licensing fees, or by any other means, become the property of the corporation
not of particular governments, or officials. or monarchs, or any other natural person who 1s able to exercise authority

in the name of the corporation. The political corporation, being an abstract entity, cannot enjoy the use of its property
only redistribute 1t among the agents through whom 1t exercises power and among others whom those agenis are able,
or obliged, to favour. The state 1s not the only pelitical corporation capable of raising revenue and acquiring property,
though 1t will generally be the most voracious in its appetite.

One question that amses 1s whether the best way to describe the state 1s as a sovereign power. The answer depends on
how one understands sovereignty. If sovereignty means supreme authority within a territory (Philpott SEP 2003). it is
not clear that sovereignty captures the nature of all states. In the United States, the American state incorporates the 50
states of the union, so those states are not at liberty to withdraw from the union However, authority of the various
states and state governments does linut the authority of the American state, which 1s unable to act unilaterally on a
range of 1ssues. To take just one example, 1t cannot amend the Constitution without the agreement of two-thirds of the
states. Indeed many national states find themselves constrained not just because they exist as federated polities but
because their membership of other organizations and associations, as well as their treaty commutments, limit what they
can legally do within their own territorial boundaries. Sovereignty could, on the other hand, be taken fo be a matier of
degree; but this would suggest that it is of limited use in capturing the nature of states and distinguishing them from
other political corporations.

One aspect of bemg a state that i1s sometimes considered best identified by the concept of sovereignty 1s its
territoriality. People belong to a state by virtue of their residence within borders. and states, it is argued, exercise
authonty over those within its geographical bounds. While i1t is important to recogmize that states must possess territory
in order to exist, they are not unigque in having geographical extension Provinces, townships, and supranational entities
such as the EU, are also defined by their territories. Moreover, residence within certain borders does not make people
members of that state any more than i1t removes them from the authonty of another under whose passport they might
travel Nor is the states capacity to control the movement of people within or across its territory essential to its bemg
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a state, for many states have relinquished that right to some degree by membership of other associations. Citizens of
the EU have the night to travel to and reside in other member states. To exist. states must have terntory; but not
entire control over such territory. Webers well-known definition of the state as a body having a monopoly on the
legitimate use of physical force in a given territory is also inadequate. The extent of a states control, including its
control of the means of using violence, varies considerably with the state, not only legally but also i fact.

Though they are supreme corporate entities, states do not always exist in 1solation, and usually stand in some relation
to other forms of political association beyond their termtorial borders. States may belong to international organizafions
such as the United Nations or alliances such as NATO. They may be a part of supranational associations that are
loosely integrated defence and trading blocs (such as ASE! or more substantially mtegrated governmental associations
(such as the EU) They might be members of international regimes, such as the International Refugee Convention, as a
result of agreements they have entered into. States might also be parts of empires, or operate under the sphere of
influence of another more powerful state. States might exist as associafed states as was the case with the Plulippines,
which was from 1935-46 the first associated state of the United States. The Filipino state was responsible for domestic
affarrs, but the US handled foreign and mulitary matters. Even today. though m different circumstances, the foreign
relations of a number of states are handled by other states Spamn and France are responsible for Andorra, the
Switzerland for Liechtenstein, France for Monaco, and India for Bhutan States can also bear responsibility for
territories with the right to become states but which have not yet {and may never) become states. Puerto Rico. for
example. 15 an unincorporated ferritory of the United States, whose residents are un-enfranchised Amencan citizens,
enjoving limited social security benefits, but not subject to Federal income tax: it is unlikely to become an independent
state.

The state 1s. in the end. only ome form of political association. Indeed. the range of different forms of political
association and government even in recent history i1s astomishing. The reason for paying the state as much attention as
it is given is that it is, in spite of the wvariety of other political forms, the most significant type of human collectively
at work in the world today.

A theory of the state

According to Martin Van Creveld, the state emerged because of the limitations of the innumerable forms of political
organization that existed before 1t.3[3] The crucial innovation that made for development of the state was the idea of
the corporation as a legal person, and thus of the state as a legal person. In enabled the emergence of a political
entity whose existence was not tied to the existence of particular persons such as chiefs. lords and langs or particular
groups such as clans, tribes, and dynasties. The state was an entity that was more durable. Whether or not thus
advantage was what caused the state to emerge, 1t seems clear enough that such an entity did come into being. The
modern state represents a different form of govemance than was found under European feudalism. or in the Roman
Empire, or in the Greek city-states.

3[3] Van Creveld, The Rise and Decline of the State (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999), 52-8.
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Hawving accounted for the concept of the state, however, we now need to consider what lkund of theory of the state
might best account for the nature of this entity. Ever since the state came into existence. political philosophers have
been preoccupied with the problem of giving an account of its moral standing. To be sure. philosophers had always
asked why mdividuals should obey the law, or what, if anything. could justify rebellion against a king or prnnce. But
the emergence of the state gave rise to a host of new theories that have tried to explain what relationship people could
have. not to particular persons or groups of persons with power or awthority over them. but to a different kind of
entity.

g

To explain the emergence of the state in Europe from the 13™ to the 19® centuries would require an account of many
things, from the decline of the power of the church agamst kingdoms and principalities to the development of new
political power structures with the transformation and eventual disappearance of the Holy Roman Empire; from the
disappearance of towns and city-states, and extended associations like the Hanseatic League, to the nise of movements
of national unification. Attempts by theorists to describe the state that was emerging are as much a part of the history
of the state as are the political changes and legal innovations. Bodin, Hobbes, Spmoza, Locke, Montequien. Hume,
Rousseau, Madison, Kant. Bentham, Mill, Hegel, Tocqueville, and Marx were among the most insightful thinkers to
offer theories of the state during the course of its emergence. though theorizing went on well into the 20 century in
the thought of Max Weber, the English pluralists, various American democratic theorists, and Michael Oakeshott. They
offered theories of the state in the sense that they tried to explain what it was that gave the state its poini: how 1t
was that the existence of the state made sense. To some, this meant also justifying the state, though for the most part
this was not the central plulosophical concern. (Normative theory, so called, 1s probably a relatively recent invention.)

The question, however, remains: what theory best accounts for the state? Since there 1s time and space only for some
suggestions rather than for a full-scale defence of a new theory of the state, I shall come to the point. The theorist
who gives us the best theory of the state we have so far 1s Hume, and any advance we mught make should build on
Humans insights. To appreciate what Hume has to offer. we should consider briefly what the main alternatives are,
before turning again to Hume.

We mught vsefully do this by posing the question in a way that Hume would have appreciated: what interest does the
state serve? Among the first answers to be offered was that presented. with different reasoning, by Bodin and Hobbes:
the interest of everyone in peace or stability or erder. Each developed this answer in politically simular circumstances:
religious wars that reflected the declining power of a church trying to hold on to political mnfluence. Both thinkers
defended conceptions of the state as absolutist (or at least highly authoritarian) to make clear that the pomnt of the state
was to preserve order in the face of challenges to the peace posed by the Church or by proponents of group nghts
such as the Monarchomachs. The state was best understood as the realm of order, to be contrasted with the state of
war signified by its absence and threatened by its dereliction. Crucially. for both thinkers, the state had to be

conceived as a single sovereign entity, whose powers were not divided or to be shared either by different branches of
government or by different elements in a mixed constitution. Among the problems with this view is that it is not clear
that the state 15 needed to secure order, nor plausible to think that divided government 1s impossible. The conception of
the state as condition in which order is possible looks unlikely not only because the state may sometimes act in ways
that are destructive of order (and even self-destructive) but also because order has existed without states. Indeed. one of
the problems for Hobbess social theory in particular is explaining how the state could come into being if it really is
the result of agreement voluntarily to transfer power to a corporate agent since the state of war is not conducive to
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making or keeping agreements. It does not look as if the pomnt of the state is to serve our interest in order even if
that were our sole or primary interest.

{

Another view of the point of the state is that it serves our interest in freedom. Two theories of this kind were offered
by Rousseau and Kant. In Rousseau’s account, the emerges of society brings with it the loss of a kind of freedom as
natural man 1is transformed into a social bemng ruled directly and indirectly by others. The recovery of this freedom 1s
not entirely possible, but freedom of a kind is possible in the state, which is the embeodiment of the general will
Living in such a state we can be free as beings who are, ultimately, subject not to others but to laws we give
ourselves. Drawing inspiration from Rousseau’s conception of freedom, Kant presents a slightly different contractarian
story., but one with a similarly happy ending. The antithesis of the state is the state of nature, which 1s a state of
lawless freedom. In that condition, all are morally obliged to contract with one another to leave that state to enter a
juridical realm mm which freedom is regulated by justice so that the freedom each can be compatible with the freedom
of all. The state serves our interest in freedom by first serving our interest m justice. If Hobbes thought that whatever
the state decreed was, eo ipso, just; Kant held that justice presupposed the existence of the state. What's difficult to
see in Kant's account 1s why there i1s any obligation for everyone in the state of nature to enter a single jundical
realm, rather than simply to agree to abide by the requirements of morality or form different ethical communities. Why
should freedom require the creation of a single juridical order? It 1s no less difficult to see why the state mmght solve
the problem of freedom in Rousseau’s account . If in reality, there is a conflict between different interests, and some
can prevail only at the expense of others, it seems no better than a cover-up to suggest that all interests are served
equally well since all are free when govemed by laws that reflect the gemeral will If this 1s the case, the state serves
our interest in freedom only by feeding us the illusion that we are free when in fact we are subordinated to others.

Hegel also thinks that our deepest interest is in freedom, but for him it can only be fully enjoyed when we live in a
community in which the exercise of that freedom reflects not simply the capacity of particular wills to secure their
particular interest but the existence of an ethical life in which conflicts of interest are properly mediated and
reconciled. The institution that achieves this is the state, which takes us out of the realm of particulanity into the realm
of concrete umiversality: a realm m which freedom 1s given full expression because, for the first time, people are able
to relate to one another as individuals. This 1s possible because the state brings into existence something that eluded
people in society before the state came into being: a form of ethical life in which, at last. people can feel at home n
the world.

The most serious challenge to Hegel's wview 15 that offered by Marx. The state nught appear to be the structure within
which conflicts of interest were overcome as government by the umiversal class Hegel's state bureaucracy acted to serve
only the universal mterest. but in reality the state did no more than masquerade as the defender of the umiversal
interest. The very existence of the state, Mam argued, was evidence that particularity had not been eliminated, and
discrete interests remained in destructive competition with one another. More specifically, this conflict remained manifest
in the class divisions in society, and the state could never amount fo more than a vehicle for the mterests of the
ruling class. Freedom would be achieved not when the state was fulfilled but when 1t was superseded.

What 15 present in Marx but missing in the previously criticized theories 15 a keen sense that the state mught not so
much serve human interests in general as serve particular interests that have mamnaged to capture it for their own
purposes. This is why. for Marx. social transformation requires, first. the capture by the working class of the apparatus
of the state. The cause of human freedom would be served. however. only when the conditions that made the state
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wnevitable were overcome: scarcity and the division of labour. which brought with them alienation. competition and
class conflict.

{

What 1s most persuasive in Mamx’s analysis 1s his account of the state as an institution that embodies the conflict of
interest found in the world rather than as ome that reconciles competing interests. What is less convincing, however, is
the expectation that particular interests will one day be eradicated. What is missing is any sense that the state itself
has its own mterests, as well as being the site through which a diverse range of interests compete to secure thewr own
advantage. To gain an appreciation of these dimensions of the state, we need to turn, at least imtially. to Hume.

Hume’s theory of the state does not appear conveniently in any one part of his political writings, which address a
variety of 1ssues but not this one directly. His analysis 1s to be found in part in his Treafise. in an even smaller part
of lus second Enguiry. i his Essays. and in his multi-volume History of England. What can be gleaned from these
writings 15 Hume's view of the state as an entity that emerged m history, in part because the logic of the human
condition demanded it, in part because the nature of strategic interactions between individuals made it probable, and
finally because accidents of history pushed the process in one way or another.

The first step in Huome’'s analysis 15 to explamn how society i1s possible, given that the facts of human moral
psychology suggest cooperation is unprofitable. The answer is that repeated interactions reveal to individuals the
advantage of cooperating with potential future cooperators and out of this understanding conventions are born. The
emergence of society means the simultaneous emergence therefore of two other institutions without which the idea of
society 15 meaningless: justice and property. Society. justice and property co-exist, for no one of them can have any
meaning without the other two. What these imnstitutions serve are human mnterests’ in prospermg m a world of moderate
scarcity. Interest accounts for the emergence of other institutions. such as law, and government, though in these cases
there 1s an element of contingency. Government arises because war as emunent soldiers come to command authority
among their men and then extent that authority to their groups more broadly. Law develops in part as custom becomes
entrenched and is then further established when authorities in power formalize it. and judges and magistrates regularize
it by setting the power of precedent. In the course of time, people become attached to the laws, and even more
attached to particular authorities, both of which come to acquire lives of their own A sense of allegiance is born

Of crucial importance in Hume’s social theory is his understanding of human institutions as capable of having lives of
their own. They come into the world without human design. and they develop not at the whim of any individual or by
the wish of any collective. Law. once in place, is a hardy plant that will survive even if abused or neglected.
Government, once in place, will evolve as it responds to the interests than shape and try to control it. The entire
edifice of society will reflect not any collective purpose or intention but the interplay of mterests that contend for pre-
eminence. The state, in this analysis, is not the construction of human reason rooted in individual consent to a political
settlement; nor a product of the decrees of divine providence, even if the construction appears ever so perfect. It 1s
simply the residue of what might (anachromstically) be called a Darwinian struggle. What survives 1s what 1s meost fit
to do so.

The state in this story is the product of chance: it is nothing more than the way political mnterests have setiled for
now the question of how power should be allocated and exercised. It would be a mistake to think that they could do
this simply as they pleased. as if on a whim The facts of human psychology and the logic of strategic relations will
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constrain action, just as will the prevailing balance of power. But chance events can bring about dramatic and
unexpected changes.

g

The important thing, however, 15 that for Hume the state cannot be accounted for by referning to any deeper moral
interest that humans have be that m justice, or freedom, or reconciliation with their fellows. The state, like all
institutions, 15 a evelutionary product. Evolution has no purpose. no end. and no prospect of being controlled.

Hume’s theory of the state is, in the end, born of a deeply pluralistic outlook. Hume was very much alive to the fact
of human diversity of customs, laws, and political systems. He was also very much aware of the extent to which
human society was marked by conflicts among contending interests. The human condition was always going to be one
of interest conflict. and this condition was capable of palliation but resistant to cure. All human institutions had to be
understood as the outcome of conflict and efforts at palliation, but not as resolutions of anything. If there are two
general tendencies we might observe, Hume suggests, they are the tendency to authorty and the tendency to liberty.
Both elements are there at the heart of the human predicament: authority 1s needed to make society possible, and
liberty to make it perfect. But there is no particular balance to be struck, for every point on the scale 1s a possible
equilibrium point, each with its own advantages and disadvantages. To understand the state is to recognize that we are
in this predicament and that there is no final resolution.

Hume's theory of the state, as I have presented. in some ways recalls the theory offered by Michael Oakeshott, which
presenis the modern European state as shifting uneasily between two competing tendencies. One tendency is towards
what he called society as an enterprise association: a conception of the role of the state as having a purposive
character, its purpose bemng to achieve some particular goal or geals such as producing more economic growth and
raising levels of happiness. The other tendency is towards the idea of society as a civil association: a conception of
the state as having not particular purpese bevond maling possible its members pursuit of their own separate ends. The
states historical character is of an institution that has oscillated between these two tendencies, never at any time being
of either one kind or the other. Hume's theorv of the state shares with Oakeshott’s account this unwillingness to set
down in definitive or snapshot form a picture or description of something that embodies important contradictions. Even
if it seems not particularly satisfying. T suspect its about as satisfying a portrait of the state as we can hope to get

http://philosophy.wisc.edu/hunt/A%20Definition%200f%20the%205tate.htm
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The Companies Act 2006
“44 Execution of documents.

(1) Under the law of England and Wales or Northern Ireland a document is executed by a company—(a) by the
affixing of its common seal, or (b) by signature in accordance with the following provisions. (2) A document is validly
executed by a company if it is signed on behalf of the company— (a) by two authorised signatories, or (b) by a
director of the company in the presence of a witness who attests the signature. (4) A document signed in accordance
with subsection (2) and expressed in whatever words, to be executed by the company, has the same effect as if
executed under the common seal of the company.”

The legal effect of the statute is that documents and deeds must be signed on behalf of the company by a director in
the presence of a witness, or by two authorised signatories. Without adherence to these provisions no mortgage
contracts can be considered duly executed by a company and their terms are therefore legally unenforceable, as was
clearly implied when the Court of Appeal endorsed the view of Lewison J in the case of Williams v Redcard Ltd
[2011]:

“For a document to be executed by a company, it must either bear the company’s seal, or it must comply with s.44
(4) in order to take effect as if it had been executed under seal. Subsection (4) requires that the document must not
only be made on behalf of the company by complying with one of the two alternative requirements for signature in
s.44 (2): it must also be “expressed, in whatever words, to be executed by the company. That means that the
document must purport to have been signed by persons held out as authorised signatories and held out to be
signing on the company’s behalf. It must be apparent from the face of the document that the people signing it are
doing something more than signing it on the company’s behalf. It must be apparent that they are signing it on the
company’s behalf in such a way that the document is to be treated as having been executed “by” the company for
the purposes of subsection (4), and not merely by an agent “for” the company.”

In addition to this. A company which is by default of no material substance cannot commit a crime. However. The
Directors and the secretary of a company are liable for any fraudulent or criminal activities of that company.

Without i1l will or vexation.
For and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MR DAVID WARD.
For and on behalf of the attorney General of the House of Ward
For and on behalf of Baron David of the House of Ward.
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There is a loaf of bread on Morrison’s Shelf.

There is a loaf of bread on Maorrison’s shelf. But it didn't just appear there by magic, the loaf of bread started its journey on John
the farmers' farm.

Whoops, hang on a minute,

John the farmer pays council tax on his hard standing and that council tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread.

So John the farmer rises early in the morning to plough the field and plant some grain.

Just hold it right there.

In the tractor there is red diesel fuel and that fuel carries a fuel duty of 36% plus the vat on the duty, plus the vat on the diesel
and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

So now john has ploughed the field to plant the grain but the grain is not in the ground yet, the grain has to be sawed.

So john the farmer fires up the tractor again to saw the grain.

Just hang on.

In the tractor there is red diesel fuel and that fuel carries a fuel duty of 36% plus the vat on the duty plus the vat on the diesel
and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

Mow the grain is sawed and is in the ground and John the farmer has to wait three of six months whilst the grain grows and is
ready for harvesting.

Wight a minute,

John the farmer pays council tax on his hard standing and that council tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread.

So now it is time for harvesting, John the farmer fires up the big, monster combine harvester and harvests the field.
Woes stop. In the combine harvester there is red diesel fuel and that fuel carries a fuel duty of 36% plus the vat on the duty plus
the vat on the diesel and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

Mow John the farmer has a big pile of hay and a whole pile of grain, so john the farmer calls up Bob the haulage truck driver to
carry the grain to the grain storage silo.

Stop the bus right there.

Bob haulage truck driver drives a truck an the road, now this has white diesel fuel in the tank and whit diesel fuel carries a duty
of 80% plus the vat on the duty plus the vat on the diesel and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread. Also Bob haulage
truck driver pays road tax toe drive on the road, also Bob haulage truck driver lives in a house and pays council tax and all that tax
goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

It gets better the grain has now been delivered to the grain storage silo. Stop. The grain storage silo company pays commercial
council tax and all the employees of that company live in houses and they all pay domestic council tax and all that tax is added to
the cost of the loaf of bread.

Are we beginning to see a trend here? So the grain sits in the storage silo until it is called upon by the flower mill.
Just hang on. That's even more commercial council tax and all that tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread.
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That's absolutely correct the tax man just loves the tax.

So the flour mill calls up Bob the haulage truck driver to carry the grain to the flower mill.

Stop, my ears are bleeding and my brain hurts,

Mo Pain no gain knowing the truth is a painful experience and if you can’t stand the pain go back to sleep and keep paying the
tax.

Are you insane?

Aren't we all, we have been doing this insanity for donkey’s years, now shut up and take it.

MNooooo.

Bob the haulage truck driver drives a truck on the road, now this has white diesel fuel in the tank and whit diesel fuel carries a
duty of 80% plus the vat on the duty plus the vat on the diesel and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread. Also Bob
haulage truck driver pays road tax to drive on the road, also Bob haulage truck driver pays lives in a house and pays council tax
and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread. Why, why, Why.

Shut up and take it.

OMG No.

Mow the grain is at the flower mill.

Stop plies no, | can't take any more.

Shut up and take it, take it,

take it,

take the pain what doesn't kill you will only make you stronger.

The flower mill company pays commercial council tax and all the employees of that company live in houses and they all pay
domestic council tax and all that tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread. Whimper!

Somebody has to pay the tax man now take it.

Having made the grain into flower now the flower is ready to go to another storage depot. 5t-- Suck it up!! The flower mill calls
Bob the haulage truck driver to carry the flower to the storage depot.

Bob the haulage truck driver drives a truck on the road, now this has white diesel fuel in the tank and whit diesel fuel carries a
duty of 80% plus the vat on the duty plus the vat on the diesel and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread. Also Bob
haulage truck driver pays road tax to drive on the road, also Bob haulage truck driver lives in a house and pays council tax and all
that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

The storage depot company pays commercial council tax and all the employees of that company live in houses and they all pay
domestic council tax and all that tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread. Do you have a gun?
Somewhere:

Mow the bakery has an order for some bread so they call Bob to collect the flower from the storage depot and take it to the
bakery.

Mot saying anything anymore. Bob the haulage truck driver drives a truck on the road, now this has white diesel fuel in the tank
and whit diesel fuel carries a duty of 80% plus the vat on the duty plus the vat on the diesel and all that tax goes to the cost of
the loaf of bread. Also Bob haulage truck driver pays road tax to drive on the road, also Bob haulage truck driver pays livesin a
house and pays council tax and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

The bakery company pays commercial council tax and all the employees of that company live in houses and they all pay
domestic council tax and all that tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread.
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Can | find that gun?

Mo, you're not allowed a gun it's against legislation, besides you might just use it to shoot the tax man, and we can’t have that
now: can we?

Silence:-

So the bakery calls up Bob to take the bread to Morrison’s.

Silence:

Bob the haulage truck driver drives a truck on the road, now this has white diesel fuel in the tank and whit diesel fuel carries a
duty of 80% plus the vat on the duty plus the vat on the diesel and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread. Also Bob
haulage truck driver pays road tax to drive on the road, also Bob haulage truck driver lives in a2 house and pays council tax and all
that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

Marrison’s is a that company pays commercial council tax and all the employees of that company live in houses and they all pay
domestic council tax and all that tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread.

What you looking for in that draw?

Mothing:-

Where you going?

There's a peaceful occupy Downing Street on today | thought | would keep them company:

What's that in your pocket?

Mothing:

Well don’t be too long, you have work to do so you can keep paying the tax man: And when you get old you're going to need
plenty of money to spend on the grandkids, things like mobile phones and Xbox's and computer games: The door closes,

Mow the first question is how much is the tax on a loaf of bread when it is still on the shelf? The tax man has already had more
than he should. He does not care ifitis sold or it goes stale. It does not matter who pays for the bread weather the purchaseris
employed or unemployed it's zall the same to the tax man. So how much is the tax value on a loaf of bread on Morison’s shelf?

If all the tax was removed from the loaf of bread just leaving the cost of each loaf inclusive of all the growing, manufacture and
transport costs, even allowing for some profit for all the processes involved how much would it cost? The answer to that
question will astonish you. These calculations have been made by two chartered accountants burning the midnight oil and
plenty of coffee. Coffee, cool: Here's the answer.

85% of the cost of the loaf of bread is nothing but TAX: This means that if a loaf of bread costs £1 then the price on the shelf
should be 15p. Ouch! 1sn't that amazing? Now take this example and apply it across the board. From a lollypop to a colour Tv,
to the tarmac on the road, to the cost of 3 house or a car.

A £20K car would now be say £3K. Doesn't that sound good, 3 £100K house would cost £15K. This is an economically valid
example. Let it sink in for a while, ——-—----——--

There's more. We pay 24% of our income out of our gross earning to the NHS. | know if you are employed you only pay 8% but
you boss pays 16% and who do you think earns that 16%7? You do, you pay your part of your bosses 24% as well. Now the NHS

pays for a lot of things such as Hospitals and staff and medication and ambulances and unemployment from the department of
works and pensions. And | hear the words “so what” well all that money is spent and the taxman rakes back in 85% of it: That's
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85% that will never return to the NHS. Now you can also say that our tax is necessary because it pays for the police and the
schools and the bin men and the park keeper and fire brigade: Well this is also true but as that money is spent the taxman rakes
back in 85%. Now the question is when do you get the value of that money? And the answer is never:

MNever, ever, ever and if you can find it then let me know.

There's more. This means that the only money you get to keep is the 15%. Oh s——t yes. That 15% pays for everything ells, your
home and furnishings, the car, the holiday, the food, on and on. Yes you live your life on 15% and that is a fact, oh yes and some
credit cards. Now thatis a very sobering thought. This is exactly the reason why we are all broke. So what is it that the tax man
does that makes him worth so much of your life energy???? Anybody please let me know.

There's more. The opposite side of the coin! The cost of a £100K house is £15K you could save up for that in say 5 years on
minimum wage and buy the house cash with no mortgage. Having a mortgage means you pay for three houses and only get to
keep one. 5o you would save the cost of two houses, that’s money back in your pocket that the bank will never see. Minimum
wage would be equal to current day without paying tax say £50 per hour. You could buy your car cash, no loan. We would be a
cash rich nation in no time at all and the banks would just be a service to move our cash around as usual. There would be no
national debt. We would have roads that do not wreck our cars. Let the mind wonder. And don't forget that all tax is illegal, it
contravenes the bills of exchange act and is an act of fraud without the consent of the governed, and the consent of the
governed is not a presentable fact.

So the last observation is this. We pay all this tax for the Fireman and the policeman and everybody else who gets paid from the
public purse. But all those paid from the public purse also pay tax to the tune of 85%. How insane is that?....

It is no wonder that this country is commercially ruined and cannot compete in the world market place. That is just bad business
management. | blame Parliament. This country is not economically viable. Fubar'ed beyond all recognition.

What’s wrong with the world?

What is wrong with the world and what can we do about it?

Lots and lots

Without 111 will or vexation.

For and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MR DAVID WARD.
For and on behalf of the attorney General of the House of Ward
For and on behalf of Baron David of the House of Ward.
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No Body gets paid and nobody pays for anything ever.

l

The Facts
What does this mean? What happened and when did this happen and what 1s the outcome?

This 1s becoming more and more difficult to validate from reputable sauce as much of that which was available has been removed
from the public record. It 1s however a well known fact that the victors rewrite the public record to suit their needs. It has also
been noted that where there is something to hide then hidden it will be. There is however still a great deal of information still
available. One such resource 1s this. http://mises org/library/gold-standard-and-its-future Published by, E. P. DUTTON & CO.,
INC. By All accounts this 1s the work of a young London University economist.

A commentary on the book made by T.E. Gregory

“Between 1919 and 1925 a co-operative and successful effort was made to replace the monetary systems of the world upon
a:firm foundation, and the international gold standard was thereby restored. In the last few years a variety of circumstances
have combined to imperil this work of restoration. The collapse of the gold standard in a number of raw material producing
countries in the course of 1930 was followed by the suspension of the gold standard in g number of European countries in- 133 1.
The most important country to be driven off was Great Britain, which had reverted to gold after the War by the Gold Standard
Act of April 1925. The Gold Standard (Amendment) Act, passed on September 25th 1931, by suspending the gold standard in this
country, led not only to suspension by the Scandinavian countries and by Finland, but also to suspension in Ireland and India.
Other countries followed, including Japan and the U.5.A"

Followed by the usual disclaimer:-
“Note: The views expressed on Mises.org are not necessarily those of the Mises Institute.”

We find it very strange how these days that there is always a disclaimer and nobody stands by their words.

It 15 very strange that there 1s no record of thus The Gold Standard Amendment Act 1931 at the legislation gov.uk website. I
wonder why?

Google brings up 36600 results but nothing on the legislation gov.uk web. . Very strange that?

So was the gold standard Act abolished and 15 there other evidence to support this?

Well for the older ones of us there 15 the living memory. People used to get paid with gold sovereigns and silver coins. Imagine
that!!! People used to get paid with real money!!! How absurd. Back in the day and for thousands of years merchants used to use
real gold and silver coins to trade. Back in the day the Merchants would make use of the gold smith’s safe to keep their money
safe in exchange for a cashier note to the value of what was deposited in the gold smiths safe.

So what happened?

Fractional lending happened were it was legalised by the government by agreement that the Banks could lend more money in the
form of Bank notes than the Bank had sufficient gold or money to support. A bank note is not money. A Bank note has never been
money but a note supported by the money on deposit i the Bank (The gold and the silver) Thus 1s also licence fraud legalised by
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agreement. Fraud 1s still fraud legalised or not. Fraud by agreement 15 still fraud. The Banks do not have enough money on
deposit to support the notes in circulation.

At some point in the 1800°s the Banks claimed the gold/silver as there would never be enough money to pay back all the debt that
the Banks had created by licensed agreement with the government.

The facts are this. A Bank note is not money and never has been but only a note or a record of something of value. As long as
there was a gold standard Act then the Bank note would be something of perceived value as it would have a relationship with
something of value on deposit in the form of gold or silver.

What if there was no gold or silver to give the Bank note some value? What then? What then 1s the value of a Bank note? If there
1s no Gold standard Act and there 1s no money that the Bank note represents then what 1s the value of the Bank note?

If there 1s no money to support the Bank note then the Bank note 15 nothing more than a piece of paper with marks on 1t of no
value. It would be Monopoly Money. How can we show this to be factual? Simple.

Take some Bank notes to the Bank of England, walk up to the cashier and demand the money that the Bank of England promises
to pay on demand. How easy 1s that?? Deon’t be too surprised when the cashier looks at you strange and 1f vou become msistent
then the Bank security will be summoned to remove you from the premises for disturbing the peace. How much proof do you
need?

What else do we have as evidence? Well there 1s the Bills of Exchange Act of 1882, Why was there no Bills of exchange Act
before 18827 Did we not need any Bills of exchange Act before 188277 Why 1s this date significant??

Could this be because the government went into the 11™ chapter of insolvency prior to 1882 due to the fractional lending fraud?

How about you take out a loan and then ask the Bank to provide the sauce of the funds dating back by three accounts and be
compliant with The Money Laundering Regulations 2007. Don't hold wour breath waiting for a response. The Bank cannot
provide the historic record of the sauce of the funds.

‘What really happens when you enter a retail outlet and purchase some goods with Bank of England Promissory notes? You then
approach the cashier and make an offer of payment. which is a piece of paper from the bank of England where there 1s a
promise to pay but no actual payment takes place. It 1s not possible to pay for anything without money. A Bank Note 1s not
money.

The cashier then gives you a receipt for the offer of pavment. So in effect pieces of paper have changed hands both with words
and numbers on them. This complies with the Bills of Exchange act 1882 as two pieces of paper to the same perceived value has
changed hands. But when did you ever return to the retail outlet and PAY for the Goods with money??

When did you ever pay for anything with real money?? A Bank Note has never been money. There 1s no monetary system. The
economics 1s based upon confidence and belief in a monetary system where there 1s no money. Can somebody let me know where
I can buy 20 pounds of confidence or 20 pounds of belief?
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Confidence and belief is of no material substance. Confidence and belief is a figment of the imagination.

We continue to use these words Money and Pay. without ever thinking of the actual meaning of the words. How can there be
economics without money? Commerce is a scam. How 1s it possible for there to be Debt when there 15 no money? Every
contractual obligation vou have ever entered mnto 1s void by default because there has never been full disclosure by the parties.

You work for pay but you never get paid. There 1s no money to pay you with, just Bank notes that make promises that can never
be kept. Even when there was real money 1n the form of gold and silver coins the weight of the silver coms adding up to 1 pound
never ever weighed 1 pound (lb) Back in the day when there was 10s coins, two of them never weighed 11b (1 pound) it never
happened. Stop living in dream land and face the facts.

What 1s £100.00 BPS? British sterling silver weighed 1n troy ounces? Well 100 pounds 1s 1001b 1s 45kg. This 1s more than 25kg
it 15 greater than the deemed safe carrying weight under the Health and Safety at Work etc Act 1974 where more than 25kg 15 a
two man lift. It never happened. Ever. When are people going to wake up and smell the coffee Beans? Face the Facts!!

To be in a capitalistic society 1s to exploit another for personal gain. But there has never been any gain because you never get
paid. The Bankers and the politicians are going to be really pissed when they find out they got conned as well!! £100,000,000 15
still nothing of value because there 1s no money. 100,000,000 ttmes 0 = 0. Zero. These are the facts.

It could be said that I am making this all up as I go along. That may be true, but only maybe? It's a two way street. The politicians
and the Bankers and the governments have been making 1t up as they go along for years and nobody ever noticed. Somebody
made it all up. So the real question 1s this!!!

It 1s also true that where there 1s no physical material evidence to the contrary then the obvious stands as fact. Were the statement
or the document containing the details of the obvious 15 then the documented fact that cannot be challenged as there 15 no material
physical evidence to the contrary of the obvious.

Sherlock Holmes is a fictional character created by Scottish author and physician Sir Arthur Conan Dovyle, a graduate of the
University of Edinburgh Medical School It 1s clear that Sir Arthur Conan Doyle was a learned man who was very skilled in
analytical and deductive reasoming. From these writings by Sir Arthur Conan Doyle there is the following.

A Study in Scarlet (1886) Part 2. chap. 7. p. 83

“Tn solving a problem of this sort, the grand thing is to be able to reason backward. That is a very useful accomplishment, and a
very easy one, but people do not practise it much. In the evervday affairs of life it is more useful to reason forward, and so the
other comes to be neglected There are fifty who can reason synthetically for one whe can reasen analytically.”

The Sign of the Four (1890). Is the second novel featuring Sherlock Holmes written by Sir Arthur Conan Dovle.
“When yon have eliminated the impossible, whatever remains, however improbable, must be the truth?”

Where there 15 the lack of matenial evidence to support the claim then is the claim being made not an act of fraud by the very fact
that there is no material evidence to support the claim. The very lack of material physical evidence to support the claim is the
evidence that 1s the material evidence that proves that the claim is fraud.

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+1. MCSE. RBA Para Legal.
Attorney at Law. No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and
Omissions Excepted. All Rights Reserved. Paged of 8




Douse of WarF House of Ward
‘ I - ‘ 145 Slater Street
~ O Warrington

[WA4 1DW]
21st Day of January 2015

’.q Seeper of the Bﬂ‘"‘

Consider the following:-
There are some fundamentals to be give consideration before an agreement or a contract 1s valid and enforceable.

+  Full disclosure by the parties. If there 1s no full disclosure by the parties then the agreement 1s void from the outset.
There would not be any material physical evidence to any missing disclosure but the absence of this matenial physical
evidence 1s the evidence of the fraud.

+  Agreed Consideration by both parties. There must be a consideration by both parties! There must be material
evidence of this consideration. Where Banks are concerned then this would be the record as to the source of the
funds lent to the Borrower. If the Bank has not provided this material evidence of the source of the funds then the
bank have not given any consideration and cannot suffer any loss.

+  There should be a signed agreement by both parties. Without the signature from both parties then there 1s no
material evidence to the agreement or contract.

*  To be comphiant with The Companies Act 2006 (1) Under the law of England and Wales or Northern Ireland a
document 15 executed by a company—ia) by the affixing of its common seal, or (b) by signature in accordance with
the following provisions. (2) A document is validly executed by a company if it 15 signed on behalf of the company
(a) by two authorised signatories, ot (b) by a director of the company 1n the presence of a witness who attests the
signature.

The very absence of the company (Bank) seal or signatures from the company 15 the material evidence of the fact that their
activities are fraudulent from the start.

(Account Holder) Signs the Bank’s Loan Contract or Morigage or credit card agreement (The Bank officer does not so there 1s no
agreement or contract).

(Account Holder) Signature transforms the Loan Contract into a Financial Instrument worth the Value of the agreed amount.
Bank Fails to Disclose to (Account Holder) that the (Account Holder) Created an Asset.

(Fmancial Instrument) Asset Deposited with the Bank by the (Account Holder).

Financial Instrument remains property of (Account Holder) since the (Account Holder) created Fmancial Instrument with the
signature.

Bank Fails to Disclose the Bank's Liability to the (Account Holder) for the Value of the Asset of the commercial instrument.
Bank Fails to Give (Account Holder) a Receipt for Deposit of the (Account Holders) Asset or commercial instrument.

New Credit 15 created on the Bank Books credited against the (Account Holder) Financial Instrument

Bank Fails to Disclose to the (Account Holder) that the {Account Holder) Signature Created New credit that 1s claimed by the
Bank as a Loan to the Borrower

Loan Amount Credited to an Account for Borrower s Use as a credit.

Bank Deceives Borrower by Calling Credit a “Loan™ when it 15 a Deposited Asset created by the (Account Holder)

Bank Deceives Public at large by calling this process Mortgage Lending, Loan and similar

Bank Deceives Borrower by Charging Interest and Fees when there 1s no consideration provided to the (Account Holder) by the
Bank
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Bank Provides None of own Money or commercial instruments so the Bank has No Consideration in the transaction and so no
True Contract exists.

Bank Deceives (Account Holder) that the (Account Holder's) self-created Credit 15 a “Loan” from the Bank, thus there 1s No Full
Disclosure so no True Contract exists.

(Account Holder) 1s the True Creditor i the Transaction. (Account Holder) Created the new credit as a commercial mstrument.
Bank provided no value or consideration.

Bank Deceives (Account Holder) that (Account Holder) 1s Debtor not Creditor

Bank Hides its Liability by off balance-sheet accounting and only shows 1ts Debtor ledger m order to Deceive the Borrower and
the Court. The Bank 1s licensed by the government to commit actions that would otherwise be 1llegal (Banking Fraud) The court 1s
a sub office of the same company. See Exhibit (C) The material evidence of the fact. The Court has an obligation to support
actions licensed by the state. There is a clear conflict of interests here.

Bank Demands (Account Holder) payments without Just Cause, which 1s Deception, Theft and Fraud

Bank Sells (Account Holder) Financial Instrument to a third party for profit

Sale of the Financial Instrument confirms it has intrinsic value as an Asset yet that value 1s not credited to the (Account Holder) as
Creator and Depositor of the Instrument.

Bank Hides truth from the (Account Holder), not adnutting Theft, nor sharing proceeds of the sale of the (Account Holder's)
Financial Instrument with the (Account Holder) and creator of the financial instrument.

The (Account Holder's) Financial Instrument 1s converted into a Security through a Trust or similar arrangement 1n order to defeat
restrictions on transactions of Loan Contracts.

The Security including the Loan Contract 1s sold to investors, despite the fact that such Securitization is Illegal

Bank 1s not the Holder in Due Course of the Loan Contract.

Only the Holder in Due Course can claim on the Loan Contract.

Bank Deceives the (Account Holder) that the Bank 15 Holder in Due Course of the Loan Contract

Bank makes Fraudulent Charges to (Account Holder) for Loan payments which the Bank has no lawful right to since it 1s not
the Holder in Due Course of the Loan Contract.

Bank advanced none of own money to (Account Holder) but only monetized (Account Holder) signature.

Bank Interest is Usurious based on there being No Money Provided to the (Account Holder) by the Bank so that any interest
charged at all would be Usurious

Thus BANK “LOAN" TRANSACTIONS ARE UNCONSCIONABLE!

Bank Has No True Need for a Mortgage over the Borrower's Property, since the Bank has No Consideration, No Risk and No
Need for Security.

Bank Exploits (Account Holder) by demanding a Redundant and Unjust Mortgage.

Bank Deceives { Account Holder) that the Mortgage is needed as Security

Mortgage Contract 1s a second Financial Instrument Created by the (Account Holder)

Deposit of the Mortgage Contract is not credited to the (Account Holder)

Bank sells the (Account Holder) Mortgage Contract for profit without disclosure or share of proceeds to (Account Holder)

Sale of the Mortgage Contract confirms it has intrinsic value as an Asset yet that value 1s not credited to the {Account Holder) as
Creator and Depositor of the Mortgage Contract

Bank Deceives (Account Holder) that Bank 1s the Holder in Due Course of the Mortgage

Bank Extorts Unjust Payments from the (Account Holder) under Duress with threat of Foreclosure

Bank Steals (Account Holder) Wealth by mntimidating (Account Holder) to make Unjust and fravdulent Loan Payments

Bank Harasses (Account Holder) if (Account Holder) fails to make payments, threatening Legal Recourse
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Bank Enlists Lawyers willing to Deceive (Account Holder) and Court and Exploit (Account Holder)
Bank Deceives Court that Bank 1s Holder in Due Course of Loan Contract and Mortgage.
Bank’s Lawyers Deceive and Explost Court to Defraud (Account Holder)

The government license the Bank were a license 1s permussion to partake in an activity which would otherwise be illegal. The
court (Judiciary) 1s a sub office of the company which grants the license and has an obligation to find in favour of the holder of
that license as the Judiciary is a sub office of the company (STATE) that grants the license.

See Exhibit (C) The material evidence of the Fact.

The Judiciary 1s a sub office of the (STATE) Company and this is confirmed by the Rt. Hon. Lord chief Justice Sir Jack Beatson
FBA. This 1s a fact on and for the record.

The State (Company) has no legal authority to grant the license.

See Exhibit (B) Case authority No WI-05257F as definitive material evidence of this fact that the governed have not given their

consent or the legal authority for the (STATE) (Government) company to create legislation or grant license. This 1s a fact on and
for the record.

Bank Steals (Account Holder) Mortgaged Property with Legal Impumty.

Bank Holds {Account Holder) Liable for any outstanding balance of oniginal Loan plus costs

Bank Profits from Loan Contract and Mortgage by Sale of the Loan Contract. Sale of the Mortgage, Principal and Interest
Charges, Fees Charged, Increase of its Lending Capacity due to (Account Holder) Mortgaged Asset and by Acquisition of
(Account Holder) Mortgaged Property in Foreclosure. Bank retains the amount of increase to the Money Supply Created by the
(Account Holder) Signature once the Loan Account has been closed.

(Account Holder) 1s Damaged by the Bank’s Loan Contract and Mortgage by Theft of his Financial Instrument Asset, Theft of his
Mortgage Asset, Being Deceived into the unjust Status of a Debt Slave, Paving Lifetime Wealth to the Bank, Paying Unjust Fees
and Charges, Living in Fear of Foreclosure. and ultimately having his Family Home Stolen by the Bank.

Thus the BANE MORTGAGE LOAN BUSINESS IS UNCONSCIONABLE.

So what is the material evidence that is missing?

First there is the contract or agreement which bears no signature from the bank or the company seal.
The true accounting from the Bank (Company) that shows the source of the funds that the Bank lent
to the borrower.

e Full disclosure from the Bank (Company) to the fact that it is the (Account Holder’s) signature that
created the commercial instrument and the asset which is the true sauce of the funds.

e The consent of the governed (Exhibit (B))

e The recorded legal authority on and for the record. (Exhibit (B))
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Facts are facts because they are the facts. Facts have material substance. The material evidence of the facts is
something of material substance. When there is no material substance to the facts then there is Bill and Ben
making things up as they go along.

g

These are the FACTS. This is the documented evidence of the facts. Tt is the very lack of the material
evidence to the contrary to these documented facts which is the very evidence itself.

Where there can be no physical evidence presented as material evidence that the opposite is true, IS By
Default the Fact. And Fraud.

We are all vietims of this same eriminal and intentional and UNCONSCIONABLE crime. This 1s inclusive
but not limited to:-

e The lawyers.

e The Barristers,

e The Judges.

e The Members of Parliament (MP’s)
e The Banking Staff,

e The Police,

e The people of this land.

Who is not a victim of this UNCONSCIONABLE crime?

These are the Facts and the documented Facts on and for the record. These facts stand as facts until
somebody presents the material evidence which stands as fact to the contrary to these stated. documented on
and for the record facts.

Who is the Fool? The Fool, Or the Fool that follows the Fool.

Without 11l will or vexation.

For and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MR DAVID WARD.
For and on behalf of the attorney General of the House of Ward
For and on behalf of Baron David of the House of Ward
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Exhibit (G)

An Englishman’s Home is his castle
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An Englishman’s Home is his castle

Queen Elizabeth the second took a verbal oath when she entered into service (Status Servant) of her own free will.
This oath was to uphold the Laws and “TRADITIONS" of this land.

An Englishman’s home is his Castle and an assault on the Castle is a recognised Act of WAR. In a time of War then
the casualties of War, are just that, the casualties of war. He that knowingly enters into an act of war knowingly or
unknowingly has still entered into an act of war of his own volition. The occupants defending the Castle cannot be
held culpable for any casualties of war even though these casualties of war should end up dead. This 1s recognised
from the lhistoric “traditions™ of this land.

http://en wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle doctrine

A castle doctrine (also known as a castle law or a defence of habitation law) 1s a legal doctrine that designates a
person's abode (or any legally-occupied place [e.g . a vehicle or workplace]) as a place in which that person has
certain protections and immunities permifting him or her, in certain circumstances, to use force (up to and including
deadly force) to defend themselves against an intruder, free from legal responsibility/prosecution for the consequences
of the force used X! Typically deadly force is considered justified, and a defence of justifiable homicide applicable, in
cases "when the actor reasonably fears imminent peril of death or serious bodily harm to him or herself or another" ™1
The doctrine 1s not a defined law that can be invoked, but a set of principles which 1s incorporated in some form in the

law of many states.

The legal concept of the inviolability of the home has been known in Western Civilization since the age of the Roman
Republic = The term derives from the historic English common law dictum that "an Englishman's home is his castle”.
This concept was established as English law by 17th century jurist Sir Edward Coke, in is The Instifutes of the Laws
of England, 1628 ! The dictum was carried by colonists to the New World, who later removed "English" from the
phrase, making it "a man's home is his castle", which thereby became simply the castle doctrine 2 The term has been
used in England to umply a person's absolute right to exclude anyone from his home, although this has always had
restrictions, and since the late twentieth century bailiffs have also had increasing powers of entry &

There 15 a claim here that since the late twentieth century bailiffs have also had mncreasing powers of entry. This 1s
mcorrect because a Bailiff in the twentieth century 1s a crown corporation servant and the crown authority has no
authority without a legal agreement that the crown has an authority. There is no material evidence to the fact that
there is any legal agreement. This fact has now been confirmed. Case Authority No WI 05257F David Ward and
Warrington Borough Council 30® Day of May 2013 at court tribunal.
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The crown has no power of entry. The crown Bailiffs do not have power of entry. It 1s done.

Any Crown Authority stops at the boundary of the property. To proceed beyond this point 1s a recognised Act of War.
Where no such legal agreement exists then the Bailiff who 1s only a Bailiff by title only has no powers of entry.
Unless that authority can be presented in the form of a legal agreement: which must contain upon 1t two wet ink

signatures, one of which must be yours.

So a Bailiff has no power of entry without your consent to do so and an assault upon the castle is a recognised Act of
war.

We have case law to support this fact where for example, the Bailiff was smashed over the head with a milk Bottle.

A debror is where there is proof of Debr. Where there is no proof of debr then vou are not a debior.

Case Law in the UK Queens Bench. http//www dealingwithbailiffs co uk

Vaughan v McKenzie [1969] 1 QB 557 if the debtor strikes the bailiff over the head with a full milk bottle after
making a forced entry, the debtor 1s not guilty of assault because the bailiff was there illegally, likewise R. v Tucker at
Hove Trial Centre Crown Court, December 2012 if the debtor gives the bailiff a good slap.

If a person strikes a trespasser who has refused to leave 1s not guilty of an offence: Davis v Lisle [1936] 2 KB 434

License to enter must be refused BEFORE the process of levy starts, Kay v Hibbert [1977] Crim LR 226 or Matthews
v Dwan [1949] NZLR 1037 ... Aha send a denial of implied vight of access before the Bailiff comes in advance.

A bailiff rendered a trespasser 1s liable for penalties in tort and the entry may be in breach of Article 8 of the European
Convention on Human Rights 1f entry 1s not made i accordance with the law, Jokinen v Finland [2009] 37233/07
http:/www_dealingwithbailiffs.co.uk

A debtor can remove right of implied access by displaying a notice at the entrance. This was endorsed by Lord
Justice Donaldson in the case of Lambert v Roberts [1981] 72 Cr App R 223 - and placing such a notice 1s akin to a
closed door but it also prevents a bailiff entering the garden or driveway, Knox v Anderton [1983] Crim LR 115 or R.
v Leroy Roberts [2003] EWCA Crim 2753

Debtors can also remove implied right of access to property by telling him to leave: Davis v Lisle [1936] 2 KB 434
similarly, McArdle v Wallace [1964] 108 Sol Jo 483
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A person having been told to leave is now under a duty to withdraw from the property with all due reasonable speed
and failure to do so he is not thereafter acting in the execution of his duty and becomes a trespasser with any
subsequent levy made being invalid and attracts a liability under a claim for damages, Morris v Beardmore [1980] 71
Cr App 256.

Bailiffs cannot force their way mto a private dwelling, Grove v Eastern Gas [1952] 1 KB 77

Excessive force must be avoided, Gregory v Hall [1799] 8 TR 299 or Oakes v Wood [1837] 2 M&W 791

A debtor can use an equal amount of force to resist a bailiff from gaming entry, Weaver v Bush [1795] 8TR. Simpson
v Morris [1813] 4 Taunt 821, Polkinhorne v Wright [1845] 8QB 197. Another occupier of the prenuses or an
employee may also take these steps: Hall v Davis [1825] 2 C&P 33.

Also wrongful would be an attempt at forcible entry despite resistance, Ingle v Bell [1836] 1 M&W 516

Bailiffs cannot apply force to a door to gain entry, and if he does so he 15 not in the execution of lis duty, Broughton v
Wilkerson [1880] 44 TP 781

A Bailiff may not encourage a third party to allow the bailiff access to a property (1e workmen inside a house), access
by this means renders the entry unlawful, Nash v Lucas [1867] 2 QB 590

The debtor's home and all buildings within the boundary of the premises are protected against forced entry, Munroe &
Munroe v Woodspring District Council [1979] Weston-Super-Mare County Court

A Bailiff may not encourage a third party to allow the bailiff access to a property (ie workmen inside a house), access
by this means renders the entry unlawful, Nash v Lucas [1867] 2 QB 590

Contrast: A bailiff may climb over a wall or a fence or walk across a garden or yard provided that no damage occurs,
Long v Clarke & another [1894] 1 QB 119

It is not contempt to assault a bailiff trying to climb over a locked gate after being refused entry, Lewis v Owen [1893]
The Times November 6 p.36b (QBD)

If a bailiff enters by force he is there unlawfully and vou can treat him as a trespasser. Curlewis v Laurie [1848] or
Vaughan v McKenzie [1969] 1 QB 557

A debtor cannot be sued if a person enters a property umnvited and injures himself because he had no legal right to
enter, Great Central Railway Co v Bates [1921] 3 KB 578
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If a bailiff jams his boot into a debtors door to stop him closing, any levy that is subsequently made i1s not valid: Rai &
Rai v Birmingham City Council [1993] or Vaughan v McKenzie [1969] 1 QB 557 or Broughton v Wilkerson [1880]
44 7P 781

If a bailiff refuses to leave the property after being requested to do so or starts trying to force entry then he is causing a
disturbance, Howell v Jackson [1834] 6 C&P 723 - but it is unreasonable for a police officer to arrest the bailiff unless
he makes a threat, Bibby v Constable of Essex [2000] Court of Appeal April 2000.

The very presence of the Bailiff or third part company who is engaged in a recognised Act of war 1s an assault on the
castle and it 1s reasonable for the police officer to arrest the bailiff where there 15 a recognised Act of War. If the
police officer does not arrest the Bailiff on request then the police officer 15 gulty by default of an offence against
legislation which is the offence of Malfeasance in a public office. The police officer is also guilty by default of an act
of fraud as he is on duty and being paid for his inaction. The penalty under legislation for these offences are as
follows. 25 years’ incarceration for the offence of Malfeasance in a public office and 7 to 10 years’ incarceration for
the offence of fraud under current legislation for which the police officer 1s culpable.

Without 11l will or vexation.

For and on behalf of the principal legal embodiment by the title of MR DAVID WARD
For and on behalf of the attorney General of the House of Ward

For and on behalf of: Baron David of the House of Ward

All Rights Reserved
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LEGAL NOTICE TO BAILIFF/ ar third Party Company.

NOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL AND NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL IS NOTICE TO AGENT
APPLIES

DO NOT IGNORE THIS NOTICE IGNORING THIS NOTICE WILL HAVE CONCEQUENCES.

NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF IMPLIED RIGHT OF ACCESS
FROM THIS TIME FORWARD AND IN PERPETUITY

Baron David of the House of WARD hereby gives notice that the implied right of access to the property known as
145 Slater Street. Latchford Warrington. [WA4 1DW]. And surrounding areas: Along with all associated property
ncluding, but not limited to, any private conveyance, in respect of the following:

Please also take notice that the land known as England has recognised historic traditions and any transgression of this
notice will be dealt with according to the traditions of this land where it is recognised that an Englishman’s House is
his Castle and any transgressions upon that property is also a recognised Act of War. It is recognised that a state of
war has been declared by you, let battle commence.

1, a man who has a recognised status by natural descent according to the traditions of this land being Baron David of
the House of Ward claim indefeasible Right to self-defence, and to protect the House of Ward fanuly Castle and the
contents therein but not limited to, and surrounding areas.

Any transgressions will be dealt with using any force deemed necessary at the discretion of the HOUSE of Ward. You
have been given legal warning. Your personal safety and the safety of any agents may be compronused i1f you 1gnore
this legal warning. No quarter given.

Nothing will prevent us from defending our life, our family home (Castle) and all that 15 held within.
All natural and Inalienable Rights Reserved as recognised by the historic traditions of this land.

You have been served LEGAL NOTICE

Without 11l will or vexation.

For and on behalf of the principal legal embodiment by the title of MR DAVID WARD
For and on behalf of the attorney General of the House of Ward

For and on behalf of: Baron David of the House of Ward

All Rights Reserved
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33 Lea Close
County Palatine of Leicestershire {LES 6NW}

Baroness.oftheHouseof+Hobbs_194 OP1213@gmail.com
19 November 2023

To: MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT)
MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE
102 Petty France LONDON [SW1H 9A17]

Reference Lien Number HOH—ALEXANDER JOHN GERVASE CHALK MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE MINISTRY of JUSTICE —HOHO194

To the following by email: Lord President of the Privy Council to King Charles London Gazette Edinburgh Gazette Belfast Gazette Land Registry

Information Commissioners Office Experian Equifax Leicester Mercury Newspaper Daily Mail News Financial Conduct Authority

This is a formal Notification of the following.

There is a formal and civil obligation to publish this public notice.
This is a notice of a formal and agreed lien by way of a resolution for the criminal offences of Fraud and Malfeasance in the office

of claimant of MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT).
Public Notice

NOTICE that I, Baroness Yvonne of the House of Hobbs, have an Affidavit of Obligation — Security by way of a lien against, and
therefore an interest in, the personal estate of MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE. For the amount of Two Hundred and Twenty Five
million pounds GBP 225,000,000.00.

This is a formally published legal securitised commercial instrument in PDF format at

Record location: https://barondavidward.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/a-HOH-DALEWILLETT-LIEN-001.pdf And here;_

https:// jpst.it/32SKA https://tinyurl. com/deaannz9
And here: https://www.facebook.com/groups/1191551411479810/ And here:

https://www.facebook.com/groups/527118124607307/permalink/1194932514492528

End of Notice

Without ill will or vexation

Faor and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MRS YVONNE HOBBS.
For and on behalf of the Attorney General of the House of Hobbs.
For and on behalf of Baroness Yvonne of the House of Hobbs.
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BILL or EXCHANGIE
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Coundty 2ATINE oF
N°. (—HOHOug4 ) Sterling  LEICESTERSHIRE 19 November 2023

Exchange for £ GBP§ 225,000,000.00

FOURTEEN Days after sight of this Sole Bill of Exchange

Paytome Yvomne Hobbs or Order

The sum of pounds of Great Britain Two hundred and twenty five million Sterling,
Value Received against our unrebutted Affidavit Lien —HOHOL94

Dated...1g November 2025.................for £ GBP 225,000,000.00 for Judgment in commerce
claim of contract effected without mutual consideration or lawfull commercial instrument.

To M / S. for MINISTRY of JUSTICE «CREDITO

Registered Office

102 Petty France LONDON [SW1H 9AJ]
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END OF MATERIAL EVIDENCE



33 Lea Close
County Palatine of Leicestershire {LE9 6NW}

Keeper of the Keys

Baroness.oftheHouseof+Hobbs_843 OP1213@gmail.com
17 December 2023

To: MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK

MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Corporation/State
102 Petty France LONDON [SW1H 9A17]

alex.chalk.mp@parliament.uk

Attorney General to King Charles}victoria.prentis.mp@parliament.uk, Contempt.SharedMailbox@attorneygeneral.gov.uk , King
Charles, c/o Lord of the Privy Counsel Penny Mordaunt MP }hcenquiries@parliament.uk Lady Chief Justice Sue Lascelles Carr}
contactholmember@parliament.uk , hlinfo@parliament.uk , KBEnquiries@justice.gov.uk , Alex Chalk Secretary of State for
Justice and Lord Chancellor ¢/o} alex.chalk.mp@parliament.uk , Leicestershire MPs c/o} andrew.bridgen. mp@parliament.uk ,
alberto.costa.mp@parliament.uk , claudia.webbe mp@parliament.uk , jon.ashworth.mp@parliament.uk ,
liz.kendall.mp@parliament.uk , Lynne Chapmans base c/o} enquiries.nuneaton.countycourt@justice.gov.uk ; e-
filing.nuneaton.countycourt@justice.gov.uk Chief constable Leicestershire police ¢/o} rob.nixon@leics.police.uk

Your ref} K1PP4006 False Utterings thro Lynne Chapman on 13th November 2023

Our ReffHOH—ALEXANDER JOHN GERVASE CHALK MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE MINISTRY of JUSTICE —HOHO843

Dear MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK,

Thank you for Under Your Ref}K1PP4006 Utterings of Nuneaton HMCTS officer of "if you want to dispute it go back to the
court and you haven't done that" to claim this as Power of Attorney upon and over our property corporeal and our property real
and intangible,when we had presented incontrovertible evidence and such had been acknowledgeD including by Nuneaton court
and Alex Chalk ; And these utterings to benefit LLOYDS BANK plc contra the 1677 Statute of Frauds Act and 1861 Forgery Act
with the Power of Attorney or contract for the trespass not declared in signed writing contra the—'upon any Agreement, Or any
collateral agreement Or promise Or Contract for Sale of Lands, &c. unless Agreement, &c. be in Writing and signed’; And, contra
the—1861 Forgery Act section 34—Whosoever, without lawful authority or excuse (the proof whereof shall lie on the party
accused), shall in the name of any other person acknowledge any recognizance or bail, or any cognovit, actionem, or judgment, or
any deed or other instrument, before any court, judge, or other person lawfully authorized in that behalf, shall be guilty of felony ;
And, contra the—1677 Statute of Frauds Act— the consideration not being stated ; And acts contra the 1882 Bills of Exchange
Act by omission of requested production of “actual wet ink autographed contracts”, “actual Bills”, “actual receipts” , “actual
payments”, “any consideration™ or “ledgering”, “actual wet ink granting of Our power of attorney” whereby Our consent is not
required And Bills to be predicated upon a wet ink signed contract and to be in Writing and signed ; And claims of first hand
knowledge of our indebtedness refusing to shew contracts, bills contra GDPR Act ‘the property belongs to the bank”; And acts
contra 1989 Law of Property Act—Contracts for sale etc. of land to be made by signed writing ; And, contra the—1677 Statute of
Frauds Act— of claims of LC and EP separately and repeatedly that the claimant had told them they “had not received payment™ ;
And acts contra 1677 Statute of Frauds Act, 1882 Bills of Exchange Act, 1989 Law of Property Act, 2006 Fraud Act—to cause us
loss by omitting to shew financial instruments to record and show the receipt of our Bills, Liens and Affidavits including intituled
44543/01 £33,459,591.00 , HOHO175, HOHO186, HOHO191. Per Lord Denning 1954, Lazarus v. Beasley “Fraud unravels
everything” And acts contra 2006 Fraud Act by omission of the wet ink signed contract , Bills—Part 35, section 2 (1)A person is
in breach of this section if he —(a) occupies a position in which he is expected to safeguard, or not to act against, the financial
interests of another person, (b) dishonestly abuses that position, and (c) intends, by means of the abuse of that position—(i) to
make a gain for himself or another, or (ii) to cause loss to another or to expose another to a risk of loss ; And acts contra 2006
Companies Act—by omission of company documents bearing the company seal or the wet ink signatures of the parties ; And
under 2006 Fraud Act, including section 2-Fraud by false representation, Failing to disclose information and s.7—making or
supplying articles for use in frauds ; And contra the—1677 Statute of Frauds Act—upon any Agreement, or any collateral
agreement or promise ...be in Writing and signed—to insinuate yourself in to a contractual, non-judicial matter ; And claims of
first hand knowledge of our indebtedness refusing to shew contracts, bills contra GDPR Act ; And acts contra 1984 County Courts
Act 28 5.135—Any person who—(a) delivers or causes to be delivered to any other person any paper falsely purporting to be a
copy of any summons or other process of [ the county court] , knowing it to be false; or (b) acts or professes to act under any false
colour or pretence of the process or authority of [ the county court]’ ; And claims contra that contractual matters are non-judicial ;
And acts to claim we have given up our property real, corporeal, tangible or intangible to the control of any officer
who claims autharity which is false and fraudulent as we have not given up any of our property.

1. We have noted that Mr Alex Chalk is the claimant.




Keeper of the Xeys <

'\—//

2. We have noted a claim that Mr Alex Chalk an employed officer within the Corporation/State intituled HM Government has
authority over our property corporeal, real, tangibile or property intangible.

3.  We have noted a claim of a First hand knowledge.

4.  We have noted a claim of Power of Attorney, of authority upon and over Our private property of property including real, our
property of treasure and intangible property.

5.  We have noted a claim of exemption from the getting of wet ink autographed contract between the parties to their private
corporation/state.

6. We have noted a claim you have authority to take our property by in terrorem force by exempting yourself from the 1677
Statute of Frauds Act and we note you are exempting your ‘utterings’ from the 1861 Forgery Act.

7. We have noted a claim under the UK Public General Acts—within a private Corporation/State.

8. We have noted a claim of exemption under the 1677, Statues of Frauds Act—upon any Agreement, Or any collateral
agreement Or promise Or Contract for Sale of Lands, &c. unless Agreement, &c. be in Writing and signed.;.

9. We have noted a claim of exemption under the 1989 UK Law of Property (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act .34, s.2—
Contracts for sale etc. of land to be made by signed writing.

10. We have noted a claim of exemption from the UK 1882 Bills of Exchange Act including Section 23--Signature essential to
liability.

11. We have noted a claim of exemption from The Magistrates' Courts Rules 1981 Rule 95—every warrant under the Act of 1980
shall be signed by the justice issuing it ;

12. We have noted a claim of exemption from the UK 2006 Companies Act, section 44, the Execution of documents—of ‘mutual
consideration’ and the getting of our wet-ink consent before any of your private Statutes ; OR the superior branches of
Executive or Legislature Acts or Statutes can be acted upon.

13. We have noted a claim of exemption from the UK 2006 Fraud Act, including section 2—Fraud by false representation ; And
section 7—Making or supplying articles for use in frauds.

14. We have noted a claim of exemption from the UK 2006 Fraud Act, including Part 35 section 22 (1)—A person is in breach of
this section if he—(a) occupies a position in which he is expected to safeguard, or not to act against, the financial interests of
another person, (b) dishonestly abuses that position, and (c) intends, by means of the abuse of that position—(i) to make a
gain for himself or another, or (ii) to cause loss to another or to expose another to a risk of loss ;

15. We have noted the omissions Under the UK 2018 Data Protection Act--Consents Protection of personal data.

16. We have noted a claim of exemption from providing equal contract or agreement consideration under your private statutes,
terms or articles.

17. We have noted a claim of exemption from the UK 2000 Terrorism Act for the repeated threats demanding payment for a
proscribed organization and, for the threats of the taking of our property including by the use of enforcers.

18. We have noted a claim made to be authorized to instruct that we are terrorized and our property destroyed and wrest from us;

19. We have noted a claim made via Nuneaton bailiff Ed Pearson of your being authorized to enable them to use measures to
destroy our property and to prevent us re entering our property.;

20. We have noted a claim made via Nuneaton bailiff Lynn Chapman of having spoken to someone—they claim of not having
received payment when our submissions show contra.

21. We have noted a claim of right to act in contempt of court to bias to the detriment of us

22. We have noted the further claims upon the instruments hereto attached

It is a Maxim of the rule of law that he who makes a claim also carries the obligation by way of the fact that a claim has been
made to present as material evidence, the material and factual substance of that claim. We would note that where there is no
material evidence to support a claim then the claim would be fraudulent in nature which is recognized fraud by misrepresentation,
a known criminal offence that is chargeable.

We would also draw to the attention of MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE the Baron David Ward Affidavit, served upon every MP
in the office of HM Parliament Corporation/State. This is a formal and legal process where, when left unrebutted on a point by
point basis leads to a formal, legal agreement in fact and law and we shall refer to it in detail from hereonin. The self intituled
MPs who are employees of a private corporation, were served the Affidavit again—in October 2022—without rebuttal. The link to
the public notices is given here: https:/justpaste.ittMP SECURITISED LIENs And https:/tinyurl.com/BIT-LY-LINKS-LIENS-

UptoDate

We have also noted and it is fact, that a Minister of State is culpable and liable for the activities of the staff of those corporations
under his remit which is why we write to you ALEXANDER JOHN GERVASE CHALK.
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There is established a clear and noted obligation of service for MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD

CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid and presentable
material evidence to support the claims being made.

1. We have noted a claim of authority under UK Public General Acts—for which the mandatory requirement for HM
Government Corporation/State before any Acts and statutes can be legally acted upon—being the getting of the wet-ink
consents of the 64.1 million 'governed' is required and that you had these consents as presentable, material fact before you
brought your charges or made your claims.. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR
and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the position of MP
LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid,
presentable material evidence to support this claim.

We refer you to Exhibit C of the David Ward Affidavit where

Chandran Kukathas PhD details over 7 pages that the State is a private corporation and specifically a legal embodiment by act
of registration; And of no material substance.

Fraud however has been defined as a criminal act with full knowledge and intent to engage in criminal behaviour to benefit
one, at the expense of another. To bring about by an act of force, support of this fraud is also recognised as an act of
terrorism

From Exhibit (B). —Case Authority WI-05257F David Ward V Warrington Borough Council, 30thDay of May 2013.
Which is a case at court tribunal undertaken by recognised due process.

It is evident David Ward did not challenge the PCN or the traffic Management Act 2004 section 82 but the presumption of the
consent of the governed.

What is a mandatory requirement before the Acts and statutes can be legally acted upon is for the consent of the governed to
be valid and that it can be presented as material fact before any charges or claims can be brought.

It is clear from this case authority undertaken by due process that: -(1) It is illegal to act upon any of the Acts or statutes
without the consent of the governed [where the governed have actually given their consent] and that consent is presentable as
material physical evidence of the fact that the governed have given their consent. (2) Where the Acts and statutes are acted
upon then this is illegal and a criminal action by the Corporation/State. (3) The criminal action is Malfeasance in a public
office and fraud. (4) Where there is no consent of the governed on and for the public record then there is no governed and
where there is no governed then there is no government. The one cannot exist without the other-they are mutually exclusive.
(5) As this criminal activity is observed to be standard practice and has been for nearly 800 years, then this is clear observable
evidence to the fact that LAW is a presumption and there is no such thing as LAW. See Exhibit (A) the twelve presumptions
of law.

Without this legal consent—the circa 64.1 million wet ink signed consents of the Governed—there is no legal authority under
which there is a recognised officer of the Private Corporation/State that carries the necessary legal authority to create
culpability, liability or agreement or otherwise enforce private corporate policy.

UTTERING' as act(s) contra the 1861 Forgery Act—Whosoever, without lawful authority or excuse (the proof whereof shall
lie on the party accused), shall in the name of any other person acknowledge any recognizance or bail, or any cognovit,
actionem, or judgment, or any deed or other instrument, before any court, judge, or other person lawfully authorized in that
behalf, shall be guilty of felony.

We refer you to the Baron David Ward unreburted Affidavit Exhibit A—Formal challenge to the twelve presumptions of law.
We have challenged all the Presumptions of Law. We have since obtained Securitized liens against you without most
importantly any rebuttal and to this day not one piece of evidence of Corporate/State authority of Us has been presented.

We repeat, We formally challenge all presumptions of law and as we have formally challenged all the twelve presumptions of
law then the presumption of law formally has no substance in material FACT.

We will recognise the rule of law, when and only when there is the material evidence of that assumed rule of law has some
material evidence of substance in presentable material fact.

2. We have noted a claim of exemption under UK Public General Acts—1677 Statute of Frauds Act with the Power of Attorney
or contract for the trespass not declared in signed writing contra the—*‘upon any Agreement, Or any collateral agreement Or
promise Or Contract for Sale of Lands, unless Agreement, be in Writing and signed’ ; And of exemption
under 1989 UK Law of Property (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act c.34, s.2—Contracts for sale etc. of land to
be made by signed writing and that you had these exemptions as presentable, material fact before you brought
vour charges or made your claims. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD
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CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in
the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to
provide the valid, presentable material evidence to support this claim.

And to further underline the malfeasance being demonstrated by the taking of our property—intangible and real to ensure
subjugation and to extort we refer you again to the Facts}

From Exhibit (C}—The Material evidence of the FACTS.

It has been confirmed by the Rt. Hon. Lord Chief Justice Sir Jack Beatson FBA, on and for the record that:- (1) Whilst there
is no material and physical evidence presented to the fact that the governed have given their consent then the office of the
Judiciary has no greater authority than the manageress of McDonalds being as the office of the Judiciary is a sub office of a
legal embodiment by an act of registration where this act of registration creates nothing of physical material substance and
which is also fraud by default. Any objection to this observation of fact should be taken up with the Rt. Hon. Lord |Chief
Justice Sir Jack Beatson FBA, whereupon the Rt. Hon. Lord Chief Justice Sir Jack Beatson FBA would then have to present
the material and physical evidence that the governed have given their consents.

As the office of the Judiciary is nothing more than a private commercial and fraudulent enterprise built upon fraud and
criminal intent. This is by no stretch of the imagination a valid government by the people for the people as it is by default a
private company providing a judicial service for profit and gain but where there is also and always a conflict of interests—
where there is a conflict of interests between the needs of the people and the state (Corporate) Policy which has no obligation
to the people or even the needs and wellbeing of corporation staff. This has been confirmed by Chandran Kukathas of the
London School of Economics and state office titled the Department of Government.

Disagreements arising from ‘contracts’ are non-judicial and outside the scope of the private courts of the judiciary—these
being the sub-offices of the private Corparation/State of HM Government plc as shown above. As has been confirmed by the
esteemed Rt. Hon. Lord Chief Justice Sir Jack Beatson FBA the office of the Judiciary (Court) is a sub office of a Private
Limited corporation (HM Parliaments & Governments PLC) and that such an officer of a Private corporation court does not
have the status to give or grant a Court Order outside of that Private corporation Office.

MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has madeclaim/demand of indebtedness/for payment, but has not presented Us with a
valid and legal Bill—predicated upon a pre existing commercial contract or agreement—which is recognised under the Bills
of exchange act of 1882. Because there is no commercial arrangement in place under which to raise a Bill for the bill there
arises a direct violation of the 1882 Bills of Exchange Act. Additionally without the wet ink signed commercial arrangement
and Bill presented, this Act would also be a contravention of the UK 2006 Fraud Act and to demand payment under threats
contravenes the UK 2000 Terrorism Act. We are not in the habit of knowingly conspiring to fraud and/or terrorism. See
Bills of exchange act of 1882. http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Vict/45-46/61.

We would draw your attention to Exhibit (G) of the Affidavit of Truth and statement of Fact--A castle doctrine (also known
as a castle law or a defence of habitation law) is a legal doctrine that designates a person's abode (or any legally-occupied
place [e.g., a vehicle or workplace]) as a place in which that person has certain protections and immunities permitting him or
her, in certain circumstances, to use force (up to and including deadly force) to defend themselves against an intruder, free
from legal responsibility/prosecution for the consequences of the force used.[1] Typically deadly force is considered justified,
and a defence of justifiable homicide applicable, in cases "when the actor reasonably fears imminent peril of death or serious
bodily harm to him or herself or another".

We have noted a claim of exemption from —And of exemption—from the UK 1882 Bills of Exchange Act Section 23—
Signature essential to liability ; . MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the position of MP
LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid,
presentable material evidence to support this claim.

From Exhibit (D) of the Affidavit and Statement of Fact for Case Authority WI-05257F. 30d of May 2013 it is evident there
is due process for the execution of legal and commercial documents. Where these processes are not followed then the very
presence of a document which does not comply with these processes, is itself is the physical and material evidence of
Malfeasance in a public office and fraud. We would point your attention to the FACTSs that a corporation must execute
documents legally and failure to do so renders the documents non legal and void—(1) Under the law of
England and Wales or Northern Ireland a document is executed by a company—(a) by the affixing of its
common seal, or (b) by signature in accordance with the following provisions. (2) A document is validly
executed by a company if it is signed on behalf of the company— (a) by two authorised signatories, or (b)
by a director of the company in the presence of a witness who attests the signature. (4) A document
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signed in accordance with subsection (2) and expressed in whatever words, to be executed by the company, has the same
effect as if executed under the common seal of the company. The legal effect of the statute is that documents and deeds must
be signed on behalf of the company by a director in the presence of a witness, or by two authorised signatories. Without
adherence to these provisions no contracts can be considered duly executed by a company and their terms are therefore
legally unenforceable.

We have noted a claim of exemption under 1989 UK Law of Property (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act c.34, s.2—Contracts
for sale etc. of land to be made by signed writing. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in
the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to
provide the valid, presentable material evidence to support this claim.

To bring about by an act of force, support of this fraud is also recognised as an act of terrorism Under the
UK 2000 Terrorism Act,s.1,5-action taken for the benefit of a proscibed organisation It is evident from the omissions that
there is no wet-ink signed contract between the Corporation/State of HM Government plc and MINISTRY of JUSTICE.

We now refer you to Exhibit (A) of the Affidavit which defines that profiteering contravenes the UK 2006 Fraud Act. We
should also point out to you that it is a direct contravention of the UK 2000 Terrorism Act, s.15 Fund raising is an offence if a
person invites another to provide money or other property and intends that it should be used for the purposes of terrorism.
Insisting or demanding payment without a pre existing commercial arrangement which is based on presentable fact in the
form of a commercial agreement is an act of deception. Payment is a commercial activity. We are not in the habit of
knowingly conspiring to fraud or knowingly funding terrorism. This action would also create a liability against

We refer you to Exhibit C of the David Ward Affidavit where under the —Including the taking of Our property of data and
using it as your own without Our knowledge or consent, the threats against Our property and the further claims to benefit a
private Corporation/State and extorting money with neither signature nor contract is an act of force in terrorem.

Again, We would draw your attention to Exhibit (G) of the Affidavit of Truth and statement of Fact--A castle doctrine (also
known as a castle law or a defence of habitation law) is a legal doctrine that designates a person's abode (or any legally-
occupied place [e.g., a vehicle or workplace]) as a place in which that person has certain protections and immunities
permitting him or her, in certain circumstances, to use force (up to and including deadly force) to defend themselves against
an intruder, free from legal responsibility/prosecution for the consequences of the force used.[1] Typically deadly force is
considered justified, and a defence of justifiable homicide applicable, in cases "when the actor reasonably fears imminent
peril of death or serious bodily harm to him or herself or another".

We have noted a claim of exemption from the UK 1861 Forgery Act- Utterings—Whosoever, without lawful authority or
excuse (the proof whereof shall lie on the party accused), shall in the name of any other person acknowledge any
recognizance or bail, or any cognovit, actionem, or judgment, or any deed or other instrument, before any court, judge, or
other person lawfully authorized in that behalf, shall be guilty of felony ; And exemption from 2006 Companies Act,
including section 44, the Execution of documents ; . MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in
the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to
provide the valid, presentable material evidence to support this claim.

UK 2006 Fraud Act, Part 35, section 2--FRAUD by ABUSE of POSITION (1)A person is in breach of this section if he—(a)
occupies a position in which he is expected to safeguard, or not to act against, the financial interests of another person, (b)
dishonestly abuses that position, and (c) intends, by means of the abuse of that position—(i) to make a gain for himself or
another, or (ii) to cause loss to another or to expose another to a risk of loss. (2) A person may be regarded as having abused
his position even though his conduct consisted of an omission rather than an act.

Fraud is a deliberate action to defraud where the victim of the crime is unaware having no knowledge of a situation or fact.
This crime carries a penalty of incarceration for 7 to 10 years and the latter, where there is multiple instances of. 64.1 million
people are subject to this crime everyday as it is now commonplace and is carried out by the largest and most ruthless
criminal company in this country. This same company is also a public office with the enforcement to execute this crime
which is inclusive of but not limited to:- The office of the police, The office of the Judiciary, Local government and central
government. Independent Bailiff Companies which are licensed by the same company.

Fraud is a deliberate action to defraud where the victim of the crime is unaware having no knowledge of a
situation or




fact. This crime carries a penalty of incarceration for 7 to 10 years and the latter, where there is multiple instances of. 64.1
million people are subject to this crime everyday as it is now commonplace and is carried out by the largest and most ruthless
criminal company in this country. This same company is also a public office with the enforcement to execute this crime
which is inclusive of but not limited to:- The office of the police, The office of the Judiciary, Local government and central
government. Independent Bailiff Companies which are licensed by the same company.

6. We have noted a claim of exemption under UK Public General Acts—from the UK 2006 Fraud Act, including sections 2-
Failing to disclose information ; And 4-Abuse of position MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in
the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to
provide the valid, presentable material evidence to support this claim.

7.  We have noted a claim of any Agreement, Or any collateral agreement Or promise Or Contract including for Sale of Land, of
an accounting ledger showing detail of a Contract/Agreement/Obligation, of mutual consideration shewn, all wet-ink signed
to include an Outstanding balance, balance due, Bills raised, outstanding, missed payments made, owed/as arrears—for us to
peruse and rebut. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid,
presentable material evidence to support this claim.

UK 2006 Fraud Act, Part 35, section 3--Fraud by failing to disclose information A person is in breach of this section if he—
(a) dishonestly fails to disclose to another person information which he is under a legal duty to disclose, and (b) intends, by
failing to disclose the information—(i)to make a gain for himself or another, or (ii)to cause loss to another or to expose
another to a risk of loss.

8. We have noted a claim that the statement by Sir Jack Beatson FBA, at that time the head of the judiciary, was false in his
address to Nottingham University, the private corporations/states of the Executive and legislature are superior to the judiciary
by way of re-examination of the relationship. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR
and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the position of MP
LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid,
presentable material evidence to support this claim.

UK 2006 Fraud Act, Part 35, section 2--FALSE REPRESENTATION A representation is false if—(a) it is untrue or
misleading, and (b)the person making it knows that it is, or might be, untrue or misleading. (3)“Representation” means any
representation as to fact or law, including a representation as to the state of mind of—(a)the person making the representation,
or (b)any other person.

We would draw attention to the Contempt of Court Reporting Restriction, "Civil contempt refers to conduct which is not in
itself a crime, but which is punishable by the court in order to ensure that its orders are observed. Civil contempt is usually
raised by one of the parties to the proceedings. Although the penalty for civil contempt contains a punitive element, its
primary purpose is coercion of compliance. We would add that the use of force in a civil matter is a wilful and belligerent
act of terrorism and the above Contempt of Court Reporting Restrictions further prevent a judge from holding us in contempt
in a civil matter. A claim of ‘contractual obligations is a non-judicial matter.

9. We have noted a claim contra the statement made by Chandran Kukathas in possiting that HM Government plc is an entity, a
Corporation/State. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid,
presentable material evidence to support this claim.

10. We have noted a claim the HM Courts & Tribunal Services Corporation/State is not a sub-office of HM Government plc..
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid, presentable material evidence to
support this claim.

11. We have noted a claim of right to act in contempt of court to bias to the detriment of us. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in
the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has
an obligation of service in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid, presentable material evidence to support this claim.

Failure to provide the valid, presentable material evidence to support the above listed claims made by MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE




FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE in the next seven (7) days will enter MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position
of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE in to a lasting and
binding tacit agreement through acquiescence to the following effect:}

1. Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of
JUSTICE that the claim of authority under UK Public General Acts—for which the mandatory requirement for HM
Government Corporation/State before any Acts and statutes can be legally acted upon—being the getting of the wet-ink
consents of the 64.1 million 'governed' is required and that you had these consents as presentable, material fact before you
brought your charges or made your claims. is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by
misrepresentation, which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances
of, And there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position
of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.

2.  Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER I G
CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of
JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and premeditated
Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is multiple
instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK
(CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY
of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the same degree.

3.  Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of exemption under UK Public General Acts—1677 Statute of Frauds Act with the
Power of Attorney or contract for the trespass not declared in signed writing contra the—‘upon any Agreement, Or any
collateral agreement Or promise Or Contract for Sale of Lands, unless Agreement, be in Writing and signed’ ; And of
exemption under 1989 UK Law of Property (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act c.34, s.2—Contracts for sale etc. of land to be
made by signed writing and that you had these exemptions as presentable, material fact before you brought your charges or
made your claims is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation, which carries a
term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances of, and there is a formal agreement
between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDERIJ G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.

4.  Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and
premeditated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is
multiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER ] G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

5.  Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of exemption from —And of exemption—from the UK 1882 Bills of Exchange Act
Section 23—Signature essential to liability ; is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by
misrepresentation, which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances
of, and there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT)
in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE
that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same
degree.

6. Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and
premeditated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is
multiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

7.  Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of exemption
under 1989 UK Law of Property (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act c.34, s.2—Contracts for sale etc. of land
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to be made by signed writing is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation, which
carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances of, and there is a formal
agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP
LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.
Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and
premeditated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is
multiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDERJ G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of exemption from the UK 1861 Forgery Act- Utterings—Whosoever, without lawful
authority or excuse (the proof whereof shall lie on the party accused), shall in the name of any other person acknowledge any
recognizance or bail, or any cognovit, actionem, or judgment, or any deed or other instrument, before any court, judge, or
other person lawfully authorized in that behalf, shall be guilty of felony ; And exemption from 2006 Companies Act,
including section 44, the Execution of documents ; is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by
misrepresentation, which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances
of, and there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT)
in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE
that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same
degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and
premeditated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is
multiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDERJG
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of exemption under UK Public General Acts—from the UK 2006 Fraud Act,
including sections 2-Failing to disclose information ; And 4-Abuse of position is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and
premeditated fraud by misrepresentation, which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there
is multiple instances of, and there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for
commercial charges to the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER ] G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and
premeditated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is
multiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDERJ G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of any Agreement, Or any collateral agreement Or promise Or Contract including for
Sale of Land, of an accounting ledger showing detail of a Contract/Agreement/Obligation, of mutual consideration shewn, all
wet-ink signed to include an Outstanding balance, balance due, Bills raised, outstanding, missed payments made, owed/as
arrears—for us to peruse and rebut is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation,
which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances of, and there is a
formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of
MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE
that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial
charges to the same degree.




14. Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
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CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and
premeditated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is
multiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim that the statement by Sir Jack Beatson FBA, at that time the head of the judiciary, was
false in his address to Nottingham University, the private corporations/states of the Executive and legislature are superior to
the judiciary by way of re-examination of the relationship is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud
by misrepresentation, which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple
instances of, and there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK
(CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY
of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to
the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and
premeditated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is
multiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDERJ G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim contra the statement made by Chandran Kukathas in possiting that HM Government
plc is an entity, a Corporation/State is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation,
which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances of, and there is a
formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of
MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.
Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and
premeditated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is
multiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim the HM Courts & Tribunal Services Corporation/State is not a sub-office of HM
Government ple. is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation, which carries a
term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances of, and there is a formal agreement
between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDERJ G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER ] G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and
premeditated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is
multiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDERJ G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR
ALEXANDER ] G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of right to act in
contempt of court to bias to the detriment of us is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and
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premeditated fraud by misrepresentation, which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there
is multiple instances of, and there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDERIJ G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for
commercial charges to the same degree.

22. Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and
premeditated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is
multiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

23. Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDERJG
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE THAT the above noted and formally agreed fraud by misrepresentation and Malfeasance in the
office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE is a demonstrated intention to cause MRS YVONNE HOBBS distress and alarm, which is
a recognised act of terrorism And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial
charges to the same degree.

24. Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and
premeditated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is
multiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDERJ G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the same
degree.

Where there is a known crime there is an obligation to resolve. We would draw MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK attention to the
following public record. —
a. https://’www.youtube.com/watch?v=E545q2jAgeQ We would note here formally that the High Court Bailiff in this
matter re-evaluated his options and declared no goods to Levy
We would draw your attention to a recent perfected and published lien’s undertaken against officers of the Government.
b.  https://www.barondavidward.com/public/ And here: https://tinyurl.com/3mas98t5 And here: https://bdwfacts.com/wp-
content/uploads/2022/06/BIT LY LINKS LIENS-UptoDate.pdf,

https://www.facebook.com/groups/527118124607307/permalink/1194932514492528 https:/tinyurl.com/HOHO175-
LLOYDS-PUBLIC ;

We await your response. Silence creates a tacit and binding agreement through acquiescence.
No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and Omissions Accepted.
Without ill will or vexation

For and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MRS YVONNE HOBBS.
For and on behalf of the Attorney General of the House of Hobbs.
For and on behalf of Baroness Yvonne of the House of Hobbs.




33 Lea Close

Baroness.oftheHouseof+Hobbs_843_0P1213@gmail.com
24 December 2023

To: MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK

MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Corporation/State
102 Petty France LONDON [SW1H 9A17]

alex.chalk. mp@parliament.uk

Attorney General to King Charles }victoria.prentis.mp@parliament.uk, Contempt.SharedMailbox@attormeygeneral.gov.uk , King
Charles, c/o Lord of the Privy Counsel Penny Mordaunt MP }hcenquiries@parliament.uk Lady Chief Justice Sue Lascelles Carr}
contactholmember@parliament.uk , hlinfo@parliament.uk , KBEnquiries@justice.gov.uk , Alex Chalk Secretary of State for
Justice and Lord Chancellor ¢/o} alex.chalk. mp@parliament.uk , Leicestershire MPs c/o} andrew.bridgen. mp@parliament.uk ,
alberto.costa.mp@parliament.uk , claudia.webbe. mp@parliament.uk , jon.ashworth.mp@parliament.uk ,
liz.kendall.mp@parliament.uk , Lynne Chapmans base c/o} enquiries.nuneaton.countycourt@justice.gov.uk ; e-
filing.nuneaton.countycourt@justice.gov.uk Chief constable Leicestershire police c/o} rob.nixon@leics.police.uk

Your ref }K1PP4006 False Utterings thro Lynne Chapman on 13th November 2023

Our ReffHOH—ALEXANDER JOHN GERVASE CHALK MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE
MINISTRY of JUSTICE —HOHO843

Dear MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK,

We have noted as of this day the 24 December 2023 there has been no response to our previous correspondence of the 17
December 2023. 1In the interests of clarity we repeat the same hy presenting our letter of the 17 December 2023 again. In the
interest of candour we extend the deadline by another seven (7) Days.

We await your response. Silence creates a tacit and binding agreement through acquiescence.
No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and Omissions Accepted.
Without ill will or vexation

For and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MRS YVONNE HOBBS.
For and on behalf of the Attorney General of the House of Hobbs.
For and on behalf of Baroness Yvonne of the House of Hobbs.

County Palatine of Leicestershire {LE9 6NW}



33 Lea Close
County Palatine of Leicestershire {LE9 6NW}

Baroness.oftheHouseof+Hobbs_843 OP1213@gmail.com
31 December 2023

To: MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK

MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Corporation/State
102 Petty France LONDON [SW1H 9A17]

alex.chalk. mp@parliament.uk

Attorney General to King Charles}victoria.prentis.mp@parliament.uk, Contempt.SharedMailbox@attorneygeneral.gov.uk , King
Charles, c/o Lord of the Privy Counsel Penny Mordaunt MP }hcenquiries@parliament.uk Lady Chief Justice Sue Lascelles Carr}
contactholmember@parliament.uk , hlinfo@parliament.uk , KBEnquiries@justice.gov.uk , Alex Chalk Secretary of State for
Justice and Lord Chancellor c/o} alex.chalk. mp@parliament.uk , Leicestershire MPs c/o} andrew.bridgen.mp@parliament.uk ,
alberto.costa.mp@parliament.uk , claudia.webbe.mp@parliament.uk , jon.ashworth.mp@parliament.uk ,
liz.kendall.mp@parliament.uk , Lynne Chapmans base c/o} enquiries.nuneaton.countycourt@justice.gov.uk ; e-
filing.nuneaton.countycourt@justice.gov.uk Chief constable Leicestershire police c/o} rob.nixon@Ileics.police.uk

Your ref }K1PP4006 False Utterings thro Lynne Chapman on 13th November 2023

Our ReffHOH—ALEXANDER JOHN GERVASE CHALK MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE MINISTRY of JUSTICE —HOHO843

Dear MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK,

We have noted as of this day the 31 December 2023 that there has been no response to our previous correspondence of the 17
December 2023 and, 24 December 2023 respectively. In the interests of clarity we repeat the same by presenting our letter of the
17 December 2023 again. In the interest of candour we extend the deadline by another seven (7) Days.

We await your response. Silence creates a tacit and binding agreement through acquiescence.
No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and Omissions Accepted.
Without ill will or vexation

For and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MRS YVONNE HOBBS.
For and on behalf of the Attorney General of the House of Hobbs.
For and on behalf of Baroness Yvonne of the House of Hobbs.




33 Lea Close
County Palatine of Leicestershire {LES 6NW}

Baroness.oftheHouseof +Hobbs_843_0P1213@gmail.com
7 January 2024

To: MR ALEXANDER ] G CHALK

MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Corporation/State
102 Petty France LONDON [SW1H 9A1J]

alex.chalk. mp@parliament.uk

Attorney General to King Charles}victoria.prentis.mp@parliament.uk, Contempt.SharedMailbox@attorneygeneral.gov.uk , King
Charles, c/o Lord of the Privy Counsel Penny Mordaunt MP }hcenquiries@parliament.uk Lady Chief Justice Sue Lascelles Carr}
contactholmember@parliament.uk , hlinfo@parliament.uk , KBEnquiries@justice.gov.uk , Alex Chalk Secretary of State for
Justice and Lord Chancellor c/o} alex.chalk.mp@parliament.uk , Leicestershire MPs c/o} andrew.bridgen.mp@parliament.uk ,
alberto.costa.mp@parliament.uk , claudia.webbe.mp@parliament.uk , jon.ashworth.mp@parliament.uk ,

liz.kendall. mp@parliament.uk , Lynne Chapmans base c/o} enquiries.nuneaton.countycourt@justice.gov.uk ; e-
filing.nuneaton.countycourt@justice.gov.uk Chief constable Leicestershire police c/o} rob.nixon@leics.police.uk

Your ref} KIPP4006 False Utterings thro Lynne Chapman on 13th November 2023

Our ReffHOH—ALEXANDER JOHN GERVASE CHALK MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE MINISTRY of JUSTICE —HOHO843

Dear MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK,

We have noted as of this day the 7 January 2024 that there has been no legal response to our previous correspondence dated the 17
December 2023, 24 December 2023 and 31 December 2023 respectively. There is now a formal agreement due to the absence of
any valid material legal evidence.

If there is a crime to be redressed then it is important to comprehend the full extent of the crime before a solution or a remedy can
be executed. You MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR JUSTICE have already been instrumental in this remedy as you have provided vital material evidence which is a part of the
solution or remedy. For this material evidence, we thank you.

This may not be evident at first but the solution or remedy will benefit all including yourself. Complex matters have complex
solutions, we can assure you that this solution is complex and these complexities may not be comprehended at first.

In the interests of candour and clarity:

It is a maxim of the rule of law that whomsoever brings a claim has the obligation to provide the material substance of that claim,
else the claim is fraudulent in nature which is fraud by Misrepresentation and Malfeasance in the office. In addition to this an act
of force where there is no material evidence and substance to a valid claim is also an act in terrorem, a wilful and belligerent
act of terrorism.

There is therefore a formal legal requirement for MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR
and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to present the valid material evidence to the following
effect.

1. We have noted a claim of authority under UK Public General Acts—for which the mandatory requirement for HM Govern-
ment Corporation/State before any Acts and statutes can be legally acted upon—being the getting of the wet-ink consents of
the 64.1 million 'governed’ is required and that you had these consents as presentable, material fact before you brought your
charges or made your claims.. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRET-
ARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid, present-
able material evidence to support this claim.

We refer you to Exhibit C of the David Ward Affidavit where
Chandran Kukathas PhD details over 7 pages that the State is a private corporation and specifically a legal embodiment by act
of registration; And of no material substance.

Fraud however has been defined as a criminal act with full knowledge and intent to engage in criminal be-
haviour to benefit one, at the expense of another. To bring about by an act of force, support of this fraud
is also recognised as an act of terrorism




From Exhibit (B). —Case Authority WI-
05257F David Ward V Warrington Borough '\/ o
Council, 30thDay of May 2013. Which is a

case at court tribunal undertaken by recognised due process.

Keeper of the Xeys <

It is evident David Ward did not challenge the PCN or the traffic Management Act 2004 section 82 but the presumption of the
consent of the governed.

What is a mandatory requirement before the Acts and statutes can be legally acted upon is for the consent of the governed to
be valid and that it can be presented as material fact before any charges or claims can be brought.

It is clear from this case authority undertaken by due process that: -(1) It is illegal to act upon any of the Acts or statutes
without the consent of the governed [where the governed have actually given their consent] and that consent is presentable as
material physical evidence of the fact that the governed have given their consent. (2) Where the Acts and statutes are acted
upon then this is illegal and a criminal action by the Corporation/State. (3) The criminal action is Malfeasance in a public of-
fice and fraud. (4) Where there is no consent of the governed on and for the public record then there is no governed and where
there is no governed then there is no government. The one cannot exist without the other-they are mutually exclusive. (5) As
this criminal activity is observed to be standard practice and has been for nearly 800 years, then this is clear observable evid-
ence to the fact that LAW is a presumption and there is no such thing as LAW. See Exhibit (A) the twelve presumptions of
law.

Without this legal consent—the circa 64.1 million wet ink signed consents of the Governed—there is no legal authority under
which there is a recognised officer of the Private Corporation/State that carries the necessary legal authority to create culpab-
ility, liability or agreement or otherwise enforce private corporate policy.

UTTERING' as act(s) contra the 1861 Forgery Act—Whosoever, without lawful authority or excuse (the proof whereof shall
lie on the party accused), shall in the name of any other person acknowledge any recognizance or bail, or any cognovit, ac-
tionem, or judgment, or any deed or other instrument, before any court, judge, or other person lawfully authorized in that be-
half, shall be guilty of felony.

We refer you to the Baron David Ward unrebutted Affidavit Exhibit A—Formal challenge to the twelve presumptions of law.
We have challenged all the Presumptions of Law. We have since obtained Securitized liens against you without most im-
portantly any rebuttal and to this day not one piece of evidence of Corporate/State authority of Us has been presented.

We repeat, We formally challenge all presumptions of law and as we have formally challenged all the twelve presumptions of
law then the presumption of law formally has no substance in material FACT.

We will recognise the rule of law, when and only when there is the material evidence of that assumed rule of law has some
material evidence of substance in presentable material fact.

We have noted a claim of exemption under UK Public General Acts—1677 Statute of Frauds Act with the Power of Attorney
or contract for the trespass not declared in signed writing contra the—*‘upon any Agreement, Or any collateral agreement Or
promise Or Contract for Sale of Lands, unless Agreement, be in Writing and signed’ and that you had these exemptions as
presentable, material fact before you brought your charges or made your claims. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the pos-
ition of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an ob-
ligation of service in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MIN-
ISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid, presentable material evidence to support this claim.

And to further underline the malfeasance being demonstrated by the taking of our property—intangible and real to ensure
subjugation and to extort we refer you again to the Facts

From Exhibit (C)}—The Material evidence of the FACTS.

It has been confirmed by the Rt. Hon. Lord Chief Justice Sir Jack Beatson FBA, on and for the record that:- (1) Whilst there
is no material and physical evidence presented to the fact that the governed have given their consent then the office of the Ju-
diciary has no greater authority than the manageress of McDonalds being as the office of the Judiciary is a sub office of a
legal embodiment by an act of registration where this act of registration creates nothing of physical material substance and
which is also fraud by default. Any objection to this observation of fact should be taken up with the Rt. Hon. Lord |Chief
Justice Sir Jack Beatson FBA, whereupon the Rt. Hon. Lord Chief Justice Sir Jack Beatson FBA would then have to present
the material and physical evidence that the governed have given their consents.

As the office of the Judiciary is nothing more than a private commercial and fraudulent enterprise built upon fraud and crim-
inal intent. This is by no stretch of the imagination a valid government by the people for the people as it is by default a private
company providing a judicial service for profit and gain but where there is also and always a conflict of interests—where
there is a conflict of interests between the needs of the people and the state (Corporate) Policy which has
no obligation to the people or even the needs and wellbeing of corporation staff. This has been confirmed
by Chandran Kukathas of the London School of Economics and state office titled the Department of Gov-
ernment.




Disagreements arising from ‘contracts’ are non-judicial and outside the scope of the private
courts of the judiciary—these being the sub-of- fices of the private Corporation/State of HM Gov-
ernment plc as shown above. As has been confirmed by the esteemed Rt. Hon. Lord Chief Justice Sir Jack Beatson FBA the
office of the Judiciary (Court) is a sub office of a Private Limited corporation (HM Parliaments & Governments PL.C) and
that such an officer of a Private corporation court does not have the status to give or grant a Court Order outside of that
Private corporation Office.

MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has made claim/demand of indebtedness/for payment, but has not presented Us with a
valid and legal Bill—predicated upon a pre existing commercial contract or agreement—which is recognised under the Bills
of exchange act of 1882. Because there is no commercial arrangement in place under which to raise a Bill for the bill there
arises a direct violation of the 1882 Bills of Exchange Act. Additionally without the wet ink signed commercial arrangement
and Bill presented, this Act would also be a contravention of the UK 2006 Fraud Act and to demand payment under threats
contravenes the UK 2000 Terrorism Act. We are not in the habit of knowingly conspiring to fraud and/or terrorism. See
Bills of exchange act of 1882. http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Vict/45-46/61.

We would draw your attention to Exhibit (G) of the Affidavit of Truth and statement of Fact--A castle doctrine (also known
as a castle law or a defence of habitation law) is a legal doctrine that designates a person's abode (or any legally-occupied
place [e.g., a vehicle or workplace]) as a place in which that person has certain protections and immunities permitting him or
her, in certain circumstances, to use force (up to and including deadly force) to defend themselves against an intruder, free
from legal responsibility/prosecution for the consequences of the force used.[1] Typically deadly force is considered justified,
and a defence of justifiable homicide applicable, in cases "when the actor reasonably fears imminent peril of death or serious
bodily harm to him or herself or another".

We have noted a claim of exemption—from the UK 1882 Bills of Exchange Act Section 23—Signature essential to liability ;
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SEC-
RETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid, presentable material evidence to sup-
port this claim.

From Exhibit (D) of the Affidavit and Statement of Fact for Case Authority WI-05257F. 30d of May 2013 it is evident there
is due process for the execution of legal and commercial documents. Where these processes are not followed then the very
presence of a document which does not comply with these processes, is itself is the physical and material evidence of Mal-
feasance in a public office and fraud. We would point your attention to the FACTSs that a corporation must execute docu-
ments legally and failure to do so renders the documents non legal and void—(1) Under the law of England and Wales or
Northern Ireland a document is executed by a company—(a) by the affixing of its common seal, or (b) by signature in accord-
ance with the following provisions. (2) A document is validly executed by a company if it is signed on behalf of the company
— (a) by two authorised signatories, or (b) by a director of the company in the presence of a witness who attests the signature.
(4) A document signed in accordance with subsection (2) and expressed in whatever words, to be executed by the company,
has the same effect as if executed under the common seal of the company. The legal effect of the statute is that documents
and deeds must be signed on behalf of the company by a director in the presence of a witness, or by two authorised signator-
ies. Without adherence to these provisions no contracts can be considered duly executed by a company and their terms are
therefore legally unenforceable.

We have noted a claim of exemption under 1989 UK Law of Property (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act c.34, s.2—Contracts
for sale etc. of land to be made by signed writing . MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHAN-
CELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the pos-
ition of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide
the valid, presentable material evidence to support this claim.

To bring about by an act of force, support of this fraud is also recognised as an act of terrorism Under the

UK 2000 Terrorism Act,s.1,5-action taken for the benefit of a proscibed organisation It is evident from the omissions that
there is no wet-ink signed contract between the Corporation/State of HM Government plc and MINISTRY of JUSTICE ; And
there is no wet-ink signed contract between the Corporation/State of HM Government plc and us.

We now refer you to Exhibit (A) of the Affidavit which defines that profiteering contravenes the UK 2006 Fraud Act. We
should also point out to you that it is a direct contravention of the UK 2000 Terrorism Act, s.15 Fund raising is an offence if a
person invites another to provide money or other property and intends that it should be used for the purposes of terrorism. In-
sisting or demanding payment without a pre existing commercial arrangement which is based on presentable fact in the form
of a commercial agreement is an act of deception. Payment is a commercial activity. We are not in the
habit of knowingly conspiring to fraud or knowingly funding terrorism. This action would also create a li-
ability against




We refer you to Exhibit C of the David Ward Affidavit where under the —Including the taking of
Our property of data and using it as your own without Our knowledge or consent, the threats
against Our property and the further claims to benefit a private Corporation/State and extorting
money with neither signature nor contract is an act of force in terrorem.

Again, We would draw your attention to Exhibit (G) of the Affidavit of Truth and statement of Fact--A castle doctrine (also
known as a castle law or a defence of habitation law) is a legal doctrine that designates a person's abode (or any legally-occu-
pied place [e.g., a vehicle or workplace]) as a place in which that person has certain protections and immunities permitting
him or her, in certain circumstances, to use force (up to and including deadly force) to defend themselves against an intruder,
free from legal responsibility/prosecution for the consequences of the force used.[1] Typically deadly force is considered jus-
tified, and a defence of justifiable homicide applicable, in cases "when the actor reasonably fears imminent peril of death or
serious bodily harm to him or herself or another".

We have noted a claim of exemption from the UK 1861 Forgery Act- Utterings—Whosoever, without lawful authority or ex-
cuse (the proof whereof shall lie on the party accused), shall in the name of any other person acknowledge any recognizance
or bail, or any cognovit, actionem, or judgment, or any deed or other instrument, before any court, judge, or other person law-
fully authorized in that behalf, shall be guilty of felony ; And exemption from 2006 Companies Act, including section 44, the
Execution of documents ; . MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRET-
ARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid, present-
able material evidence to support this claim.

UK 2006 Fraud Act, Part 35, section 2--FRAUD by ABUSE of POSITION (1)A person is in breach of this section if he—(a)
occupies a position in which he is expected to safeguard, or not to act against, the financial interests of another person, (b)
dishonestly abuses that position, and (c) intends, by means of the abuse of that position—(i) to make a gain for himself or an-
other, or (ii) to cause loss to another or to expose another to a risk of loss. (2) A person may be regarded as having abused his
position even though his conduct consisted of an omission rather than an act.

Fraud is a deliberate action to defraud where the victim of the crime is unaware having no knowledge of a situation or fact.
This crime carries a penalty of incarceration for 7 to 10 years and the latter, where there is multiple instances of. 64.1 million
people are subject to this crime everyday as it is now commonplace and is carried out by the largest and most ruthless crim-
inal company in this country. This same company is also a public office with the enforcement to execute this crime which is
inclusive of but not limited to:- The office of the police, The office of the Judiciary, Local government and central govern-
ment. Independent Bailiff Companies which are licensed by the same company.

We have noted a claim of exemption under UK Public General Acts—from the UK 2006 Fraud Act, including sections 2-
Failing to disclose information ; And 4-Abuse of position. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in
the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to
provide the valid, presentable material evidence to support this claim.

We have noted a claim of exemption from the 1677 Statute of Frauds Act to produce/show/evidence/support/instruments of
any Agreement, Or any collateral agreement Or promise Or Contract including for Sale of Land, of an accounting ledger
showing detail of a Contract/Agreement/Obligation, of mutual consideration shewn, all wet-ink signed to include an Out-
standing balance, balance due, Bills raised, outstanding, missed payments made, owed/as arrears—for us to peruse and rebut.
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SEC-
RETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid, presentable material evidence to sup-
port this claim.

UK 2006 Fraud Act, Part 35, section 3--Fraud by failing to disclose information A person is in breach of this section if he—
(a) dishonestly fails to disclose to another person information which he is under a legal duty to disclose, and (b) intends, by
failing to disclose the information—(i)to make a gain for himself or another, or (ii)to cause loss to another or to expose an-
other to a risk of loss.

We cite Lord Denning, Lord Chief Justice ‘1954, Lazarus v Beasley” “No court in this land will allow a person to keep an ad-
vantage which he has obtained by fraud. No judgment of a Court, no Order of a Minister can be allowed to stand if it has been
obtained by Fraud, Fraud unravels everything.”

We have noted a claim that the statement by Sir Jack Beatson FBA, at that time the head of the judiciary, in his address to
Nottingham University was false in that the private corporations/states of the Executive and legislature are superior to the ju-
diciary by way of re-examination of the relationship. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHAN-
CELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the pos-
ition of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of
JUSTICE to provide the valid, presentable material evidence to support this claim.




UK 2006 Fraud Act, Part 35, section 2--FALSE REPRESENTATION A representation is false if—
(a) it is untrue or misleading, and (b)the person making it knows that it is, or might be, untrue or
misleading. (3)“Representation” means any representation as to fact or law, including a repres-
entation as to the state of mind of—(a)the person making the representation, or (b)any other person.

We would draw attention to the Contempt of Court Reporting Restriction, "Civil contempt refers to conduct which is not in it-
self a crime, but which is punishable by the court in order to ensure that its orders are observed. Civil contempt is usually
raised by one of the parties to the proceedings. Although the penalty for civil contempt contains a punitive element, its
primary purpose is coercion of compliance. We would add that the use of force in a civil matter is a wilful and belligerent
act of terrorism and the ahove Contempt of Court Reporting Restrictions further prevent a judge from holding us in contempt
in a civil matter. A claim of ‘contractual obligations is a non-judicial matter.

9. We have noted a claim contra the statement made by Chandran Kukathas in possiting that HM Government plc is an entity, a
Corporation/State. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the position of MP LORD CHANCEL-
LOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid, presentable material
evidence to support this claim.

10. We have noted a claim the HM Courts & Tribunal Services Corporation/State is not a sub-office of HM Government plc..
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an obligation of service in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SEC-
RETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid, presentable material evidence to sup-
port this claim.

11. We have noted a claim of right to act in contempt of court to bias to the detriment of us ; And exemption from the 1689 Bill
of Rights Act for the acts of contempt perpetrated against—"to interfere with justice’ ; And exemption from the Ministerial
Code of Conduct, including the Seven Principles of Public Life—including Honesty.. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the
position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has an
obligation of service in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MIN-
ISTRY of JUSTICE to provide the valid, presentable material evidence to support this claim.

Failure to provide the valid presentable, material evidence to support the above listed claims made by MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of
JUSTICE in the next SEVEN (7) days will enter MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR
and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE in to a lasting tacit agreement through acquiescence
to the following effect:

1. Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of
JUSTICE that the claim of authority under UK Public General Acts—for which the mandatory requirement for HM Govern-
ment Corporation/State before any Acts and statutes can be legally acted upon—being the getting of the wet-ink consents of
the 64.1 million 'governed' is required and that you had these consents as presentable, material fact before you brought your
charges or made your claims. is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation, which
carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances of, And there is a formal
agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHAN-
CELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK
(CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.

2.  Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER I G
CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of
JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and premeditated Malfeas-
ance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is multiple instances of;
And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT)
in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE
that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the same degree.

3.  Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of exemption under UK Public General Acts—1677 Statute of Frauds Act with the
Power of Attorney or contract for the trespass not declared in signed writing contra the—‘upon any Agreement, Or any collat-
eral agreement Or promise Or Contract for Sale of Lands, unless Agreement, be in Writing and signed’ and that you had these
exemptions as presentable, material fact before you brought your charges or made your claims is fraudulent in nature which is
also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation, which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the
latter where there is multiple instances of, and there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR AL-
EXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally
agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.

4.  Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR AL-
EXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRET-
ARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated
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agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and premeditated Malfeasance in the office which
carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is multiple instances
of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEX-
ANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial
charges to the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER ] G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of exemption—from the UK 1882 Bills of Exchange Act Section 23—Signature es-
sential to liability ; is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation, which carries a
term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances of, and there is a formal agreement
between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDERIJ G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and premed-
itated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is mul-
tiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the same
degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of exemption under 1989 UK Law of Property (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act c.34,
s.2—Contracts for sale etc. of land to be made by signed writing is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated
fraud by misrepresentation, which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple
instances of, and there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK
(CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY
of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to
the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and premed-
itated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is mul-
tiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of exemption from the UK 1861 Forgery Act- Utterings—Whosoever, without lawful
authority or excuse (the proof whereof shall lie on the party accused), shall in the name of any other person acknowledge any
recognizance or bail, or any cognovit, actionem, or judgment, or any deed or other instrument, before any court, judge, or
other person lawfully authorized in that behalf, shall be guilty of felony ; And exemption from 2006 Companies Act, includ-
ing section 44, the Execution of documents ; is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepres-
entation, which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances of, and
there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the
position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.
Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and premed-
itated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is mul-
tiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim tof exemption under UK Public General Acts—from the UK 2006 Fraud Act, includ-
ing sections 2-Failing to disclose information ; And 4-Abuse of position. is fraudulent in nature which is
also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation, which carries a term of incarceration of seven to
ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances of, and there is a formal agreement between
MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP
LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that
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MR ALEXANDERJ G CHALK
commercial charges to the same degree.
Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresenta-
tion is also wilful and premeditated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and
the latter where there is multiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for
commercial charges to the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of exemption from the 1677 Statute of Frauds Act to produce/show/evidence/support/
instruments of any Agreement, Or any collateral agreement Or promise Or Contract including for Sale of Land, of an ac-
counting ledger showing detail of a Contract/Agreement/Obligation, of mutual consideration shewn, all wet-ink signed to in-
clude an Outstanding balance, balance due, Bills raised, outstanding, missed payments made, owed/as arrears—for us to per-
use and rebut is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation, which carries a term of
incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances of, and there is a formal agreement between
MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCEL-
LOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK
(CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER ] G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and premed-
itated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is mul-
tiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim that the statement by Sir Jack Beatson FBA, at that time the head of the judiciary, in
his address to Nottingham University was false in that the private corporations/states of the Executive and legislature are su-
perior to the judiciary by way of re-examination of the relationship is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premedit-
ated fraud by misrepresentation, which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is mul-
tiple instances of, and there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK
(CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCFELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY
of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to
the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and premed-
itated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is mul-
tiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim contra the statement made by Chandran Kukathas in possiting that HM Government
plc is an entity, a Corporation/Stateis fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation,
which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances of, and there is a
formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of
MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEX-
ANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and premed-
itated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is mul-
tiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER ] G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial
charges to the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR AL-
EXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRET-
ARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim the HM Courts & Tribunal
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Services Corporation/State is not a sub-office of HM Government plc. is fraudulent in nature
which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation, which carries a term of incarcer-
ation of seven to ten years and the latter where there is multiple instances of, and there is a formal
agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP
LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXAN-
DER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and premed-
itated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is mul-
tiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the claim of right to act in contempt of court to bias to the detriment of us ; And exemption
from the 1689 Bill of Rights Act for the acts of contempt perpetrated against—*to interfere with justice’ ; And exemption
from the Ministerial Code of Conduct, including the Seven Principles of Public Life—including Honesty. is fraudulent in
nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation, which carries a term of incarceration of seven to ten
vears and the latter where there is multiple instances of, and there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS
and MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally
agreed to be bound for commercial charges to the same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and premed-
itated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is mul-
tiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE THAT the above noted and formally agreed fraud by misrepresentation and Malfeasance in the of-
fice of MINISTRY of JUSTICE is a demonstrated intention to cause MRS YVONNE HOBBS distress and alarm, which is a
recognised act of terrorism And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER
J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the
same degree.

Whereby there is now a formal and binding agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER ] G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that the above wilful and premeditated agreed fraud by misrepresentation is also wilful and premed-
itated Malfeasance in the office which carries a term of incarceration of twenty five years and the latter where there is mul-
tiple instances of; And that there is a formal agreement between MRS YVONNE HOBBS and MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
MINISTRY of JUSTICE that MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) will stand for commercial charges to the same
degree.

These are very serious crimes MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) and under current state legislation there is a camu-
lative period of incarceration in excess of 150 years’ incarceration. We would not wish to encumber the public purse for the costs
of this incarceration as the public purse can ill afford this financial encumbrance. There is however an alternative and recognised
process as suitable remedy.

As there is now an agreement between the parties by way of lasting tacit agreement through acquiescence, as you have already
agreed to the crime then we elect to charge you under this agreement. As the crime was committed against Us then we reserve the
right to choose the remedy for these crimes.

Where there is a crime then there is a requirement for a remedy otherwise the crime goes unresolved. As we now have an obliga-
tion to bring this crime to resolution we therefore are giving MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) an opportunity to
resolve.




Opportunity to resolve

For the formally agreed criminal offence of fraud by misrepresentation where the claim being made by MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) under the oof authority under UK Public General Acts—for
which the mandatory requirement for HM Government Corporation/State before any Acts and statutes can
be legally acted upon—being the getting of the wet-ink consents of the 64.1 million 'governed' is required
and that you had these consents as presentable, material fact before you brought your charges or made your
claims. is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation. Where this
is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK
in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MIN-
ISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of Malfeasance in the office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE, where
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has agreed to this criminal offence of malfeasance in
the office. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEX-
ANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of fraud by misrepresentation where the claim being made by MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) that of exemption under UK Public General Acts—1677 Statute
of Frauds Act with the Power of Attorney or contract for the trespass not declared in signed writing contra
the—‘upon any Agreement, Or any collateral agreement Or promise Or Contract for Sale of Lands, unless
Agreement, be in Writing and signed’ and that you had these exemptions as presentable, material fact before
you brought your charges or made your claims is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated
fraud by misrepresentation. WWhere this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally
charge MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY
OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of Malfeasance in the office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE, where
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has agreed to this criminal offence of malfeasance in
the office. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEX-
ANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of fraud by misrepresentation where the claim being made by MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) that of exemption—from the UK 1882 Bills of Exchange Act
Section 23—Signature essential to liability ; is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated
fraud by misrepresentation. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally
charge MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY
OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of Malfeasance in the office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE, where
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has agreed to this criminal offence of malfeasance in
the office. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEX-
ANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of fraud by misrepresentation where the claim being made by MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) that oof exemption under 1989 UK Law of Property (Miscel-
laneous Provisions) Act c.34, s.2—Contracts for sale etc. of land to be made by signed writing is fraudulent
in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation. Where this is an agreed
chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the posi-
tion of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of
JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of Malfeasance in the office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE, where
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY
OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has agreed to this criminal offence of mal-
feasance in the office. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally
charge MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SEC-
RETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP
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£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of fraud by misrepresentation where the
claim being made by MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) that of ex-
emption from the UK 1861 Forgery Act- Utterings—Whosoever, without lawful authority or excuse (the
proof whereof shall lie on the party accused), shall in the name of any other person acknowledge any recog-
nizance or bail, or any cognovit, actionem, or judgment, or any deed or other instrument, before any court,
judge, or other person lawfully authorized in that behalf, shall be guilty of felony ; And exemption from
2006 Companies Act, including section 44, the Execution of documents ; is fraudulent in nature which is
also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal of-
fence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million
Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of Malfeasance in the office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE, where
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has agreed to this criminal offence of malfeasance in
the office. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEX-
ANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP
£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of fraud by misrepresentation where the claim being made by MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) of exemption under UK Public General Acts—from the UK
2006 Fraud Act, including sections 2-Failing to disclose information ; And 4-Abuse of position is fraudulent
in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation. Where this is an agreed
chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the posi-
tion of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of
JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP
£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of Malfeasance in the office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE, where
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has agreed to this criminal offence of malfeasance in
the office. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEX-
ANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP
£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of fraud by misrepresentation where the claim being made by MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) that of exemption from the 1677 Statute of Frauds Act to pro-
duce/show/evidence/support/instruments of any Agreement, Or any collateral agreement Or promise Or
Contract including for Sale of Land, of an accounting ledger showing detail of a Contract/Agreement/Oblig-
ation, of mutual consideration shewn, all wet-ink signed to include an Outstanding balance, balance due,
Bills raised, outstanding, missed payments made, owed/as arrears—for us to peruse and rebut is fraudulent
in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation. Where this is an agreed
chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the posi-
tion of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of
JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP
£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of Malfeasance in the office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE, where
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has agreed to this criminal offence of malfeasance in
the office. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEX-
ANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP
£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of fraud by misrepresentation where the claim being made by MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) that that the statement by Sir Jack Beatson FBA, at that time the
head of the judiciary, in his address to Nottingham University was false in that the private corporations/
states of the Executive and legislature are superior to the judiciary by way of re-examination of the relation-
ship is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by misrepresentation. Where this is
an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in
the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY
of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP
£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of Malfeasance in the office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE, where
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has agreed to this criminal offence of malfeasance in
the office. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR AL-
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Total agreed debt as resolution for the above listed criminal offences equals Two Hundred and Twenty

MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SEC-
MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million

EXANDER J G CHALK in the position of
RETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for
Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of fraud by misrepresentation where the claim being made by MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) tcontra the statement made by Chandran Kukathas in possiting
that HM Government plc is an entity, a Corporation/State is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and
premeditated fraud by misrepresentation. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect
to formally charge MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of Malfeasance in the office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE, where
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has agreed to this criminal offence of malfeasance in
the office. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEX-
ANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of fraud by misrepresentation where the claim being made by MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) that the claim the HM Courts & Tribunal Services
Corporation/State is not a sub-office of HM Government plc. is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and
premeditated fraud by misrepresentation. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect
to formally charge MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of Malfeasance in the office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE, where
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has agreed to this criminal offence of malfeasance in
the office. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEX-
ANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of fraud by misrepresentation where the claim being made by MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) that oof right to act in contempt of court to bias to the detriment
of us ; And exemption from the 1689 Bill of Rights Act for the acts of contempt perpetrated against—*‘to in-
terfere with justice’ ; And exemption from the Ministerial Code of Conduct, including the Seven Principles
of Public Life—including Honesty. is fraudulent in nature which is also wilful and premeditated fraud by
misrepresentation. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed criminal offence of Malfeasance in the office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE, where
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has agreed to this criminal offence of malfeasance in
the office. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEX-
ANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00
For the formally agreed wilful and premeditated Act of causing alarm and distress which is a formally recog-
nised act of terrorism which is also a recognised criminal offence. Where this is an agreed chargeable crim-
inal offence we will elect to formally charge MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE A Hundred
and Ten Million Pounds GBP

£110,000,000.00

For the formally agreed criminal offence of Malfeasance in the office of MINISTRY of JUSTICE, where
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE has agreed to this criminal offence of malfeasance in
the office. Where this is an agreed chargeable criminal offence we will elect to formally charge MR AL-
EXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Five Million Pounds GBP

£5,000,000.00




Five million pounds GBP

£225,000,000.00

Please make remedy by way of commercial instruments or personal cheque to the above address. If this is by personal cheque
then please make the cheque in the name of Yvonne Hobbs.

If you MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) elect not to resolve this matter and debt in the next seven (7) days from
the receipt of this correspondence then seven (7) days later we will issue a further reminder as you MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT) are in default of your agreement and your agreed obligation. There will be a Notice of Default.

In the event where MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) elects not to make settlement THEN it will be noted that MR
ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) has formally and of their own free will and without coercion elected to stand as a
surety for a security by way of a Lien on the estate of MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) and by way of the sins of
the father extended to the seventh generation where there may be an attachment of earning on your Grand Children’s Grand Chil-
dren’s Pension.

It is not our intent to place you MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in a state of distress or cause any distress loss or
harm by this legal action. MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK in the position of MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF
STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE—we have expressed the criminal offences and there is an obligation to
resolve. We have also noted that others in association are also complicit in the same criminal offences. Whomever is complicit in
any criminal offences also carries the obligation to bring those also complicit in the same criminal offences to resolution.

This may be viewed to be an excessive action to take as a remedy but we bring your attention back to the affidavit Exhibit (F) No
Body gets Paid. The Bank of England note GBP is based upon confidence and Belief where belief is a concept in the abstract
which is of no material substance. So is this an excessive action where there is no monetary value. http://bit.ly/1WV48P

No injury loss or harm can be caused by the action. This is just numbers of no commercial significance as there cannot be com-
merce without money and there is no such thing as money so there is no such thing as economics.

It could be said that to take this action is to destabilise the economy. WHAT economy? The destabilization of the economy was
done generations ago when the government licensed fraudulent Banking Practice—by that we mean Federal Reserve Banking
practices, fractional lending and quantitative easing.

We did ask ourselves “Are we committing Fraud” Our response to this was. “Is there full disclosure?” YES. “Is there an agree-
ment between the parties as a result of that disclosure?” YES. *Is there any injury loss or harm?” NO. Then there is no fraud.

Are we destabilising Government? See above. Without the consent of the governed on and for the record then there is no gov-
erned and no government by default. What Government? See Exhibit under the affidavit Exhibit (H). Without a valid and account-
able government then there is no such thing as the public or the public purse.

MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) we have expressed the criminal offences and there is an obligation to resolve.
MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) is either by wilful intent or ignorance from this day forward is not a fit and
proper person to be in a position of trust. Ignorance of the law is no defence.

MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) You have seven (7) days to make reparation for your criminal offences. Seven
(7) days after that there will be a legal notice of default. Seven (7) days after that there will be a security by way of a lien.

We await your response. Silence creates a tacit and binding agreement through acquiescence.

No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and Omissions Accepted.

Without ill will or vexation.

For and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MRS YVONNE HOBBS.
For and on behalf of the Attorney General of the House of Hobbs.
For and on behalf of Baroness Yvonne of the House of Hobbs.




33 Lea Close
County Palatine of Leicestershire {LE9 6NW}

Baroness.oftheHouseof+Hobbs_843_0P1213@gmail.com
14 January 2024

NOTICE of DEFAULT

To: MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK

MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE Corporation/State
102 Petty France LONDON [SW1H 9AJ]

alex.chalk. mp@parliament.uk

Attorney General to King Charles}victoria.prentis.mp@parliament.uk, Contempt.SharedMailbox@attorneygeneral.gov.uk , King
Charles, c/o Lord of the Privy Counsel Penny Mordaunt MP thcenquiries@parliament.uk Lady Chief Justice Sue Lascelles Carr}
contactholmember@parliament.uk , hlinfo@parliament.uk , KBEnquiries@justice.gov.uk , Alex Chalk Secretary of State for
Justice and Lord Chancellor c/o} alex.chalk.mp@parliament.uk , Leicestershire MPs c/o} andrew.bridgen.mp@parliament.uk ,
alberto.costa.mp@parliament.uk , claudia.webbe. mp@parliament.uk , jon.ashworth.mp@parliament.uk ,
liz.kendall.mp@parliament.uk , Lynne Chapmans base c/o} enquiries.nuneaton.countycourt@justice.gov.uk ; e-
filing.nuneaton.countycourt@justice.gov.uk Chief constable Leicestershire police c/o} rob.nixon@leics.police.uk

Your ref} K1PP4006 False Utterings thro Lynne Chapman on 13th November 2023

Our ReffHOH—ALEXANDER JOHN GERVASE CHALK MP LORD CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
JUSTICE MINISTRY of JUSTICE —HOHO843

Dear MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT),

Notice of Default — Non Negotiable

Important Legal Information - Do not Ignore

Re: By Formal Agreement dated 31 December 2023 and opportunity to resolve dated 7 January 2024.

This is to notify you that you are now in default of your obligations under the above written formal agreement as a result of your
failure to make remedy by way of commercial instrument.

I hereby declare as of the date above, MR ALEXANDER J G CHALK (CLAIMANT) in the position of MP LORD
CHANCELLOR and SECRETARY OF STATE FOR JUSTICE for MINISTRY of JUSTICE is now in default.

So there can be no confusion, this legal Notice is lawfully executed as of the date above. If, however, you make remedy by way of
commercial instrument within the next 7 (Seven) days, the Notice of Default will not be entered against MR ALEXANDER J G
CHALK (CLAIMANT).

For the avoidance of doubt: failure to make remedy by way of commercial instrument of the Final Demand dated, the 14 January
2024 within the 7 (Seven) days allowance, we will enforce the Notice of Default in its entirety. Further legal action will be taken
to recover the outstanding debt.

Legal proceedings will be taken to resolve this matter by raising a security by way of a lien.

We await your response. Silence creates a tacit and binding agreement through acquiescence.
No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and Omissions Accepted.
Without ill will or vexation.

For and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MRS YVONNE HOBBS.
For and on behalf of the Attorney General of the House of Hobbs.
For and on behalf of Baroness Yvonne of the House of Hobbs.




BDW B 'CASE AUTHORITY"

Case Overview.

What the Government would like people to believe is that a procedural impropriety is an acceptable mistake which can be
overlooked. But what this is, is a deliberate act of fraud and also malfeasance in a public office.

These are very serious crimes with criminal intent.

Fraud is a deliberate action to defraud where the victim of the crime is unaware having no knowledge of a situation or
fact. This crime caries a penalty of 7 to 10 years incarceration and there latter, where there is multiple instances of.

63.5 million People are subject to this crime everyday as it is now commonplace and is carried out by the largest and most
ruthless crinunal company mn this country.

This same company 1s also a public office with the enforcement to execute this crime which 1s imnclusive of but not hnuted
to:- The office of the police, The office of the Judiciary, Local government and central government. Independent Bailiff
Companies which are licensed by the same company.

Malfeasance, Misfeasance and Nonfeasance 1s also a very severe crime with a period of mearceration of Life i prison.
Malfeasance 1s a deliberate act, with criminal mtent to defraud. Ignorance i1s no defense. Malfeasance has been defined
by appellate courts in other jurisdictions as a wrongful act which the actor has no legal right to do; as an act for which
there 1s no authority or warrant of law; as an act which a person ought not to do; as an act which 1s wholly wrongful and
unlawful; as that which an officer has no authority to do and 1s positively wrong or unlawful; and as the unjust
performance of some act which the party performing 1t has no legal right.

Crimes of this nature cannot go unpunished. If crime goes unpunished then the erimunal will undertake the action agam
and again. When the eriminal 1s rewarded for the crime by their peers and superiors 1t then becomes difficult to know that
a crime has been committed in the first place. However, it is everyone’s obligation to be fully conversant with there
actions, and the consequences of their actions in every situation.

“Twas just following orders™ Or “I was just doing my Job™ Is no excuse.

When the full extent of these crimes is realised, it then becomes blatantly obvious that these crimes are deliberate and in
full knowledge if not by the lower subordinates but defiantly by the executive officers of the company.

The cost of these crimes has been estimated to be in the region of £4,037 25 Trillion over the past 35 vears. This is the
cost to the people of this small country which is far in excess by many times the global GDP.

The simplicity of this case is very often overlooked as it involves a simple PCN. (Penalty Charge Notice)

It 15 important to note here that the appellant at tribunal did not challenge the PCN, or the Traffic Management Act. But
the appellant took out the very foundation to any claim made under any Act or statute of Parliament. All of which have the
same legal dependency which has never been fulfilled in 800 years.

There are in excess of 8 million Act’s and statutes. None of which can be acted upon without the legal authority to do so.
To act upon these same Act’s/Statutes without the legal authority to do so 1s Malfeasance m a public office and fraud at
the very least.

This case which was undertaken at tribunal and there for recognized due process confirms this to be the facts of the
matter.
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Case details.

This may be a simple PCN (Penalty Charge Notice) but close observation of the details will conclusively show otherwise.

This is the PCN (Penalty Charge Notice) issued by Warrington Borough Council which clearly shows that a claim is being
made under the traffic management Act 2004. There is clearly no disclosure to the fact that there is no liability to pay as
the outcome will show.

* thia PCH was served

5 .ﬂlﬂ:l|llllllllllc~*

siof 28 daye beginning with the date on which this @&
< Permalty Charge Motice was gerved.

wlot186068 o

Penalty Cha"se r\-u 'IC.B Number:

Served On! 05/03/2013
Date of Contravention: D8/03/2013
Time: 10:67

The Vehiclie with the Registraticn Number: WHS1GJ2
Make! Flat Colour: Purple

ARoad Fund Licence Number: 17624329

Aoac “und Licence Expiry Date; 0213

Mas ocbserved betwesr M58 and 10:67

In: Cairg Street “My—T0nin) <

By Civil Enforcement Of’icer: 084 Iy

Signature/initialg: -~ >
o @ i

whna hmag ressonable Jause to bel lave that the -

fol lowing park ing contravention had ccourred:

40 Parked in a designeted dlsabled peraons
parking place w|thout displaying a valid diasanied J~

A oersons badge n the prescribed mamner

& penalty charge of £70 is now payable and must
be paid not iater than the |ast day of the period

The penaity charge will be reduced by & discount

of 50% to £35.00 if it is paid not later than the
last gey of the perigd of 14 days beginrning with af
the date on which thia Penality Charge Notice was =
served o

o

- PLEASE BE AWARE THAT PAYMENT CLOSES THE CASE i

Payment instructicns are printed on the reverse of
this _notige.

nmmmax Ww‘m& ‘*““&"‘"’b '6
o cﬁ ‘J e

pn unﬂw WGMLENF&‘E&EIE%‘B&
WLIEL Ninbor” 10 ROYMENT SUP Ji. %&m* ¢

4 0

! Date: 05/03/2013 Time: 10:57 &
£, 40 Parked in & designated disabled persons s
) parking piace without dispiaying & valid disablea O
(prsons badge |n the orescribed manner i
The Fundliy Thargw of 070 or I35 00 (F pacd net DELEF ELhan the -.("
Llast day of the |4 dow period beginning sith the date sn which %.(

4

..1\?' i

INSTRUCTIONS FOR PAYMENT

Credin / Dehit carl puymaents only. Automatnd gy ment lime
uﬂ 457 4545 24 bowrs 6 dey | T deys & week ) Hove yoar vehicke desails
and PUN Number ready,

o (miine @ wen warringuen.govak foliow ks fom imemel paymeses,
then car parking fne.

+ By Post using the paysient slig below s Waningion Bomagh Conacd,
Enguiries and Paymest Office, Jewel 6. Markes Mot Siorey Car Park,
Acaderyy Way, Warringson WA | ZHN. Payment may he made by orossed
chegue or postal oeder. Please wrge the POCN Number and yout address an
the revense of the chegoeposial oriker.

* In Person of The Enguancs and Promenis Office Warrsgios Borough
Comncil, Enjairies and Paymest Office, devel &, Marke Mult Storey Car
Park. Acslemy Wiy, Wimsgion WAL JHN, Mon w0 Fri Wn - $pm
(enclufing Bank Holidays).

PFLEASE HE AWARE THAT PAYMENT CLOSES THE CASE

i you belicve that the Penalty should not be paid

and wish to challenge this PCN
_r mgion Bonugh Council, Enquiries. snd Payment
lrlﬂl m:- munm-qum Acadessy Wy, Wisringion WA |

s Bl a1 o e ingion apcoa com
1F you are unable i wiiie of e mall. of heve any other engquary, please islephose
o U4 500 £540 Mon 1o Fri 10am - 4pen |

Please quote the PCN Number, the sehicle registration and youar
address in all contacts,

Ditadlls of the Comncil's policy snd o chillenges can be loand
ol wirw warringlen gov.ik ar wem o the Councl's offices - all cases will
T it il oot Wi il icivian] cirn st o,

I you challenge ihis PON within 14 duvy of the FON vervier date and dhe
chudlengs in rejecied the cosacel sl re-offer she 14 day discermi period

If the Penalty Charge is not paid or challenged

I the Pesalty Charge is mol pakd on or before the end of the 28 day
peerioad s specified on the Froat of this sodloe or sicvessfulls

the Councll may serve 8 Notkee 1o (hemer (N0 o0 the swner of ihe

presentations are rjected. The | i
for doing this. If you challenge this PCN bist the Cowncil
issums @ NHD any way, the owner st follow (e imstriecisons on e MO,

Farher befisrmution about Chil Parling Enforvement fimciuding PCNy and
Nty ) i evailably osline & www patel-ad ok

phesse complete voar delails belooe returming ths. slp =i voel paymmsen

PAYMENT SLIP TICK ROX FOR RECEIPT
Pl oy & aamped sdioend
RS o s T & YR

Name: (MoMrvhlisaMEL ...

Posivade: o R s i

Make cheques and poszal orders payable in Wamngon Borough Coencil and
wrile the PCN Numbes o ihe reverie, e ]
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The Next document and physical evidence is the notice to owner from the same Warrington borough Council which also
quite clearly makes the claim that there has been a violation of the traffic Management Act 2004 section 82. On the 08%

April 2013.

WARRINGTON #

Borough Council

Traffic Management Act 2004, s82: Civil Enforcement of Parking Contraventions (England) General Regulations 2007; Civil
Enforcement of Parking Contraventions (England) Representations and Appeals Regulations 2007

Mr David Ward

Watgon' ‘WI01185069

WA4 IDW

Notice to Owner

This Notice to Owner has been issued to you by Warrington
Borough Council because the Penalty Charge Notice has not been
paid in full and you are the registered owner/kesperfhirer on the
date on which the Penalty Charge Notice was served to the vehicle.

" Date of this Notice tc Owner and date of posting | 08/04/2013

To: | Mr David Ward
] This Nailca to Own er has been served on you because it appears to Warrington Borough Council that you are the owner c:f'

Vehicle Registration Number [ WMS1GJZ Make | FIAT
Tax Disc | 17524329 ; Expiry 10213
In respect of Penalty Charge Natice (PCN) | WI01 185068 Served | 05/03/2013
Number on JFPERFE

By Civil Enforcement Officer (CEQ) | Wioa4
who had reason to believe that the foliGwing | 40
contravention had occurred and that a penalty | Parkedin a damgnatad m persons m pm without displaying
charge was payable. | g valid disabled persons badge in the presc:ﬂ:ed manner

A Location of contravention | Calro EM{MWM} Hipny A o it el
Date of Contravention | 05/03/2013 |  Time | 10:57:04

Penalty Charge Amount. [ E70

Amount Paid to Date: | £0 - Payment Due Now | E70

Note: The person appearing to be in charge of the vehicle was served with a Penalty Charge Notice (PCN) which allowed 14 days
for payment of a 50% discounted penalty charge; ctherwise the full penalty charge became due, Either no payment has been
received or any payment received has been insufficient to clear the penalty charge

A penalty charge of £70 is now payable by you as the owner and must be paid no later than the last day of the period
of 28 days beginning with the date on which this Notice is served. This Notice will be taken to have been served on the
second working day after the day of posting (as shown above) unless you can show that it was not.

YOU THE OWNER/KEEPER/HIRER ARE LIABLE FOR THE PENALTY CHARGE NOTICE - DO NOT IGNORE
THIS NOTICE OR PASS IT TO THE DRIVER

You may make representations to Warrington Borough Council as to why this penalty charge should not be paid
These Representations should be made not later than the last day of the period of 28 days beginning on the date on
which this Notice is served and any representations made outside that period may be disregarded.

Note: If you do net pay the penalty charge or make Representations before the period specified above, the penalty charge will
increase by 50% to £105 and a Charge Certificate will be served on you. If you do not pay the full amount shown on the Charge
Certificate, Warrington Borough Council may register it as a debt at the County Court and then put the case in the hands
of the bailiffs who will add their own costs to the penalty charge.

Payment Slip W|01 1 85069 Penalty Charge Notice WI01185089

Vehicle Registration NumberWM51GJZ

For payment options please see overleaf Date of Contravention-05/03/2013
You must complete this slip in BLOCK CAPITALS and return it to
the address below

Wamington Borough Council, Enguiries & Payments Office, Level 6, Market Multi Storey Car Park, Academy Way, Warrington, WA1 2HN

Payment Amount Due: £70




Along with the opportunity to make representation as to why there 1s no liability.

Representations [RSahealely

Tratic Management Act 2004, s82. Civil Enforcemant of Parking Contraventions (England) General Regulations 2007; Ciwvil
Enfarcamant of Parking Contraventions (England) Representations and Appeals Regulations 2007

Penalty Charge Notice: WI01185089
W l 0 1 1 85069 ‘ehicle Registration NumberWMS1G42Z
; B Date Of Contravention:05/03/2013

If you believe that the penalty charge should not be paid you may make Representations to Warrington Borough Counci
Representations musl be made in writing and you may use this form

How to Make Representations

The Traffic Management Act 2004 sets out grounds (see below) on which you may make ﬁlp(mr‘ltl'liﬂ

Represantallons must be made n writing within the period of 28 days baginning with the date of servlc.e of this Notice, the date ql

:tl.nm will be taken to have been 2 working days after the day of posting. Any Representations made after this date may be
regarded.

If your Representation s successful a Notice of Acceptance will be issued and the penalty charge cancelled.

If your Representation is unsuccessful 8 Notice of Rejection will be (ssued to you and you must either pay the penalty charge in full ar

:glpqal ta an Adjudicator, whe will independently consider your Appeal. An Appeal form will be includad with the Notice of Rajection,
ich you should complete and send lo the adjudicator at the addresa shown on the farm. Deiails of tha appeals procedure will ba

sant with the Notica of Rejection.

Section One: Grounds for Representations.
Please tick the grounds on which you are making representations
I am not liable to pay the penalty charge because:

M The alleged contravention did not occur.
In Section 3, explain why you believe no contravention took place

[l I was never the owner of the vehiele in questionior
Please complete section 2

|| 1 had coased to be its owner before the date on which the alleged contravention occurred/or
Please complete section 2

L1 became its owner after the date on which the alleged contravention occurred,
Please complote section 2

|| The vehicle had been permitted to remain at rest in the place in question by a person who was in control of the
vahicle without the consent of the owner.
Supply proof such as a police crime report numbear, police station address or Insurance claim In Section 3

[l We are a vehicle hire firm and the vehicle was on hire under a hiring agreament and the hirer had signed a
statement acknowledging liability for any PCHN issued during the hiring period
Please supply a copy of the signad hire agreaemant including the nama and anddress of hirer,. Please complete Section 4

The penalty charge excecded the amount applicable in the circumstances of the case.
Thal |18, you have baen asked to pay mora than you are lagally |iable to pay. Pleasa complate Saction 3

M There has been a procedural impropriety by the enforcement authority.
Please complete Section 3 stating why you belleve the authority has acted improperly or in breach of
regulations

I*" The Order which Is alleged to have been contravened In relation to the vehlcle concerned Is Invalid,
You baelieve the parking restriction in quastion was invalid or ilegal. Please complata Section 3

[l This Notice should not have been served because the penalty charge had already been paid.

If none of the grounds above apply but you believe thara are mitigating circumstances please complete Section 3

We would also point out at this point that this is an unsigned NOTICE and not a legal document. The mitigating
circumstances 1s that there has been a procedural impropriety, which 1s clearly an option as this 1s clearly stated on the
notice to owner. So 1t 15 apparent that there 1s a procedural mmpropriety in place and this 1s known by Warrington Borough
Council otherwise this option would not be a part of the Notice to owner. We also took the opportunity to utilise a second
option which confirms there is a procedural impropriety and that the order which is alleged to have been contravened in
relation to the vehicle i1s invalid. Why ells would these possibilities be on this notice to owner if there was not a
procedural impropriety. We also took the opportunity to complete section 3 of the notice to owner to clarify the
procedural impropriety on a separate piece of paper as advocated by Warrington Borough Council as there was not
enough space on the notice to owner provided. These presentations were as follows.
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Notice to Warrington Borough Council

145 Slater Street
Latchford
Warrington
Warrington Borough Council, WA4 1DW
Enquiries & Payments Office 16" of April 2013
Level 6
Market Multi Story Car Park
Academy Way
Warrington
WA1 2HN

Notice of opportunity to withdraw

MNOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL AND NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL IS NOTICE TO AGENT APPLIES
DO NOT IGNORE THIS LETTER. IGNORING THIS LETTER WILL HAVE LEGAL CONCEQUENCES

You're Reference: WI01185069

Dear 5ir's
We do not know who to name as the recipient of this communication as the sender failed in his/her duty of care and did not sign
the document sent to Mr David Ward at his address. The action of not signing the document sent to Mr David Ward legally means
that no living person has taken legal responsibility for the content of the document on behalf of Warrington Boarough Council and the
document cannot be legally responded to. That very act of not signing the document renders the document void and therefore
none legal and unusable in law under current legislation. Strike one. Deliberate Deception.

This Document will now be kept on file as physical presentable evidence, as it represent the criminal activities of the representatives
of Warrington Borough Council whether they are aware of this transgression or not. Ignorance of the law is no defence and all of
the representatives of Warrington Borough Council are now culpable under the current legislation because one individual failed to
sign the document. This is a fact which must be understood. Strike two. Ignorance of current legislation.

The second big mistake on the document is that the document is a notice to owner. Under current legislation the owner of any
motorised vehicle is the DVLA Swansea SAS9 1BA, this means that some imbecile at Warrington Borough Council has sent a notice to
owner to the registered keeper and not the official owner. Strike three. Document sent to the wrong address. We have not
progressed beyond the first line yet and we are falling around on the floor in a state of hysteria at the competence levels
demonstrated by the representatives of Warrington Borough Council. Mr David Ward is the official registered keeper not the
owner.

The very next line refers to the Traffic Management Act 2004. Now this is where things get really interesting because the Act
referred to is an act of HM Parliament and governments PLC, a recognised corporation or an all for profit business. An Act which is
not law in the UK, it is not even referred to as law as it is an Act of a corporation or an all for profit business, or policy, but itis not a
law. Strike four. Displays lack of understanding and competence regarding what is the difference between law and legislation.

Act's and statutes of HM Parliament and governments PLC can only be given force of law by the consent of the governed which have
agreed to those Act’s and statutes of HM Parliament and governments PLC. There for there is a mandatory legal requirement under
current legislation that the governed must have given their consent legally which can be physically presented as fact before the Act's
and statutes of HM Parliament and governments PLC can be given force of law. Mot Law, Not enforceable. Sixty three and a half
million people in the UK have not legally entered into those agreements in full knowledge and understanding and of their own free
will, which must be kept on the public record for the Act’s and statutes of HM Parliament and governments PLC to be given an
action which involves force. Or force of law. The answers to the guestions are in the understanding of the words used to
implement acts of force. Or Law.

The next item we come to is a demand for payment. A demand for payment without a signed Bill is a direct contravention of the
Bills of Exchange Act 1882. Strike Five. The Bills of exchange act of 1882 is based upon a pre existing commercial contract or
agreement. See Bills of exchange act of 1882, http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Vict/45-46/61.

Profiteering through deception is an act of fraud. Strike six. See Fraud Act 2006.
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga,/2006/35/contents. Insisting or demanding payment without a pre existing commercial
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arrangement which is based on presentable fact in the form of a commercial agreement is an act of deception. Paymentis a
commercial activity.

You have been served LEGAL NOTICE

Mr David ward has no recognisable legal means to respond to a demand for payment without a signed bill which is based upon a pre
existing commercial contract or arrangement or agreement, because there is no standing commercial contract or arrangement or
agreement between Mr David Ward and Warrington Borough Council. If Mr David Ward was to willingly comply with the demand
for payment without a commercially recognised bill, then Mr David Ward would have knowingly given consent and conspired to a
commercially fraudulent action. This in turn would make Mr David Ward culpable under current regulation for that action. Mr
David Ward will not knowingly create that liability against himself or create that culpability.

The very presentation of the document that we are responding to from Warrington Borough Council, which is also a document that
will be kept on file for future presentation as physical evidence, which is presentable physical evidence and a list of transgressions
against the currently held legislation.

This same document supplied by Warrington Borough Council recognises that there may be, or has been a procedural impropriety
by the enforcement authority. This is the only saving grace on this document which allows for @ honourable withdrawal, of the
proceedings implemented illegally by the enforcement authority.

This document is representation as to the procedural impropriety by the enforcement authority and as stated at the outset of the
document, gives an opportunity to withdraw due to the procedural impropriety by the enforcement authority. This processis also a
matter of complying with current legislation, without which Mr David Ward would be unsuccessful if he were to pursue legal
proceeding against the enforcement authority and or the members of Warrington Borough Council.

As the opportunity to withdraw has now been presented to the enforcement authority and the members of Warrington Borough
Council under a procedural impropriety by the enforcement authority. Should the above mentioned not take the opportunity to
make an honourable withdrawal and confirm such in writing to Mr David Ward, then Mr David Ward will be left with no other option
in the future but to start legal proceedings against the enforcement authority and the members of Warrington Borough Council.

The content of this document will be in the public domain in the next few days as there is no agreement in place which is legally
binding with which to prevent this.

We don't expect to be hearing from the enforcement authority and or the members of Warrington Borough Council again unless it is
in the form of a written confirmation of withdrawal of proceedings.
Mo further correspondence will be entered into regarding this matter.

WITHOUT PREJUDICE, i.e. all natural and Unalienable Rights Reserved

For and on behalf of David Ward

Mr David Ward reserves the right to use force to defend himself, his family and his family

home, which he has an unalienable right to do so.

Response to this notice should be forwarded within 10 days of receipt of this notice to the postal address known as,
145 Slater Street, Latchford, Warrington WA4 1DW

Mo assured value, No liability. No Errors & Omissions Accepted. All Rights Reserved.

WITHOUT RECOURSE — NON-ASSUMPSIT

You have been served LEGAL NOTICE

Warrington Borough council decided at this point not to recognise the representation given or the requirement for
‘Warrington Borough council to present the legal and presentable “Consent of the governed” Which 1s mandatory for
Warrington Borough council to have the correct legal authority before acting under the Act’s and statutes of parliament.
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It 15 also mmportant to note that Warrington Borough council did not at this point contest the presentations made.

WARRINGTON Davi Boye

Borough Council Tl Sighiineg o0 Operiont

Parking Senwces Lind
Engusies & Payment Office
Level 8 Market Muti Storey Car Park

Mr David Ward Academy Way

145 Slater Streel Wamrglan

W:lmtﬂﬂ WAl 2HN

WA4 1DW Interim Chisf Executive

Professor Steven Broomhead

WA WRITINGION, DOY Uk

IF you have difficuty makong contact

please dal 0842 300 B540

Apcom, working N parershig wit

Warneyter Biraugh Counc

23/04/2013 AReRe
Dear Mr Ward,

Re : Notice of Rejection of Representations

Traffic Management Act 2004 - s78, Civil Enforcement of Parking Contraventions
(England) General Regulations 2007; Civil Enforcement of Parking Contraventions
(England) Representations and Appeals Regulations 2007.

PCN No : WI01185069
Date Issued + 05/03/2013 10:57:04
Location of Contravention : Cairo Street (MW 30min)

Your representations against the above Penalty Charge Notice have been
carafully considered in the light of the circumstances at the time and In
accordance with the Trafflc Management Act 2004. Grounds for cancellation of
the charge have nol been established and this letter is the formal MNotice of
‘Rejection of Representations”. i
( The reasons for rejection are: > o thai;
“Your vehicle was parked in a designated disabled persons parking place without
displaying a valid disabled persons badge in the prescribed manner.

Unfortunately. you cannot park in a Disabled Bay unless you are clearly
displaying a valid Disabled Blue Badge. The Traffic Information Sign on Cairo
Street (adjacent to your vehicle) clearly states:-

‘Disabled badge holders only,

Mon — Sat,

Bam - 6.30pm”,

and, on the road (adjacent to your vehicle) there is a white 'bay’ marking with the
word “DISABLED"

There 1s no effective contest to the presentations made. So the presentations made stand as fact.

Also at this point Warrington Borough council invited Mr D Ward to take Warrington Borough council to tribunal and the
outcome would be legal and binding on both parties. So we took advantage of this generous offer and we also included
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copy of all documents up to this point as physical evidence.. This was the same process as before. Along with same
presentations sent to Warrington Borough council. Along with a letter to the adjudicator as follows.

Dear Adjudicator
Please forgive the informality as we have not been made aware of the name of the adjudicator.

This 1s 1n response to Warnington Borough Councils decision to reject our challenge against the PCN. Clearly the PCN has been
challenged by Mr David Ward, But that challenge has not been rebutted by Warrington Borough Council. as Warrington Borough
Council have only repeated the grounds under which the PCN was raised. Copy under same cover which is highlighted.

Also a PCN 1s a penalty charge Notice and as such a notice of a penalty charge. A recognisable Bill has not been raised and presented
to Mr David Ward complete with a wet ink signature.

As the presentations made by Mr David Ward where not addressed. Then the challenge made by Mr David Ward still stands and the
PCN 1s not valid or enforceable.

Warrington Borough Council has made a demand for payment. but has not presented Mr David Ward with a Bill which is recognised
under the Bills of exchange act of 1882 (Which also must have a signature in wet ink?) Warrington Borough Council cannot raise a
Bill because there 1s no commercial arrangement 1n place between Warnngton Borough Council and Mr David Ward under whach to
raise a Bill.

For Mr David Ward to respond by paying without a bill signed 1n wet ink_ then that would be a direct violation of the bills of exchange
act of 1882, In addition to this as there is no commercial arrangement and Bill presented, then this would also be a contravention of
the fraud act of 2006. Mr David Ward is not in the habit of knowingly conspiring to fraud. Thus action would also create a liabality
agamst Mr David Ward.

Warrington Borough has also listed mn their “rejection of presentations™ the Traffic Management Act 2004 — s78 1n support of their
claim. The Act’s and statutes of HM Parliaments and Governments PLC can only be given force of law by the consent of the
governed. What 1s mandatory i the first instance 1s the consent of the governed which 1s also presentable as fact. As the consent of
the governed is not presentable as fact, then the Act’s and statutes of HM Parliaments and Governments PLC cannot be acted upon in
any way which would cause loss to the governed. What 1s mandatory in this instance 1s the presentable agreements of sixty three and
a half million governed to be m place before an Act or Statute can be acted upon.

We fail to see how this 1s in support of the PCN presented to Mr David Ward.

We fail to see how listing the Traffic Management Act 2004 — s78 supports the claims made by Warrmgton Borough Couneil m any
way other than to create obfuscation 1n attempt to confuse the mind.

There are no agreements in place between the 22000 residents of the Warrington Borough and Warmngton Borough Council, which

can be presented as fact complete with signatures in wet mk, which can be presented to support the claim of Warrington Borough

Council in support of a demand for payment. Without violating the Bill's of exchange Act of 1882 and the fraud act of 2006 section 2

Fraud by false representation see: http:/'www legislation. gov.uk/ a/2006/35/section/2. And section 4 part 2

A person may be regarded as having abused his position even though s conduct consisted of an omission rather than an act. See:
Jwww legislation. gov.uk/ukpga/2006/35/section4. An omission in the form of an omuitted signature would constitute an act of

fraud under section 4 section 2 of the fraud act of 2006.

So let us summarise regarding the grounds for appeal with reference to the form provided for appeal.

*  (A) The alleged contravention did not occur. No contravention has occurred, because there are no agreements between the
220,000 members of the Warnngton Borough and Warnington Borough Council, which can be legally presented as fact in
support of the alleged contravention.

* (C) There has been a procedural impropriety by the council. The council did not respond to the challenge made by Mr
David Ward 1n a manner which would make any sense or would constitute a rebuttal to the challenge. Warnington Borough
Council are advocating to Mr David Ward in their demand for payment without a bill presented. a direct contravention of the
Bill's of exchange Act 1882 and the Fraud Act 2006

+  (D)The traffic Order which is alleged to have been contravened in relation to the vehicle concerned is invalid. The
traffic order (that’s a new approach, can’t find a listing for that ) 1s illegal because there 1s no agreement between the parties
which 15 legally presentable as fact and signed mn wet mnk  You have got to love that word legal, legally blind, legal consent.
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All presentable as fact complete with a signature in wet ink, and without the signature in wet ink on a legal document in the
form of an agreement, then 1t 1s not legal or 1s 1llegal and therefore not lawful. You have to love the word legal

Need we continue? It 1s obvious at this point that there 1s no body at Warrington Borough Council that 1s capable of understanding the
challenge made by Mr David Ward, or capable of responding, there for an Adjudicator becomes necessary.

There 1s only one outcome to this tribunal, where the adjudicator 1s a recognised lawyer and 1s independent of the council.

* A challenge has been made and has not been effectively rebutted by Warrmgton Borough Couneil

*  The action of demanding payment without the presentation of a lawful legal Bill which is subject to The Bill's of exchange
Act of 1882 and signed in wet mk cannot be responded to in the manner expected by Warrington Borough Council, without a
second transgression against the fraud act of 2006.

*  Regardless of the policies or legislation of Warrmgton Borough Counecil or HM Parliaments and Governments PLC, any
commercial activity would constitute an act of fraud without the commercial agreements in place beforehand.

+  The continued activates where demands for payment are made without observing the bills of exchange act 1882 and a
recognised bill is presented complete with wet ink signature is a continued procedural impropriety by the council and the
members of Warnington Borough Council are culpable 1 law for their actions.

There can only be one outcome to this tribunal which 1s acceptable under current legislation and that ontcome will be found 1n favour
of the appellant Mr David Ward and not mn favour of continued transgressions against current legislation by Warnington Borough
Council.

In the document provided outliming procedure to make presentations 1n this tribunal process, there 1s a section concemning Costs 1
favour of the appellant. where a party has behaved wholly unreasonable.

We have taken a considerable amount of time and energy responding to Warnington Borough Council when making representation and
in preparation for this tribunal. It is not without reason that a consideration could be expected. This would also serve to enforce the
decision made by the adjudicator in this tribunal. If the adjudicator 1s truly an independent and an honourable individual then a
consideration 1s in order.

Mr David Ward also notes that as this Tribunal is informal then it is also recognised as not legally binding regardless of the
findings of the Adjudicator.

We would also like a response in writing from the adjudicator to relay the outcome of this tribunal conveying the reasons for the
adjudicator’s decisions.

For and on behalf of Mr David Ward

WITHOUT PREJUDICE, i.e. all natural and Unalienable Rights Reserved

Mr David Ward reserves the right to use force to defend himself, his family and his family home, which is his unalienable right to do
50.

No assured value, No liability. Errors & Omissions Accepted. All Rights Reserved.

WITHOUT RECOURSE — NON-ASSUMPSIT

There are addition changes 1n international law that the adjudicator may not be aware of at this time. Please consider the following
which also has some bearing on this tribunal.
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The results from the tribunal are as follows. Decision Cover Letter (Appellant) 1249270-1.pdf

7

Traifo Persity THounsl
Gyl rglinid Hewmm,
‘Wiwtor Lome, W1 mesom;
Chasrirs 519 550

.

Trafflc Penalty England and
Trilunal Weilas

Appe e OpEneRyr B, g sk
vevoss iraifiopena kybibu e gew. i

Mr David Ward
145 Slater Street
Latchford

Warrington
Cheshire WA4 1DW

30 May 2013

Dear Mr Ward,

Case Number: WI 05257F
Vehicle Registration: WM51GJZ

Direct Dial: 01625 44 55 84

David Ward v Warrington Borough Council
WI01185069

Enclosed you will find the Adjudicator's Decision. A copy has been sent to the Council.

The Adjudicator’s Decision is final and binding on both you and the Council.

The attached notes explain the conseguences of the Decision, but must be read subject to any
specific directions given by the Adjudicator.

If payment is required, please send payment to the Council, not to the Traffic Penalty Tribunal.

Yours sincerely

Kemry Conway

Clearly this 15 a tribunal and as such recogmised due process which 1s legal and binding on both Parties. In addition to this
there was the adjudicator’s decision.

Adjudicator Decision 1249267.pdf
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e case nomber WI 05257F

.

Adjudicator’s Decision

David Ward
and
Warrington Borough Council

Penalty Charge Notice WIO01185069 £70.00

Appeal allowed on the ground that the Council does not contest the
appeal.

Reasons

The PCN was issued on 5 March 2013 at 10:57 to vehicle WM51GJZ in Cairo
Street for being parked in a designated disabled person's parking place without
clearly displaying a valid disabled person's badge.

The council has decided not to contest this appeal. The adjudicator has therefore
directed that the appeal is allowed without consideration of any evidence or the

_ merits of the case.

N The appellant is not liable to pay the outstanding penalty charge.

The Proper Officer on behalf of the
Adjudicator 30 May 2013

Page 1of 1

“Appeal allowed on the ground that the council does not contest the appeal” “The council has decided not to contest this

appeal”
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Warrington Borough Council cannot contest the appeal. There 1s a mandatory requirement for Warrington Borough
council to present as physical evidence and factual foundation for the claim which is the legally signed on and for the
public record “Consent of the Governed™ This is the legal authority that Warrington Borough council would have to
present as physical evidence and foundation for there claim for the claim to have any legal substance in presentable fact.

He who makes the claim must also provide the foundation and the physical proof of that claim other wise the moon could
be made from cream cheese just because Warrington Borough council claim this is so.

‘Without this physical evidence then the claim 1s fraudulent. Hence a crime 15 commutted by Warrington Borough council
and that erime 1s fraud not a procedural impropriety or a mistake. Also, there 1s a second crime. Tlus second crime 1s
Malfeasance m a public office. A clear and intended action to extort funds where there 1s no legal authority to do so.

“The adjudicator has therefore directed that the appeal is allowed without consideration of any evidence or the meriis of
the case”

Clearly there are merits of the case which have been presented here.
The appellant is not liable to pay. Case No WI 05257F Dated 30™ day of May 2013.

There 1s also confirmation of this fact from Warrington Borough council and signed in wet ink by an officer of the state
Scott Clarke Dated 29" of May 2013.

Postal FCN s O

PEM Typa: Parking @ Parking with Remeval 0 Bus Lamg O
W
(=}

Renson for Postal PCN Camera 5!';“15“ ] :_ 4

Haidine and Slorage Chaege (# vanicie | -
| reTreed)

Tha Enfe v does nat Intend to contest this case further

Due to an unanticpated shartage of Parcing Services Staff, Warfingten Borough Counal hes
fig aftemative sxcept 10 exencise our discrefion and cancel the ahove Peraity Charge Notice,

F
Aurrhoramg Signature | [ (o P Datw 2"!‘: Jfl' d
erint pame lears _Camns

SN2 e
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“Duie to the unanticipated shortage of parking services staff. Warrington Borough Council has no alternative except to
exercise our discretion and cancel the above Penalty Charge Notice”

Thus 15 a very mteresting choice of words which 1s obfuscator i nature. Warrington Borough Council will never be able to
provide staff which can provide the legal consent of the governed because for the past 800 years the governed have never
once been so much as asked to provide the legal consent of the governed on and for the public record. Warrington
Borough council or it’s parking services staff cannot provide something that does not exist and is of no physical substance
for the foundation to the claim.

“Warrington Borough Council has no alternative except to exercise our discretion”

As there is no legal consent of the governed then Warrington Borough Council does not have any authority or discretion
to exercise. This also applies to HM Parliaments and Government PLC, the parent company.

The ramifications to this case authority are huge and not all apparent at first glance. Consider the following.

A licence is a permission to undertake an action that would otherwise be illegal HP Parliaments and Governments PLC
clearly do not have the legal Authority to issue any form of licence without the legal and physically presentable signed in
wet ink consent of the governed. Also. HM. Parliaments and Govermments PLC do not have the legal authority to
deternune that an action 1s 1llegal without the legal and signed consent of the governed physically on and for the public
record. There is no physical record of the fact. 63.5 million People have not signed the consent of the governed.

63.5 nullion People have never once been asked and have never once signed the consent of the governed and as the office
of Parliament 15 only a four year office then there must be this signed legal document every four years on and for the
public record.

All forms of Tax, VAT, Duty, Council tax ete is illegal and constitutes fraud and malfeasance in a public office without
this legal dependency being fulfilled.

The enforcement of these Act’s/Statutes, by the Police, the local authority, the Judiciary, and government licensed Bailiffs
1s also illegal and constitutes malfeasance without this legal authority to do so.

It 15 a known fact and this has been documented by Chartered accountants that the populace pays all manner of tax to the
tune of 85% m the £. Sometimes where fuel 1s concerned this 1s a much as 92% in the pound. The argument has been
made that 1t 15 necessary to pay tax to pay for the cervices that we need such as police, ambulance and so on. Then it can
also be argued that these people who provide these services should not pay any form of Tax. They should live a tax free
life.

This is not in evidence. In fact the contrary is true.

It would also be accurate to argue that the 15% that the populace gets to keep actually pays for all the services mclusive.
People provide services not government. This would be an accurate assessment of the available facts. There is no valid
reason to pay tax at all and the cost of living would drop by 85% at a nunimum.

Do the math.

All the public officials are also victims of this crime. Including the Police, Ambulance, Paramedic, Teachers and so on. In
fact there is not an instance where there is not a vietim of this crime.

The ramufications span well beyond the content of this case authority undertaken by recognised due process at tribunal.
Page 14 of 14
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Exhibit (C)

House of Ward

145 Slater Street
Warrington

[WA4 1DW]

19th Day of January 2015

The Material evidence of the FACTS

19th Day of January 2015

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+. MCSE. R B.A. Para Legal
Attorney at Law. No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and
Omuissions Excepted. All Rights Reserved.
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i q . ‘ 145 Slater Street
- Warrington
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19th Day of January 2015
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It 15 on and for the public record by way of published records at http//'www judiciary gov uk/wp-
contentuploads/JCO/Documents/Speeches/beatson) 040608 pdf

g

That at the NOTTINGHAM TRENT UNIVERSITY 16 APRIL 2008 the HON. SIR JACK BEATSON FBA spoke the following
words. (Supplement 1 Provided)

“The 2003 changes and the new responsibilities given to the Lord Chief Justice necessitated a certain amount of re-
examination of the relationship between the judiciary and the two stronger branches of the state - the executive
and the legislature.”

It is clear from the HOM. SIR JACK BEATSON FBA spoke words that the office of the Judiciary is a sub office of the
state. Therefore there will always be a conflict of interests between any private individual who is not a state
company employee, AND there is and will always be a conflict of interests Where a Judge or a magistrate is acting in
the office of the judiciary, where the office of the judiciary is a sub office of the state!

What is a State?
See (Supplement 2) from the London Scheool of Economics

“1) The state should not be viewed as a form of association that subsumes or subordinates all others. 2) The stafe is
not an entity whose interests map closely onto the interests of the groups and mdividuals that fall under its authority,
but has interests of its own. 3} The state is, to some extent at least, an alien power; though it is of human
construction, it is not within human control. 4) The state is not there fo secure peoples deepest interests, and it does
not serve to unify them, reconcile them with one another, bring their competing interests into harmony, or realize any
important good such as justice, freedom, or peace. While its power might be harnessed from time to tfime, thai will
serve the interests of some not the interests of all 5) The state is thus an institution through which individuals and
groups seek to exercise power (though it is not the only such institution); but it is also an insfitution that exercises
power over individuals and groups. 6) The state is, wltimarely, an abstraction, for it has no existence as a material
object, is not confined to a particular space, and is not embodied in any person or collection of persons

Also:-

“The guestion now is: what does it mean to say that a state is a corporate entity? The state is a corporation in the
way that a people or a public cannot be. *

A mumber of things are clear from this definition of state from the London School of Economics.
1. A state 1s a corporate entity by an act of registration. A legal embodiment by an act of registration.
2. A state has no obligations to anything other than the state and to the exclusion of anything or anybody else.

3. A state is nothing of material substance but only a construct of the mind.

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+1. MCSE. R B A Para Legal
Attorney at Law. No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and
Omissions Excepted. All Rights Reserved. Page 2 of 16




House of Ward

145 Slater Street
Warrington

[WA4 IDW]

19th Day of January 2015

All that 1s created by the same process is equal in status and standing to anything else that is created by the same process. There is
a peer relationship of equals that are separate legal embodiments.

Consider the graphic representation for those that are feeble of mind.

Legal embodiments by an act of registration are created as equals by default and have a peer relationship by default

{ Principal Legal embodiment )

| { Principal Legal embodiment )

{ Principal Legal embodiment )

Any other legal person created by the same process | =

HM Parliaments & Governments PLC.

= McDonalds

Tt 15 quite clear from the graphical
representation shown here and 1t should be
quite obvious to even the most feeble mind

that.

When a Judge, any Judge or Magistrate 1s sat
1n there subordinate office to a principle legal
embodiment then that Judge or Magistrate is
not a fit and proper person to sit in Judgement
of any other PRINCIPAL Legal embodiment.
And has no authority

Office of the Executive =

Office of the Executive

CEQ or Chief executive officer =

CEO or Cluef executive officer

The legislature =

Company policy

Office of the Judiciary = Company policy enforcement
| |
Lord Chief Justice = Policy Enforcement Officer
| |
QC Judge = Any Company officer
|
Crrcuit Judge

District Judge

Magistrate

If there is any disagreement to the above stated FACT. Then they should take this up with the Rt. Hon Lord Chief

Justice Sir Jack Beatson FBA.

The Facts Are the Facts. This is the material evidence of the FACTS.

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+1. MCSE. R.B.A. Para Legal.
Atftomey at Law. No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and

Omussions Excepted. All Rights Reserved.
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- O Warrington
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19th Day of January 2015

’.i Keeper of 1 cm“"

From the Supplement 2, Definition of State from the London School of economics.

“The question now is. what does it mean fo say that a state is a corporate entity? The state is a corporation in the
way that a people or a public cannot be.

A Corporation is a legal embodiment by an act of registration.......
To be legal then there has to be a meeting of the minds and an agreement between two parties. Legal is by agreement.

So by agreement:-

=

The state should not be viewed as a form of association that subsumes or subordinates all others.

2. The state is not an entity whose interests map closely onto the interests of the groups and individuals that fall
under its authority, but has interests of its own.

3. The state is, fo some extent at least, an alien power; though it is of human construction, it is not within
human control

4. The state is not there to secure peoples deepest interests, and it does not serve to unify them, reconcile them
with one another, bring their compefing interests into harmony, or realize any important good such as justice,
freedom, or peace. While its power might be hamessed from time to time, that will serve the interests af some
not the interests of all

5. The state is thus an institution through which individuals and groups seek to exercise power (though it is not
the only such institution); but it is also an institution that exercises power over individuals and groups.

6. The state is, ultimately, an abstraction, for it has no existence as a material object, is not confined to a
particular space, and is not embodied in any person or collection of persons.

If a carpenter were to register a chair he had made. There is the act of registration, then the certificate of registration where two
parties have agreed that there 1s a chair ..

The point being that there is a chair and this chair 1s of material substance.

A legal embodiment by an act of registration where there 1s nothing of material substance created. 1s nothing more than a figment
of the mind that has agreed to create nothing of material substance.

This very legal agreement is an act of fraud by deception.

The state is, ultimately, an abstraction, for it has no existence as a material object, is not confined to a
particular space, and is not embodied in any person or collection of persons.

The State which is a legal embodiment is of no material substance.

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+1. MCSE. R.B.A Para Legal.
Attorney at Law. No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and
Omissions Excepted. All Rights Reserved. Page 4 of 16
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How is it possible that:-

¢ A legal embodiment by an act of registration which 15 of no material substance by default, or
* A State, which 1s of no material substance by default, or
* A corporation, which 1s of no material substance by default

How is it possible that something of no material substance in fact or which 1s a fiction of the mind can:-

Have a life of its own, or

Claimed to have Authornity over another, or

Can be held responsible, or

Have a liability, or

holds property . or

Have any form of powers or

Be tn any way or have any form of legitimacy in existence. or

Undertake an act of force.

It is quite clear that, Chandran Kukathas, Department of Government and the London School of Economics, have had great

difficulty defining what a state 1s. Why are we not surprised at this? It 1s not possible to define or give definition to or to legitimise
something which is of no material substance and 1s a fisment of the imagination.

Fraud however has been clearly defined as a criminal act with full knowledge and infent to engage in criminal behaviour for the
personal gain of oneself or another, to the expense of another party.

To bring about by an act of force, support of this same frand and criminal intent 15 also clearly recognised as act of terrorism.

So 1t 1s quate clear and has been confirmed by the Ri. Hon Lord Chief Justice Sir Jack Beatson FBA. who has aclhieved the highest
status within the office of the Judiciary as Lord Chaef Justice that.

This Land by the name of England and the (United Kingdom (Private corporation)) which extends to the common wealth 1s run
defimtively by terronists who maintain their status by fraud and deception to the expense of others by acts of force where there 15
1o legitimacy and can be no legitimacy to the fact that a state 1s a legal embodiment by an act of registration of which there 1s no
material substance to support that fact and

By maintaining that parliament reigns supreme, where the legal definition of Statute which is a” legislative rule given force of law
by the consent of the governed” Where there has been no consent of the governed and there 15 no material evidence that the
governed have given their consent to legitimise this claim to supremacy and authority

See Case authority and exhibit (B) Case Authority No WI 05257F . David Ward. V. Warrington Borough Council,

Which by all accounts holds executive status within the STATE. Above that of the legislation and cannot be held accountable to
that legislation as the status of the officers 1s superior to the legislation.

The Facts Are the Facts. This is the material evidence of the FACTS.

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+1. MCSE. R B A Para Legal
Aftorney at Law. No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and
Omissions Excepted. All Rights Reserved. Page 50of 16




House of Ward

145 Slater Street
Warrington

[WA4 1DW]

19th Day of January 2015

Supplement 1. Supplement 1.

JUDICIARY OF
ENGLAND AND WALES

SPEECH BY THE HON. SIR JACK BEATSON FBA

JupicIAL INDEPEND ENCE AND ACCOUN TABILITY: PRESSURES AND
OPPORTUN ITIES

NOTTINGHAM TRENT UNIVERSITY

1h APRIL 2008

A quiet constitutional upheaval has been oceurring in this country smee 1908, That
vear saw the enactment of the Human Rights Act and the devolution legislation for
Scotland, Northern Ireland and to a lesser degree, Wales. These developments
have led to new interest in the judiciary. Today, however, [ am primarily
concerned with events since June 20073 when the governiment announced the
abolition of the office of Lord Chancellor, bringing to an end a position in which a
senior member of the Cabinet was also a judge, Head of the Judiciary, and Speaker
of the House of Lords. The government also announced the replacement of the
Judicial Committee of the House of Lords by a United Kingdom Supreme Court.
These events led to the Constitutional Reform Act 2005 (hereafter “CRA") and to
the Lord Chief Justice becoming Head of the Judiciary of England and Wales

The 2003 changes and the new responsibilities given to the Lord Chiefl Justice
necessitated a certain amount of re-examination of the relationship between the
Judiciary and the two stronger branches of the state -— the executive and the
legislature. Moreover, in the atimosphere of reform and change, branded as
“modernisation”, not all have always remembered the long accepted rules and
understandings about what judges can appropriately sav and do outside their
courts Others have asked whether the rules and understandings remain justified in
modern conditions. The “pressures” to which my title refers arise because of the
view of some that judges should be more engaged with the public, the government,
and the legislature than they have been in the past. The "Opportunities” anse from

http://fwww.judiciary.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/ICO/Documents/Speeches/beatsonj040608. pdf

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+1. MCSE. R.B.A. Para Legal.
Attomey at Law. No Assured Value No Liability. No Errors and
Omissions Excepted All Rights Reserved. Page 6 of 16
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http://philosophy.wisc.edu/hunt/A%20Definition%200f%20the%205tate.htm

Supplement 2
A Definition of the State
Chandran Kukathas
Department of Government
London School of Economics

c.kukathasi@lse.ac.uk

Presented at a conference on Dominations and Powers: The Nature of the State, University of
Wisconsin, Madison, March 29, 2008

1. The problem of defining the state

A state is a form of political association. and political association is itself only one form of human association Other
associations range from clubs to business enterprises to churches. Human beings relate to one another, however, not
only in associations but also in other collective arrangements, such as families, neighbourhoods, cities, religions,
cultures, societies. and nations. The state 1s not the only form of political association. Other examples of political
associations include townships, counties, provinces, condominiums, territories, confederations, international organizations
(such as the UN) and supranational orgamzations (such as the EU) To define the state 1s to account for the kind of
political association 1t 1s, and to describe 1ts relation to other forms of human association, and other kinds of human
collectively more generally This1s no easy matter for a number of reasons First. the state 15 a form of association
with a lustory. so the entity that 1s to be described 1s one that has evolved or developed and. thus, cannot readily be
captured i a snapshot. Second. the concept of the state itself has a lustory. so any invocation of the term will have to
deal with the fact that it has been used m subtly different ways. Thrd, not all the entities that claim to be, or are
recogmzed as, states are the same kinds of entity. since they vary in size, longevity. power. political orgamization and
legitimacy. Fourth. because the state is a political entity. any account of it must deploy normative concepts such as
legitimacy that are themselves as contentious as the notion of the state. Although the state 1s not uniquely difficult to
define, these problems need to be acknowledged.

The aim of this paper is to try to offer a definition of the state that is sensitive to these difficulties. More particularly,
it seeks to develop an account of the state that is not subject to the problems that beset alternative explanations that
have been prominent in political theory. The main points it defends are these. 1) The state should not be viewed as a
form of association that subsumes or subordinates all others. 2) The state 15 not an entity whose interests map closely
onto the interests of the groups and individuals that fall under its authority. but has mterests of its own 3) The state
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15, to some extent at least. an alien power: though it 1s of human construction, it 15 not within human control. 4) The
state 1s not there to secure peoples deepest interests, and it does not serve to umify them reconcile them with one
another, bring their competing interests info harmony, or realize any important good such as justice, freedom, or peace.
While its power mught be hamessed from time to tume, that will serve the mterests of some not the interests of all. 5)
The state 1s thus an msttution throngh which individuals and groups seek to exercise power (though it 15 not the only
such mstitution); but 1t 1s also an imstitution that exercises power over individuals and groups. 6) The state 1s.
ultimately, an abstraction, for it has no existence as a material object, 15 not confined to a particular space, and 1s not
embodied m any person or collection of persons. The state exists because certain relations obtain between people; but
the outcome of these relations 1s an entity that has a life of its own though it would be a mustake to think of it as
entirely autonomous and to define the state is to try to account for the entity that exists through these relations.

{

The concept of the state

A state 15 a form of political association or polity that 1s distmgmished by the fact that it 1s not itself incorporated into
any other political associations, though it may incorporate other such associations. The state 1s thus a supreme
corporate entity because 1t 1s not mcorporated into any other entity, even though it mught be subordinate to other
powers (such as another state or an empire). One state 1s distinguished from another by its having its own independent
structure of political authonty, and an attachment to separate physical territories. The state 1s itself a political
community, though not all political communities are states. A state is not a nation, or a people. though 1t may contain
a single nation, parts of different nations, or a number of entire nations. A state arises out of sociefy, but it does not
contain or subsume society. A state will have a government, but the state is not simply a government, for there exist
many more governments than there are states. The state 1s a modern political construction that emerged in early
modern Europe, but has been replicated in all other parts of the world The most important aspect of the state that
makes 1t a distinctive and new form of political association is its most abstract quality: 1t is a corporafe entity.

To understand this formulation of the idea of a state we need to understand the meaning of the other terms that have
been used to identify it. and to distinguish it from other entities. The state 1s a political association. An association is
a collectivity of persons jomed for the purpose for camrying out some action or actions. An association thus has the
capacity for action or agency. and because it 1s a collectivity 1t must therefore also have some structure of authority
through which one course of action or another can be determuned. Since authority 1s a relation that exists only among
agents, an association 1s a collectivity of agents. Other collectivities of persons, such as classes or crowds or
neighbourhoods or categories (like bachelors or smokers or amputees) are not associations, for they do not have the
capacity for agency and have no structures of authority to make decisions. A mob i1s not an association: even though it
appears to act, it 15 no more an agent than i1s a herd.

On this understanding. sociery is not itself an association, for it is not an agent It may be made up of or contain a
multiplicity of associations and mdividual agents, but it i1s not an association or agent. Unless, that is, 1t i1s constituted
as one by an act or process of incorporation. So, for example Califormian society is not an association, but the state
of California 1s: for wiile a society 1s not. a poliftv 1s an association a political association. In pre-civil war America,
the southern states were a society, since they amounted to a union of groups and communities living under common
laws some of which sharply distinguished it from the North but they did not form a single (political) association untl
they constituted themselves as the Confederacy. A society is a collectivity of people who belong to different
communities or associations that are geographically contiguous. The boundaries of a society are not easy to specify,
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since the contiguity of societies makes it hard to say why one society has been left and another entered. One way of
drawing the distinction would be to say that, since all societies are governed by law, a move from one legal
jurisdiction to another 15 a move from one society to another. But this has to be qualified because law 1s not always
confined by geography, and people moving from one region to another may still be bound by laws from their places
of origin or membership. Furthermore, some law deals with relations between people from different jurisdictions. That
being true, however, a society could be said to exist when there 1s some established set of customs or conventions or
legal arrangements specifying how laws apply to persons whether they stay put or move from one junsdiction to
another. (Thus there was not nmch of a society among the different highland peoples of New guinea when they lived
in isolation from one another, though there was a society m Medieval Spam when Jews, Muslims and Chnstians
coexisted under elaborate legal arrangements specifying rights and duties individuals had within their own communities
and as outsiders when in others.)

A society 1s different. however. from a community, which 1s in turn different from an association. A community 1s a
collectivity of people who share some common interest and who therefore are uvmited by bonds of commitment to that
interest. Those bonds may be relatively weak. but they are enough to distinguish communities from mere aggregates or
classes of person. However, communities are not agents and thus are not associations: they are marked by shared
understandings but not by shared structures of authority. At the core of that shared understanding is an understanding
of what issues or matters are of public concern to the collectivity and what matters are private. Though other theories
of community have held that a community depends for its existence on a common locality (Robert Mclver) or ties of
blood kinship (Ferdinand Tonnies), this account of community allows for the possibility of communities that cross
geographical boundaries. Thus, while it makes perfect sense to talk of a willage or a neighbourhood as a community, 1t
makes no less sense to talk about, say. the umversity community, or the scholarly community. or the religious
community. One of the important features of a community 1s the fact that its members draw from it elements that
make up their identities though the fact that individuals usually belong to a number of communities means that it is
highly unlikely (if not impossible) that an identity would be constituted entirely by membership of one community. For
this reason. almost all communities are partial communities rather than all-encompassing or constitutive commumities.

An important question, then, 1s whether there can be such a thing as a political community, and whether the state is
such a community. On this account of community, there can be a political commmmty, which is defined as a
collectivity of individuals who share an understanding of what is public and what is private within that polity. Whether
of not a state 15 a political community will depend. however, on the nature of the state in question States that are
divided societies are not political communities. Iraq after the second Gulf War, and Sri Lanka since the civil war (and
arguably earlier), are not political commumties because there 1s serious disagreement over what comprises the public.
Arguably, Belgium 1s no longer a political community, thought it remains a state.

Now, there is one philosopher who has denied that a political society or a state or at least, a well-ordered democratic
society can be a commumty. According to John Rawls, such a society 1s neither an association nor a commumity. A
community, he argues, 1s a society governed by a shared comprehensive, religious, philosophical, or moral doctrine.

1[1] Once we recogmze the fact of pluralism, Rawls mamtamns, we must abandon hope of political community unless

1[1] Rawls, Political Liberalism (New York: Columbia University Press, second ed.1996). 42.
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we are prepared to countenance the oppressive use of state power to secure 1t.2[2] However, this view rests on a very
narrow understanding of community as a collectivity united mn affirming the same comprehensive doctrne. It would
make it impossible to recogmze as commumities a range of collectivities commonly regarded as commumties, ncluding
neighbourhoods and townships. While some common understanding is undoubtedly necessary. it is too much to ask that
communities share as much as a comprehensive doctrine. On a broader understanding of community, a state can be a
political community. However, it should be noted that on this account political community is a much less substantial
thing than many might argue It is no more than a partial comnmnity, being only one of many possible communities
to which individuals might belong.

Though a state may be a political commumty. it need not be. Yet it must always be an association: a collectivity with
a structure of authority and a capacity for agency. What usually gives expression to that capacity is the states
government. Government and the state are not however, the same thing States can exist without governments and
frequently exist with many governments. Not all governments have states. Australia, for example, has one federal
government, six state governments, two territorial governments, and numerous local governments. The United States,
Canada, Germany, Malaysia and India are just a few of the many countries with many governments. States that have,
for at least a tune. operated without governments (or at least a central government) mclude Somalia from 1991 to 2000
(de facto, 2002), Iraq from 2003 to 2004, and Japan from 1945 to 1952 (when the post war Allied occupation came to
an end). Many governments are clearly governments of units within federal states. But there can also be governments
where there are no states: the Palestiman Authority 1s one example.

Government 15 an institution whose existence precedes that of the state. A government 1s a person or group of persons
who rule or administer (or govern) a political community or a state. For government to come into being there must
exist a public. Ruling within a household is not government Government exists when people accept (willingly or not)
the awthority of some person or persons to address matters of public concem: the provision of non-excludable good. the
administration of justice, and defence against external enemies being typical examples of such matters. Until the
emergence of the state, however, government did not attend to the interests of a corporate entity but administered the
affairs of less clearly defined or demarcated publics. With the advent of the state, however, government became the
established administrative element of a corporate entity.

The question now is: what does it mean to say that a state is a corporate entity? The state is a corporation in the
way that a people or a public cannot be. It 1s a corporation because 1t 1s. in effect and n fact. a legal person. As a
legal person a corporation not only has the capacity to act but also a liability to be held responsible. Furthermore, a
corporation 1s able to hold property. This is true for incorporated commercial enterprises. for mstitutions like
wmversities and churches. and for the state. A corporation cannot exist without the natural persons who comprise 1t and
there must be more than one. for a single individual cannot be a corporation But the corporation is also a person
separate from the persons who comprise 1t. Thus a public company has an existence because of its shareholders, its
agents and their employees, but its nghts and duties, powers and liabilities, are not reducible to. or definable i terms
of, those of such natural persons. A church or a university has an existence because of the officers who run them and
the members who give them their point. but the property of such an entity does not belong to any of these
individuals. The state is a corporation in the same way that these other entities are: 1t 1s a legal person with rights and

2[2] Ibid.. 146n.
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duties, powers and liabilities. and holds property that accrues to no other agents than itself The question in political
theory has always been not whether such an entity can come into existence (since it plainly has) but how it does so.
This 15, 1n a part, a question of whether its existence 1s legitimate.

{

The state is not, however, the only possible political corporation. Provinces., counties. townships, and districts, as well as
condominiums (such as Andorra), some international organizations, and supranational organizations are also political
corporations but nof states. A state 15 a supreme form of political corporation because it is able to incorporate within
its structure of authority other political corporations (such as provinces and townships) but 15 not subject to
incorporation by others (such as supranational organizations). Political corporations the state is unable to incorporate are
themselves therefore states. Any state incorporated by any other political corporation thereby ceases to be a state. By
this account, prior to the American Civil War, the various states of the Union were not provinces of the United States
but fully independent states. After the war, to the extent that the war established that no state could properly secede or
cease to be incorporated into the one national state, the United States became a fully independent state and not a
supranational organization.

The sigmificance of the capacity for political corporations to hold property ought te be noted. Of critical importance 1s
the fact that this property does not accrue to individual persons. Revenues raised by such corporations by the levying

of taxes, or the imposition of tariffs or licensing fees, or by any other means, become the property of the corporation
not of particular governments, or officials, or monarchs, or any other natural person who 1s able to exercise authority

in the name of the corporation. The political corporation, being an abstract entity, cannot enjoy the use of its property
only redistnibute 1t among the agents through whom it exercises power and among others whom those agents are able,
or obliged, to favour. The state 1s not the only pelitical corporation capable of raising revenue and acquiring property,
though 1t will generally be the most voracious in its appetite.

One question that amses 1s whether the best way to describe the state 1s as a sovereign power. The answer depends on
how one understands sovereignty. If sovereignty means supreme authority within a territory (Philpott SEP 2003), it is
not clear that sovereignty captures the nature of all states. In the United States, the American state incorporates the 50
states of the union, so those states are not at liberty to withdraw from the union However, authority of the various
states and state governments does linut the authority of the American state, which 1s unable to act unilaterally on a
range of 1ssues. To take just one example, 1t cannot amend the Constitution without the agreement of two-thirds of the
states. Indeed many national states find themselves constrained not just because they exist as federated polities but
because their membership of other orgamizations and associations, as well as their treaty commutments, limit what they
can legally do within their own territorial boundaries. Sovereignty could, on the other hand, be taken fo be a matter of
degree; but this would suggest that it is of limited use in capturing the nature of states and distinguishing them from
other political corporations.

One aspect of bemg a state that i1s sometimes considered best identified by the concept of sovereignty 1s its
territoriality. People belong to a state by virtue of their residence within borders. and states, it is argued, exercise
authonty over those within its geographical bounds. While i1t is important to recogmize that states must possess territory
in order to exist, they are not unigque in having geographical extension Provinces, townships, and supranational entities
such as the EU. are also defined by their territories. Moreover, residence within certain borders does not make people
members of that state any more than i1t removes them from the authonty of another under whose passport they might
travel Nor is the states capacity to control the movement of people within or across its territory essential to its bemg
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a state, for many states have relinquished that right to some degree by membership of other associations. Citizens of
the EU have the night to travel to and reside in other member states. To exist. states must have terntory; but not
entire control over such territory. Webers well-known defimition of the state as a body having a monopoly on the
legitimate use of physical force in a given territory is also inadequate. The extent of a states control, including its
control of the means of using viclence, varies considerably with the state, not only legally but also in fact.

Though they are supreme corporate entities, states do not always exist in 1solation, and usually stand in some relation
to other forms of political association beyond their termtorial borders. States may belong to infernational organizafions
such as the United Nations or alliances such as NATO. They may be a part of supranational associations that are
loosely integrated defence and trading blocs (such as ASE! or more substantially mtegrated governmental associations
(such as the EU) They might be members of international regimes, such as the International Refugee Convention, as a
result of agreements they have entered into. States might also be parts of empires, or operate under the sphere of
influence of another more powerful state. States mught exist as associafed states as was the case with the Plulippmes,
which was from 1935-46 the first associated state of the United States. The Filipino state was responsible for domestic
affarrs, but the US handled foreign and mulitary matters. Even today. though m different circumstances, the foreign
relations of a number of states are handled by other states Spamn and France are responsible for Andorra, the
Switzerland for Liechtenstein, France for Monaco, and India for Bhutan States can also bear responsibility for
territories with the right to become states but which have not yet {and may never) become states. Puerto Rico. for
example. 15 an unincorporated ferritory of the United States, whose residents are un-enfranchised Amencan citizens,
enjoving limited social security benefits, but not subject to Federal income tax: it is unlikely to become an independent
state.

The state 1s, in the end, only ome form of political association. Indeed. the range of different forms of political
association and government even in recent history i1s astomishing. The reason for paying the state as much attention as
it is given is that it is, in spite of the wvariety of other political forms, the most significant type of human collectively
at work in the world today.

A theory of the state

According to Martin Van Creveld, the state emerged because of the limitations of the innumerable forms of political
organization that existed before 1t.3[3] The crucial innovation that made for development of the state was the idea of
the corporation as a legal person, and thus of the state as a legal person. In enabled the emergence of a political
entity whose existence was not tied to the existence of particular persons such as chiefs. lords and langs or particular
groups such as clans, tribes, and dynasties. The state was an entity that was more durable. Whether or not thus
advantage was what caused the state to emerge, 1t seems clear enough that such an entity did come into being. The
modern state represents a different form of govemance than was found under European feudalism. or in the Roman
Empire, or in the Greek city-states.

3[3] Van Creveld, The Rise and Decline of the State (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999), 52-8.

C&G. AC&G. ONC. HNC. MCP. MCP+1. MCSE. R B.A. Para Legal.
Attorney at Law. No Assured Value. No Liability. No Errors and
Omissions Excepted. All Rights Reserved. Page 12 of 16




gg“gt of Wy, House of Ward
‘ ] 2 d . ‘ 145 Slater Street
-~ Warrington

[WA4 1DW]
19th Day of January 2015

[
;§
o

Hawving accounted for the concept of the state, however, we now need to consider what lkund of theory of the state
might best account for the nature of this entity. Ever since the state came into existence. political philosophers have
been preoccupied with the problem of giving an account of its moral standing. To be sure. philosophers had always
asked why mdividuals should obey the law, or what, if anything. could justify rebellion against a king or prnnce. But
the emergence of the state gave rise to a host of new theories that have tried to explain what relationship people could
have. not to particular persons or groups of persons with power or awthority over them. but to a different kind of
entity.

{

To explain the emergence of the state in Europe from the 13™ to the 19® centuries would require an account of many
things, from the decline of the power of the church agamst kingdoms and principalities to the development of new
political power structures with the transformation and eventual disappearance of the Holy Roman Empire; from the
disappearance of towns and city-states, and extended associations like the Hanseatic League, to the nise of movements
of national unification. Attempts by theorists to describe the state that was emerging are as much a part of the history
of the state as are the political changes and legal innovations. Bodin, Hobbes, Spmoza, Locke, Montequien. Hume,
Rousseau, Madison, Kant. Bentham, Mill, Hegel, Tocqueville, and Marx were among the most insightful thinkers to
offer theories of the state during the course of its emergence. though theorizing went on well into the 20 century in
the thought of Max Weber, the English pluralists, various American democratic theorists, and Michael Oakeshott. They
offered theories of the state in the sense that they tried to explain what 1t was that gave the state its poini: how it
was that the existence of the state made sense. To some, tlus meant also justifying the state, though for the most part
this was not the central plulosophical concern. (Normative theory, so called, 1s probably a relatively recent invention.)

The question, however, remains: what theory best accounts for the state? Since there 1s time and space only for some
suggestions rather than for a full-scale defence of a new theory of the state, I shall come to the point. The theorist
who gives us the best theory of the state we have so far 1s Hume, and any advance we mught make should build on
Humans insights. To appreciate what Hume has to offer. we should consider briefly what the main alternatives are,
before turning again to Hume.

We mught usefully do this by posing the question in a way that Hume would have appreciated: what interest does the
state serve? Among the first answers to be offered was that presented. with different reasoning, by Bodin and Hobbes:
the interest of everyone in peace or stability or order. Each developed this answer i politically simlar circumstances:
religious wars that reflected the declining power of a church trying to hold on to political mnfluence. Both thinkers
defended conceptions of the state as absolutist (or at least highly authoritarian) to make clear that the pomnt of the state
was to preserve order in the face of challenges to the peace posed by the Church or by proponents of group nghts
such as the Monarchomachs. The state was best understood as the realm of order, to be contrasted with the state of
war signified by its absence and threatened by its dereliction. Crucially. for both thinkers, the state had to be

conceived as a single sovereign entity, whose powers were not divided or to be shared either by different branches of
government or by different elements in a mixed constitution. Among the problems with this view is that it is not clear
that the state 15 needed to secure order, nor plausible to think that divided government 1s impossible. The conception of
the state as condition in which order is possible looks unlikely not only because the state may sometimes act in ways
that are destructive of order (and even self-destructive) but also because order has existed without states. Indeed., one of
the problems for Hobbess social theory in particular is explaining how the state could come into being if it really is
the result of agreement voluntarily to transfer power to a corporate agent since the state of war is not conducive to
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making or keeping agreements. It does not look as if the pomnt of the state is to serve our interest in order even if
that were our sole or primary interest.

{

Another view of the point of the state is that it serves our interest in freedom. Two theories of this kind were offered
by Rousseau and Kant. In Rousseau’s account, the emerges of society brings with it the loss of a kind of freedom as
natural man is transformed into a social being ruled directly and indirectly by others. The recovery of this freedom is
not entirely possible, but freedom of a kind 15 possible i the state, which 1s the embodiment of the general will
Living in such a state we can be free as beings who are. ultimately, subject not to others but to laws we give
ourselves. Drawing inspiration from Rousseau’s conception of freedom, Kant presents a slightly different contractarian
story, but one with a similarly happy ending. The antithesis of the state is the state of nature, which is a state of
lawless freedom. In that condition. all are morally obliged to contract with one another to leave that state to enter a
juridical realm mm which freedom is regulated by justice so that the freedom each can be compatible with the freedom
of all. The state serves our interest in freedom by first serving our interest in justice. If Hobbes thought that whatever
the state decreed was, eo ipso, just; Kant held that justice presupposed the existence of the state. What's difficult to
see 1 Kant's account i1s why there 1s any obligation for everyone mn the state of nature to enter a single jundical
realm, rather than simply to agree to abide by the requirements of morality or form different ethical communities. Why
should freedom require the creation of a single juridical order? It is no less difficult to see why the state might solve
the problem of freedom in Rousseau’s account . If in reality. there is a conflict between different interests. and some
can prevail only at the expense of others, it seems no better than a cover-up to suggest that all interests are served
equally well since all are free when govemned by laws that reflect the genmeral will If this is the case, the state serves
our mterest i freedom only by feeding us the illusion that we are free when in fact we are subordinated to others.

Hegel also thinks that our deepest interest is in freedom, but for him it can only be fully enjoyed when we live in a
community in which the exercise of that freedom reflects not simply the capacity of particular wills to secure their
particular interest but the existence of an ethical life in which conflicts of interest are properly mediated and
reconciled. The institution that achieves this is the state, which takes us out of the realm of particulanity into the realm
of concrete umiversality: a realm in which freedom 1s given full expression because, for the first time, people are able
to relate to one another as individuals. This 15 possible because the state brings into existence something that eluded
people in society before the state came into being: a form of ethical life in which, at last, people can feel at home
the world.

The most serious challenge to Hegel's view 1s that offered by Marx. The state nught appear to be the structure within
which conflicts of interest were overcome as government by the umiversal class Hegel's state bureaucracy acted to serve
only the universal mterest. but in reality the state did no more than masquerade as the defender of the umiversal
interest. The very existence of the state, Mamx argued, was evidence that particularity had not been elimunated, and
discrete interests remained in destructive competition with one another. More specifically, this conflict remained manifest
in the class divisions i society, and the state could never amount to more than a vehicle for the interests of the
muling class. Freedom would be achieved not when the state was fulfilled but when it was superseded.

What 15 present in Marx but missing in the previously criticized theories 15 a keen sense that the state nught not so
much serve human interests in general as serve particular interests that have mamnaged to capture it for their own
purposes. This 15 why. for Marx social transformation requires, first. the capture by the working class of the apparatus
of the state. The cause of human freedom would be served. however. only when the conditions that made the state
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wnevitable were overcome: scarcity and the division of labour. which brought with them alienation. competition and
class conflict.

{

What 1s most persuasive in Mamx’s analysis 1s his account of the state as an institution that embodies the conflict of
interest found in the world rather than as ome that reconciles competing interests. What is less convincing, however, is
the expectation that particular interests will one day be eradicated. What is missing is any sense that the state itself
has its own mterests, as well as being the site through which a diverse range of interests compete to secure theiwr own
advantage. To gain an appreciation of these dimensions of the state, we need to turn, at least imtially. to Hume.

Hume's theory of the state does not appear conveniently in any one part of his political writings, which address a
variety of 1ssues but not this one directly. His analysis 1s to be found in part in his Treafise. in an even smaller part
of lus second Enguiry. i his Essays. and in his multi-volume History of England. What can be gleaned from these
writings 15 Hume's view of the state as an entity that emerged m history, in part because the logic of the human
condition demanded it, in part because the nature of strategic interactions between individuals made it probable, and
finally because accidents of history pushed the process in one way or another.

The first step in Huome’'s analysis 15 to explamn how society i1s possible, given that the facts of human moral
psychology suggest cooperation is unprofitable. The answer is that repeated interactions reveal to individuals the
advantage of cooperating with potential future cooperators and out of this understanding conventions are born. The
emergence of society means the simultaneous emergence therefore of two other institutions without which the idea of
society 15 meaningless: justice and property. Society, justice and property co-exist, for no one of them can have any
meaning without the other two. What these institutions serve are human mnterests’ in prospermg m a woild of moderate
scarcity. Interest accounts for the emergence of other institutions. such as law, and government, though in these cases
there 1s an element of contingency. Government arises because war as emunent soldiers come to command authority
among their men and then extent that authority to their groups more broadly. Law develops in part as custom becomes
entrenched and is then further established when authorities in power formalize it, and judges and magistrates regularize
it by setting the power of precedent. In the course of time, people become attached to the laws, and even more
attached to particular authorities, both of which come to acquire lives of their own A sense of allegiance is born

Of crucial importance in Hume’s social theory is his understanding of human institutions as capable of having lives of
their own. They come into the world without human design. and they develop not at the whim of any individual or by
the wish of any collective. Law. once in place, is a hardy plant that will survive even if abused or neglected.
Government, once in place, will evolve as it responds to the interests than shape and try to control it. The entire
edifice of society will reflect not any collective purpose or intention but the interplay of mterests that contend for pre-
eminence. The state, in this analysis, is not the construction of human reason rooted in individual consent to a political
settlement; nor a product of the decrees of divine providence, even if the construction appears ever so perfect. It 1s
simply the residue of what might (anachromstically) be called a Darwinian struggle. What survives 1s what 1s meost fit
to do so.

The state in this story 1s the product of chance: 1t 1s nothing more than the way political mterests have settled for
now the question of how power should be allocated and exercised. It would be a mistake to think that they could do
this simply as they pleased. as if on a whim The facts of human psychology and the logic of strategic relations will
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constrain action, just as will the prevailing balance of power. But chance events can bring about dramatic and
unexpected changes.

{

The important thing, however, 15 that for Hume the state cannot be accounted for by referning to any deeper moral
interest that humans have be that m justice, or freedom, or reconciliation with their fellows. The state, like all
institutions, 15 a evelutionary product. Evolution has no purpose. no end. and no prospect of being controlled.

Hume’s theory of the state is, in the end, born of a deeply pluralistic outlook Hume was very much alive to the fact
of human diversity of customs, laws, and political systems. He was also very much aware of the extent to which
human society was marked by conflicts among contending interests. The human condition was always going to be one
of interest conflict. and this condition was capable of palliation but resistant to cure. All human institutions had to be
understood as the outcome of conflict and efforts at palliation, but not as resolutions of anything. If there are two
general tendencies we might observe, Hume suggests, they are the tendency to authorty and the tendency to liberty.
Both elements are there at the heart of the human predicament: authority 1s needed to make society possible, and
liberty to make it perfect. But there is no particular balance to be struck, for every point on the scale 1s a possible
equilibrium point, each with its own advantages and disadvantages. To understand the state is to recogmize that we are
in this predicament and that there is no final resolution.

Hume's theory of the state, as I have presented. in some ways recalls the theory offered by Michael Oakeshott, which
presenis the modern European state as shifting uneasily between two competing tendencies. One tendency is towards
what he called society as an enterprise association: a conception of the role of the state as having a purposive
character, its purpose bemng to achieve some particular goal or geals such as producing more economic growth and
raising levels of happiness. The other tendency is towards the idea of society as a civil association: a conception of
the state as having not particular purpose beyond maling possible its members pursuit of therr own separate ends. The
states historical character 1s of an institution that has oscillated between these two tendencies, never at any time being
of either one kind or the other. Hume's theorv of the state shares with Oakeshott’s account this unwillingness to set
down in definitive or snapshot form a picture or description of something that embodies important contradictions. Even
if it seems not particularly satisfying. T suspect its about as satisfying a portrait of the state as we can hope to get

http://philosophy.wisc.edu/hunt/A%20Definition%200f%20the%205tate.htm
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The Companies Act 2006
“44 Execution of documents.

(1) Under the law of England and Wales or Northern Ireland a document is executed by a company—(a) by the
affixing of its common seal, or (b) by signature in accordance with the following provisions. (2) A document is validly
executed by a company if it is signed on behalf of the company— (a) by two authorised signatories, or (b) by a
director of the company in the presence of a witness who attests the signature. (4) A document signed in accordance
with subsection (2) and expressed in whatever words, to be executed by the company, has the same effect as if
executed under the common seal of the company.”

The legal effect of the statute is that documents and deeds must be signed on behalf of the company by a director in
the presence of a witness, or by two authorised signatories. Without adherence to these provisions no mortgage
contracts can be considered duly executed by a company and their terms are therefore legally unenforceable, as was
clearly implied when the Court of Appeal endorsed the view of Lewison J in the case of Williams v Redcard Ltd
[2011]:

“For a document to be executed by a company, it must either bear the company’s seal, or it must comply with s.44
(4) in order to take effect as if it had been executed under seal. Subsection (4) requires that the document must not
only be made on behalf of the company by complying with one of the two alternative requirements for signature in
5.44 (2): it must also be “expressed, in whatever words, to be executed by the company. That means that the
document must purport to have been signed by persons held out as authorised signatories and held out to be
signing on the company’s behalf. It must be apparent from the face of the document that the people signing it are
doing something more than signing it on the company’s behalf. It must be apparent that they are signing it on the
company’s behalf in such a way that the document is to be treated as having been executed “by” the company for
the purposes of subsection (4), and not merely by an agent “for” the company.”

In addition to this. A company which is by default of no material substance cannot commit a crime. However. The
Directors and the secretary of a company are liable for any fraudulent or criminal activities of that company.

Without i1l will or vexation.
For and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MR DAVID WARD.
For and on behalf of the attorney General of the House of Ward
For and on behalf of Baron David of the House of Ward.
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There is a loaf of bread on Morrison’s Shelf.

There is a loaf of bread on Maorrison’s shelf. But it didn't just appear there by magic, the loaf of bread started its journey on John
the farmers' farm.

Whoops, hang on a minute,

John the farmer pays council tax on his hard standing and that council tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread.

So John the farmer rises early in the morning to plough the field and plant some grain.

Just hold it right there.

In the tractor there is red diesel fuel and that fuel carries a fuel duty of 36% plus the vat on the duty, plus the vat on the diesel
and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

So now john has ploughed the field to plant the grain but the grain is not in the ground yet, the grain has to be sawed.

So john the farmer fires up the tractor again to saw the grain.

Just hang on.

In the tractor there is red diesel fuel and that fuel carries a fuel duty of 36% plus the vat on the duty plus the vat on the diesel
and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

Mow the grain is sawed and is in the ground and John the farmer has to wait three of six months whilst the grain grows and is
ready for harvesting.

Wight a minute,

John the farmer pays council tax on his hard standing and that council tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread.

So now it is time for harvesting, John the farmer fires up the big, monster combine harvester and harvests the field.
Woes stop. In the combine harvester there is red diesel fuel and that fuel carries a fuel duty of 36% plus the vat on the duty plus
the vat on the diesel and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

Mow John the farmer has a big pile of hay and a whole pile of grain, so john the farmer calls up Bob the haulage truck driver to
carry the grain to the grain storage silo.

Stop the bus right there.

Bob haulage truck driver drives a truck an the road, now this has white diesel fuel in the tank and whit diesel fuel carries a duty
of 80% plus the vat on the duty plus the vat on the diesel and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread. Also Bob haulage
truck driver pays road tax toe drive on the road, also Bob haulage truck driver lives in a house and pays council tax and all that tax
goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

It gets better the grain has now been delivered to the grain storage silo. Stop. The grain storage silo company pays commercial
council tax and all the employees of that company live in houses and they all pay domestic council tax and all that tax is added to
the cost of the loaf of bread.

Are we beginning to see a trend here? So the grain sits in the storage silo until it is called upon by the flower mill.
Just hang on. That's even more commercial council tax and all that tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread.
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That's absolutely correct the tax man just loves the tax.

So the flour mill calls up Bob the haulage truck driver to carry the grain to the flower mill.

Stop, my ears are bleeding and my brain hurts.

Mo Pain no gain knowing the truth is a painful experience and if you can’t stand the pain go back to sleep and keep paying the
tax.

Are you insane?

Aren't we all, we have been doing this insanity for donkey’s years, now shut up and take it.

MNooooo.

Bob the haulage truck driver drives a truck on the road, now this has white diesel fuel in the tank and whit diesel fuel carries a
duty of 80% plus the vat on the duty plus the vat on the diesel and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread. Also Bob
haulage truck driver pays road tax to drive on the road, also Bob haulage truck driver pays lives in a house and pays council tax
and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread. Why, why, Why.

Shut up and take it.

OMG No.

Mow the grain is at the flower mill.

Stop plies no, | can't take any more.

Shut up and take it, take it,

take it,

take the pain what doesn't kill you will only make you stronger.

The flower mill company pays commercial council tax and all the employees of that company live in houses and they all pay
domestic council tax and all that tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread. Whimper!

Somebody has to pay the tax man now take it.

Having made the grain into flower now the flower is ready to go to another storage depot. 5t-- Suck it up!! The flower mill calls
Bob the haulage truck driver to carry the flower to the storage depot.

Bob the haulage truck driver drives a truck on the road, now this has white diesel fuel in the tank and whit diesel fuel carries a
duty of 80% plus the vat on the duty plus the vat on the diesel and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread. Also Bob
haulage truck driver pays road tax to drive on the road, also Bob haulage truck driver lives in a house and pays council tax and all
that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

The storage depot company pays commercial council tax and all the employees of that company live in houses and they all pay
domestic council tax and all that tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread. Do you have a gun?
Somewhere:

Mow the bakery has an order for some bread so they call Bob to collect the flower from the storage depot and take it to the
bakery.

Mot saying anything anymore. Bob the haulage truck driver drives a truck on the road, now this has white diesel fuel in the tank
and whit diesel fuel carries a duty of 80% plus the vat on the duty plus the vat on the diesel and all that tax goes to the cost of
the loaf of bread. Also Bob haulage truck driver pays road tax to drive on the road, also Bob haulage truck driver pays livesin a
house and pays council tax and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

The bakery company pays commercial council tax and all the employees of that company live in houses and they all pay
domestic council tax and all that tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread.
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Can | find that gun?

Mo, you're not allowed a gun it's against legislation, besides you might just use it to shoot the tax man, and we can’t have that
now: can we?

Silence:-

So the bakery calls up Bob to take the bread to Morrison’s.

Silence:

Bob the haulage truck driver drives a truck on the road, now this has white diesel fuel in the tank and whit diesel fuel carries a
duty of 80% plus the vat on the duty plus the vat on the diesel and all that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread. Also Bob
haulage truck driver pays road tax to drive on the road, also Bob haulage truck driver lives in a2 house and pays council tax and all
that tax goes to the cost of the loaf of bread.

Marrison’s is a that company pays commercial council tax and all the employees of that company live in houses and they all pay
domestic council tax and all that tax is added to the cost of the loaf of bread.

What you looking for in that draw?

Mothing:-

Where you going?

There's a peaceful occupy Downing Street on today | thought | would keep them company:

What's that in your pocket?

Mothing:

Well don’t be too long, you have work to do so you can keep paying the tax man: And when you get old you're going to need
plenty of money to spend on the grandkids, things like mobile phones and Xbox's and computer games: The door closes,

Mow the first question is how much is the tax on a loaf of bread when it is still on the shelf? The tax man has already had more
than he should. He does not care ifitis sold or it goes stale. It does not matter who pays for the bread weather the purchaseris
employed or unemployed it's zall the same to the tax man. So how much is the tax value on a loaf of bread on Morison’s shelf?

If all the tax was removed from the loaf of bread just leaving the cost of each loaf inclusive of all the growing, manufacture and
transport costs, even allowing for some profit for all the processes involved how much would it cost? The answer to that
question will astonish you. These calculations have been made by two chartered accountants burning the midnight oil and
plenty of coffee. Coffee, cool: Here's the answer.

85% of the cost of the loaf of bread is nothing but TAX: This means that if a loaf of bread costs £1 then the price on the shelf
should be 15p. Ouch! 1sn't that amazing? Now take this example and apply it across the board. From a lollypop to a colour Tv,
to the tarmac on the road, to the cost of 3 house or a car.

A £20K car would now be say £3K. Doesn't that sound good, 3 £100K house would cost £15K. This is an economically valid
example. Let it sink in for a while, ——-—----——--

There's more. We pay 24% of our income out of our gross earning to the NHS. | know if you are employed you only pay 8% but
you boss pays 16% and who do you think earns that 16%7? You do, you pay your part of your bosses 24% as well. Now the NHS

pays for a lot of things such as Hospitals and staff and medication and ambulances and unemployment from the department of
works and pensions. And | hear the words “so what” well all that money is spent and the taxman rakes back in 85% of it: That's
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85% that will never return to the NHS. Now you can also say that our tax is necessary because it pays for the police and the
schools and the bin men and the park keeper and fire brigade: Well this is also true but as that money is spent the taxman rakes
back in 85%. Now the question is when do you get the value of that money? And the answer is never:

MNever, ever, ever and if you can find it then let me know.

There's more. This means that the only money you get to keep is the 15%. Oh s——t yes. That 15% pays for everything ells, your
home and furnishings, the car, the holiday, the food, on and on. Yes you live your life on 15% and that is a fact, oh yes and some
credit cards. Now thatis a very sobering thought. This is exactly the reason why we are all broke. So what is it that the tax man
does that makes him worth so much of your life energy???? Anybody please let me know.

There's more. The opposite side of the coin! The cost of a £100K house is £15K you could save up for that in say 5 years on
minimum wage and buy the house cash with no mortgage. Having a mortgage means you pay for three houses and only get to
keep one. 5o you would save the cost of two houses, that’s money back in your pocket that the bank will never see. Minimum
wage would be equal to current day without paying tax say £50 per hour. You could buy your car cash, no loan. We would be a
cash rich nation in no time at all and the banks would just be a service to move our cash around as usual. There would be no
national debt. We would have roads that do not wreck our cars. Let the mind wonder. And don't forget that all tax is illegal, it
contravenes the bills of exchange act and is an act of fraud without the consent of the governed, and the consent of the
governed is not a presentable fact.

So the last observation is this. We pay all this tax for the Fireman and the policeman and everybody else who gets paid from the
public purse. But all those paid from the public purse also pay tax to the tune of 85%. How insane is that?....

It is no wonder that this country is commercially ruined and cannot compete in the world market place. That is just bad business
management. | blame Parliament. This country is not economically viable. Fubar'ed beyond all recognition.

What’s wrong with the world?

What is wrong with the world and what can we do about it?

Lots and lots

Without 111 will or vexation.

For and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MR DAVID WARD.
For and on behalf of the attorney General of the House of Ward
For and on behalf of Baron David of the House of Ward.
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No Body gets paid and nobody pays for anything ever.

{

The Facts
What does this mean? What happened and when did this happen and what 1s the outcome?

This 1s becoming more and more difficult to validate from reputable sauce as much of that which was available has been removed
from the public record. It 1s however a well known fact that the victors rewrite the public record to suit their needs. It has also
been noted that where there is something to hide then hidden it will be. There is however still a great deal of information still
available. One such resource 1s this. http://mises org/library/gold-standard-and-its-future Published by, E. P. DUTTON & CO.,
INC. By All accounts this 1s the work of a young London University economist.

A commentary on the book made by T.E. Gregory

“Between 1919 and 1925 a co-operative and successful effort was made to replace the monetary systems of the world upon
a:firm foundation, and the international gold standard was thereby restored. In the last few years a variety of circumstances
have combined to imperil this work of restoration. The collapse of the gold standard in a number of raw material producing
countries in the course of 1930 was followed by the suspension of the gold standard in g number of European countries in- 133 1.
The most important country to be driven off was Great Britain, which had reverted to gold after the War by the Gold Standard
Act of April 1925. The Gold Standard (Amendment) Act, passed on September 25th 1931, by suspending the gold standard in this
country, led not only to suspension by the Scandinavian countries and by Finland, but also to suspension in Ireland and India.
Other countries followed, including Japan and the U.5.A"

Followed by the usual disclaimer:-
“Note: The views expressed on Mises.org are not necessarily those of the Mises Institute.”

We find it very strange how these days that there is always a disclaimer and nobody stands by their words.

It 15 very strange that there 1s no record of thus The Gold Standard Amendment Act 1931 at the legislation gov.uk website. I
wonder why?

Google brings up 36600 results but nothing on the legislation gov.uk web. . Very strange that?

So was the gold standard Act abolished and 15 there other evidence to support this?

Well for the older ones of us there 15 the living memory. People used to get paid with gold sovereigns and silver coins. Imagine
that!!! People used to get paid with real money!!! How absurd. Back in the day and for thousands of years merchants used to use
real gold and silver coins to trade. Back in the day the Merchants would make use of the gold smith’s safe to keep their money
safe in exchange for a cashier note to the value of what was deposited in the gold smiths safe.

So what happened?
Fractional lending happened were it was legalised by the government by agreement that the Banks could lend more money in the

form of Bank notes than the Bank had sufficient gold or money to support. A bank note is not money. A Bank note has never been
money but a note supported by the money on deposit i the Bank (The gold and the silver) Thus 1s also licence fraud legalised by
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agreement. Fraud 1s still fraud legalised or not. Fraud by agreement 15 still fraud. The Banks do not have enough money on
deposit to support the notes in circulation.

At some point in the 1800°s the Banks claimed the gold/silver as there would never be enough money to pay back all the debt that
the Banks had created by licensed agreement with the government.

The facts are this. A Bank note is not money and never has been but only a note or a record of something of value. As long as
there was a gold standard Act then the Bank note would be something of perceived value as it would have a relationship with
something of value on deposit in the form of gold or silver.

What if there was no gold or silver to give the Bank note some value? What then? What then 1s the value of a Bank note? If there
1s no Gold standard Act and there 1s no money that the Bank note represents then what 1s the value of the Bank note?

If there 1s no money to support the Bank note then the Bank note 15 nothing more than a piece of paper with marks on 1t of no
value. It would be Monopoly Money. How can we show this to be factual? Simple.

Take some Bank notes to the Bank of England, walk up to the cashier and demand the money that the Bank of England promises
to pay on demand. How easy 1s that?? Don’t be too surprised when the cashier looks at you strange and 1f vou become msistent
then the Bank security will be summoned to remove you from the premises for disturbing the peace. How much proof do you
need?

What else do we have as evidence? Well there 1s the Bills of Exchange Act of 1882, Why was there no Bills of exchange Act
before 18827 Did we not need any Bills of exchange Act before 188277 Why 1s this date significant??

Could this be because the government went into the 11™ chapter of insolvency prior to 1882 due to the fractional lending fraud?

How about you take out a loan and then ask the Bank to provide the sauce of the funds dating back by three accounts and be
compliant with The Money Laundering Regulations 2007. Don't hold wour breath waiting for a response. The Bank cannot
provide the historic record of the sauce of the funds.

‘What really happens when you enter a retail outlet and purchase some goods with Bank of England Promissory notes? You then
approach the cashier and make an offer of payment. which is a piece of paper from the bank of England where there 1s a
promise to pay but no actual payment takes place. It 1s not possible to pay for anything without money. A Bank Note 1s not
money.

The cashier then gives you a receipt for the offer of pavment. So in effect pieces of paper have changed hands both with words
and numbers on them. This complies with the Bills of Exchange act 1882 as two pieces of paper to the same perceived value has
changed hands. But when did vou ever return to the retail outlet and PAY for the Goods with money??

When did you ever pay for anything with real money?? A Bank Note has never been money. There 1s no monetary system. The
economics 1s based upon confidence and belief in a monetary system where there 1s no money. Can somebody let me know where
I can buy 20 pounds of confidence or 20 pounds of belief?
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Confidence and belief 1s of no material substance. Confidence and belief is a figment of the imagination.

We continue to use these words Money and Pay. without ever thinking of the actual meaning of the words. How can there be
economics without money? Commerce is a scam. How 1s it possible for there to be Debt when there 15 no money? Every
contractual obligation vou have ever entered mnto 1s void by default because there has never been full disclosure by the parties.

You work for pay but you never get paid. There 1s no money to pay you with, just Bank notes that make promises that can never
be kept. Even when there was real money in the form of gold and silver coins the weight of the silver coms adding up to 1 pound
never ever weighed 1 pound (lb) Back in the day when there was 10s coins, two of them never weighed 11b (1 pound) it never
happened. Stop living in dream land and face the facts.

What 1s £100.00 BPS? British sterling silver weighed 1n troy ounces? Well 100 pounds 1s 1001b 1s 45kg. This 1s more than 25kg
it 15 greater than the deemed safe carrying weight under the Health and Safety at Work etc Act 1974 where more than 25kg 15 a
two man lift. It never happened. Ever. When are people going to wake up and smell the coffee Beans? Face the Facts!!

To be in a capitalistic society 1s to exploit another for personal gain. But there has never been any gain because you never get
paid. The Bankers and the politicians are going to be really pissed when they find out they got conned as well!! £100,000,000 1s
still nothing of value because there 1s no money. 100,000,000 times 0 = 0. Zero. These are the facts.

It could be said that I am making this all up as I go along. That may be true, but only maybe? It's a two way street. The politicians
and the Bankers and the governments have been making 1t up as they go along for vears and nobody ever noticed. Somebody
made it all up. So the real question 1s this!!!

It 1s also true that where there 1s no physical material evidence to the contrary then the obvious stands as fact. Were the statement
or the document containing the details of the obvious 15 then the documented fact that cannot be challenged as there 15 no material
physical evidence to the contrary of the obvious.

Sherlock Holmes is a fictional character created by Scottish author and physician Sir Arthur Conan Dovle, a graduate of the
University of Edinburgh Medical School It 1s clear that Sir Arthur Conan Doyle was a learned man who was very skilled in
analytical and deductive reasoming. From these writings by Sir Arthur Conan Doyle there is the following.

A Study in Scarlet (1886) Part 2. chap. 7. p. 83

“Tn solving a problem of this sort, the grand thing is to be able to reason backward. That is a very useful accomplishment, and a
very easy one, but people do not practise it much. In the evervday affairs of life it is more useful to reason forward, and so the
other comes to be neglected There are fifty who can reason synthetically for one whe can reasen analytically.”

The Sign of the Four (1890). Is the second novel featuring Sherlock Holmes written by Sir Arthur Conan Dovle.
“When yon have eliminated the impossible, whatever remains, however improbable, must be the truth?”

Where there 15 the lack of matenial evidence to support the claim then is the claim being made not an act of fraud by the very fact
that there is no material evidence to support the claim. The very lack of material physical evidence to support the claim is the
evidence that 1s the material evidence that proves that the claim is fraud.
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Consider the following:-
There are some fundamentals to be give consideration before an agreement or a contract 1s valid and enforceable.

+  Full disclosure by the parties. If there 1s no full disclosure by the parties then the agreement 1s void from the outset.
There would not be any material physical evidence to any missing disclosure but the absence of this matenial physical
evidence 1s the evidence of the fraud.

+  Agreed Consideration by both parties. There must be a consideration by both parties! There must be material
evidence of this consideration. Where Banks are concerned then this would be the record as to the source of the
funds lent to the Borrower. If the Bank has not provided this material evidence of the source of the funds then the
bank have not given any consideration and cannot suffer any loss.

+  There should be a signed agreement by both parties. Without the signature from both parties then there 1s no
material evidence to the agreement or contract.

*  To be comphiant with The Companies Act 2006 (1) Under the law of England and Wales or Northern Ireland a
document 15 executed by a company—ia) by the affixing of its common seal, or (b) by signature in accordance with
the following provisions. (2) A document is validly executed by a company if it 15 signed on behalf of the company
(a) by two authorised signatories, ot (b) by a director of the company 1n the presence of a witness who attests the
signature.

The very absence of the company (Bank) seal or signatures from the company 15 the material evidence of the fact that their
activities are fraudulent from the start.

(Account Holder) Signs the Bank’s Loan Contract or Morigage or credit card agreement (The Bank officer does not so there 1s no
agreement or contract).

(Account Holder) Signature transforms the Loan Contract into a Financial Instrument worth the Value of the agreed amount.
Bank Fails to Disclose to (Account Holder) that the (Account Holder) Created an Asset.

(Fmancial Instrument) Asset Deposited with the Bank by the (Account Holder).

Financial Instrument remains property of (Account Holder) since the (Account Holder) created Fmancial Instrument with the
signature.

Bank Fails to Disclose the Bank's Liability to the (Account Holder) for the Value of the Asset of the commercial instrument.
Bank Fails to Give (Account Holder) a Receipt for Deposit of the (Account Holders) Asset or commercial instrument.

New Credit 15 created on the Bank Books credited against the (Account Holder) Financial Instrument

Bank Fails to Disclose to the (Account Holder) that the {Account Holder) Signature Created New credit that 1s claimed by the
Bank as a Loan to the Borrower

Loan Amount Credited to an Account for Borrower s Use as a credit.

Bank Deceives Borrower by Calling Credit a “Loan™ when it 15 a Deposited Asset created by the (Account Holder)

Bank Deceives Public at large by calling this process Mortgage Lending, Loan and similar

Bank Deceives Borrower by Charging Interest and Fees when there 1s no consideration provided to the (Account Holder) by the
Bank
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Bank Provides None of own Money or commercial instruments so the Bank has No Consideration in the transaction and so no
True Contract exists.

Bank Deceives (Account Holder) that the (Account Holder's) self-created Credit 15 a “Loan” from the Bank, thus there 15 No Full
Disclosure so no True Contract exists.

(Account Holder) 1s the True Creditor i the Transaction. (Account Holder) Created the new credit as a commercial mstrument.
Bank provided no value or consideration.

Bank Deceives {Account Holder) that (Account Holder) 1s Debtor not Creditor

Bank Hides its Liability by off balance-sheet accounting and only shows 1ts Debtor ledger m order to Deceive the Borrower and
the Court. The Bank 1s licensed by the government to commit actions that would otherwise be 1llegal (Banking Fraud) The court 1s
a sub office of the same company. See Exhibit (C) The material evidence of the fact. The Court has an obligation to support
actions licensed by the state. There is a clear conflict of interests here.

Bank Demands (Account Holder) payments without Just Cause, which 1s Deception, Theft and Fraud

Bank Sells (Account Holder) Financial Instrument to a third party for profit

Sale of the Financial Instrument confirms it has intrinsic value as an Asset yet that value 1s not credited to the (Account Holder) as
Creator and Depositor of the Instrument.

Bank Hides truth from the (Account Holder), not adnutting Theft, nor sharing proceeds of the sale of the (Account Holder's)
Financial Instrument with the (Account Holder) and creator of the financial instrument.

The (Account Holder’s) Financial Instrument is converted into a Security through a Trust or similar arrangement in order to defeat
restrictions on transactions of Loan Contracts.

The Security including the Loan Contract 1s sold to investors, despite the fact that such Securitization is Illegal

Bank is not the Holder in Due Course of the Loan Contract.

Only the Holder in Due Course can claim on the Loan Contract.

Bank Deceives the (Account Holder) that the Bank 1s Holder in Due Course of the Loan Contract

Bank makes Fraudulent Charges to (Account Holder) for Loan payments which the Bank has no lawful nnght to since 1t 15 not
the Holder in Due Course of the Loan Contract.

Bank advanced none of own money to (Account Holder) but only monetized (Account Holder) signature.

Bank Interest is Usurious based on there being No Money Provided to the (Account Holder) by the Bank so that any mterest
charged at all would be Usurious

Thus BANK “LOAN” TRANSACTIONS ARE UNCONSCIONAELE!

Bank Has No True Need for a Mortgage over the Borrower's Property, since the Bank has No Consideration, No Risk and No
Need for Security.

Bank Exploits (Account Holder) by demanding a Redundant and Unjust Mortgage.

Bank Deceives { Account Holder) that the Mortgage is needed as Security

Mortgage Contract 15 a second Financial Instrument Created by the (Account Holder)

Deposit of the Mortgage Contract is not credited to the (Account Holder)

Bank sells the (Account Holder) Mortgage Contract for profit without disclosure or share of proceeds to (Account Holder)

Sale of the Mortgage Contract confirms 1t has intrinsic value as an Asset yet that value 15 not credited to the (Account Holder) as
Creator and Depositor of the Mortgage Contract

Bank Deceives (Account Holder) that Bank is the Holder in Due Course of the Mortgage

Bank Extorts Unjust Payments from the (Account Holder) under Duress with threat of Foreclosure

Bank Steals (Account Holder) Wealth by mntimidating (Account Holder) to make Unjust and fravdulent Loan Payments

Bank Harasses (Account Holder) if {Account Holder) fails to make payments, threatening Legal Recourse
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Bank Enlists Lawyers willing to Deceive (Account Holder) and Court and Exploit (Account Holder)
Bank Deceives Court that Bank 1s Holder in Due Course of Loan Contract and Mortgage.
Bank’s Lawyers Deceive and Explost Court to Defraud (Account Holder)

The government license the Bank were a license 1s pernussion to partake i an activity which would otherwise be illegal. The
court (Judiciary) 1s a sub office of the company which grants the license and has an obligation to find in favour of the holder of
that license as the Judiciary is a sub office of the company (STATE) that grants the license.

See Exhibit (C) The material evidence of the Fact.

The Judiciary 1s a sub office of the (STATE) Company and this is confirmed by the Rt. Hon. Lord chief Justice Sir Jack Beatson
FBA. This 1s a fact on and for the record.

The State (Company) has no legal authority to grant the license.

See Exhibit (B) Case authority No WI-05257F as definitive material evidence of this fact that the governed have not given their

consent or the legal authority for the (STATE) (Government) company to create legislation or grant license. This 1s a fact on and
for the record.

Bank Steals (Account Holder) Mortgaged Property with Legal Impumty.

Bank Holds {Account Holder) Liable for any outstanding balance of oniginal Loan plus costs

Bank Profits from Loan Contract and Mortgage by Sale of the Loan Contract. Sale of the Mortgage. Principal and Interest
Charges, Fees Charged, Increase of its Lending Capacity due to (Account Holder) Mortgaged Asset and by Acquisition of
(Account Holder) Mortgaged Property in Foreclosure. Bank retains the amount of increase to the Money Supply Created by the
(Account Holder) Signature once the Loan Account has been closed.

(Account Holder) 1s Damaged by the Bank’s Loan Contract and Mortgage by Theft of his Financial Instrument Asset, Theft of his
Mortgage Asset, Being Deceived into the unjust Status of a Debt Slave, Payving Lifetime Wealth to the Bank. Paying Unjust Fees
and Charges, Living in Fear of Foreclosure. and ultimately having his Family Home Stolen by the Bank.

Thus the BANE MORTGAGE LOAN BUSINESS IS UNCONSCIONABLE.

So what is the material evidence that is missing?

First there is the contract or agreement which bears no signature from the bank or the company seal.
The true accounting from the Bank (Company) that shows the source of the funds that the Bank lent
to the borrower.

e Full disclosure from the Bank (Company) to the fact that it is the (Account Holder’s) signature that
created the commercial instrument and the asset which is the true sauce of the funds.

e The consent of the governed (Exhibit (B))

e The recorded legal authority on and for the record. (Exhibit (B))
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Facts are facts because they are the facts. Facts have material substance. The material evidence of the facts is
something of material substance. When there is no material substance to the facts then there is Bill and Ben
making things up as they go along.

g

These are the FACTS. This is the documented evidence of the facts. Tt is the very lack of the material
evidence to the contrary to these documented facts which is the very evidence itself.

Where there can be no physical evidence presented as material evidence that the opposite is true, IS By
Default the Fact. And Fraud.

We are all vietims of this same eriminal and intentional and UNCONSCIONABLE crime. This 1s inclusive
but not limited to:-

e The lawyers.

e The Barristers,

e The Judges.

e The Members of Parliament (MP’s)
e The Banking Staff,

e The Police,

e The people of this land.

Who is not a vietim of this UNCONSCIONABLE crime?

These are the Facts and the documented Facts on and for the record. These facts stand as facts until
somebody presents the material evidence which stands as fact to the contrary to these stated. documented on
and for the record facts.

Who is the Fool? The Fool, Or the Fool that follows the Fool.

Without 11l will or vexation.

For and on behalf of the Principal legal embodiment by the title of MR DAVID WARD.
For and on behalf of the attorney General of the House of Ward
For and on behalf of Baron David of the House of Ward
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Exhibit (G)

An Englishman’s Home is his castle
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An Englishman’'s Home is his castle

Queen Elizabeth the second took a verbal oath when she entered into service (Status Servant) of her own free will.
This oath was to uphold the Laws and “TRADITIONS" of this land.

An Englishman’s home is his Castle and an assault on the Castle is a recognised Act of WAR. In a time of War then
the casualties of War, are just that, the casualties of war. He that knowingly enters into an act of war knowingly or
unknowingly has still entered into an act of war of his own volition. The occupants defending the Castle cannot be
held culpable for any casualties of war even though these casualties of war should end up dead. This 1s recognised
from the lhistoric “traditions™ of this land.

http://en wikipedia.org/wiki/Castle doctrine

A castle doctrine (also known as a castle law or a defence of habitation law) 1s a legal doctrine that designates a
person's abode (or any legally-occupied place [e.g . a vehicle or workplace]) as a place in which that person has
certain protections and immunities permifting him or her, in certain circumstances, to use force (up to and including
deadly force) to defend themselves against an intruder, free from legal responsibility/prosecution for the consequences
of the force used X! Typically deadly force is considered justified, and a defence of justifiable homicide applicable, in
cases "when the actor reasonably fears imminent peril of death or serious bodily harm to him or herself or another" ™1
The doctrine is not a defined law that can be invoked, but a set of principles which 1s incorporated in some form in the

law of many states.

The legal concept of the inviolability of the home has been known in Western Civilization since the age of the Roman
Republic = The term derives from the historic English common law dictum that "an Englishman's home is his castle”.
This concept was established as English law by 17th century jurist Sir Edward Coke, in is The Instifutes of the Laws
of England, 1628 ! The dictum was carried by colonists to the New World, who later removed "English" from the
phrase, making it "a man's home is his castle", which thereby became simply the castle doctrine 2 The term has been
used in England to umply a person's absolute right to exclude anyone from his home, although this has always had
restrictions, and since the late twentieth century bailiffs have also had increasing powers of entry &

There 15 a claim here that since the late twentieth century bailiffs have also had mncreasing powers of entry. This 1s
mcorrect because a Bailiff in the twentieth century 1s a crown corporation servant and the crown authority has no
authority without a legal agreement that the crown has an authority. There is no material evidence to the fact that
there is any legal agreement. This fact has now been confirmed. Case Authority No WI 05257F David Ward and
Warrington Borough Council 30® Day of May 2013 at court tribunal.
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The crown has no power of entry. The crown Bailiffs do not have power of entry. It 1s done.

Any Crown Authority stops at the boundary of the property. To proceed beyond this point 15 a recognised Act of War.
Where no such legal agreement exists then the Bailiff who 1s only a Bailiff by title only has no powers of entry.
Unless that authority can be presented in the form of a legal agreement: which must contain upon 1t two wet ink

signatures, one of which must be yours.

So a Bailiff has no power of entry without your consent to do so and an assault upon the castle is a recognised Act of
war.

We have case law to support this fact where for example, the Bailiff was smashed over the head with a milk Bottle.

A debror is where there is proof of Debr. Where there is no proof of debr then vou are not a debior.

Case Law in the UK Queens Bench. http://www dealingwithbailiffs co uk

Vaughan v McKenzie [1969] 1 QB 557 if the debtor strikes the bailiff over the head with a full milk bottle after
making a forced entry, the debtor 1s not guilty of assault because the bailiff was there illegally, likewise R. v Tucker at
Hove Trial Centre Crown Court, December 2012 if the debtor gives the bailiff a good slap.

If a person strikes a trespasser who has refused to leave 1s not guilty of an offence: Davis v Lisle [1936] 2 KB 434

License to enter must be refused BEFORE the process of levy starts, Kay v Hibbert [1977] Crim LR 226 or Matthews
v Dwan [1949] NZLR 1037 ... Aha send a denial of implied vight of access before the Bailiff comes in advance.

A bailiff rendered a trespasser 1s liable for penalties in tort and the entry may be in breach of Article 8 of the European
Convention on Human Rights 1f entry 1s not made i accordance with the law, Jokinen v Finland [2009] 37233/07
http:/www_dealingwithbailiffs.co.uk

A debtor can remove right of implied access by displaying a notice at the entrance. This was endorsed by Lord
Justice Donaldson in the case of Lambert v Roberts [1981] 72 Cr App R 223 - and placing such a notice 1s akin to a
closed door but it also prevents a bailiff entering the garden or driveway, Knox v Anderton [1983] Crim LR 115 or R.
v Leroy Roberts [2003] EWCA Crim 2753

Debtors can also remove implied right of access to property by telling him to leave: Davis v Lisle [1936] 2 KB 434
similarly, McArdle v Wallace [1964] 108 Sol Jo 483
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A person having been told to leave is now under a duty to withdraw from the property with all due reasonable speed
and failure to do so he is not thereafter acting in the execution of his duty and becomes a trespasser with any
subsequent levy made being invalid and attracts a liability under a claim for damages, Morris v Beardmore [1980] 71
Cr App 256.

Bailiffs cannot force their way mto a private dwelling, Grove v Eastern Gas [1952] 1 KB 77

Excessive force must be avoided, Gregory v Hall [1799] 8 TR 299 or Oakes v Wood [1837] 2 M&W 791

A debtor can use an equal amount of force to resist a bailiff from gaming entry, Weaver v Bush [1795] 8TR. Simpson
v Morris [1813] 4 Taunt 821, Polkinhorne v Wright [1845] 8QB 197. Another occupier of the prenuses or an
employee may also take these steps: Hall v Davis [1825] 2 C&P 33.

Also wrongful would be an attempt at forcible entry despite resistance, Ingle v Bell [1836] 1 M&W 516

Bailiffs cannot apply force to a door to gain entry, and if he does so he 15 not in the execution of lis duty, Broughton v
Wilkerson [1880] 44 TP 781

A Bailiff may not encourage a third party to allow the bailiff access to a property (1e workmen inside a house), access
by this means renders the entry unlawful, Nash v Lucas [1867] 2 QB 590

The debtor's home and all buildings within the boundary of the premises are protected against forced entry, Munroe &
Munroe v Woodspring District Council [1979] Weston-Super-Mare County Court

A Bailiff may not encourage a third party to allow the bailiff access to a property (ie workmen inside a house), access
by this means renders the entry unlawful, Nash v Lucas [1867] 2 QB 590

Contrast: A bailiff may climb over a wall or a fence or walk across a garden or yard provided that no damage occurs,
Long v Clarke & another [1894] 1 QB 119

It is not contempt to assault a bailiff trying to climb over a locked gate after being refused entry, Lewis v Owen [1893]
The Times November 6 p.36b (QBD)

If a bailiff enters by force he is there unlawfully and vou can treat him as a trespasser. Curlewis v Laurie [1848] or
Vaughan v McKenzie [1969] 1 QB 557

A debtor cannot be sued if a person enters a property umnvited and injures himself because he had no legal right to
enter, Great Central Railway Co v Bates [1921] 3 KB 578
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If a bailiff jams his boot into a debtors door to stop him closing, any levy that is subsequently made i1s not valid: Rai &
Rai v Birmingham City Council [1993] or Vaughan v McKenzie [1969] 1 QB 557 or Broughton v Wilkerson [1880]
44 7P 781

If a bailiff refuses to leave the property after being requested to do so or starts trying to force entry then he is causing a
disturbance, Howell v Jackson [1834] 6 C&P 723 - but it is unreasonable for a police officer to arrest the bailiff unless
he makes a threat, Bibby v Constable of Essex [2000] Court of Appeal April 2000.

The very presence of the Bailiff or third part company who is engaged in a recognised Act of war 1s an assault on the
castle and it 1s reasonable for the police officer to arrest the bailiff where there 15 a recognised Act of War. If the
police officer does not arrest the Bailiff on request then the police officer 15 gulty by default of an offence against
legislation which is the offence of Malfeasance in a public office. The police officer is also guilty by default of an act
of fraud as he is on duty and being paid for his inaction. The penalty under legislation for these offences are as
follows. 25 years’ incarceration for the offence of Malfeasance in a public office and 7 to 10 years’ incarceration for
the offence of fraud under current legislation for which the police officer 1s culpable.

Without 11l will or vexation.

For and on behalf of the principal legal embodiment by the title of MR DAVID WARD
For and on behalf of the attorney General of the House of Ward

For and on behalf of: Baron David of the House of Ward

All Rights Reserved
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LEGAL NOTICE TO BAILIFF/ ar third Party Company.

NOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL AND NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL IS NOTICE TO AGENT
APPLIES

DO NOT IGNORE THIS NOTICE IGNORING THIS NOTICE WILL HAVE CONCEQUENCES.

NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF IMPLIED RIGHT OF ACCESS
FROM THIS TIME FORWARD AND IN PERPETUITY

Baron David of the House of WARD hereby gives notice that the implied right of access to the property known as
145 Slater Street. Latchford Warrington. [WA4 1DW]. And surrounding areas: Along with all associated property
including, but not limited to, any private conveyance, in respect of the following:

Please also take notice that the land known as England has recognised historie traditions and any transgression of this
notice will be dealt with according to the traditions of this land where it is recognised that an Englishman’s House is
his Castle and any transgressions upon that property is also a recognised Act of War. It is recognised that a state of
war has been declared by you, let battle commence.

1, a man who has a recognised status by natural descent according to the traditions of this land being Baron David of
the House of Ward claim indefeasible Right to self-defence, and to protect the House of Ward fanuly Castle and the
contents therein but not limited to, and surrounding areas.

Any transgressions will be dealt with using any force deemed necessary at the discretion of the HOUSE of Ward. You
have been given legal warning. Your personal safety and the safety of any agents may be compronused 1f you 1gnore
this legal warning. No quarter given.

Nothing will prevent us from defending our life, our family home (Castle) and all that 15 held within.
All natural and Inalienable Rights Reserved as recognised by the historic traditions of this land.

You have been served LEGAL NOTICE

Without 11l will or vexation.

For and on behalf of the principal legal embodiment by the title of MR DAVID WARD
For and on behalf of the attorney General of the House of Ward

For and on behalf of: Baron David of the House of Ward

All Rights Reserved
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