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Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth [ll] xxx } xx Treason Trial of Solicitors 30000000000

His Haoliness Pope Francis xx00000aaa00 T 3x0000a00aaa0000GO0O0GOO0OGOOO0O0OOGO0OOX
XOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOXXXXXX } xx Defendant(s) xxaaaaaa000a000aaaaaomxaae
Joseph Ray Sundarsson xxooooooaoxaaoax § xx Solicitor D. Frame, et all, Hill & Abbot
Special Master x00000000000000000xxx } xx Paul Philip et all, SRA
XOOOOOBAOCAOCOAN0O0ONOXXXX } xx Edward (Ed) Nally et all, SDT

K. Argent, Plaintiff x00000000000000¢ } xx courtofrecord.uk/Treason-QBD xx30000000xx

Fax Desk
Solicitor Regulation Authority, Fax: +441216161999 +441216161299
Solicitors Disciplinary Tribunal, Fax: +442073294833

Kindly bring this fax to the attention to the attention of Tracey O'Callaghan,
Administration Officer, Central Administration Unit, Ref: POL/1156822-2016 for
distribution to *all* solicitors in England and Wales. Your time is up.

Dear Ms. Tracey O'Callaghan,

The documents produced by Solicitor D. Frame Hill & Abbot are available at:
www.courtofrecord.org.uk/frame-pdfs.html

The following legal opinion has just been received:
> The original document was fundamentally flawed and therefore void ab initio.

> A fundamental defect’ includes..... where proceedings appear to be duly issued but
> fail to comply with a statutory requirement (Upjohn LJ in Re Pritchard

> [1963]). Failure to comply with a statutory requirement includes rules made

> pursuant to a statute (Smurthwaite v Hannay [1894] A.C. 494). A void order is

> incurably void and all proceedings based on the invalid claim or void act are also

> void........ Even a decision of the higher Courts (High Court, Court of Appeal and

> Supreme Court) will be void if the decision is founded on an invalid claim or void



> act, because something cannot be founded on nothing (Lord Denning in MacFoy v
> United Africa Co. Ltd. [1961]).

An earlier analysis of the defects in D. Frame SRA ID #426788 available at:
courtofrecord.org.uk/archive/Frame/claim/reference/K_Argent_Retd_Solicitor_notes.pdf
and is attached to this fax.

Yours faithfully,
Joseph Ray Sundarsson
Special Master

XXX Begin fax to every SRA solicitor XXX
Dear Solicitor,

The Royal Standard's flyin' at TheFa
Thou dost not know where y'E"R

> Genesis 3:9 And the LORD God called unto Adam, and said unto him, Where art thou?
> 3:10 And he said, | heard thy voice in the garden, and | was afraid, because | was
> naked; and | hid myself.

Ref. Treason trial on file at Queen's Bench: www.courtofrecord.org.uk/Treason-QBD

> If you wish to save your life and those in your government ... Then we suggest that
> you suggest the following steps to Her Majesty: ...

> 3) Instruct the Solicitor Regulation Authority to revoke SRA 1D #426788.

> www.courtofrecord.org.uk/Cameron-8

If the Prime Minister has not been able to do this, then Fear shall stalk the lives
of solicitors over the next days ...

Is the SRA a collectivist organisation? Knowing as ye must do, that banks create a
deposit when a 'loan' is issued, do ye forgive all 'debt'?

" The word was issued to the witches of all Paris:

" Fair is foul, and foul is fair,

" Hover through the fog and filthy air.”

> www.courtofrecord.org.uk/archive/keynes/The_Economic_Consequences_of_the_Peace/
> John Maynard Keynes, C.B. Fellow of King's College, Cambridge, 1920.

Perhaps ye did not know that the Federal Reserve and the United States, the United
Kingdom and the European Union are chartered by the Bishop of Rome via the Queen of
England. Perhaps ye did not know that the British Chancellor of the Exchequer took
refuge in the Lord's Prayer in 1914. Perhaps ye did not know Keynes.

Perhaps ye did not know that the E.U. and the U.S. are corporations settled by the
Bishop of Rome through the Queen of England. Perhaps ye did not know that, having
caught the bastards of Europe trying to steal St. Peter's power to bind and unbind,

as revealed in the 'Sign’ of the Empty Papal Chair and Apostolic Palace, that Power
has returned to YHVH in this Court of Record of YHVH.



Perhaps ye did not know that the birthright of every English man or woman is the
unchanging Law of YHVH. Quick reference: Leviticus 20, Exodus 32, Matthew 6, Luke 19
& 20. Perhaps ye did not know that YHVH IS, therefore ye exISt.

An act of U.K. PLC does not change The Law.

Perhaps ye did not know that there has been no valid Parliament since the 1908
People's Budget.

Which cult to ye belong to?

> From these documents, it appears that Solicitor D. Frame SRA 1D 426788 confuses a
> cult with a Court of Record. ... His acts and actions affect all SRA solicitors

> collectively. In other words, they shall "hang together™.

> www.courtofrecord.org.uk/Cameron-8

Every SRA/SDT member or solicitor in England and Wales is a Defendant in a trial in
this Court of Record of YHVH. Kindly ensure that all SRA/SDT defendants listed below
and all SRA members and their next of kin get a copy of this Amicus curiae.

Chief Defendants at SRA:

1) Paul Philip — Chief Executive
2) Richard Collins — Executive Director, Strategic Planning and Performance
3) Robert Loughlin — Executive Director, Operations and Quality
4) Jane Malcolm — Executive Director, External Affairs
5) David Middleton — Executive Director, Legal and Enforcement and Post-Enforcement
8) Juliet Oliver — General Counsel

7) Crispin Passmore — Executive Director, Policy

Chief Defendants at SDT:

1) President: Edward (Ed) Nally

2) Solicitor Vice President: Alison Banks

3) Susan Humble,Clerk & Chief Executive

> Once all this is done, you can ask Her Majesty, if Her Majesty should choose to

> answer you, to explain this summary of 21 April 2016, Her Majesty's Birthday, which
> Mahakali summarised as follows, "Shakespeare is giggling in heaven”, says Mahakali
> enigmatically, "the loo-tenant is at Water-loo".

> www.courtofrecord.org.uk/Cameron-8

"The first thing we do, let's kill all the lawyers™. - Shakespeare.

The question is, do SRA/SDT solicitors "hang together"?

> Matthew 13:41 The Son of man shall send forth his angels, and they shall gather out
> of his kingdom all things that offend, and them which do iniquity; 13:42 And shall

> cast them into a furnace of fire: there shall be wailing and gnashing of teeth.
Mahakali, YHVH in Her Wrathful Aspect says, "leaping lawyers! ... from the fat fryer

to the electric crematorium”, she says with a 21st century spin on the popular
saying, "crispin!". Some of ye, we gather, Bat Man Hell Diggers of the Heath, might



know more, about this "executive policy™! TheFa TheFa TheFa!! RA RA RA!!

We've made a bet with RA! All the witches, gamesters and traitors, for example, in
the Chancery Division, HSBC, NZ and the Serco death pool, shall die or the sun and
moon shall exchange places!

We send our love to YHVH for thee!

Yours faithfully,
Joseph Ray Sundarsson
Special Master

Attached: courtofrecord.org.uk/archive/Frame/claim/reference/K_Argent_Retd_Solicitor_notes. pdf
Attachments to follow: courtofrecord.org.uk/Lords-4 courtofrecord.org.uk/Cameron-8



K Argent notes on bankruptcy. 07.04.16.
Statutory demand.

The creditors address, 214 Springfield Road, Chelmsford, appears to be the same
as the debtor company’s managing director.

Link on https:/fwww.gov.uk/government/publications/statutory-demand-
insolvency-form-41

Shows template to be used for statutory demand to be served on a company.

At the bottom of page 3, it shows the following paragraph with a footnote. This is
very important information as it sets out the procedure for restraining the
creditor from presenting a winding up petition or from advertising it. This
information appears to have has been deliberately omitted from the statutory
demand emanating from Hill & Abbott solicitors.

NOTE: The company has the right to make an application to the
court(*) for an injunction restraining the creditor from presenting a
winding-up petition or from advertising it.

(*) The court to which an application should be made is the court having
jurisdiction to wind up the company under section 117 of the Insclvency
Act 1986.

Certificate of personal service of statutory demand.

The certificate of service is for an individual, not a company. It couldn’t have
been served personally as noted below.

Solicitors address is missing from certificate in section la.

Certificate says that personal service was effected on debtor. It is a debtor
company, not a debtor, as in an individual person. This is incorrect in two places
where it appears.

Demand served at Onslow House, which is the registered office of the company.
This will typically be chartered accountants and therefore no director, officer or
employee of the said debtor company will be found there.

Service in this case is effected by leaving on a desk there, having checked that
they are still the registered office of the debtor company. The accountants then
send demand on to company.

Therefore personal service on someone from the debtor company is not possible
as stated in certificate if the registered office and trading address of the
company are different. It follows that they could not sign for it as representing
someone from the debtor company.



It is not normal for a solicitor representing the debtor company to serve such
documents himself in person. If Onslow House is the trading address for the
company, then it is unusual to serve the company and not through the registered
office.

The certificate of service was not completed until 18™ March 2016, the same
date that the bankruptcy petition was presented to the court.

Accompanying letter from Hill & Abbott.
A covering letter is not normally included with a statutory demand.

Hill & Abbott cannot confirm personal service of the demand for reasons noted
above, nor can they confirm delivery by royal mail as the letter and demand are
both dated 23™ February 2016 and the royal mail cannot deliver mail before it is
posted.

117 High Court and county court jurisdiction.

(1)The High Court has jurisdiction to wind up any company registered in England
and Wales.

(2)Where the amount of a company’s share capital paid up or credited as paid up
does not exceed £120,000, then (subject to this section) the county court of the
district in which the company’s registered office is situated has concurrent
jurisdiction with the High Court to wind up the company.

(3)The money sum for the time being specified in subsection (2) is subject to
increase or reduction by order under section 416 in Part XV.

(4)The Lord Chancellor [F1may, with the concurrence of the Lord Chief Justice, by
order] in a statutory instrument exclude a county court from having winding-up
jurisdiction, and for the purposes of that jurisdiction may attach its district, or
any part thereof, to any other county court, and may by statutory instrument
revoke or vary any such order.

In exercising the powers of this section, the Lord Chancellor shall provide that a
county court is not to have winding-up jurisdiction unless it has for the time
being jurisdiction for the purposes of Parts VIl to Xl of this Act (individual
insolvency).

(5)Every court in England and Wales having winding-up jurisdiction has for the
purposes of that jurisdiction all the powers of the High Court; and every
prescribed officer of the court shall perform any duties which an officer of the
High Court may discharge by order of a judge of that court or otherwise in
relation to winding up.



(6)For the purposes of this section, a company’s “registered office” is the place
which has longest been its registered office during the 6 months immediately
preceding the presentation of the petition for winding up.

[F2(7)This section is subject to Article 3 of the EC Regulation (jurisdiction under
EC Regulation).]

[F3(8)The Lord Chief Justice may nominate a judicial office holder (as defined in
section 109(4) of the Constitutional Reform Act 2005) to exercise his functions
under this section.]



