Declarant Joseph Gregory Hallett of IP22 4LB, South Norfolk, United Kingdom
declares Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth II’s Royal Style and Titles

to the Respondents and their Private Secretaries (unnamed), being

Her Majesty The Queen a.k.a. Queen Elizabeth I, Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Mountbatten,
Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Battenberg, Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Windsor, Madam,
Buckingham Palace, London SW1A 1AA, United Kingdom

Prince Philip, Duke of Edinburgh, Philip Mountbatten, KG, and Princess Anne, KG, and
Prince Andrew, Duke of York, KG, and Prince Edward, Earl of Wessex, KG, and Princess
Beatrice of York, and Princess Eugenie of York, Buckingham Palace, London SW1A 1AA

Prince Charles, Prince of Wales, Duke of Cornwall, KG, and Camilla, Duchess of
Cornwall, Duchess of Rothesay, GCVO, and Prince William, Duke of Cambridge, KG,
and Catherine, Duchess of Cambridge, GCVO, and Prince Henry, Duke of Sussex, KCVO
ADC, and Meghan, Duchess of Sussex, Kensington Palace, London W8 4PU, and or
Clarence House, London SW1A 1BA

Prince Edward, Earl of Wessex, KG, and Sophie, Countess of Wessex, GCVO, Bagshot
Park, Bagshot, Surrey GU19 5PL

Prince Richard, Duke of Gloucester, KG, Kensington Palace, London W8 4PU

Prince Edward, Duke of Kent, KG, and Katharine, Duchess of Kent, St. James’s Palace,
London SW1A 1BQ, and or Wren House, Palace Green, London W8 4PY

Prime Minister of the United Kingdom, Alexander Boris de Pfeffel Johnson, 10 Downing
Street, City of Westminster, London SW1, United Kingdom

Commonwealth of Nations Chair-in-Office Boris Johnson, Commonwealth Secretary-General
Patricia Scotland, Head of the Commonwealth Secretariat, Commonwealth of Nations,
and Heads of Government, and Director-General of the Commonwealth Foundation,
Dr Anne Therese Gallagher AO, Marlborough House, Pall Mall, London, SW1Y 5HY

Commonwealth of Learning President and Chief Executive Officer Professor Asha Kanwar,
Suite 1200, 1055 West Hastings Street, Vancouver, British Columbia V6E 2E9, Canada

President of the United States Donald John Trump, The White House, 1600 Pennsylvania
Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20500, United States

President of Russia Vladimir Putin, Grand Kremlin Palace, Moscow, Russia,
bonsimoi Kpemnésckuii asopeu; Bolshoy Kremlyovskiy Dvorets, Moskva.

Notice to Agent is Notice to Principal.
Notice to Principal is Notice to Agent.
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Statement of Clidm dn support of Joseph CGoregory Hallett declares
Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth 1'% Royal Style and Titles

Queen Elizabeth 1 “Challengen to the authority o or presiding judge, while not
commonplace, are not unknown. o person acts in an office in which the person is not
entitled to act, the court many grant an injunction resteaining the person from acting in that
office, and declare the office (o be vacant™ .,

This is a matter of groat importance and unusual controversy, an event of considerable
public concern, involving Letters Patent, requiring immense investigatory powers, involving a
defined issue in 0 Monarchy, which should involve a formal public inquiry into the Head
of State — usunlly the Sovereign — as to their Warranted terms of engagement, being a
Patently Ambiguous connivance, fraud and forgery ...

Queen Flhizabeth 11 has the knowledge to understand the consequential facts presented
here are real, verifiable, and verified, with the declaration that she has abrogated her
contract terms with the Laws, Rules, Codes and Duties of any legitimate Crown Authority,
and by this document is recognised as abdicated void ab Initio, as though she was never
(‘rowned, never wore the Crown, never sat over the Coronation Stone, and was never
Queen, never Royal, never the daughter of George, Duke of York, never the daughter
of King George VI of the United Kingdom, and never had any right to claim the Throne
and or Crown of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, nor of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and All Ireland, and by the Standing invested in the
declarant Joseph Gregory Hallett, Queen Elizabeth II is once again struck with a Black
Wand, and her Royal Style and Titles are rendered null and void, supported by Eliza&eth’s ;
'roclamation in The London Gazette in May or June 1953 to be rendered a connivance
fraud and forgery, as per Addendum One; Elizabeth’s The London Gazette Supplements,
29 May to 1 June 1953 is rendered a connivance fraud and forgery of Personage and
Barratry deception, confirming Elizabeth’s illegitimacy, and a moot point hearsay that
I'lizabeth is, or ever was, Queen, as per Addendum Two; and that Wikipedia recognised
I'lizabeth’s Style and Titles as “Titles and styles” as a series of boldly quoted dates, as
per Addendum Three; and that in Elizabeth II’s undated Coronation Oath of May or June
1953, there was tacit encouragement to wrongdoing by Elizabeth and Her ‘Powers that
Be’ “Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars’ controllers, wherein Elizabeth gave silent partner
tacit assent to ‘The Powers that Be’ Cabals’ wrongdoing in what became one of the
World’s largest subversive conspiracies of schemed intrigues, machinations, and Silent
Acts of Quiet Wars to falsely take the Throne and Crown of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Ireland, where “Elizabet R” is underlined so that everything below it is not
to be considered, confirming “ELIZABETH ... Queen” a suffix nonsensical afterthought
attachment rendering her delinquent, as per Addendum Four; and that in the Titles and
Honours of Queen Elizabeth II, “Her Majesty” the “Queen” has committed fraud
with intent to defraud, via Nonfeasance, Misfeasance, and Malfeasance, f(e%or ¥ H;l;
wherein Elizabeth’s ambiguity and history of ambiguity has created ; P e,
Patent Ambiguity, and that all Elizabeth’s appellations are connivance /4
f o

frauds and forgeries, and that “Her Majesty” the “Queen’s” failure
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2 Joseph Gregory Hallett declares Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth I1's Royal Style and Titles

to act, her wilful neglect, her wilful inappropriate actions, her intentionally incorrect )

actions, her intentionally incorrect words and speeches, her House of Lords Speeches and
Christmas addresses contrarily achieved, her intentionally incorrect advice, her wilful
and intentional action to injure people ... is confirmation of her Monarchy status, and
admission of her illegitimacy in, and of, every territory and realm within and without her,
from the machinations of her house-parent’s marriage, to her conception by falsely named
people, to her total and unalterable illegitimacy as a Triple Bétard, being a royal bastard
of a different mother, a different father, and by artificial insemination, then born above
a pub, being the Coach & Horses at 5 Bruton Street, Mayfair, hence Chanel No. 5, and
not Chanel No. 17, as per Addendum Five; and that in The London Gazette publishing
Her Majesty’s Stationery Office, the fictional lies and legal ambiguities lay with Her
Majesty’s Stationery Office, so these fictional lies and legal ambiguities were outsourced
to The Stationery Office in order to remove responsibility for their many Regicides and
Ilat Lie Royal occupation of the Throne and Crown of the United Kingdom, which has
been illegal since 1852, 1869, 1901, 1902, 1910, 1936, 1937, 1952, 1953, 1974, 1980,
1981 ... and 2010 to 2019, with each listed year an arguable case of Crown admission,
and that preceding Monarchs used HIS MAJESTY'S STATIONERY OFFICE, being the legally
ambiguous His Majesty’s Stationery Office, and HER MAJESTY'S STATIONERY OFFICE,
being the legally ambiguous Her Majesty’s Stationery Office, then ‘Queen’ Elizabeth 11
used The Stationery Office and The London Gazette for the purpose of obfuscation,
nonfeasance, malfeasance, and misfeasance, to confuse, bewilder and stupefy with a
wilful failure to act where action was and is required, neglecting to act where action was
and is required, with wilfully inappropriate actions, intentionally incorrect actions, issuing
intentional incorrect advice to His Majesty's Stationery Office, Her Majesty’s Stationery
Office, and or The Stationery Office, ensuring The London Gazette received the same
fictions, lies and wilful intentional actions to injure the rightful party, with wrongdoing
by a public official, and wrongful exercise of lawful authority, all of which amounts to
fraud, with the intent to commit fraud, being wrongful or criminal deception intended to
result in financial or personal gain, deceit, deception and duplicity by imposters intent on
deceiving others, typically by unjustifiably claiming, or unjustifiably being credited with,
accomplishments, qualities, appellations and or emoluments, with the intent to advantage
themselves and disadvantage those born true to the same, as per Addendum Six; and that
all of this is deemed accepted and confirmed in record by The London Gazette, published
with minimum legal notice, and ready to re-present upon challenge, and that the Declarant,
Claimant, Representative, and or Successor, is identified by predictions in The Bible,
Holy Bible, Rosicrucian Cosmography, Tradition Received, books, films, cartoons, civie
structures, and the environment, wherein the entire changeover of the Monarchy from
Fake to the True is predicted and expected, and qualified by accompanying Royal Mark
of Letters Patent, Royal Prerogative, Royal Command for Customary Title of King

of the ‘United Kingdom of Great Britain and All Ireland, and King of England, ..,,6';:
as granted by Queen Victoria, and her Living Will and Testament, and her
Sorer posthumous Will and Testament, warranting privilege and immunity
of such a blessed legal instrument as proof — the Predictions having been
fulfilled by the authority Joseph Gregory Hallett, supported here.

. ——
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“Quo warranto” means ‘by what warrant?’ Quo warranto is a writ or legal action requiring
a person to show by what warrant an office or franchise is held, claimed, or exercised. Quo
warranto is a “common-law writ used to inquire into the authority by which a public office
is held or a franchise is claimed.” Quo warranto is properly used to challenge the “power
and authority” of a constitutional officer.?

Queen Elizabeth II can be considered a constitutional officer, and is to be.

Elizabeth, Elizabeth II, Queen Elizabeth, Queen Elizabeth II, Her Majesty, HER
MAJESTY, the Sovereign, our Sovereign, Lady Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Windsor,
Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Windsor, Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Battenberg, means the
entity Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Mountbatten, born 21 April 1926, in Mayfair, London,
commonly referred to as Queen Elizabeth II, but evidently without any such Style or Titles
... herein “Elizabeth”.

Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Mountbatten is also known as “Lily la bonne”, ‘The Maid’,
“Lilibet”, and ‘The Daughter of the Maid’, each referring to her illegitimate status.

The illegitimate Flat Lie Royal suffixed delinquent Elizabeth Queen, is no Queen at all.
Elizabeth is only a Suffix Monarch, meaning she is illegitimate. ‘Queen Elizabeth II’,
‘Elizabeth Il Queen’, or Elizabeth is only supported by documentation of Patent Ambiguity.
This does not stand up to analysis or inquiry. Elizabeth has only Colour of Law Style.

As such, the Throne and Crown of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, and or the Throne and Crown of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and All
Ireland are vacant, and have been since 6 February 1952, awaiting fulfilment by Prediction.

“Patent Ambiguity” can never be held in a positive statement, cannot be cleared up with ( (
non-essential evidence, and is to be interpreted against the party pleading it,* and a%zinst , '
the seller, and renders the document null and void from the beginning, “void ab Initto”.

Patent ambiguity cannot be clarified by non-essential evidence. Patent ambiguity can be
exposed with more essential evidence.

Patent Ambiguity falls against the Crown and is to be interpreted against the Crown.
Patent Ambiguity renders its documents null and void from the beginning, “void ab Initio”.

Patent Ambiguity is unable to be defined, cannot be used legally, and has no legal standing,
anywhere. Patent Ambiguity falls against the Crown and is a standing fraud. Patent
Ambiguity can be seen, and hidden behind, often covered with Colour of Law style, and
embarrassment on both sides to reveal otherwise.

There is Patent Ambiguity within Elizabeth’s Royal Style and Titles. This means
I:lizabeth has never been Queen, none of her Royal Style and Titles are real, and she
only has Colour of Law Style.

Patent Ambiguity renders Elizabeth and the Crown undefined, and therefore an unapproach-
able jurisdiction, to hide behind. This is all contrary to a true Monarch, Sovereign, .7 7>~

-
-

Queen, Regnant, Regina, or Royal Family, who are open. Itis confirmationof . AP
I'lat Lie Royal status — stemming from illegitimacy or bankruptcy, or both. ,;"'5? Paa iy
p—e———— I Og
* Black’s Law Dictionary, 1285 (8th ed. 2004). f 3
' Crist v. Fla, Ass’n of Criminal Defense Lawyers, Inc., 978 So. 2d 134, 139 n.3 S
(Fla. 2008) quoting Austin v. State ex rel. Christian, 310 So. 2d 289, 290 (Fla. 1975). ‘5
. Black’s Law Dictionary, 4th ed. citing Co.Litt. 303b. \ &

7
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4 Joseph Gregory Hallett declares Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth 1I's Royal Style and Titles

This renders all Crown jurisprudence null and void to the beginning of her false claim — A
PROCLAMATION - void ab initio — not legally binding and without legal force or effect
from 6 February 1952. See all Addendums.

The “Statutory notice” of the Royal Style and Titles has been ‘The Minimum Legal and
Maximum Fiction Notice they can get away with’, where “they” is defined as Elizabeth,
Her Majesty’s Stationery Office and or The Stationery Office, The London Gazette, and
the British government, which Crown Copyrights these lies. See Addendums’ Two & Six.

The individual and overarching claims of Crown patent ambiguity herein, expressed,
expressly implied, implied and Remedies Offered, and Compelled, fall in favour of Joseph
Gregory Hallett, as per the law. Commensurate with such, the following is stated:

I. The entity commonly known as Queen Elizabeth II has no real Titles.

2. The entity commonly known as Queen Elizabeth II has no real Style.

3. The entity commonly known as Queen Elizabeth II has no Colour of Law Titles.
4. The entity commonly known as Queen Elizabeth II has only Colour of Law Style.
S

Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Mountbatten, who claims to be Elizabeth Windsor, was
stripped of all her real Style and Titles, and Colour of Law Titles, before Coronation
Day, by the future Pope Paul VI, in conjunction with Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars.

6. The 2 June 1953 event was not called ‘Elizabeth’s Coronation Day’, because it was
the Coronation of Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars, so it is called “Coronation Day™.

7. Every country has individually and collectively affirmed and confirmed Elizabeth has
no real Style or Titles, and Elizabeth relies on the Commonwealth to call her ‘Queen’.

8. Other entities erroneously associate Elizabeth as ‘Head of the Commonwealth’ with
‘Sovereign’ and ‘Crown’, and then with “Elizabeth as Crown Sovereign”, mistaking
her as “Queen”. This is a connivance fraud, resulting in a forgery.

9. Elizabeth has no warrant as Queen, and is an Empress with No Clothes.
10. Elizabeth’s Style and Titles are a Notice of non-Notice ‘Withdrawn from Notice’.
This is supported by Addendums One, Two, Three, Four, Five, and Six.

King George VI repeats the Bible’s Jacob
Revelation 19:7 & 22:17: Let us be glad and rejoice, and give honour to him: for
the marriage of the Lamb is come, and his wife hath made herself ready And the
Spirit and the bride say, Come. And let him that heareth say, Come. And let him
that is athirst come. And whosoever will, let him take the water of life freely.

Elizabeth was only ever an accession uncrowned Elizabeth II for the 414 days from 6
February 1952 to 26 March 1953, and not ever Queen, prefix or suffix. This occurred
from the mistaken identification of this artificially inseminated double orphan f,ac"e?,or
triple batard Elizabeth, as the eldest child of King George VI, who died on ¢ |
New Zealand Day, 6 February 1952.

Just some of the accession errors here are:

.....

................
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i. King George VI was a knocked-kneed stuttering chain-smoking alcoholic with an IQ
of 67, and the ‘Royal Runt’. Royals do not breed off the Runt — they find alternatives.

ii. King George VI was not in his right mind — non compos mentis. He did not have his
wits about him, and was thus rendered not the natural biological father of Elizabeth.

iii. Also Elizabeth Alexandra Mary was not George VI’s eldest biological natural child.
iv. Elizabeth Alexandra Mary was not George VI’s biological natural child.

v. Elizabeth was not male.

vi. King George VI’s eldest natural child of his loins was a male.

vii. King George VI’s eldest male child, and only natural child, was born in New Zealand,
conceived at Franz Josef Glacier in March 1927, and born at Christmas 1927.

viii.His elder brother, Edward VIII, was never crowned, so never held the title ‘King’.

ix. Edward VIII knew that his father, King George V’s elder brother, Prince Eddy, was
still alive in 1933, and living in Glamis Castle — the home of Elizabeth Bowes-Lyon.

X. So Edward VIII abdicated and his descendants were specifically removed from any
inheritance. This was also due to Edward VIII’s habitual cross-dressing and Nazism.

xi. In 1947, Lord Louis Mountbatten tried to change the Royal family surname to Mount-

batten. Instead ‘Mountbatten” was designated “surname of illegitimate Royals”,
confirmed in 1960.

xii. Elizabeth Alexandra Mary’s surname is “Mountbatten”, as is Prince Philip’s. “Mount-
batten” means ‘Illegitimate Royal’, as per Prince Philip Mountbatten and Elizabeth. ( (

xiii.Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Mountbatten is illegitimate. They are telling you that in t’}ame. j

To be ‘Queen’, Elizabeth would have to be crowned under her real name ‘Mountbatten’,
and ‘Queen of the United Kingdom of a valid entity’, like ‘Queen of the Men and Woman,
land, water, air and sky of the United Kingdom ... but she was ‘not even crowned Queen
of the United Kingdom’, nor of “All Ireland”, and was only ever a suffix of “other ...
Queen”. This means Elizabeth is a ‘delinquent of a non-existent entity’. She is not a Queen.

klizabeth has been a suffix Queen ... and ... not of the men and women, nor people, not of
the land, not of the water, not of the air, and not of the sky of the United Kingdom.

Elizabeth Alexandra Mary has been ‘Queen of Nothing’ ... except dolphins and swans.

To be Queen of something, Elizabeth’s Style and Titles require her to be a prefix ‘Queen’,
and then something substantive after it. For example:

Elizabeth, Queen of the men and women, land, water, air and sky of the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and of Her other Realms and Territories, Head of the
Commonwealth of Nations, Defender of the Faith.

Instead, and erroneously, Elizabeth is a suffix Queen of ...
|, a plethora of rotating jurisdictions hiding illegitimacy and lost realms
. as per Ireland versus Northern Ireland, and, Commonwealth
versus Commonwealth of Nations.
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2. Elizabeth is reliant on the Commonwealth of Fools who grant Titles Without Right
by the erroneous free association of Elizabeth Mountbatten as Head of the Common-
wealth with ‘Sovereign’ and then with ‘Crown’. This is a connivance forgery and
fraud involving the crimes of personage and barratry.

Elizabeth is a suffix Queen of an un-United Kingdom ... an Un-knighted Kingdom.

Elizabeth is a suffix delinquent illegitimate Non-Royal.

Head of the Commonwealth is Elizabeth’s only prefix style and title.

6. The Commonwealth ended on 1 July 1959, when it changed to the ‘Commonwealth
of Nations’, but Elizabeth’s Style and Titles were not updated, because Elizabeth has
no real Style and Titles, only Colour of Law Styles, and therefore no legal rights.

“Colour of Law” is the appearance of an act based upon legal right,
or the appearance of a legal right, when no such right exists.

7. Elizabeth has failed as ‘Defender of the Faith’, and instead is the ‘Defender of Patent
Ambiguity and Confusion’. Asaresult, ‘Patent Ambiguity and Confusion’ are rampant
under her realm.

8. Patent Ambiguity falls against the Crown, which is why the Crown is falling.

9, The purported Style and Titles, “Elizabeth II ... Queen” is recorded as a moot point
hearsay, unreferenced quote, within a quote, within a quote, quoting itself, and admit-
ting to being controlled by Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars.

10. “Elizabeth II ... Queen” was extorted into marriage by Prince Philip.

11. “Elizabeth II ... Queen” is controlled by Prince Philip, who is one of the most visible
associates of Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars.

12. Elizabeth II and Prince Philip gave up their first-born son, Prince Charles, to Lord
Louis Mountbatten as a child sex slave, in exchange for Mountbatten’s silence.

13. This resulted in Prince Charles growing up as a man-child, as per Bible prophecy.

14. Elizabeth is written in All Caps Italics as “ELIZABETH" which removes it and her off
the page, as Ancient Latin, or Dog Latin, which is legally ambiguous, and therefore
not to be considered.

15. This confirms Elizabeth 'was, and has never been, the Queen of the United Kingdom.
16. This confirms Elizabeth was, and has never been, of the United Kingdom Queen.

17. This confirms Elizabeth has never been a Royal.

18. This confirms Elizabeth is removed off the page of history.

If just the above corrections were made to Elizabeth’s Colour of Law Royal Style and
Titles, it would only serve to hide Elizabeth’s illegitimacy a little longer, from an
undiscerning public ... Rather the faults in Elizabeth’s Royal Style and Titles
have been placed with a purpose ... Elizabeth’s Royal Style and Titles have

been placed with a purpose to be exposed, by the true king, so the new king
can make issue of it, correct the Titles, and thereby uncover the Remedy.

Joseph Gregory Hallett declares Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth II’s Royal Style and Titles 7

This brings forth the qualities, attributes and predictions of the new King of England, who
is true. As Shakespeare might say in his maturity, in a play like ‘Hamlet’, a spelling as
though of “Hallett”: ‘Be the Remedy; if thy throne be yours Hallett/Hamlet claim it.’

If all Elizabeth’s Royal Style and Titles were corrected, and enacted so the public could not
have noticed the connivance fraud and forgery, and the crime of personage and barratry,
there remain many other ways Elizabeth has knowingly abdicated the Throne and Crown
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain.

Elizabeth Alexandra Mary Mountbatten’s Royal Style and Titles confirm her illegitimacy
in the long form, and in the short form.

The 2010 Hollywood movie ‘Megamind’ confirms “There is no Queen of England” at
75 minutes, followed by cries of “Hal, Hal”, a short form of “Hallett”, confirming the
replacement of ‘Hamlet’ and the Queen of England; with Hallett.

The remedy is hidden in plain sight, and exposed over and over again in mainstream culture.

Failure as Register

Queen Elizabeth II is exposed in this document as the self-confessed “Elizabeth 11 ...
Queen” — a suffix delinquent of Colour of Law Styles only, with no real Titles, and no real
Styles. In this document, where she is referred to as “Queen Elizabeth I1”, it is only for
reference, so that the Man and Woman reading can appreciate who is being referred to.

To ground things in reality everyone can easily understand, the role of the Monarch is
Regis — to Register. As Queen Elizabeth Il has only ever been the Colour of Law Style
delinquent “Elizabeth II ... Queen”, she has failed to register land ownership correctly.
and 82.7 per cent of all Land and House registration is a delinquent connivance frat{d and (

forgery — around 33 out of 40 titles are incorrectly registered. This is a colossal fai\ure of
the Monarch. ‘

The Origins of the Flat Lie Royal family

The British Royals have been an imposter family, occupying the Throne and Crown of the
United Kingdom for two hundred years or so. The British Royals are currently illegiti-
mate Rothschilds. They have been illegitimate Rothschilds since 1819. This was part of
a pact between the incumbent Wettin Royal Family and the Rothschilds, after the 1815
Battle of Waterloo bankrupted the British Royal Family.

The Rothschilds then funded the incumbent Royal Family for the agreed two hundred
years from the Rothschild patriarch Mayer Amschel Rothschild’s death on 19 September
1812, until the 19 September 2012, or thereabouts.

After this, the Rothschilds and Rothschild-Royal illegitimate batards, being the Royal
Family, are to hand over Britain’s Throne and Crown to the true Royal family. This is
recorded in the Rothschild Archive Trust, based upon the 1773 lucid dream of Mayer

Amschel Rothschild, who was known to be psychic.

The turbulence of this, from 2012 to 2019, is known as the Tribulations.

‘The British Flat Lie Royal illegitimate Rothschilds are Queen Victoria, /
R. 1837-1901; King Edward VII, R. 1901-1910; and Queen Elizabeth II,
R. 1952-2019.

pe——————
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King George V, R. 1910-1936, was the natural biological son of Tsar Alexander III of
Russia. All the while during George V’s reign, his elder brother Prince Eddy was still alive
and living in Glamis Castle. This meant that George V should never have reigned. George
V only reigned because he was conceived during a Black Moon month, which is why the
Danish and Russians organised the Jack the Ripper murders, to remove George V’s elder
brother Prince Eddy, whose death was faked in a non-existent influenza pandemic, then
shipped to Glamis Castle.

Edward VIII knew Prince Eddy was still alive and his father should not have been King,
so Edward VIII abdicated.

Edward VIII’s younger & dumber brother, George, Duke of York then became King George
VI, R. 1936-52. King George VI was the Royal Runt and produced an epileptic son in
1924, who was left to die on the hospital gurney. So an illegitimate Royal was brought
in as sperm donor, and that was Winston Churchill, illegitimate son of King Edward VII
and the American Jennie Jerome, who was then married off in a hushed and rushed affair
to Randolph Churchill.

Queen Victoria was the only one of the illegitimate Rothschild bétards to create legitimacy.
This meant that the British Royal Family transferred with Victoria’s first-born son, Prince
Marcos Manoel. This was Queen Victoria’s only legitimate offspring.

Queen Victoria created legitimacy by marrying her childhood sweetheart, Blind Prince
George of Cumberland, who was the same age, and second in line to the throne.

They married on Britain’s mother’s day, Sunday 9 March 1834, with the blessings of King
William IV, who ruled from 1830 to 1837.

'Princess Victoria and Blind Prince George of Cumberland had a son together, Prince
Marcos Manoel, who was born on 25 April 1834 in Carlisle Castle, Cumberland, England,
seven-and-a-half miles south of the border with Scotland. This is now Cumbria.

Prince Marcos Manoel was given the Sword of the Duke of Sachsen-Coburg und Gotha on
10 June 1869, and with this, Queen Victoria made him King John Il of the United Kingdom
and All Ireland on 6 October 1869, and opened Blackfriars Bridge and the Holborn Viaduct
in London, all on the same day. King John Il is the bridge to true kingship.

Seven-and-a-half years younger, the bigamously-born illegitimate batard and three-quarter
Rothschild, Bertie, Prince of Wales, was made King Edward VII (R. 1901-1910) knowing
his seven-and-a-half (7%2) year elder brother, Marcos, was the first-born son, legitimate, and
already King John II of the United Kingdom for thirty-one years (6 Oct. 1869-22 Jan. 1901).

King Edward VII knew this because King John Il lived on the Isle of Wight with Queen
Victoria from 1850 to 1855, when Bertie was 9 to 15 years old.

Six decades later, Edward VII regicided, murdered his elder brother John II by poison.
Five weeks later, Edward VII was killed for this Regicide.

On his deathbed, King Edward VII converted to Catholicism, and thus disinher-
ited all his progeny and descendants. All royalty from Edward VII have been
illegitimate, and Catholic.

Edward VII’s purported great-granddaughter, Queen Elizabeth II, is still
a Catholic.
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The Predictions Predict the Remedy
This scenario is known as “the Shin” meaning ‘the Forbidden Secret’.

A very good indicator of the true King of the United Kingdom, is the one who runs “the
Shin”, and uncovers, clarifies, then publicises the Forbidden Secret, if the time is right.

The time is right every Great Year — about every two thousand years — 2,147 years.

Joseph Gregory Hallett has been running “the Shin” since 1980, resulting in the Blood
Royal Sangréal engaging Joseph Gregory Hallett to decipher the codes of Queen Victoria’s
Royal Marks delivered to Prince Marcos Manoel in 1850, subsequently awarding Joseph
Gregory Hallett the very real Style and Title, Arch-Treasurer Guardian of the Royal Secret.

Running “the Shin” is considered the highest honour, only superseded by representing the
End Times and New Age, which Joseph Gregory Hallett also accomplished in 2014, both
rendering him the highest Style and Titles, above prefix King of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain, while also encompassing these Royal Style and Titles in their real form.

The Blood Royal Sangréal registered Joseph Gregory Hallett in the Holy See as a Member
of the Star Family, being direct Jesus and Mary lineage, the Deus Family. This placed
JGH above all the Royals of the United Kingdom, including Queen Elizabeth II, and all
the Royalty of Europe.

The rules of the game of thrones here are, None of the Royals of the United Kingdom, and
none of the Royals of Europe are allowed to say anything against Joseph Gregory Hallett.

Queen Elizabeth II then took this to maximum advantage and acknowledged Joseph ( ( ng

Gregory Hallett as running “the Shin”, running the British Royal family since 1980,

representing the End Times and New Age, and having the real Royal Style and Titles of: /

the Monarch of the United Kingdom of Great Britain, by backdating the 2014 Laws of
Succession, to the 25 April 2013, when Joseph Gregory Hallett was elevated above Queen
Elizabeth II; as above.

As a Catholic, Queen Elizabeth II was bound to acknowledge this. Queen Elizabeth II was
also bound to acknowledge that all of this was predicted, and Joseph Gregory Hallett was
the long-awaited fulfilment of these predictions.

The 2014 Laws of Succession, backdated to 25 April 2013, purport to include Prince
Charles progeny, but actually removed them from the Throne and Crown, due to Charles
not siring Prince William, nor Prince Henry (Harry).

However, Charles and Camilla Parker Bowles do have an illegitimate son, conceived on
Camilla’s 18th birthday, and born in 1966 as Simon Charles Day. The younger Charles
was placed under the care of Queen Elizabeth II’s servants and grew up in Gosport.

Joseph Gregory Hallett has the option to use his status and their silence - G/‘

to his maximum advantage, and dethrone Monarchs, as he has already

accomplished with Queen Beatrix of the Netherlands, and King Juan /< e

Carlos of Spain. g
N -
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The Exposure of the Flat Lie Royal family and the True King
In this process, of the Shin, the Forbidden Royal Secret, the End Times—New Age change-
over, and the Tribulations, Queen Elizabeth II and the true British Royal Family, chose
Joseph Gregory Hallett as the Prince Regent Duke Governor, Prince Pretender and titular
king of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and All Ireland.

These are prefix titles, and restorative titles.

“Prince Regent Duke Governor”, “Prince Pretender”, and or “titular king” means ‘King to be’.
The High Court Queen’s Bench affirmed Joseph Gregory Hallett as Prince Pretender of the
United Kingdom in the only way they could. This was backed up by Notary certification.

Prince Charles tried to change this on 20 April 2018 by pre-registering himself as the future
“Head of the Commonwealth”, but this is a redundant title that ended on 1 July 1959.

It is however, the only prefix title the illegitimate batard Flat Lie Royals can lay claim to.
This is an admission by Prince Charles that he is not the rightful Prince of Wales.

That Prince Charles is not the rightful Prince of Wales was confirmed by his peers in July
1996 during the ‘Soiree of Puddles’ in Spain when Prince Charles was shamed, and Greg
Hallett was named Lord Chancellor, as written up in the ‘Jornal’.

Princess Diana and King Juan Carlos of Spain were present, as the parents of Prince
William, now Duke of Cambridge.

Prince Charles was told: “Charles, you are the son of a maid”. Prince Charles’ chin
sunk to his chest for the entire spurning. Charles was demoted, abrogated and negated.
/ Thereafter Prince Charles has been held in disdain by his peers, dishonoured as the Prince
. of Wales, deranged and undignified. When he returned to Windsor Castle, Queen Elizabeth
H summoned Prince Charles and said to his face: “What a gaff Charles, what a gaff.”

It was the biggest gaff in history, soon to be followed by other gaffs of confirmation.

Princess Diana had four affairs with King Juan Carlos of Spain. Three are very much
known and published on the cover of ‘Hello magazine’ in Spain. Thirteen months later,
Lady Diana was removed from the picture, presumed dead - unlawfully killed. Eighteen
years later, Diana’s lover and partner, King Juan Carlos was removed from Spain’s throne
for being the Honorary President of the Almanach de Gotha, while failing to record ‘King
Juan Carlos of Spain is the natural father of Prince William of the United Kingdom’.

It was Joseph Gregory Hallett who exposed this and toppled both Queen Beatrix and King
Juan Carlos. This is part of the fulfilment of the role of “the Shin”, the Forbidden Secret,
the Star Family, the End Times-New Age ... and now for the Times of the End.

Queen Beatrix abdicated on recognition of Joseph Gregory Hallett’s Style and
Titles in The Netherlands, and that her mother, Queen Juliana, was a swish
baby, initially born with Down Syndrome in 1909, then swopped with the
neighbour baby from the farmhouse at the top of the Palace drive. Queen
Wilhelmina refused to have any more offspring as the first had Down
Syndrome.

Joseph Gregory Hallett declares Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth II’s Royal Style and Titles

There is no Dutch Royal Family either. Prince Friso was slowly killed off by his own
family (17 February 2012—12 August 2013) for his paedophilia and child murders, only
kept alive until his wife, Mabel Los, got Friso’s gold out of Libya. Tripoli then suffered
its biggest and deadliest bombing on 23 August 2013. Friso was codified as frozen in an
avalanche, being Dutch Royal humour for Frozen Fun-ds captured.

Joseph Gregory Hallett and his Remedy of Royal Marks, confirming the Predictions

As the Predicted One, Joseph Gregory Hallett came with a Remedy of Royal Marks, now
illustrated in books, film, cartoons, and in Hollywood movies.

These Hollywood movies include the 1953 ‘Roman Holiday’; the 195961 cartoon ‘Quick
Draw McGraw’, known in Portugal as ‘Joseph Legal’; the 1976 ‘To the Devil a Daughter’;
many X-Men movies including the 2000 ‘X-Men’; the 2003 ‘X2: X-Men United’; the
2009 ‘X-Men Origins: Wolverine’; the 2017 ‘Logan’, as well as in 2017 ‘The Mummy”’,
and ‘Baby Driver’, as well as Civic built objects, Hurricanes and Tropical Storms.

These movies, cartoons and civic projects name “Joseph Gregory Hallett”, give his birthdate,
illustrate what will be accomplished, and clearly illustrate the chest full of Royal Marks
Queen Victoria presented Prince Marcos Manoel in 1850, in order to reveal, during the
Tribulations, the true British Royal Family of the United Kingdom, far less German than the
incumbent Flat Lie Royals, who are German-Danish-Russian-Irish American imposters.

King Edward VII’s father was the London Rothschild, recently out of Germany. Edward VII
married the Danish Princess Alexandra, during the Schleswig-Holstein Question when
Denmark gave an entire state to Germany. Their son George V was then sired by the Russian

Tsar Alexander III, in Denmark, with Edward VII overseas. King George V was illegitimate. \

Queen Elizabeth II’s mother was a maid, one of a twin, taken in 1907 from Waterford in CAunty

Waterford, Ireland. Waterford was a Danish blood influenced town. This Irish Whipping
Boy Maid then replaced Elizabeth Bowes-Lyon in the marriage to George VI, who ‘did a
Jacob’ and married the maid Leah, not sexy Rachael, and not Elizabeth Bowes-Lyon.

Elizabeth’s non-Coronation

Due to the Patent Ambiguity of the resulting Princess Elizabeth, the Coronation Stone was
removed from under the Coronation Chair in Westminster Abbey at 4 a.m. Christmas Day
1950, then replaced with a fake Coronation Stone, being a fake Stone of Destiny.

At the time, King George VI commented: “This does not bode well for the Windsors”.
From this point on, Christmas 1950, the Windsors have been evermore obviously on their
way out. This being affectively known, the effective dethroning is now paramount.

During Coronation Day on 2 June 1953, Elizabeth did not sit above the Coronation Stone,
nor the Stone of Destiny, nor the Stone of Scone, nor Dalriada. This invalidated

Elizabeth’s Coronation Ceremony such that all of Scotland recognise Elizabeth’s
Coronation as a sham.

George, Duke of York, who became King George VI, never adopted
lilizabeth. Elizabeth is not a Windsor, but a Mountbatten — one of the
“illegitimate branch of the Royal family”. Elizabeth Mountbatten has

el
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never reigned as Queen ... prefix or suffix ... not ‘Queen of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland’ ... and also not ‘of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland Queen’.

Elizabeth has never been a reigning Queen.

Even Wikipedia is very careful not to use Elizabeth’s name in relation to the Style and
Titles purportedly applied to her, and even reverses her published order to “Titles and
styles”. See Addendum Two

Then on the fraud and forgery connivance days of 28 or 29 May 1953 and 1 or 2 June
1953, Elizabeth was made Head of the Commonwealth until 1 July 1959.

In all other unambiguous legal ways, there has been an Interregnum from King George VI’s
death on New Zealand Day, 6 February 1952, to the present.

“by the Grace of God” means ‘No Deeds’.

In “Queen Elizabeth II’s case, “by the Grace of God” means No Deeds from the Government
to Elizabeth, No Deeds from Elizabeth to Government, and no Deeds from Elizabeth to
the Church of England. The Catholic Church was another matter, as Elizabeth is Catholic
and controlled by the Catholic Church, due to her known illegitimacy.

“By the Grace of God” is a metaphor for “passing through the eye of the needle”.

Since Coronation year, ‘Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars’ has been the self-declared enemy
of every man, woman, offspring, person, and child on earth, as of 1953.

Queen Elizabeth II passed through the eye of the needle by way of connivance fraud and
forgery, letting the enemy of the people, Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars, take the Throne,
Crown and Coronation. This is why it is called “Coronation Day™ and not ‘Elizabeth’s
Coronation’.

Confirmation is by continual affirmation resulting in a consensus of understanding. Those
who wish to judge Joseph Gregory Hallett’s connections to the Throne and Crown of the
United Kingdom should consider his being named in movies, cartoons, civic projects, the
weather and environment, well outside his physcial, temporal and financial influence.

Events that occur prior to Joseph Gregory Hallett, by name and date, should also be used
as a measure. In Joseph Gregory Hallett’s case, successive “Passing through the eye of
the needle” is a metaphor for “the Grace of God”. Continually passing “through the eye of
the needle” “By the Grace of God” indicates prescience.

“Prescient” means ‘having or showing knowledge of events before they take place’. It
confirms the one predicted in the prophecies. The Bible is a set of prophecies hidden
inside a religion, which is why it is written in the past, present and future tense, to happen
in another time and another place, fulfilling the codes in another way, with a new
HaMashiach, Christ, Messiah.

To be Prescient King, one passes through the eye of the needle by the
Grace of God three times — to make the statement, affirm, then confirm it,
rendering the Prescient King.

L
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Addendum One — Elizabeth’s Colour of Law Style of Suffix Queen

Elizabeth never held the Style and Titles ‘of the United Kingdom of Great Britain Queen’,
nor ‘Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain’, and without these, Elizabeth is
actually a delinquent, confirmed by her suffix placement as ‘Queen’, as a derogated after-
thought appelation affirming Colour of Law remorse ... as in Head of the Commonwealth,
assumed as Sovereign, assumed as Crown, and then assumed as Queen, which is to say
Colour of Law thrice, and Colour of Law thrice removed from reality, rendering Eliza-
beth’s status, thrice removed from prefix Queen.

This is confirmed with a subclause within a subclause within a subclause, and a quote within
a quote within a quote, rendering Elizabeth’s status as ‘queen’ or ‘Queen’, a moot point hearsay.

This is a very watered down Colour of Law Style-only Queen — which is to say a “Queen
of Nothing”, and “Not a Queen at all” ... just as her Style and Titles, Oath and Proclama-

tion state, affirm and confirm, as supported by Addendums: One, Two, Three, Four, Five
and Six.

The same British Police who swore an oath to an erroneous ‘the Queen’, classify anyone
who has not yet found their useful productive place in society as “a delinquent”.

To put “Queen of” on the beginning of a title means “Queen of Something”, but to put
“Queen” at the end of a title means ‘Delinquent’, as in ‘Elizabeth I1, of a non-entity and of a
non-entity Queen’. Delinquent means illegitimate and or bankrupt. Elizabeth is illegitimate.

The Queen suffix is also stamped with ‘unfeasible position’ and ‘extinct entity’.

This is confirmed by the purported Style and Titles of ELIZABETH, being: ( <

oy
“by the Grace of God of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland dnd of , \, )
Her other Realms and Territories Queen ...” ; in short form using “&” ¥ | )
“... by the Grace of God of the United Kingdom of Great Britain ...””; which is not

“

.. by the men & women of the United Kingdom of Great Britain & Northern Ireland’;

‘... by the land of the ‘United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland ...’;

.

.. by the water of the ‘United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland ...’;

.. by the air of the ‘United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland ...’;

“

. by the sky of the ‘United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland ...’; nor

“by the men & women, offspring, land, water & sky of the ‘United Kingdom of Great
Britain & Northern Ireland’; nor

“... by the men, women, offspring, land, water & sky of the ‘United Kingdom of Great
Britain and All Ireland’.

v—————,

-l P
P LT

“Abrogate” is ‘to abolish by formal or official means’, ‘to annul by authori-

e

tative act’, ‘to repeal’. o
. /&
As such, Elizabeth’s official text and authoritative act is actually saying : Q)
L
(-] :
A
B
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Elizabeth II, has by formal official annulment, abolished and abrogated herself as
Queen of the men, women, offspring, land, water, air and sky of the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland ... ;

Elizabeth II, by formal official annulment, has abolished herself as Queen of the men,
women, offspring, land, water, air and sky of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and of Her other Realms and Territories, of which there is no original,
so Elizabeth is also a delinquent Queen of the other Realms and Territories ... ;

Elizabeth II, has by formal official annulment, abolished and abrogated herself as
Queen of the men and women, land, water, air and sky of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland and of Her other Realms and Territories of which she is
also a delinquent Queen of no other, nor an original, and by the Grace of God is not the
Defender of the Faith, but only Head of the Commonwealth from 28, 29 May and 1 or
2 June 1953 to 1 July 1959.

Elizabeth’s status of ‘Sovereign’ is undefined, and only applies to ‘the Commonwealth’,
which ended on 1 July 1959; and then became the ‘Commonwealth of Nations’.

So Elizabeth has no status as ‘Sovereign’. So Elizabeth has no ‘Sovereign’ status.

The men and women, offspring, land, water, air and sky of the United Kingdom have been
abrogated in favour of the parochial fiction ‘by the Grace of God’, meaning ‘No Deeds’
done, nor to be done.

The men and women, offspring, land, water, air and sky of the United Kingdom have been
abrogated in favour of Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars.

~ When the ‘Commonwealth’ changed to the ‘Commonwealth of Nations’, ELIZABETH was
" once again recognised as a Patently Ambiguous legally poisonous glossa to be removed

off the page, and that neither ELIZABETH nor Elizabeth could upgrade any of their Style
or Titles to anything functional, nor real, nor anything capable of effect in the real world,
i.e. Elizabeth was of absolutely no benefit.

In 1959, it was recognised by a new and wider audience that Queen Elizabeth IT was all
Colour of Law Style, with no real Titles, and would never be of any beneficial effect in the
real world of the lives of men, women, offspring, the land, water, air, and or sKy.

This has all borne out to be patently true, deliberately effectively targetted as such, thus
giving confirmation to the truth of these claims. The land, water, air and sky of the United
Kingdom are targetted, and the men and women of the United Kingdom targetted individuals.

Elizabeth was formally annulled of any Style or Titles sixty-eight (68) days prior to Coronation
Day, then given Styles which were just so Colour of Law as to be a distraction-only,
relying on level 2 readers to be distracted, whereas ‘Reading’ goes to ‘level 8.

Elizabeth’s Colour of Law Styles annulled themselves and Elizabeth of any
reality, thus ensuring Elizabeth and her family were well and truly noted as
‘not the Royal family’, but only the Flat Lie Royal family of Britain, with
well noted illegitimate offspring.

-
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Addendum Four

Iilizabeth’s 2nd June 1953 Promissory Oath in front of God to govern the Peoples and
her Territories according to their respective laws and customs is a document with no
lawful jurisdiction and without any legal or binding meaning, but with all the intent of a
connivance fraud and forgery rendered null and void by The Oxford Styles Manual which
lcave it only as a Colour of Law document of no legal basis other than an admission, by
pre-underlined signature, of what took place three decades prior, and signed by an unholy
klizabet — no “h” — without a whisper of commitment, revealing zero continuation of what
was publicly accepted, with grammatical and historical lawlessness, in an unholy alliance,
as though Elizabeth was being extorted up to an including Coronation Day, as though
it was a Notice, a Notice of non-Notice, which is ‘Confirmation of a Lie’, and a Notice
withdrawn from Notice, which is ‘Confirmation of Outright Lies’, rendering it a Public
non-Notice, which is just as much an extension of Elizabeth as The Stationery Office
and The London Gazette, and Privy Counsellors who specialise in tacit consent, Colour
of Law rule, and Victory by Hoodwink to confuse the real facts and conceal the truth ...
being the devil’s handiwork ... that Elizabeth is not Regina, Regnant nor Royal, and nor
Queen, Her Majesty, or Monarch, and not a Sovereign able to rule in her own right ... as
born out by the history beneath her feet.

I‘lizabeth’s underlined signature “
occurred prior ...

Elizabet R” confirms a shameful unstated event
that George, Duke of York married Elizabeth Angela Marguerite
Bowes-Lyon’s Whipping Boy Maid, who gave birth to George VI’s epileptic son, left to
die on the hospital gurney in 1924, then by artificial insemination from Winston Churchill.
conceived an Elizabeth, who was then extorted into marriage by Prince Philip, then
Elizabeth was stripped of all Style and Titles sixty-eight (68) days before Coronatioﬁ\ Day,

15

from 26 March 1953 to the 2 June 1953, and that Elizabeth was to be a Bride left stariding '/

at the Coronation isle in perpetuity, without Coronation Stone, without Stone of Destiny,
having used a false name and false identity, standing until the End of Time, or the End
Times, or the Times of the End.

Confirmation is by continual affirmation resulting in consensus understanding that it is so.

Nonfeasance, Misfeasance and Malfeasance of Queen Elizabeth 11

In this, there was tacit encouragement to wrongdoing by Elizabeth and Her ‘Powers that

Be’ ‘Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars’ controllers, where Elizabeth gave silent partner tacit

assent to ‘The Powers that Be’ Cabals’ wrongdoing in what became one of the World’s

largest subversive conspiracies of schemed intrigues, machinations, and Silent Acts of

Quiet Wars to falsely take the Throne and Crown of the United Kingdom of Great Britain

and All Ireland for Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars ...

(1) to falsely take the Throne and Crown of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Ireland,

(2) to render Elizabeth ‘the Empress with New Clothes’, more accurately
‘the Empress with No Clothes’, where Elizabeth had been stripped
of all her Royal Style and Titles sixty-eight (68) days prior to
Coronation Day,

s
"~
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(3) to reinstate a new version of Elizabeth’s Style and Titles and Elizabeth’s Oath in such
an illegal manner with fraud, forgery and malfeasance, as to render them deprived,
forfeit, and relinquished,

(4) to pretended Colour of Law Styles, such that Elizabeth would not be Queen, and would
not have any real Style and Titles, and would not have the Throne, nor the Crown, but
would occupy the Throne with Colour of Law Style.

(5) The Coronation Stone was a deceptive tacit consent fake. Elizabeth only wore the
Crown hat briefly and was denied the Crown, and has only ever had unclear legally
ambiguous conditional access to the Throne.

(6) The Crown, and Crown titles were then removed to Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars
and The Powers that Be Corporations.

(7) The ‘any excuse’ was to prevent the extortionist Prince Philip from carrying out plots
to kill his new wife Elizabeth, and take the British Throne and Crown for ‘Nazi’
Germany.

(8) There was no need for The Powers that Be Corporations to have the Crown Style, as
Philip and Elizabeth did not share a bed from March 1954. Philip was happy copulat-
ing with everything else under the sun, and Elizabeth was happy in her affairs with
Princess Grace Kelly, and having two sons with two other men, Lords’ Porchester and
Plunket.

(9) ‘Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars’ could not be happier. Every target was compromised.

) Elizaipeth’s Colour of Law Styles were ambiguous self-excluding unsubstantiated parochial
. fictiohs rendered in un-definable terms. They were patriotic nonsense and moot point hearsay
followed by ‘Withdrawn From Notice’, and then abolished and annulled by authoritative act.

The entire process repealed all of Elizabeth’s Style and Titles, then published fake Titles in
front of the public, leaving only Colour of Law Styles, meaning Elizabeth was abrogated
and negated.

This was hidden in plain sight.

This was the Abrogation of Elizabeth as Queen, and bragged about in their final line as
‘only GOD can SAVE THE QUEEN".

Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars specialises in concealing and confusion to save their day.
Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars specialises in getting authoritative people to sabotage.

Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars sabotage includes Crown Copyrighted frauds becoming
the Statutory Notice in The London Gazette and the official journal of record of the
British Government, and hence the British people, on whom Silent Weapons for
Quiet Wars declared war in 1953 ... beginning with the triple batard Elizabeth
as ELIZABETH R.

See Addendum Two.

.,
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Remedy & Restitution, Maintenance and Cure in progress

Remedy & Restitution, Maintenance and Cure is required. Queen Elizabeth II is expecting
Joseph Gregory Hallett, and has even illustrated the handover of the Throne and Crown
on fifty-eight billion coins of the United Kingdom. These read “Elizabeth to Greg”
placed first on the 5 P coin on 23 April 1968, and last on the £2 coin on 15 June 1998,
being eleven thousand and eleven days apart. “M” = 11" and so “11011” spells “MOM”.

Thus, Queen Elizabeth II considers “Greg” to be her son, or the ‘Big Son’ or “Big Ben”,
which was renamed “Elizabeth Tower” on New Zealand Day 2013, to affirm the birth of
Greg and the marriage of Elizabeth to Hallett ... confirmed in the National Gallery on 19
March 2017, when the Gainsborough painting ‘Elizabeth marries Hallett’ overlooking
Charing Cross was scratched with a ‘drill bit’ — “dr. illbit’ — confirming ‘doctored by
I:lizabeth’.

[t was an acceptable Tradition of the Pharaoh’s for the Mother to marry the Son, or the
Queen to marry the Prince Regent. It is now part of Royal Tradition for the Queen to act
as Regent until the Son reaches maturity. These are all Royal Marks.

As Prince Charles, Prince Andrew, and Prince Edward have never reached maturity, nor
are they likely to ever do so ... this left “ELIZABETH Il GREG” on 58 billion coins. The
“DG” stands for DUKE GOVERNOR. Joseph Gregory Hallett holds the Royal Mark for
Duke Governor, and Queen Elizabeth II had the ‘Elizabeth marries Hallett’ Gainsborough
scratched with a drill bit in the National Gallery, confirming the ‘Doctored by Elizabeth’
marriage on 19 March 2017 — giving the numbers ‘10 3 10’, or ‘God Trinity God’, or
‘God the Great Architect, Trinity, and Supreme Being’, or ‘G.3.H’, naming Greg allctt(\
and confirming his Registration in the Star Family four years prior, in 2013, and therefore |
above Elizabeth and her Titles, or Styles, real, or Colour of Law. “10 3 10” also parlors
‘2013°.

By choosing this date, Queen Elizabeth II was invoking the highest order, and ordering
the highest invocation, such that all Freemasons would recognise the meaning within it.

Addendums’ Two and Six

[t is stated, affirmed, and confirmed here that “The London Gazette”, “The London
Gazette”, “The London Gazette” and or “The London Gazette” is an ambiguous legal
authority rendered a fictional newspaper of the Throne, of the Crown, of the Style and
Titles of the Throne, of the Style and Titles of the Crown, of the Colour of Law Style and
Titles of the Throne, of the Colour of Law Style and Titles of the Crown, of Her Majesty, of
Her Majesty, of HER MAJESTY, of HER MAJESTY, of Queen Elizabeth II, The QUEEN,
of ELIZABETH R., of ELIZABETH R, of Elizabeth, of the Sovereign, of our Sovereign
Lady, of the Regnant, of Regina, or the Royals and the British government, w

IV\“‘\
Crown Copyrlghts these lies, and that these fictional lies are self-publlshed , g‘d’ .

- o

Office, for their own benefit as Statutory notices, and Statutory notices
of connivance fraud and forgeries, and victory by hoodwink, to which
there is little or no rebuttal, limited to challenges by those whom Judges
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consider have standing, being stage clowns acting out what they believe Elizabeth’s
instructions would be ... rendering a non-event — and if there is no Remedy, it is not lawful
... and if there is No Remedy, or the Remedy is Suppressed, it confirms Patent Ambiguity.
“The London Gazette” as an Ambiguous Legal Authority rendered a Fictional Newspaper
of ‘Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars’, which controls all aspects of ‘Elizabeth’. “The
London Gazette” is full of Crown Copyright fictions and lies, and it is the role of the
British government to support these fictions and lies.

Joseph Gregory Hallett has standing ... Elizabeth is compelled to respond. Elizabeth’s
ambiguity and history of ambiguity has created Patent Ambiguity. All Elizabeth’s
appellations are connivance frauds and forgeries. She is just Elizabeth Alexandra Mary
Mountbatten, a commoner. Prime Minister John Major confirmed this publicly in 1997
stating: “Queen Elizabeth II is now just a commoner”,

Elizabeth’s Statutory notice in The London Gazette is unlawful, unless all manner of its
Patent Ambiguity can be resolved into certainty. See Addendum Six, ‘The London Gazette
publishing Her Majesty’s Stationery Office’.

Remedy Sought

Given that Patent Ambiguity falls against the Crown, and Elizabeth’s Royal Proclamation
is Patently Ambiguous, Elizabeth’s Style and Titles are Patently Ambiguous, Her Corona-
tion Oath is Patently Ambiguous, Elizabeth’s Titles and honours of Queen Elizabeth 11
are Patently Ambiguous; and The London Gazette Supplements are Patently Ambiguous,
publishing Her Majesty’s Stationery Office, all three committing connivance fraud and
forgery; and Given that the entity commonly known as Queen Elizabeth II has no such
. Style /or Titles and is not a Royal, and has maintained her position by Nonfeasance,
Misfeasance and Malfeasance, the crime of personage and barratry; and given the Royal
Styles Act, and Elizabeth’s Royal Style and Title raise patent ambiguity “quo warranto™:

1. By whose warrant is Elizabeth Alexandra Mary, the Queen?
2. By whose warrant is Elizabeth, Her Majesty?
3. By whose warrant is Elizabeth, the Queen of the Throne of the United Kingdom?

4. By whose warrant is Elizabeth, the Queen of the Crown of the United Kingdom?

A Common Law Court can declare the entity commonly known as Queen Elizabeth II:
1. Restrained from acting in the office of the Throne,

Restrained from acting in the office of the Crown,
Restrained from acting with the style Queen,
Restrained from acting with the style Her Majesty,
Restrained from acting with title Queen,
Restrained from acting with title Her Majesty,

Restrained from using any Royal style or title whatsoever; and or

S A b W B

Have all Elizabeth’s style and titles rescinded, backdated to her birth,
which was patently unambiguously illegitimate.
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Remedy is sought for the Common Law Court to grant an injunction restraining Elizabeth
from acting in the office of Queen, Her Majesty, Monarch, Sovereign, Regina, Regnant,
Royal, Crown, and Throne, to abrogate all her Royal Style and Titles, and Colour of Law
Royal Style and Titles, and declare these offices vacant.

Remedy is sought for Joseph Gregory Hallett to be recognised as the Prince Pretender
and Prince Regent Duke Governor to the Throne and Crown of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, and of the Throne and Crown of the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and All Ireland, having emerged as the Rightful Claimant, fulfilling all
predictions, supported by valid legal instruments with limited Ambiguity, and without
Patent Ambiguity, except where created by the Crown, which falls against the Crown,
and is an admission by the Crown and Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars of Joseph Gregory
Hallett’s claim delivered.

Subsequent instruments in support supplanting Elizabeth will be made available, many
outlined in ‘The Hidden King of England — Arma Christi — Unveiling the Rose’, and
filmed and placed on the internet, recorded in www.Kingof.UK. Reference here is given
that this notice of claim is full, the Addendums being ninety (90) pages.

Joseph Gregory Hallett has standing. This is his Royal Prerogative. Joseph Gregory Hallett
seeks remedy.

The Remedy to the Colour of Law Styled Queen Elizabeth the Second, and the Oath she
has sworn, and the Oaths people have sworn to her, with fake oath and fake identity, is:
‘Anyone who has sworn an oath to the serving Queen, can have their oath transferred to
the Remedy. This reduces and alleviates a mass of people of their Treason. It also rqéurns
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and All Ireland to order with correct allegiance.

The Remedy to receive the oaths is Joseph Gregory Hallett, chief of the ordinaries, who
compels all Officers of the Land to perform in accordance with this knowledge, and their
knowledge, and correct their capacities, away from treason.

The Remedy
I. The grey connivance Colour of Law Style Queen Elizabeth II is unable to speak
against Joseph Gregory Hallett as he is registered above Elizabeth.

2. The purpose of ‘The Remedy” is to travel by the Grace of God through the eye of
the needle. This translates as Joseph Gregory Hallett is the Prince Pretender, Prince
Regent Duke Governor, and titular king of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
All Ireland, as well as the predicted and designated King of England.

3. Toachieve this, Colour of Law Style Queen Elizabeth II has held open an Interregnum from
1953 for sixty-six (66) years (on-going) specifically for the eye of the needle Grace
of God acceptance of the Lord Chancellor Arch-Treasurer Guardian of
the Royal Secret Joseph Gregory Hallett’s onto the Throne and Crown
of the United Kingdom.

\$

4. The eye of the needle is a metaphor for “by the Grace of God”.
In Elizabeth’s case, “by the Grace of God” means ‘No Deeds’.

19
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5. Successfully moving through the eye of the needle confirms “by the Grace of God”,
especially when bearing unacknowledged Titles and no surname, which is a condition
for the true “Defender of the Faith”. The living man lower case only surname assists.

6. The London Gazette has not formally acknowledged Joseph Gregory Hallett’s Style
and Titles. This enables him to legitimately be the “Defender of the Faith™.

7. Elizabeth has Titles and a surname, and so cannot be a true “Defender of the Faith”,
as seen by the nearly free-fall collapse of her church during her reign.

8. Elizabeth is not a true “Defender of the Faith”, as seen by the nearly free-fall collapse
of her family since her reign — including at least two illegitimate offspring — Prince
Andrew and Prince Edward — and the free-fall collapse of the Church of England.

The fraudulent grey connivance Colour of Law Style Queen Elizabeth II has been involved
in ‘wrongful and criminal deception intended for financial and personal gain’, with wilful
intent to deceive others by unjustifiably being credited with appellations of Style and Titles
of a well acknowledged imposter. Elizabeth is a well-acknowledged imposter. Elizabeth
is also a self-acknowledged imposter. This condition is called “Flat Lie Royal™.

“Queen Elizabeth II” has used different jurisdictions and a royal visit at the time of her

housefather’s death, to ‘Colour herself Royal’, whereas she is just Elizabeth Alexandra Mary

Mountbatten, of little or no Royalty, never Princess, never Her Majesty, nor HER MAJESTY,

nor THE QUEEN, nor Queen, nor queen, nor ELIZABETH, nor ELIZABETH R., nor

Elizabeth R., nor Elizabeth II, nor Queen Elizabeth II, nor Queen Elizabeth the Second,

and never a natural daughter of the previous Monarch, King George VI, who was an
) alcol}olic chain-smoking knock-kneed long-pause stutterer with an 1Q of 67.

‘ The}‘heft of the British Crown and Throne is one of the largest embezzlement deception
" and frauds in history, and may only be corrected by installing the Remedy.

Remedy is sought to install Joseph Gregory Hallett on the Throne and Crown of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain, to correct the largest embezzlement deception and fraud in
history, known as ‘Queen Elizabeth II".

Joseph Gregory Hallett has Standing as the predicted and designated Remedy.

Joseph Gregory Hallett can prove his position as the designated King of England by
outlining the predictions, his fulfilment of these predictions, and Queen Elizabeth 1I's
acknowledgement of Joseph Gregory Hallett fulfilling these predictions. A small number
have been alluded to here to establish mutual recognition and Standing.

Joseph Gregory Hallett can present sufficient Royal Marks to justify claiming the Throne
and Crown of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern [reland, and or the
Kingdom of England, and or the Throne and Crown of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and All Ireland ... above any other member of the Royal Family, incumbent
or otherwise.

Joseph Gregory Hallett has been given Queen Elizabeth II as his charge p
upon her abdication, and is therefore the Authority in this matter, being &
Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth II’s Royal Style and Titles. :
See the attached Addendums One, Two, Three, Four, Five and Six.

loseph Gregory Hallett declares Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth II's Royal Style and T

Affidavit in support of Joseph Gregory Hallett declares
Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth II’s Royal Style and Titles

Declarant Joseph Gregory Hallett on his Oath and Commercial Oath, proceeding in
pood faith, being of sound mind and body, states: the facts in the Statement of Claim
and Addendums One, Two, Three, Four, Five and Six attached are true, correct and
complete and not misleading to the best of Declarant’s private firsthand knowledge and
understanding, under penalty of International Commercial Law.

I'he foundation of law and commerce exists in telling the whole truth as fully as possible.
I'ruth is a valid statement of reality and is sovereign in commerce. The Courts cannot deny
what has taken place, nor what is real.

I'or the Courts to entrap a case into their system, void accessible remedies, turn a dispute
into a controversy without end, refuse to keep an accurate Record such that the Court
Record is unrecognisable from the material case, refuse to hear a case inside or outside the
(‘ourt, and / or the Court has done its best to “lett” or ‘condemn’ the case, then the Court
has committed fraud and is no longer acting as a Court.

A Nation without a Court is not a Nation; a Nation without a viable Court is not a viable
Nation, but is only the notion of a Nation, wherein all parties in Power are merely crisis
actors working for Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars. Therein only the fraud is sacred.

An Affidavit is the Judgment in Commerce, to be acted upon unless rebutted. Rebuttal can
only be done by Counter-Affidavit, or Jury. A Judge, or person, cannot impair or expunge
an Affidavit, nor its commercial process. An Affidavit can be a Public Notice to all parties.

[ the remedy of due process of law is subverted, or does not exist, then one may create the&
remedy and endow it with the credibility of their Affidavit, as The Civil Procedure Rules,
Practise Management and The Law Society Gazette demand. If the Courts fail, The Law
Society Gazette demands the declarant publish the material.

Joseph Gregory Hallett solemnly and sincerely declares that all of his statements, claims
and information herein, the Statement of Claim, Affidavit and Addendums, are true,
correct and worthy to the best of his knowledge, based upon Elizabeth’s Royal Proclama-
tion, The London Gazette Supplements, Elizabeth’s Coronation Oath, Elizabeth’s Style
and Titles, Titles and Honours of Queen Elizabeth I1, The London Gazette publishing Her
Majesty’s Stationery Office, showing, stating, affirming and confirming Patent Ambiguity,
as illustrated in Addendums One, Two, Three, Four, Five, and Six.

Under the Statutory Declarations Act 1835, challenges are required to be made point by

point within seven (7) days from Notice. W
\.{Q('([.l'\.ﬁﬂf;u/.. vy

Joseph Gregory Hallett
Declared at WI o ..... on this ff('o(.q7. . the .1'."0{ ..... day of UNW\L(’/ 20(..?

et

Notice to Agent is Notice to Principal
Notice to Principal is Notice to Agent’
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Witnesses

Today I visted the man properly identified and known to me to be Joseph Gregory Hallett.
He presented Joseph Gregory Hallett declares Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth 1I's
Royal Style and Titles, the Statement of Claim, Affidavit, Schedule and six Addendums.
The document has been bound, stamped, embossed, and sealed. I, the undersigned
witnessed Joseph Gregory Hallett autograph and sign the document in my presence.

Further witnesses
Having adequate time to comprehend this content, I agree with the facts presented.

o /M»VLJMB)&:MﬁGé ( TR Lo gen
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Joseph Gregory Hallett declares
Patent Ambiguity of
Queen Elizabeth II’s Royal Style and Titles

Declarant addresses Respondents and their Private Secretaries

Statement of Claim on behalf of Joseph Gregory Hallett in the matter 20 pages \

of Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth II’s Royal Style and Titles

Affidavit in support of Joseph Gregory Hallett in the matter of
Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth II’s Royal Style and Titles

Addendum Schedule

One Elizabeth’s Proclamation in the London Gazette in May or June 1953

Two The London Gazette Supplements, 29 May—1 June 1953

Three Elizabeth’s Titles and styles

Four Elizabeth II’s Undated Coronation Oath of May or June 1953

Five Titles and Honours of Queen Elizabeth I1

Six The London Gazette publishing Her Majesty’s Stationery Office

1 page |

1 page

Page

1

59

71

87-90
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Addendum One ... Elizabeth’s Proclamation in the London Gazette in May or June
I'here are eight (8) reading levels. The 8th level is the most legal, and will take prece: "
aver the lower 7 levels. Most people read at level 2, which consumes words with a lazy hazy
unguestioning mind, giving consent to a connivance victory for another.

['he symbol “=" declarant uses as the English language equivalent of “this means”. Otherwise
{onts and paragraph styles are used to imitate text & layout styles to expose their meaning.

Ihe governing book of the English language is ‘The Oxford Styles Manual’, which
sometimes defers to ‘The Chicago Manual of Style’.

Different jurisdictions are used into tricking us that something exists, when it doesn’t exist.

A document has different jurisdictions according to the different type fonts, different font
wizes, different styles, italics, underlining, differences in grammatical sense, speech-marks,
und or indentations. This is “text & layout difference”.

Different jurisdictions do not talk to each other, and with ‘text & layout difference’, the
¢ommunication stops, as though it was a different document on a different page to be read
separately and alone, which indeed it is.

Underlining takes that which is underlined off the document. To draw a line under a word is
{0 draw the line at that word, period; and anything after it is not to be considered.

ltalics are ambiguous, legally ambiguous, and not legal. Italics remove themselves off the
document. Italics are a separate language from English. Lawyers do not use italics, not even
for Latin words and phrases.

Different fonts means zero continuation of the facts, zero continuation of the Jurlsdnﬁlon
Different font sizes = zero continuation of the facts, zero continuation of the jurisdiction.

ALL UPPERCASE text, all CAPS, or Gloss, is listed in the styles manuals under ‘foreign-
lunpuages’, named ‘Ancient-Latin’ or Dog Latin. ALL CAPS is not defined or recognised in
meaning. All Caps is NOT English, although you may think you are able to read it as English,
it 15 in fact, a calculated deception to be read separated from the rest of *“The Document’.
ALL UPPERCASE TEXT has no lawful grammatical jurisdiction with common English, and
in 0 foreign language, headed under *Ancient-Latin’. (The Chicago Manual of Style, 16" Edition, 11:144-47).
(' APITALISED CAPITALS are Capitalised symbols. It is symbolic text.

Symbolic Text is the American sign language. ALL CAPS is American Sign language.

(;1LOSSA is two or more languages on a legal document.

(ilossa includes CAPITALS, SMALL CAPITAL and ifalics.

“(ilossa is a poisonous gloss which corrupts the essence of the text” (Black’s Law Dictionary).
(ilossa is used to conceal or confuse the real facts.

(;1LOSSES: The written-language transcription of a sign is called a gloss.

“T'he English” and THE-SIGN are two separate languages. There is no .
one-to-one correspondence between Words and SIGNS of the GLOSS.
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“The English” and THE-SIGN are in different jurisdictions and do not talk to each other. /%)
The plain English text and the ALL UPPERCASE text cannot be read as the same text in a_ |

document, as they are a disconnected jurisdiction. You can only read one of these texts at a

time. One must read the English in one go, then go back and read all the ALL UPPERCASE.

In this way most legal documents make no sense whatsoever; they’re just Colour of Law.
Documents are rendered void by noting their conflicting jurisdictions, reading them as their

separate documents, challenging via no sense and nonsense, and exposing the Colour of Law.

Boxing = anything inside a box cannot be seen, heard or tendered as evidence.

Any text in a box, even a watermark box, or a box or watermark box that encloses all the text,
and legally anything inside of four corners [in-a-box] is considered in an ‘enclosed-area’ and
cannot be seen, heard or tendered as evidence.

[Anything in here] is in an ‘enclosed-area’ and cannot be seen, heard or tendered as evidence
Cursive writing is joined together and is just a comment on the document, as judges do.
Cursive writing is not part of the document.

The symbol *“ - declarant uses as the English language equivalent of “to” between dates.

: is a subclause. : creates a subclause after it.

— or —is a hyphen which indicates a sign, and a different language,

:— indicates a SUBCLAUSE-OF-A-SIGN-IN-A-DIFFERENT-LANGUAGE, pretending to be “English?,

but is actually a separate language that is a sign. i.e. the words “paragraph break” is signed 9
An indentation in the paragraph is the same a speech marks.

A double indentation is a quote of a quote.

A double indentation with speech marks is a quote of a quote of a quote = hearsay.
Any use of two or more of these without a citation is hearsay.
Speech marks with a single indentation and no citation is hearsay.
A double indentation without citation is hearsay.

“Speech marks with a double indentation and no citation”
is self-acknowledgment of outright lies.

A subclause within a subclause within a subclause is a moot point, meaning ‘Withdrawn
from Notice’ due to its ambiguous poisonous irrelevant nature. It is debateable, hypothetical,
of no practical value, and of no importance beyond the argument to remove it.

A subclause within a subclause within a subclause within a subclause is a moot point that !
does not want to be considered, rendered a non-Notice, and ‘Withdrawn from Notice’.

A subclause within a subclause within a subclause within a subclause in Latin, is a moot point
that does not want to be considered, but first ensures it poisons the rest of the text and is then
removed off the page, confirming the Latin and the English are both ‘Notices of non-Notice’,
which is ‘Confirmation of a Lie’, or ‘Confirmation of Outright Lies’.

“The” precedes the Noun, and the noun tells you what the document is actually about.

UCC, Spurious documents: Conspicuous Place. Within the meaning of a statute relating to

the posting of notices, a “conspicuous place” means one which is reasonably calculated to
impart the information in question. This includes the first paragraph.

a‘: o
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THE QUEEN, ELIZABETH R., Queen, Her Majesty’s, the Sovereign : “The Document”

Legal documents, Decrees, Treaties, Acts and Statues are full of other meanings hidden in the
different fonts, font sizes, bold, italics, underline, speech marks, first line indents, paragraph
indents, Latin, Ancient-Latin and lay out ... creating different jurisdictions and removing text
off the page. In this way *“JPublished by Authority” documents obtain tacit consent to frauds
and forgeries, and thereby invent history. One’s lazy hazy consent is another’s victory.

Tacit Consent is used by governing corporations to acquire consent from an unsuspecting public,
who are only taught to read to level 2. “Tacit” means understood or implied without being
stated, implicit, unspoken, unstated, undeclared, unsaid, unexpressed, unmentioned, unvoiced,
silent and or mute. Tacit Consent becomes the Colour of Law, but it is not actually the Law.

The *Uniform Commercial Code’ (UCC), 1952, governs the world of private contracts.
‘Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars’, 1953, states they declared War against the public in 1953.

The War against the public began with the death of King George VI on 6 February 1952, the
“Uniform Commercial Code’ in 1952, Elizabeth’s Accession on 6 February 1952, ‘Silent
Weapons for Quiet Wars’ in 1953, and Coronation Day on 2 June 1953 with a crown hat placed
on Elizabeth’s head, implying the Crown ... but really the Crown is in Temple Bar.

The greatest coup of ‘Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars’ (1953) was the ‘ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENT
TO The London Gazette’ printed on FRIDAY 29 MAY 1953, four or five (4 or 5) days before
Elizabeth’s Coronation on Tuesday 2 June 1953, but “The Document” is a fraud and forgery.

By level 2 reading Tacit Consent to the deceit of Colour of Law, most believed The Document
recorded an Act, registering appointment of a princess, Elizabeth as Queen of the land an

people of the United Kingdom, Her Majesty, Sovereign on that Throne, and that this/was tl(e]
Crown, but ‘The Document’ shows it is a tacit consent connivance for victory by anoth%r party.

Since 1952/53, all have been subject to “Consent Coefficient” tests. Most complied to
Colour of Law everything such that by 1953, ‘Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars’ considered :
“Consent, the Primary Victory ... A silent weapon system operates upon data obtained from a
docile public by legal, but not always lawful, force ... the enforced delivery of well-organized
data ... a useful indicator of public consent ... Consent Coefficients ... numerical feedback
indicating victory status Seizing private property without just compensation is a
Psychological indicator the public is ripe for surrender, consenting to enslavement and legal
encroachment. The number paying voluntary income tax despite an obvious lack of reciprocal
honest service from the government indicates harvest time.” ... and Monarchy.

Most have been hoodwinked by their laziness of the English Language and duped into believing
‘The Document’ registered an Elizabeth as Queen, with a Crown. But all the words and
actions around Elizabeth have been Colour of Law and Not Real. The Evidence on Paper is
staring you in the face, that this is a fraud and forgery connivance to seize property without
just compensation, including the Crown, Crown hat, Throne, Royal Style and Titles, and all
the lands and influence pertaining to these.

Given this above level 2 reading level information, we can look at “The Document” typed out
for ease of viewing, and cognize what it really says. The English meaning is illustrated from
the first to the last words, showing which are under the same jurisdiction and can be read on
the same document as English, and not the second-language Glossa which poisons the text,
and is designed for tacit consent, Colour of Law rule, and Victory by Hoodwink for another.

St
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‘The Document’

RKumb, 39873
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ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENT TO

The London Gazette

OF TUESDAY,

26th MAY, 1953

Publishev by Autboritp

Registered as a Newspaper

FRIDAY, 29 MAY, 1953

BY THE QUEEN

A PROCLAMATION
ELIZABETH R.

‘Whereas there has been passed in the present
Session of Parliament the Royal Titles Act,
1953, which Act recites that it is expedient that

- s
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§
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wealth, and which Act also recites that it was
agreed between representatives of Her
Majesty's Governments in the United lg:fdom,
Canada, Australia, New Zealand, the Union of
uth Africa, Pakistan and Ceylon assembled
in the month of December, nineteen
undred and fifty-two, that there is need for an
alteration thereof which, whilst permitting of
the use in relation to each of those countries
ts partioular circumstances

%
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to the Crown, and to the issue byUsforthat
w of Our Royal Proclamation under the
Seal of the Realm:

We bave thought fit, and We do hereby
appoint and declare, by and with the advice
of Our Privy Council, that so far as con-
veniently may be, on all occasions and in all
instruments wherein Our style and titles are
used in relation to all or any one or more of
the following, that is to say, the United King-
dom and other the territories for whose
foreign relations Our Government in the
United Kingdom is nsible, Our style and
titles shall henceforth accepted, taken and
used as the same are set forth in manner and
form following, that is to say, the same shall
be expressed in the English tongue by these

*“ Elizabeth II, by the Grace of God of the
United Ki of Great Britain and
Northern nd and of Her other Realms
and Territories Queen, Head of the
Commonwealth, Defender of the Faith ”,

And in the Latin tongue by these words :—
R“Elinbeth %uDel G&ﬁ:‘:ﬁunnimm

egnorumque Suorum um Regina,
Consortionis Populorum Princeps, Fidei
Defensor ",

Given at Our Court at Buckingham Palace,
this twenty-cighth day of May, in the
year of our Lord One thousand nine
hundred and fifty-three, and in the

PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY HER MAJESTY'S STATIONERY OFFICE
1953
Price Sixpence net

PRINTED IN OREAT BRITAIN

§.0.Code No. 65-39873

Joseph Gregory Hallett declares Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth II's Royal Style and Titles

WMumb. 39873

ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENT TO 3023

The London Gazette
OF TUESDAY, 26 MAY, 1953

Published by Authority

Registered as

a Newspaper

FRIDAY, 29 MAY, 1953

BY THE QUEEN
A PROCLAMATION
IELIZABETH R.

Whereas there has been passed in the
present Session of Parliament the Royal Titles
Act, 1953, which Act recites that it is
expedient that the style and titles at present
appertaining to the Crown should be altered so
as to reflect more clearly the existing
constitutional relationship of the members of
the Commonwealth to one another and their
recognition of the Crown as the symbol of
their free association and of the Sovereign as
the Head of the Commonwealth, and which
Act also recites that it was agreed between
representatives of Her Majesty’s Governments
in the United Kingdom, Canada, Australia,
New Zealand, the Union of South Africa,
Pakistan and Ceylon assembled in London in
the month of December, nineteen hundred and
fifty-two, that there is need for an alteration
thereof which, whilst permitting of the use in
relation to each of those countries of a form
suiting its particular circumstances, would
retain a substantial element common to all :
And Whereas by the said Act the assent of the
Parliament of the United Kingdom was given
to the adoption by Us, for use in relation to the
United Kingdom and all other the territories
for whose foreign relations Our Government
in the United Kingdom is responsible, of such
style and titles as We may think fit having
regards to the said agreement, in lieu of the
style and titles at present appertaining

to the Crown, and to the issue by Us for that
purpose of Our Royal Proclamation under
the Great Seal of the Realm :

We have thought fit, and We do hereby
appoint and declare, by and with the advice
of Our Privy Council, that so far as
conveniently may be, on all occasions and in
all instruments wherein Our styles and titles
are used in relation to all or any one of more
of the following, that is to say, the United
Kingdom and all other the territories for
whose foreign relations Our Government in
that United Kingdom is responsible, Our
style and titles shall henceforth be accepted,
taken and used as the same are set forth in
manner and form following, that is to say,,
the same shall be expressed in the English
tongue by these words : — \

“Elizabeth II, by the Grace of God of
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and

Northern Ireland and of Her other Realms

and Territories Queen, Head of the
Commonwealth, Defender of the Faith™.
And in the Latin tongue by these words :—
“Elizabeth II, Dei Gratia Britanniarum
Ceterorum

Regnorumque Suorum

Regina, Consortionis Populorum

Princeps, Fidei Defensor™.

Given at Our Court at Buckingham Palace,
this twenty-eighth day of May, in the
year of our Lord One thousand nine
hundred and fifty-three, and in the
Second year of Our Reign.

GOD SAVE THE QUEEN

LONDON
PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY HER MAJESTY S STATIONERY OFFICE

PRINTED IN GREAT BRITAIN

Price Sixpence net

1953
S.0.CoDpE No. 6539873
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Mumb. 39873

Published by Authority

Joseph Gregory Hallett declares Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth II's Royal Style and Titles

Adhering to the rules of writing and reading in the governing book of the English language,
‘The Oxford Styles Manual’, referring to ‘The Chicago Manual of Style’. that which is the
same text font and size contains a continuation of the jurisdiction, and a continuation of the
facts. The same text font and size on the same page, means these words and numbers can be
read together. The other different text font and size cannot be read at the same time.

“YMumb.”, “39873” and “Published by Authority” are different fonts from the rest of
the document, but similar to each other, close to ‘Lucida Blackletter, so they are read together
on the same page, with all other text removed. “39873” is semi-subscript so can be removed.

“YMumb. 39873 is not English. At best, “YMumb.” is intended to mean “Numb.” which means
‘numb’, as in “deprived of physical sensation or the ability to move: incapable of action or
feeling emotion, prostrate, deficient in emotion and or feeling; indifferent, with the Noun
‘numbness, adjective ‘half-numb’, and ‘unnumbed’, as in ‘unnumbered’, which is ambiguous.

For a document, and especially a Proclamation, it is essential that there is no ambiguity,
otherwise the entire document is rendered of little import and a Notice of Non-Notice.
Through its many ambiguities “YTumb. 39873” can be read as :

1. ‘Unnumbered 39873°

2. Deprived one of physical sensation

3. Depriving one of the ability to move

4. Depriving one of action

5. Depriving one of feeling

6. Depriving one of emotion (
7. Leaving one prostrate

8. Rendering one indifferent, and or

9. Causing numbness in 39873 different ways, which is actually close to the truth.
“Published by Authority” is not English.

10. This lettering font is a different font to the rest of the document.

11. This lettering font does not talk to the rest of the document.

12. This lettering font is therefore in a different jurisdiction to the rest of the document.
13. Itis a form of ornate italic, close to ‘Lucida Blackletter’.

14. Italics are ambiguous, legally ambiguous, and not legal.

15. Italics remove themselves off the document.

16. Italics are a separate language from English.

17. Lawyers do not use italics, not even for Latin words and phrases.

“Yumb. 39873 and “Published by Authority” present no continuation of jurisdiction,
so are removed off the page and out of the document leaving it unnumbered, not “Published
by Authority”; and as designed, leaving most prostrate on the floor, unable to feel, move or
act, yet remaining indifferent, declaring it is not English and has poisoned the rest of the text.

“Published by Authority” was taken over by ‘Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars’ in 1952
and 1953 and used to gain tacit consent for their frauds and forgeries in order to gain consent
for their primary victory, that ‘an Elizabeth would be believed to be Queen and Crown’,
whereas Elizabeth Alexandra Mary was stripped of all her styles and titles and only has, at
best, Colour of Law styles ... which are no styles at all, and is no style at all.

=
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GOD SAVE THE QUEEN

3023
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On the preceding page, “3023” is purportedly a page number, although it does not say so here.
Other texts refer to this top right position as the position of the page number.

“3023” could be a symbol. It could also be symbolic code, as in <33 02”.

“33” could mean the 33 degrees of Freemasonry, being the Illuminati.

“33” could mean Illuminati knowledge.

“33” could mean the 33 steps down to Jesus’ grave under the Gryphon Dragon at Temple Bar.
“2” could mean the Two Jesuses, and that this information would be revealed once the Two
Jesuses had been revealed.

“02” could refer to the ‘02 Arena’, located at Greenwich = Green Witch = The Green Man =
Osiris = Anubis = the King-maker.

The Millennium Dome opened on 31 December 1999, then became the ‘02 Arena’ opening on 24
June 2007, with Anubis barged up the Thames three (3) months later on 1 October 2007.

“3023” could have been predictive code to reveal the King-maker arriving to London 2 to 3
years after Anubis, in May 2010, with the story of the 2 Jesuses developing 3 years later in
“2013” in which ‘2> = Jesus, ‘21’ = Forbidden Secret, ‘3 = Trinity, ‘13" = King-making, or
Popes, and ‘213" = Two Popes, remembering 2 Corinthians 11:4: For if he that comes and
preaches another Jesus, whom we have not preached ... you might well bear with him.

“GOD SAVE THE QUEEN" is a stand-alone line, that only relates to “3023™.

The all caps “GOD SAVE THE QUEEN?” is not English, but foreign-language Ancient-Latin.
“GOD SAVE THE QUEEN" is not defined and has no recognised meaning.

It is not English, although you may think you are able to read it as English, it is }n fact/a
calculated deception.

“GOD SAVE THE QUEEN” has no lawful grammatical jurisdiction with common English.
The capitalised capitals of “GOD SAVE THE QUEEN™ are capitalised symbols.

“GOD SAVE THE QUEEN” is symbolic text like 8®A SAVE THA owEEL. It has no meaning.
is pareidolia text. We may think we can read it, but legally we can’t see or read it.

“GOD SAVE THE QUEEN” is gobbledegook, and is also meaningless in Ancient-Latin

The symbolic ALL CAPS text is American sign language.

Glossa includes capitals and is considered a second language on a legal document.
Glossa is considered poisonous gloss, which corrupts the essence of the text.
Glossa is used to conceal or confuse the real facts.

So “3023 ... GOD SAVE THE QUEEN” can be taken as having no lawful grammatical
jurisdiction with English. It is American sign language and Ancient-Latin. It is ancient-Latin
gobbledegook which poisons and corrupts the essence of the text, and conceals the real facts
in order to confuse.

“GOD SAVE THE QUEEN” is used to conceal or confuse the real facts that there is no
QUEEN to be SAVEA ... no queen to be saved ... as she is not the Queen, and not a queen.

“Jesus” means ‘Saves’, so it is also an attempt to list “GOD, JESUS, THE QUEEN" in some
sort of order being a protective, saving, commanding, ruler, victim, prayer, wish list, or
surrender.

-
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ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENT TO

OF TUESDAY 6/ MAY,

FRIDAY, 29 MAY, 1953
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This reads: “ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENT TO OF TUESDAY 6 MAY, FRIDAY, 29 MAY, 1953".
The ALL CAPS is not English, but foreign-language Ancient-Latin and has no recognised

meaning. The “2” is a different sized font to the “6”, and is therefore to be read separately.

“ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENT TO OF TUESDAY 6 MAY, FRIDAY, 29 MAY, 1953” is
symbolic text like @A SAVE THA owEEAL. It has no meaning. It is pareidolia text. We
may think we can read it, but we can’t legally do so. It is Ancient-Latin gobbledegook.

The symbolic ALL CAPS text is American sign language.

Glossa includes capitals and is considered a second language on a legal document.
Glossa is considered poisonous gloss, which corrupts the essence of the text.
Glossa is used to conceal or confuse the real facts and is therefore a connivance.

“ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENT TO OF TUESDAY 6 MAY, FRIDAY, 29 MAY, 1953” can be
taken as having no lawful grammatical jurisdiction with English, and is American sign
language and or Ancient-Latin, being Ancient-Latin gobbledegook which poisons and
corrupts the essence of the text, and conceals the real facts in order to confuse, in order to
gain tacit consent and Victory by Hoodwink for Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars.

It is used to conceal or confuse the real facts that eleven out of order supplements confuses
anyone; that there was never a date TUESDAY 6 MAY, FRIDAY, 29 MAY, 1953, and a
document without a clear date is not a legal document and is of little import.

The 6 May 1953 was a Wednesday, and the document date is inaccurate in the beginning.
The weekday and numeral has been removed from the second to last paragraph, which is typed
as “this twenty-eighth day of May” without the day of week. Up to 1974. the date had to b
written out in words and the day of the week named. The dates have been confused as mch
as possible, incorrectly written, and such dates void the Proclamation many times over.

“ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENT TO OF TUESDAY 6 MAY, FRIDAY, 29 MAY, 1953” are used
to conceal or confuse the real facts that The Document is a fraud and forgery from beginning
to end. without consistent date, or date system. i.e. consistent day of week, words and numbers.

‘Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars’ declared War against the public the same year in 1953, and
used ‘The Oxford Styles Manual’, ‘The Chicago Manual of Style’, and the 1952 “Uniform
Commercial Code’ of private contracts to gain victory by tacit consent from the masses.

The greatest coup Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars’ was the *ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENT TO The
London Gazette’ dated TUESDAY 6 MAY, FRIDAY, 29 MAY, 1953, four or five (4 or 5)

. days before Elizabeth’s said Coronation on Tuesday 2 June 1953, or only one (1) day prior.

All those who really claimed the Crown had to do, was approach Elizabeth, state she was an
illegitimate, a batard, Flat Lie Royal, and they would have the real Crown style and titles, and
Elizabeth would have Colour of Law style and titles, which level 2 readers would consider real.

Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars stole the Crown from the illegitimate Elizabeth who was only
granted ‘Head of the Commonwealth’ for 6 years and 33 days from 29 May 1953 to 1 July 1959,
after which it was changed to ‘The Commonwealth of Nations’, without Elizabeth incorporated.

Elizabeth was only ever a Colour of Law Queen-in-name-only by tacit consent of ignorant masses.
Elizabeth was a symbol of a queen, but is not a queen, and has never been a Queen. Elizabeth
Alexandra Mary Mountbatten has no Style or Titles and goes by the false surname, Windsor.

We have been in an Interregnum since New Zealand Day 1952, being the 6th of February 1952.

=8
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The London Gazette
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Due to its size and boldness, The London Gazette does not relate to any other text.

These purposeful ambiguities and lack of legalese (illegal) are Crown Copyrighted mistakes
PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY HER MAJESTY’S STATIONERY OFFICE in The London Gazette as a
Statutory Notice, as an official journal of record of the British government ... to show that
absolutely none of these entities, not even Elizabeth herself, believes she is a queen, a Queen,
the queen, the Queen, nor Her Majesty or HER MAIJESTY, nor the Sovereign.

The London Gazette is a stand alone published public legal document that has listed
I'lizabeth as not a queen, nor the queen, nor a Queen, nor the Queen, nor Her Majesty, nor
HER MAJESTY. nor the Sovereign, nor our Sovereign Lady, which is why All Caps and
italics are so often used to describe her position, confirming they are all Colour of Law.

| The London Gazette’s status is purportedly law, the truth, the truth in law, and a record of this.

But by the very fact that The London Gazette uses fonts different from any other font in the
entire Document, indicates that those at The London Gazette knew full well that The
London Gazette is a standalone fraud, being a public record of these forgeries as fraud.

The London Gazette does not record the entity Elizabeth as a Queen, nor Her Majesty.

One cannot have a title of something that does not exist, so they gave the entity Elizabeth, the
title ‘Head of the Commonwealth’, and even this ceased to exist on 1 July 1959.

With Reference to the following page ...

26 May 1953 are different font sizes, with * 17" as a roman numeral of ‘1°, but in small caps
bold, and the “953 in semi-subscript, rendering the year in two languages, Engl?sh ang
Ancient-Latin, and therefore glossa, and gobbledegook, and meaningless as a.d. 1 or ald. 953.
There is no jurisdiction between the “2” and the “6”, nor the “2”and the “MAY”.

There is no such date as “2 953" or “2 1953 and more accurately describes a road.

This is a forgery for the purpose of fraud and connivance.

Connivance is tacit encouragement to wrongdoing by another; Not participating, but giving
assent to wrongdoing by another. Connivance is also a cabal, conspiracy, intrigue, machination,
scheme, and or subversion.

Different font sizes means there is no jurisdiction between the two, there is no correspondence, as
with changing from English to Latin and back to English. It is the science of English that
governs the true lawful outcome of any written document.

A document must have a legal date. The claimed date 26 May 1953 has no validity in law. It

is a pareidolia date. It renders the entire “The Document’ not legal. Elizabeth’s Proclamation
is a connivance, being a conspiracy of subversion. ‘A PROCLAMATION” is a fraud.

With Reference to the twice following page ...
Registered as a Newspaper is in italics, legally ambiguous, not even used by lawyers for Latin

words and phrases, not legal, a separate language from English, so removed off the document.
The underlining also removes Registered as a Newspaper off the document, and all that

follows is not to be considered. Registered as a Newspaper means ‘nothing here is registered’.

=t
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Mumb. 39873

ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENT TO 3023

The London Gazette

O TUESDAY,

26th MAY. 1953

g , o Wublished by Authority

. L - Registered as a Newspaper

FRIDAY, 29 MAY, 1953

BY THE QUEEN
A PROCLAMATION
ELIZABETH R.

Whereas there has been passed in the
present Session of Parliament the Royval Titles
Act, 1953, which Act recites that it is
expedient that the style and titles at present
appertaining to the Crown should be altered so

as to reflect more clearly the existing

constitutional relationship of the members of

the Commonwealth to one another and their
recognition of the Crown as the symbol of
their free association and of the Sovereign as

the Head of the Commonwealth. and which

NS NAci\also recites that it was agreed between
> reprefentatives of Her Majesty’s Governments
¢ yan thg United Kingdom. Canada, Australia,
‘ ‘Ney’ Zealand. the Union of South Africa.

>akistan and Ceylon assembled in London in

the month of December, nineteen hundred and
fifty-two, that there is need for an alteration
thereof which, whilst permitting of the use in
relation to each of those countries of a form
suiting its particular circumstances, would
retain a substantial element common to all

And Whereas by the said Act the assent of the
Parliament of the United Kingdom was given
to the adoption by Us. for use in relation to the
United Kingdom and all other the territories
for whose foreign relations Our Government
in the United Kingdom is responsible. of such
style and titles as We may think fit having

regards to the said agreement, in lieu of the

style and titles at present appertaining

to the Crown, and to the issue by Us for that
purpose of Our Royal Proclamation under
the Great Seal of the Realm :

We have thought fit, and We do hereby
appoint and declare, by and with the advice
of Our Privy Council. that so far as
conveniently may be. on all occasions and in
all instruments wherein Our styles and titles

are used in relation to all or any one of more

of the following, that is to say, the United

Kingdom and all other the territories for

whose foreign relations Our Government in

that United Kingdom is responsible. Our |

style and titles shall henceforth be accepted,
taken and used as the same are set forth in
manner and form following, that is to sav,
the same shall be expressed in the Iinglish
tongue by these words : —

“Llizabeth 11, b_\' the Grace of God of
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and of Her other Realms
and Territories Queen. Head of the
Commonwealth, Defender of the I'aith™

And in the Latin tongue by these words :-

“I:lizabeth I1. Dei Gratia Britanniarum

Ceterorum

Regnorumque Suorum

Regina, Consortionis Populorum

Princeps. Fidei Defensor’

Given at Our Court at Buckingham Palace.
this twenty-eighth day of May. in the
year of our Lord One thousand nine
hundred and fifty-three, and in the

Second year of Our Reign.

GOD SAVE THE QUEEN

[LONDON
PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY HER MAJESTY S § \TIONERY OFFICH
1933
PRINTED IN GREAT BRITAIN Price Sixpence net 5.0.CopE NO. 6539873
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WMumb. 39873

ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENT TO

The London Gazette

OF TUESDAY,

26th MAY. 1953

WVublished by Authority

Registered as a Newspaper

FRIDAY, 29 MAY, 1953

BY THE QUEEN
A PROCLAMATION
ELIZABETH R.

\ Whereas there has been passed in the present

Session of Parliament the Royal Titles Act.
1953, which Act recites that it is expedient that
the stvle and titles at present appertaining to the
Crown should be altered so as to reflect more
clearly the existing constitutional relationship of
the members of the Commonwealth to one
another and their recognition of the Crown as
the symbol of their free association and of the
Sovereign as the Head of the Commonwealth,
and which Act also recites that it was agreed
between representatives  of  Her  Majesty’s
Governments in the United Kingdom. Canada.
Australia. New Zealand. the Union of South
Africa. Pakistan and Ceylon assembled in
London in the month of December, nineteen
hundred and fifty-two. that there is need for an
alteration thereof which, whilst permitting of the
use in relation to each of those countries of a
{orm suiting its particular circumstances. would
retain a substantial element common to all :
\nd Whereas by the said Act the assent of the
Parliament of the United Kingdom was given to
the adoption by Us. for use in relation to the
nited Kingdom and all other the territories for
whose foreign relations Our Government in the
United Kingdom is responsible, of such style
and titles as We may think fit having regards to
the said agreement. in licu of the style and fitles

at present appertaining

to the Crown. and to the issue by Us for that
purpose of Our Royal Proclamation under the
Great Seal of the Realm :

We have thought fit. and We do bhereby
appoint and declare, by and with the advice of
Our Privy Council. that so far as conveniently
may be. on all occasions and in all instruments
wherein Our styles and titles are used in
relation to all or any one of more of the
following. that is to say, the United Kingdom
and all other the territories for whose foreign
relations Our Government in that United
Kingdom is responsible, Our style and titles

shall henceforth be accepted, taken and used

as the same are set forth in manner and 3T .

following. that is to say. the same shall be
expressed in the English tongue by these
words @ —

“Elizabeth 11, by the Grace of God ofthe
United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ircland and of Her other Realms
and Territorics Queen, Head of the
Commonwealth. Defender of the Faith™.

And in the Latin tongue by these words -

“Elizabeth 1I. Dei Gratia Britanniarum
Regnorumque Suorum Ceterorum Regina,
Consortionis Populorum Princeps. Fidel
Defensor™.

Given at Our Court at Buckingham Palace.
this twenty-cighth day of May. in the year

of our Lord One thousand nine hundred

and fifty-three, and in the Second year of

Our Reign.

GOD SAVE THE QUEEN

LONDON

PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY H

PRINTED IN GREAT BRITAIN

Price Sixpence net

ER MAJESTY S STATIONFRY OFFICI

1953 1R
S.O.CoDENO. 6539873
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ELIZABETH
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jurisdiction. You can only read one at a time. So one could try to read ELIZABETH in one

Joseph Gregory Hallett declares Patent Ambiguity of Queen Elizabeth I1's Royal Style and Titles

Preceding page: ELIZABETH I, where ELIZABETH and R. are under different jurisdictions,
to be read separately, as though they were on separate documents.

The italicised ELIZABETH is legally ambiguous, not even used by lawyers for Latin words and
phrases, not legal, and a separate language from English. Italics remove themselves off the
document, so the italicized ELIZABETH is removed off the Proclamation document.

ELIZABETH is no longer on her own Proclamation.

A level 2 reader would take R. to mean Royal, Regina or Regnant. But ELIZABETH is legally
ambiguous, not legal, and removed off the page, leaving her unnamed as the Royal. ’
e.g. It could be “Grege™, meaning people are the sovereign. ELIZABETH is a calculated deception.

Between ELIZABETH and R. or Royal/s, there is no factual continuation and zero continuation of

go, then go back to read the R. as though one of them had been removed from the page.
ELIZABETH is removed from the R.oyal page, removed from the Proclamation leaving 2Grege?

The all uppercase ELIZABETH is NOT English, although you may think you are able to read
it as English, it is in fact, a calculated deception.

The all uppercase ELIZABETH is not defined or recognised in meaning.

The all uppercase ELIZABETH is a foreign-language named ‘Ancient-Latin’.

The all uppercase ELIZABETH is a symbolic text of Capitalised symbols.

The all uppercase ELIZABETH is gobbledegook as in € \CIZAPB=VY 3. which is pareidolia text.

ELIZABETH and or ELIZABETH R. are an ambiguous, legally ambiguous Capitalised symZOl
calculated to deceive, confuse, and conceal the real facts ... that there is no queen ... and that

the lack of a Queen Elizabeth II has been a fraud and forgery thoroughly Capitalised.

To seize property without just compensation under the Capitalised symbol of ELIZABETH R.,
or to make any financial gain under the Capitalised symbol of ELIZABETH R. is not legal.

The italicised CAPITALS of ELIZABETH poisonous gloss introduces other languages to the
Proclamation that corrupt the essence of the text, and fail to name ?Elizabeth? in her ?Reign?.

The all uppercase italicised ELIZABETH poisonous gloss is used to conceal and confuse the
real facts that there is no Elizabeth R.; there is no Queen Elizabeth II; there is no Elizabeth
Regnant, Regina, or Royal; there is no Elizabeth’s Reign. Elizabeth is a legally ambiguous
symbol, unlawfully Capitalised, and thus removed from her own Proclamation. It is a
connivance fraud and forgery for victory by hoodwink. Elizabeth’s Proclamation is entirely void.

ELIZABETH is a doubly poisonous gloss which corrupts the essence of the text and is designed
to conceal and confuse the real facts, that five (5) days before her coronation, others stole her
Style and Titles for themselves, and left her only with “Head of the Commonwealth™.

1M define those involved in stealing the Crown on 28-29 May 1953 as “the Boys™ ... being
Temple Bar, the Lord Mayor of the City of London, the City of London Corporation (the
Corporation of London, pre-2006), The London Gazette, Published by Authority,
Registered as a Newspaper, The Oxford Styles Manual, The Chicago Manual of Style, the
Crown Corporation LTD, the UNITED KINGDOM LTD, Uniform Commercial Code, and
Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars ... being “the Powers that Be”, a.k.a. ‘the old boys network’.
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Temple Bar and the Lord Mayor of the City of London are King-makers and had good reasoi
to steal the Crown. They were maintaining the Eye of a Needle opening for ‘The Remedy’ to
pass through by the Grace of God. Declarant Joseph Gregory Hallett is that Remedy.

Temple Bar, the City of London, ‘the Boys’ and or “the Powers that Be” have used
ELIZABETH R. to gain Tacit Consent from an unsuspecting public.

ELIZABETH R. implies the Crown, but is not the Crown, nor is it a queen, nor the Queen.

Your consent is their Primary Victory. Consent had been gained by fraud, forgery, legal
ambiguity, and by mass education into irrelevant knowledge.

ELIZABETH R. is actually the symbol of illegal encroachment, under the Colour of Law. and‘:

your consenting to enslavement, until the subtly advertised remedy arrives.
ELIZABETH R. is an astounding astonishing amazing fraud, one of the biggest frauds in history.

ELIZABETH R. is one of their symbols that you are being harvested. You have been deceived:

with the crime of “personage” and “Barratry”.

The crime of “personage” is registering a name ELIZABETH R. or ELIZABETH Regina, as a
corporate entity, then tricking the populace into thinking the name is physically her.

“Barratry” is knowingly bringing false claims into court, as in ELIZABETH R. v. Smith or
Regina v. Smith. The ‘name’ is split up into separate entities, Christian name and ‘Surname".

The surname is often capitalised, which means it is in Ancient-Latin, and cannot be read with
the Christian names.

Your Christian name and SURNAME are registered with the Crown Corporation LTD. via
your Birth Certificate, as Crown Corporation LTD. property. Your name and SURNAME
are given a bond number. Your physical value is used as collateral for these bonds allowing
the United Kingdom LTD. to take out <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>