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Notice
Lawful Challenge to Authority and Jurisdiction
(7) Add name of country court system
V
‘We the People’ represented by (8) Add your full name
Court Clerk,
For context, you are considered informed that all meanings in this/all communication/s are taken from the Oxford Dictionary of English or as commonly understood by living men and living women, they are not to be confused with legalese or any other language. All character layout, whether capitalised, lower case or a combination of both are what is commonly recognised by living men and living women and not to be taken in any other way or meaning. My position in this communication is that of a living (9) man, owner of the PERSON that you refer to in this case and a Cruinn Community member, standing under God’s law, also known as the Creator’s law, Natural law, Universal law, Common law etc and operating outside the jurisdiction of statutory rules or man-made legislation. I do not work for any state department or the Crown or operate under a licence as I do not require permission from another man or woman to run my life peacefully.
If you require the meaning or definition of any word, sentence, or paragraph in this document, then this can be done by submitting a written request within seven days, from receipt of this notice.
We the People represented by (10) add your full name are lodging a formal challenge to the authority and jurisdiction of the court in relation to the referred case above and have forwarded a copy of this challenge to (11) Attorney General and to (12) claimant/prosecutor in this case. This has been sent by registered mail.
On behalf of ‘We the People’ I, (13) Add your first name and surname write to clarify the grounds for this lawful challenge, and I refer you to the points below:

1. The Declaration of the Common Law Court
Created on the 03 January 2019, a sample of one hundred (100) living men and living women signed this declaration and submitted it for preservation within the Common Law Court ‘Book of Deeds’.
This Declaration establishes the position of living men and living women and their inherent birth rights, which cannot be removed.
The Declaration also confirms that the living men and living women who stand under the authority and jurisdiction of the Common Law Court will never be brought under mandatory rule by legal statute.
https://commonlawcourt.com/home-2/declaration-of-the-common-law-court-2/

2. Lawful Charter for the Cruinn Community
In the year 2022, due to a growing number of living men and living women living under the authority and jurisdiction of the Common Law Court, the Cruinn Community was created. This community and its founding principles were established with the creation of a Lawful Charter.
The Cruinn Community ensures the well-being of living men and living women and provides a Common Law judicial system, which provides access to a lawful remedy for members.
To help establish this community the ’Cruinn Community Lawful Charter’ was signed by a sample of one hundred (100) living men and living women and recorded in the Common Law Court ‘Book of Deeds’ on the 25 November 2022.
https://commonlawcourt.com/cruinn-community/

3. The PERSON
The case referred to in this lawful challenge has been raised under statutory legislation.
As I am sure you already know, the State Court, which you represent, can only deal with PERSONS and not living, breathing men and women. This is not a controversial point and cannot be reasonably disputed. This is just the rules by which the State courts operate, whether you like it or not.
The case that you refer to concerns two different PERSONS, the Claimant and the Respondent. It does not concern living individuals, as you are unable to deal with them.
All statutory bodies and PERSONS are corporations and are unable to deal with a living man or living woman.
To enable you to proceed with this issue, the legal PERSON has to be attached to a living man or living women, in the case of the Respondent, I own the legal title for the legal PERSON and have not given consent for you to deal with this issue.
Any judge dealing with this issue may only do so by attempting to attach my property (the legal PERSON) to a living man or living woman. In attempting to do so, these judges are guilty of various crimes including, but not limited to, criminal coercion, fraud, slavery and the theft of property.

4. Living men and living women confirmed
To help establish the standing for individuals, the Common Law Court has created an international database for all living men and living women.
On making a declaration to the Common Law Court, the individual concerned confirms that they are living and that they stand under the authority and jurisdiction of the Common Law Court.
This record is preserved within the Common Law Court ‘Book of Deeds’ and their unique entry is confirmed with a relevant entry number. This also detaches them from the legal PERSON.
https://commonlawcourt.com/

5. Conflict of Laws
In relation to this lawful challenge before you, we can confirm that this case had been raised within the statutory legal system and within the state court. This position concerns the legal entity that is known as a PERSON.
It has also been established as a fact in law that this case involves a living individual that stands under the authority and jurisdiction of the Common Law Court.
Before proceeding with any case, once it has been established that the issue before them involves two separate judicial systems, the case may not proceed until such time as the appropriate court has been established to deal with it. This position was established at the Hague Conference, referred to in point 6 below.

6. Hague Conference on Private International Law 1951
Conflict of laws (also called private international law) is the set of rules or laws a jurisdiction applies to a case, transaction, or other occurrence that has connections to more than one jurisdiction. This body of law deals with three broad topics:
1. Jurisdiction, rules regarding when it is appropriate for a court to hear such a case;
2. Foreign judgments, dealing with the rules by which a court in one jurisdiction mandates compliance with a ruling of a court in another jurisdiction; and
3. Choice of law, which addresses the question of which substantive laws will be applied in such a case.
Western legal systems first recognized a core underpinning of conflict of laws—namely, that "foreign law, in appropriate instances, should be applied to foreign cases"—in the twelfth century.  Prior to that, the prevailing system was that of personal law, in which the laws applicable to each individual were dictated by the group to which he or she belonged.
The seventh meeting at The Hague occurred in 1951, at which point the sixteen involved states established a permanent institution for international collaboration on conflict-of-laws issues.  The organization is known today as the Hague Conference on Private International Law (HCCH).
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hague_Conference_on_Private_International_Law
As of December 2020, HCCH includes eighty-six member states.
In relation to this case, it should be noted that the state, statutory courts and judges have an obligation to comply with the Hague Conference on Private International Law 1951, regarding this conflict of laws.
‘We the People’ stand within the Cruinn Community (a private members community) under the authority and jurisdiction of the Common Law Court, Great Britain & International. The Common Law Court was created on the 11 June 2017 to ensure that the people have the right to a lawful remedy, where the state has failed to provide one.
Although offering an additional judicial system for our community, it has been noted recently that international statutory authorities have been enforcing their legislation onto members of the Cruinn Community.
While we agree that all disputes need to be addressed appropriately, we also believe that in compliance with your international conference regarding a conflict of laws, this matter needs to be addressed before any action is taken against our members. Regarding these disputes, there are two judicial systems in play, the statutory systems used by your member states and common law, as used by Cruinn Community members and the Common Law Court, Great Britain & International.
Statutory courts within the legal system are refusing to deal with the issue of a conflict of laws and are unlawfully prosecuting Cruinn Community members within the legal system, while denying them their rights to justice. Statutory Courts are binding the living individuals concerned into slavery, by prosecuting them without obtaining any lawful proof of authority, jurisdiction, the living individuals consent, or by providing any lawful proof of a claim against the living individual.

7. Authority
Before proceeding with this action, the judge or court concerned would have to establish the authority to do so. A judge may not just simply state that they have authority, they are required to confirm the source which they rely upon to allow them to proceed.
As this issue has been addressed by the Common Law Court, any judge refusing to accept this would be required to confirm the authority that they rely upon, which allows them to ignore lawfully issued court orders and deeds.
It should also be noted that the individual referred to in this action is not only living but is also a member of the Cruinn Community, a private members community. This position confirms that they stand under the authority of the Common Law Court.
If the issue of authority has not been established and is still challenged, all proceedings must be halted until such a time as the issue of authority is established. The issue of authority would require a ruling from a superior court.

8. Jurisdiction
Before proceeding with this action, the judge or court concerned would have to establish the jurisdiction to do so.
This case deals with state/statutory law and concerns the legal PERSON. Once the position of a party to this action has been established as a living man or living woman, the state cannot proceed with this action. State/statutory courts and judges cannot deal with living men and living women.
It should also be noted that the individual referred to in this action is not only living but is also a member of the Cruinn Community, a private members community. This position confirms that they stand under the jurisdiction of the Common Law Court.
There exists no statutory legislation which is applicable to living men and living women. 
If the issue of jurisdiction has not been established and is still challenged, all proceedings must be halted until such a time as the issue of jurisdiction is established.
The issue of jurisdiction would require a ruling from a superior court.
9. Slavery
The subject of SLAVERY has been addressed by many countries and it is deemed to be abhorrent at all levels. The cases below are referred to and are relevant to this lawful challenge:
United States of America Supreme Court
United States v. Schooner Amistad,
40 U.S. (15 Pet.) 518 (1841)
This case was considered in 1839 with a decision in 1841 
John Quincy Adams
(Former United States President)
confirmed the following:
“When a living man appears in court to confirm his standing, he should be acknowledged as a hero and rewarded with medals, he should be recorded as a hero and our children should be told about him, but this court will not even acknowledge him as living and have prosecuted him as a LEGAL PERSON/LEGAL ENTITY and NOT HUMAN.  
If the Supreme Court were to adopt a similar position to the South and the prosecution of the slaves, it would be confirming that living men and women with certain inherent, lawful, legal and moral rights were free to engage in insurrection with those who would deny them their freedom.” 
John Quincy Adams then asked,
“If the Supreme Court were to take the position of the South, in relation to slavery, and that it was correct, what that would mean to the Declaration of Independence?” 
John Quincy Adams then suggested that,
“If the Supreme Court were to agree with the South, we should just tear up the Declaration of Independence, as the rights of living men and women no longer matter.” 
John Quincy Adams was successful in this case, freeing the slaves concerned.
In relation to the point above and the issues of authority, jurisdiction and slavery, if the court were to refuse this lawful challenge, then I suggest that you should just tear up all statutory legislation, court rules, founding documents and religious documents, as they are not longer fit for purpose.

Supreme Court (England) - 1706
A case which progressed through the English courts
Smith v Gould in 1706, is referenced.
Transcription of image: Book first Chapter fourteenth Treating of Master and Servant Says, "And now it first laid down (Salk: 666) That a slave or Negroe the Instant he lands in England becomes a free man that is the Law will protect him in enjoyment of his person And his property Yet with regard to any right”

Court of Session (Scotland) - 1778
Knight v Wedderburn. 
Crown copyright, National Records of Scotland, CS235/K/2/2
Knight succeeded in arguing that he should be allowed to leave domestic service and have the ability to provide a home for his wife and child. In doing so he gave the Court of Session the opportunity to declare that slavery was not recognised in Scots law and that fugitives from slavery (or 'perpetual servants') could be protected by the courts if they wished to leave domestic service or if attempts were made to forcibly remove them from Scotland and return them to slavery in the colonies.
Joseph Knight was granted his freedom with a majority verdict of eight to four. The reasoning for each judge’s vote varied significantly, but the court accepted Swinton’s judgement, even if such a strong statement against slavery was not necessarily a conviction shared by all of the judges. 

United States of America Supreme Court
            Montgomery vs State 55 Fla. 97-45S0.879.
1795, 3 U.S. 54; 1 L.Ed. 57; 3 Dall. 54
SUPREME COURT RULING – NO CORPORATE JURISDICTION OVER THE NATURAL MAN
Supreme Court of the United States 1795, “Inasmuch as every government is an artificial person, an abstraction, and a creature of the mind only, a government can interface only with other artificial persons. The imaginary, having neither actuality nor substance, is foreclosed from creating and attaining parity with the tangible. The legal manifestation of this is that no government, as well as any law, agency, aspect, court, etc. can concern itself with anything other than corporate, artificial persons and the contracts between them.”

United States of America Supreme Court
U.S. Supreme Court - Hale v. Henkel, 201 U.S. 43 (1906)
Hale v. Henkel - No. 340
Argued January 4, 5, 1906
Decided March 12, 1906
201 U.S. 43
The Decision of the United States Supreme Court states:
"The "individual" may stand upon "his Constitutional Rights" as a CITIZEN. He is entitled to carry on his "private" business in his own way. "His power to contract is unlimited." He owes no duty to the State or to his neighbors to divulge his business, or to open his doors to an investigation, so far as it may tend to incriminate him. He
owes no duty to the State, since he receives nothing therefrom, beyond the protection of his life and property. "His rights" are such as "existed" by the Law of the Land (Common Law) "long antecedent" to the organization of the State” and can only be taken from him by "due process of law", and "in accordance with the Constitution." "He owes nothing" to the public so long as he does not trespass upon their rights."

10. United Nations Declaration of Human Rights 1948
Despite being a signatory to this declaration, the state has failed to comply with it and has allowed the statutory courts to target living men and living women through forced slavery. In proceeding with the case referred to, the statutory courts which are also registered companies have failed to comply with The United Nations Universal Declaration on Human Rights (1948), specifically the Articles below:
i) Article 4
No one shall be held in slavery or servitude; slavery and the slave trade shall be prohibited in all their forms.
ii) Article 7 
All are equal before the law and are entitled without any discrimination to equal protection of the law. All are entitled to equal protection against any discrimination in violation of this Declaration and against any incitement to such discrimination.
iii) Article 10
Everyone is entitled in full equality to a fair and public hearing by an independent and impartial tribunal, in the determination of his rights and obligations and of any criminal charge against him.
iv) Article 12
No one shall be subjected to arbitrary interference with his privacy, family, home or correspondence, nor to attacks upon his honour and reputation. Everyone has the right to the protection of the law against such interference or attacks.
v) Article 13
Everyone has the right to freedom of movement and residence within the borders of each state.
Everyone has the right to leave any country, including his own, and to return to his country. 
vi) Article 18
Everyone has the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion; this right includes freedom to change his religion or belief, and freedom, either alone or in community with others and in public or private, to manifest his religion or belief in teaching, practice, worship and observance.
vii) Article 19
Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and expression; this right includes freedom to hold opinions without interference and to seek, receive and impart information and ideas through any media and regardless of frontiers.
viii) Article 20
1. Everyone has the right to freedom of peaceful assembly and association.
2. No one may be compelled to belong to an association.

11. The Clearfield Doctrine 
“Governments descend to the level of a mere private corporation and take on the characteristics of a mere private citizen. Where private corporate commercial paper [Federal Reserve Notes] and securities [checks] is concerned. For purposes of suit, such corporations and individuals are regarded as entities entirely separate from government.”
Clearfield Trust Co. v. United States, 318 U.S. 363-371 (1942)
All courts where dissolved in 2008 under the Clearfield Doctrine then became registered companies on Dun and Bradstreet company search. When governments enter the world of commerce, they are subject to the same burdens as any private firm or corporation. When private commercial paper is used by corporate government, then government loses its sovereignty status and becomes no different than a mere private company.
Under the Clearfield Doctrine, the courts are no longer government entities in that they are demanding private monies and must have a contract with you to compel performance. They are no more special than any normal business.
Government create and enforce CIVIL LAWS known as statues, acts and legislation. The Law of Contracts requires signed written agreements and complete transparency. Governments have descended to the level of mere private Corporations.
Clearfield Doctrine Supreme Court Annotated Statute, Clearfield Trust Co. v. United States 318 U.S. 363- 371 1942 Whereas deined pursuant to Supreme Court Annotated Statute: Clearfield Trust Co. v. United States 318 U.S. 363-371 1942: What the Clearfield Doctrine is saying is that when private commercial paper is used by corporate government, then government loses its sovereignty status and becomes no different than a mere private corporation. As such, government then becomes bound by the rules and laws that govern private corporations which means that if they intend to compel an individual to some specific performance based upon its corporate statutes or corporation rules, then the government, like any private corporation, must be the holder-in-due-course of a contract or other commercial agreement between it and the one upon who demands for specific performance are made. And further, the government must be willing to enter the contract or commercial agreement into evidence before trying to get the court to enforce its demands, called statutes. This case is very important because it is a 1942 case that was decided after the UNITED STATES CORPORATION COMPANY filed its “CERTIFICATE OF INCORPORATION” in the State of Florida (July 15, 1925). And it was decided AFTER the ‘corporate government’ agreed to use the currency of the private corporation, the FEDERAL RESERVE.
The private currency, the Federal Reserve Corporations are not and can never be Sovereign. They are not real, they are a fiction and only exist on paper.
Therefore, all laws created by these government corporations are private corporate regulations called public law, statutes, codes and ordinances to conceal their true nature. 
Since these government bodies are not Sovereign, they cannot promulgate or enforce criminal laws; they can only create and enforce civil laws, which are duty bound to comply with the ‘law of contracts’. The law of contracts requires a wet ink signature from both parties with a written agreement and complete transparency! Enforcement of any corporate statutes on a living man or living woman without their consent is unlawful and the enforcer can be held personally liable for their actions.
[Bond v. U.S., 529 US 334- 2000] Our Government is just another Corporation.

12. Common Law Court Order 2019
The information below was used as part of a lawfully convened Common Law Court to obtain this Court Order.
Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Battenberg’s Fraudulent Coronation.
1. The person who purported to be the queen was never, in fact, rightfully or Lawfully crowned as the Sovereign. This knowledge stems from the fact that the Coronation Stone / The Stone of Destiny / Bethel / Jacob’s Pillar that Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Battenberg was crowned upon is a fake. The real Coronation Stone; made from Bethel porphyry, weighing more than 4cwt. (458lbs.) according to the BBC telex in the film “The Coronation Stone”, (Covenant Recordings), and Ian R. Hamilton Q.C. in three of his books: “No Stone Unturned” (pages 36, 44), “A Touch of Treason” (page 50) and “The Taking of The Stone of Destiny” (pages 27, 35); was removed from Westminster Abbey at 04:00 hrs on the 25 December 1950, by his group of four Scottish Nationalist students, which included and was led by Ian Robertson Hamilton himself. The other three were Alan Stuart, Gavin Vernon and Kay Matheson, as stated in his books. Further details at: http://jahtruth.net/stone.htm
2. The real Coronation Stone (“National Treasure No. 1”), which is actually not only the Coronation Stone, but is The British Throne, was taken to Scotland where, in Glasgow, it was handed over to Bertie Gray to repair it, and was later hidden by industrialist and philanthropist John Rollo in his factory, under his office-floor, according to Ian R. Hamilton’s books – “No Stone Unturned” and “The Taking of The Stone of Destiny”, and the factory-manager. In 1296 Edward 1st took the Stone/Throne from Scone in Scotland, to prevent the Scots from crowning/enthroning a king, and God likewise took it from England in 1950, precisely to prevent Elizabeth from being enthroned.
3. A fake stone copy had previously been made in 1920 by stone-mason, Bertie Gray, for a prior plan to repatriate the Coronation Stone, and it was made of Scottish sandstone from a quarry near Scone in Perthshire, weighing 3cwt. (336lbs.). The conspirators had used it to practice with, before going to London to Westminster Abbey to remove the real Coronation Stone from the abbey. It was that fake stone copy which was placed on the High Altar Stone at Arbroath Abbey, at Midday on the 11April of 1951, wrapped in a Scottish Saltyre (St. Andrew’s Flag – Dark blue with white diagonal cross on it) and found by the authorities, then transported to England, where it was used for the “queen’s” coronation, according to Bertie Gray’s children in a Daily Record Newspaper article. https://www.dailyrecord.co.uk/news/uk-world-news/exclusive-our-dad-faked-stone-of-destiny-981942
4. The stone upon which Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Battenberg was crowned weighs exactly 3cwt (336lbs.) as attested to by Historic Scotland in their official booklet titled “The Stone of Destiny”, “Symbol of Nationhood”, obtainable from Edinburgh Castle, published by Historic Scotland, (ISBN 1 900168 44 8), who have had the stone that she was crowned on in their care, in Edinburgh Castle, since it was returned to Scotland by John Major’s Conservative government in 1996.
5. As previously stated, the genuine Coronation Stone/Throne weighs more than 4 cwt. (458lbs.), but the one that Elizabeth A. M. Battenberg was crowned on, that has been on display in Edinburgh Castle since 1996, weighs 336lbs, not 458lbs., and thus cannot be the genuine Coronation Stone.
Therefore, having never been lawfully crowned, Elizabeth II had no authority to put any defendant on trial or grant any orders against anyone.
As she was never the lawful monarch, none of her children can hold any titles, Princes, Princesses, Dukes, etc… and have been receiving money and property from the public-purse to which they were never entitled. Furthermore, because she was never the lawful monarch, none of her children or relatives can lawfully inherit The Throne, or Crown.
Charles Philip Arthur George Battenberg-Windsor is therefore not lawfully King Charles III.
Therefore, the judges/sheriffs have no authority to try any defendant or grant any orders against them, because the judge’s/sheriff’s “authority” comes from a lawful King.
On 31 August 2019 a Common Law Court in Guildford, Surrey, having been presented with the facts and evidence, unanimously reached the verdict that Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Battenberg was never lawfully crowned and that the Crown, courts, judges, (magistrates and police) have no authority or jurisdiction over anyone.
This position is also applicable to international courts, judges and legal professionals, given the oath they swore to the BAR Association.
See the following extract from the Common Law Court Order paragraph 5 (c) immediately below:
c) We the Jury accept that the coronation of the Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Battenberg on 02 June 1953 was fraudulent, due to the failure to have the ceremony witnessed by God (the Stone of Destiny) and therefore the crown, statutory courts & judges have no authority and jurisdiction over living men & living women who have confirmed their standing with the Common Law Court.
To view this order please use the link below and select case Number 31:
https://commonlawcourt.com/home-2/cases/#_
Queen Elizabeth II failed to distinguish between crimes against living men, living women and profit, confirming an abhorrent lack of honesty, integrity and justice. King Charles III continues to fail in protecting the people.

13. Common Law Court Order 20th January 2024
On the 20th January 2024 a lawfully convened Common Law Court addressed the issue of crimes committed by the state against living men and living women.
A jury of twelve reasonably minded living men and living women issued an order in which they returned a guilty verdict for the following:   
Failure to identify the parties in statutory cases
Failure to provide proof of a claim
Failure of the State to establish authority  
Failure of the State to establish jurisdiction
The refusal to allow a lawful challenge to the State’s authority and jurisdiction
The refusal to address the issue of a conflict of laws
The failure to disclose that the Plaintiffs were registered Corporations
The failure to confirm that the disputes were contractual
Their failure to provide a copy of a lawfully signed contract
The refusal to accept the position of living men and living women
The failure to accept Common Law Court deeds
The refusal to accept the standing of Cruinn Community members
The refusal to accept the position of a Common Law Court Diplomat
The failure to comply with lawfully issued Common Law Court orders
The failure to comply with Common Law rights
The failure to comply with statutory legislation
The use of intimidation and threats used against the people
The enforcement of unlawful statutory legislation against living men and living women
The use of fraud against the people
The use of slavery against the people
The refusal to accept the authority of the people
The refusal to comply with their own statutory legislation
To view this order please use the link below and select case Number 41:
https://commonlawcourt.com/home-2/cases/#

In conclusion 
You are hereby required to confirm a suitable date for this lawful challenge to be dealt with; this date is to be issued within fourteen (14) days from the date of receipt of this lawful challenge. I am also writing to confirm that to assist with this process, I am happy to attend a venue of your choice to deal with this lawful challenge, subject to our agreement.  
It is therefore of the utmost importance that the (14) Attorney General be summoned and present in court for this lawful challenge, to be heard before a jury, and for me to face my false accuser, examine (15) him and have (16) him questioned as to the case referred to.
Until such time as this lawful challenge has been dealt with, all further action in relation to this issue must be ceased. 
 
(17) Add your name
 
Living (18) man & 
Cruinn Community Member
Standing under the authority and
jurisdiction of the Common Law Court
Date:   (19) Add date.

