
 

 

1112123 11-11-086 

PROCLAMATION OF THE PEOPLE/LIVING 

MAXIM IN LAW 

"SOVEREIGNTY RESIDES IN THE PEOPLE WHOSE POWER IS THE SOURCE 
OF LAW" 

Genesis 1: 26 God gave the People/Living dominion over all things. 
 

: By Proclamation, with the Sovereign power and authority vested in the People/Living, we 

proclaim the Chief Executive Officer  “CEO”/COUNCIL [assigns and successors] to stop the unlawful 

collection of rates from the People/Living, and their Corporeal/Real Land. All rates collected during 

the CEO/Council tenure must be paid back in full to the People/Living, of whom, the CEO/Council 

extorted rates, by ponzi scheme, for incorporeal fake land, and a fake legal entity name, entered 

into the rating information database, under the false pretense there was liability upon the 

People/Living, and their Corporeal/Real Land, when no such liability has ever existed, nor can any 

liability ever exist. 

 
Parliament of New Zealand statute Law has been contravened many times by the Governor General, 
CEO/Council, Consultants, Contractors, Lawyers, Accountants, Auditors, Ministers, Secretaries, 
Registrars of land, Employee's, Secondee's and others. 

 

Local Government Act 2002 s 3[c];4; 8; 10; 12[3]; 14[1][a][i], [1][b]; 17[a]; 19; 39[b]; 42; 43[3] 

 Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 s 3[a][ii][iii]; 5 owner, rating unit; s6, 7[2];10[a]; 12[1]; 44; 59 

Rating Valuations Act 1998 s 5A [a][b][c], 5B [1]; 5C[1] 

Public Works Act 1981 s 2 land, SPV; s16[2]; 17[1]; 18[1][c][d]; 20 [1][a][b]; 26[1] no private injury; 59  

Criminal Procedure Act 2011 s 381[1],[2] .. 
 

MAXIMS IN LAW 

 
"When a man has the possession as well as the right of property, he is said to have jus duplicatum- a 
double right." 
"Long and quiet possession, gives dominion, being transferred without title or delivery." 
"The possessor of the land, has the right against all men." 
"A man cannot be taken by force from his house by police, to be conducted before a judge or to prison."  
 
 
 

 
 

We the People/Living declare this Proclamation, being 
the only Sovereign People/Living in and on this Land of Soil. 

 
[i/iii] 



 

 

1112123 11-11-086 

PROCLAMATION OF THE PEOPLE /LIVING 

MAXIM IN LAW 

“ SOVEREIGNTY RESIDES IN THE PEOPLE WHOSE POWER IS THE SOURCE  

OF LAW'' 

 
Genesis 1:26 God gave the People/Living dominion over all things. 

: By Proclamation, with the Sovereign power and authority vested in the People/Living, we proclaim 

the CEO/COUNCIL to stop the unlawful taking of Corporeal/Real Land from the People/Living, 

under the false pretense it is incorporeal/fake land, and that the Public Works Act 1981 enacts for 

such theft when the Act only applies to incorporeal fake land, with no private injury, or 

Corporeal/Real Land allowed. 

 
All contractors must cease work immediately as funding is by the proceeds of crime, by the 
CEO/Council, who know what the Law allows.   
 
All proceeds paid to contractors, in the last 7 years, be returned in totality, or face the enforcement 
of the Proceeds of Crime enactments. 

 

Local Government Act 2002 s 3[c];4; 8; 10; 12[3]; 14[1][a][i], [1][b]; 17[a]; 19; 39[b]; 42; 43[3] 

 Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 s 3[a][ii][iii]; 5 owner, rating unit; s6, 7[2];10[a]; 12[1]; 44; 59 

Rating Valuations Act 1998 s 5A [a][b][c], 5B [1]; 5C[1] 

Public Works Act 1981 s 2 land, SPV; s16[2]; 17[1]; 18[1][c][d]; 20 [1][a][b]; 26[1] no private injury; 59  

Criminal Procedure Act 2011 s 381[1],[2] .. 

 

MAXIMS IN LAW 
 
"The peoples land comprehends any ground soil or earth, whatsoever, as meadows. pastures, woods, 
moors. waters, and marshes." 
" Ignorance of the law does not excuse misconduct in anyone, least of all a sworn officer of the law." 

"Whatever is good and just if taken by force and fraud becomes bad and unjust." 

"What is mine cannot be taken away without my consent." 
" One cannot transfer to another a right which he has not". 
 

 
 
 
 

We the People/Living declare this Proclamation, being Sovereign 
People/Living in and on this Land of Soil. 

 
[ii/iii] 



 

 

 

 

 

 

For all points of contact please communicate with the 

Document Server in the first instance: 

 

 

 
Text: Phone:  +64 20 4113 4330 

 
 

Email: private-central-office@protonmail.com 
 
 
 

 
Postal: The Private Central Office 

PO Box 13142 

Tauranga Central  

Tauranga 3141  
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

[iii/iii] 
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JUDICIAL NOTICE, FORMAL NOTICE, IN EQUITY TO CEASE AND DESIST 
DEVELOPEMENT & RATE COLLECTION IMMEDIATELY. 

 

Without Prejudice, with all Rights Reserved, by Special Appearance     21/08/2023 

 

TO: Chief Executive Officer [CEO], [assigns and successors],   

Phil Wilson 

Auckland Council 

Private Bag 92300, Auckland 1142    

  

 Chief Executive Officer hereinafter called “CEO”.  Council, hereinafter called “Council” 

 

Being the sole employee of the Council, thereby pursuant to Local Government 
Act 2002 section 42 appointed, and section 43[3] carries total liability, both civil 
and criminal, and section 12[3] subject to this act, any other act and the general 
law.  
 

FROM:  The People of the Land, commonly called New Zealand, being united as one in pursuit of 
retaining their land by their rightful ownership, and stopping development in a manner 
with no regard for cost, effectiveness, Peoples investments, Peoples leisure and pleasure, 
with properties being destroyed without valuable consideration, or concern for anyone 
other than the Council and it's secondees. 

 

: Together with any other People or Land Owners, who may now choose to join this proceeding. 

 
: FOR THE AVOIDANCE OF DOUBT.  
 
1, MAXIM IN LAW 

"Sovereignty resides in the People whose power is the source of Law." 
 
2, Crown Proceeding Act 1950, section 2, interpretation, Officer of the Crown, and Servant of the 

Crown, clearly excludes the Governor General and all Judges, from having any Crown/Royal 

power or authority. 

 

Therefore, in Law at Law and by Law, the Governor General is not the living Sovereign agent or 

representative. 

 

: This is pursuant to Parliament of New Zealand statute Law. 
 
3, "Her Majesty the Queen in right of New Zealand" is a corporation listed with the Security and 

Exchange Commission in America registration no. 0000216105. New Zealand has a corporational 

Monarchy/Sovereign. 

 

4, Sovereignty resides in the People/living man in this country. As clearly defined in Equity and 

Common Law.
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MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"Sovereignty resides in the People whose power is the source of Law." 

 

Genesis 1:26, “Then God said, "Let us make man in our image,  

according to our likeness, let them have Dominion over the fish of the 

sea, over the birds of the air, and over the cattle, over all the earth and 

every creeping thing that creeps upon the earth." 

 
NOTE: 

 

: Be very clear, the People/Living are the Sovereign in this country.   

 

: The Governor General is a person/legal entity constituted by the Governor General Act, with 
no Sovereign, Royal or Crown power or authority pursuant to the Crown Proceedings Act 1950, 
section 2 interpretation Officer and Servant of the Crown. 

 
5, The Legislation Act 2019, section, 13, defines; 
 
person includes a corporation sole, a body corporate and an unincorporated body. 

 

NOTE: 

 

A person is a legal entity not a People/Living man. 

 

6, People. 

 

The word People comes from the latin word populos which means the living. 

 

: The Criminal Procedure Act 2011 section 381[2] this section overrides every enactment granting 

people of any description pardon protection and immunity from civil or criminal liability or both. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: A person is a legal entity and is not a People/Living man. People are the Sovereign of this Land, 

with dominion over the land, and all things. 

 

: Any proclamation signed by the Governor General has no Sovereign power or authority over the 
People/Living. 

 
7, Criminal Procedure Act 2011. section 24, defines endorsed written consent, prior to any 

proceeding, being laid or progressed, is required. 
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The Peoples Proclamation to the CEO 

 
8, The CEO must stop immediately all contractors and work upon any defined and general 
projects and developments as outlined herein, in the current, past and long term plans, known 
and unknown.  

 

: This is a Proclamation and Order from the Sovereign being those with dominion over the land being 

the People. 

 

 

REASONING IN LAW AT LAW AND BY LAW 

 

9, The Sovereign/People have spoken, by Proclamation and order. The CEO/Council must obey 
the Sovereign/People of their district. 
 
10, The CEO/Council is subservient to the People but have ignored the Peoples wishes. 
 
: The Local Government Act 2002, together with the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, clearly define 
the subservience of the CEO/Council to the People, and the observance of the Peoples wishes. 

 
11, The CEO/Council is using money taken under the false pretense, that a ratepayer is a People not a 

person. 

 
: Money taken under a false pretense is stolen and therefore can and will be taken back under the 
Proceeds of Crime Act. 
 
: The CEO of the Council has received formal demand to pay back the last 7 years rates, to the People 
whom the Council stole that money from. 
 
12, The CEO/Council is going to borrow large sums of money, against the People's security without the 
People's knowledge of how much nor the Peoples consent. 

 
: Parliament of New Zealand statute Law clearly defines what must happen to persons who steal, take 
things under a false pretense, and act in contravention of statute law. 
 
: The CEO is appointed under Parliament of New Zealand statute Law thereby he is bound by that Law. 
 
13,   All rates invoices claimed by the CEO in their tenure as CEO, are taken under a false pretense, thereby 
must be returned to the People immediately. 
 
: Parliament of New Zealand statute Law is very clear upon this matter. 

 

: The Law clearly defines what legal entity is a ratepayer, and what a rating unit is. 
 
14, Pursuant to section 43, Local Government Act 2002, the CEO is personally liable for both civil and criminal 
liability of the Council while he is the CEO. 
 
: The CEO is the only employee of the Council therefore he alone has full civil and criminal liability. 
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: Parliament of New Zealand statute Law requires We the People, hold the CEO and the persons he employs to 

account for their civil and criminal behaviour and liabilities. 

 

 
MAXIM IN LAW 
  
" All are equal before the Law." 
 
15, As the CEO has taken all rates under a false pretense that a People is a person, and thereby must 
return those rates, the Council is insolvent. Therefore, no future rates are due and owing. 
 
16, The CEO as CEO must stop all contractors immediately as an insolvent organisation cannot 
engage contractors to work and cannot incur further liability knowing they do not have the means 
to pay. 
 

All money paid to contractors by the CEO/Council has been paid with the proceeds of crime [that is 
rates obtained under the false pretense a person/legal entity is a People/Living man] so all contractors 
employed and paid by the Council during the CEO's tenure must be paid back to the People 
immediately. 

 
THE LAW SURROUNDING THE CEO’S UNLAWFUL ACTIONS / INACTIONS. 

 

17, Local Government Act 2002, section 3, Purpose 

[c] promotes the accountability of local authorities to their communities; and 

 

[d] provides for local authorities to play a broad role in promoting the social, economic, 
environmental, and cultural well-being of their communities, taking a substantial 
development approach. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: The purpose of the Act is to [c] promote accountability to the communities. 

 

: This proceeding is for the People to hold the CEO as the only employee of the Council to account for their 

civil and criminal actions during their appointment as CEO of the Council, pursuant to the Local 

Government Act 2002. 

 
: 3[d] states, promoting social, economic, environmental, and cultural well-being of their communities. 

 
: Any unlawful taking of Maori Pa's and Maori land is not promoting the cultural well-being of the 
community, therefore not acting pursuant to the purpose. 
 

: These actions by the CEO, are in direct contravention of  
a.) to enable democratic local decision-making and action by, and on behalf of, communities; and 
b.) to promote the social, economic, environmental, and cultural well-being of communities in the 

present and for the future. 
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NOTE: 

 

: Again, the CEO/Council by its arbitrary actions has destroyed cultural well-being, social 

responsibility, caused economic suicide, all for the CEO, and various secondees of the council 

personal gain. 

 

: This is another deliberate contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 
18, Local Government Act 2002 section 12 Status and powers. [l} A local authority is a body 
corporate with perpetual succession. 

 

[2] For the purpose of performing its role a local authority has- 

[a] full capacity to carry on or undertake any activity or business, do any act, or enter 

into any transaction; and 

                    

                    [b] for the purpose of  

 [a], full rights, powers, and privileges. 

 

Subsection [2] is subject to this Act, and any other enactment and the general law. 

 
NOTE: 
 

: The Local Government Act is very clear. 

 

: The CEO, as CEO of the Council, can do any act that is inside the bounds of this act and every other 

Parliament of New Zealand enactment and the general law. 

 

: With that inherent authority comes the inherent liability/responsibility. 

 

: This means any act by the CEO, which contravenes any Parliament of New Zealand enactment, 

Equitable Law, Common Law, and General Law, is a crime and or an offence for which section 43, 

of the Local Government Act states the CEO is personally liable. 

 
: This is Judicial Notice from the People to the CEO on a nunc pro tunc basis. You carry full liability. 
 

19, Local Government Act 2002, section 14, Principals relating to local authorities 

 
[1] In performing its role, a local authority must act in accordance with the following 

principles; 

 

[a] a local authority should- 

 

[i] conduct its business in an open, transparent, and democratically accountable manner; 

 

 [a] a local authority should make itself aware of, and should have 

regard to, the views of all of its communities; 
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[g] a local authority should ensure prudent stewardship and the  

efficient and effective use of resources in the interests of its  district region, 

including by planning effectively for the future management of its assets, 

and  

 

[2] should resolve the conflict in accordance with the principle in subsection [l][a][i]. 

 
NOTE: 

 

: Has the CEO/Council acted prudently? No. 

 

: How can the deliberate taking of property without communication, consent, valuable 

consideration, spending millions on consultants which amounts to nonsense, be acting effectively 

and prudently for the People? The CEO must be held to account. 

 
20, Local Government Act 2002, section 17a, Delivery of services 
 

[1] A local authority must review the cost-effectiveness of current arrangements for meeting the 

needs of communities within its district or region for good-quality local infrastructure, local public 

services, and performance of regulatory functions.  

 

 
: We the People, being the only Sovereign of this land, will no longer accept such blatant 
contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law, Equity Law, Common Law, and General 
Law. Be Judicially Noticed. 

 

 
21, Local Government Act 2002 section 39, Governance principles 

 

[b] a local authority should ensure that the governance structures and processes are 

effective, open, and transparent. 

 

NOTE: 

 

How can the CEO/Council claim to be open and transparent when it is acting in direct contravention 

of Parliament of New Zealand statute Law for the direct personal gain of the CEO and various 

secondees? 

 
22, Local Government Act 2002, section 42, Chief executive 

 

[1] A local authority must, in accordance with clauses 33 and 34 of Schedule 7, appoint a chief 

executive. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: This appears to be one of the few Parliament of New Zealand enactment sections complied with by the 

Council CEO/ Local Authority. 
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: However, what was not complied with was the transparency prior to the appointment which is 

required by the act. 

 

: The People did not have the opportunity to be included in the decision to appoint the CEO. 

 

: However, this proceeding will allow the People to view the real CEO in action and decide whether 

he is a fit and proper person with the capacity to look after the People's interests. 

 

23, Local Government Act 2002, section 43, Certain members indemnified. 

[3] To avoid doubt, a local authority may not indemnify a director of a council-controlled 

organisation for any liability arising from that director's acts or omissions in relation to that 

council-controlled organisation. 

 

 

NOTE: 

 

: Who directs the Council activity? The chief executive officer of the Council. 
 

: Is this not consistent with section 8 which clearly defines this act does not bind the Crown? 

 

: Therefore, responsibility and liability must lie with the only council employee, being the CEO, 

who directs all council activity. 

 

: Parliament of New Zealand statute law has set down the CEO as the one where all liability 

and responsibility lies and also sets down how he or she must act and be held to account. 

 

: Any contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute Law, Equity Law, Common Law, Case Law, 

General Law is a crime and or an Offence. 

 

24, NOTE: 

 

: The Parliament of New Zealand statute Law, Crimes Act 1961, section 73, defines any contravention of 

statute against the Sovereign as treason. 
 
Who is the Sovereign of this land? We the People. 
 

: The Governor General as previously proved, is a corporational Monarch constituted by the 

Governor General Act, registered with the Security and Exchange Commission no 0000216105, and 

proved no Sovereign power or authority pursuant to the Crown Proceeding Act 1950, section 2, 

interpretation Officer and Servant of the Crown excludes the Governor General and all Judges. 

 

: The Crimes Act 1961 also claims that to attempt to remove any class of People/the Living is 

Genocide. 

 

: The Council is refusing or neglecting to recognise the People/the Living as opposed to a 

person/legal entity. 

mailto:private-central-office@protonmail.com


Claim- For ease of communication, and comprehension, the grammar, format, and presentation used in this document is in plain-spoken language and 

written in italics font to acknowledge that this document is not written in Correct Sentence Structure Communication Parse Syntax Grammar yet is to 
read as on the page. Should the reader require Our dictionary or clarification/explanation of word meanings or terms in this notice that are not 

disclosed, please request from private-central-office@protonmail.com.                Page | 8 of 130 
 

 

Genocide crimes are heard in the International Criminal Court. If this dispute cannot be settled 

between the Council and we the People then the law requires the People to lay charges of 

Genocide, against the Council and its only employee. 

 

: Be very clear, Parliament of New Zealand statute Law, Equitable Law, Common Law, General Law 

require the People to hold Local Government Authorities to account. 

 

: Giving the People/Sovereign the enactments to carry out such accountability. 

 

25, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 6, Act binds the Crown. 

 

This act binds the Crown. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: If this act binds the Crown the only entity which is liable for rates is the Crown. The Crown is a 
person/legal entity. 

 

: If this act was intended to bind People, then this section would have quoted that fact. 

 
MAXIM IN LAW 

 

" What is included is included what is not included is excluded."  

 

" From the words of the law there must be no departure." 

 

: It is very clear that the only intended ratepayer is the Crown. 

 
26, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 7, Rateable land 

 
[1] All land is rateable 

[2] However, land is not rateable if this act or another act states that the land is non-rateable. 
 
NOTE: 
 

This is a nonsense section. The definition of a rateable unit in this act is not land. 

 

: Therefore, no land is rateable pursuant to this act. The rateable unit is not land, it is 

a person/legal entity. 

27, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, schedule 1, notes 1, persons in need means, persons in 
New Zealand who need care, support, or assistance because they are orphaned, aged, infirm, 
disabled, sick, or needy. 
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NOTE: 

 
: What this section states is that no one must pay rates if they are any of the above definitions. 

 

: Everyone who is over the age of 18 is aged, infirm, or needy. 

 

: Therefore, as section 6 states this act binds the crown only. 

 

: No one other than the crown is liable for rates. 

 
28, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 10, Who is a ratepayer? 
 
For the purpose of this act, a ratepayer is - 
 

[a] in relation to a rating unit, the person who is named as a ratepayer in the rating 
information database and the district valuation roll for the rating unit. 

 

NOTE: 

 

Let’s break this down. 

 

the person 

 

: The Legislation Act 2019 section 13 defines a person as includes a corporation sole, a body 
corporate, and an unincorporated body. 

 

: This is the only Parliament of New Zealand statute interpretation of the entity of a person. 

 

: Therefore, by this act a ratepayer is a legal entity/person, not a People/Living man. 

 

: This is consistent with section 6, This Act Binds the Crown. 

 

: The Crown is the person/legal entity referred to in this section. 

 

NOTE: 

 

the person who is named. 

 

: Persons/legal entities have names. 

 

: People/ living are given a call by their mother. 

 

: This is the statutory interpretation and is consistent with this act binds the Crown. The Crown being a 
person/legal entity. 
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NOTE: 

 

As a ratepayer in the rating information database and the district valuation roll for the rating unit. 

 

: As previously proved, only persons/legal entities have a name. 

 
: The rating information database can only accept names, with the birth certificate number being the 
person, and an address, being the letter box. 

 
People/ Living do not have a name or an address. Only persons/legal entities have a 
name or an address. 
 
: Who is the ratepayer? 

 

The person/legal entity defined in the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, as the Crown. 

 
: This is a legal entity registered with the Security and Exchange Commission, and is the only entity 
bound to the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002. 
 
: Be very clear, the CEO of the Council has falsely claimed the Living man as the ratepayer, and by force 
has collected the rates, when it can only be collected from a person/legal entity. 
 
MAXIM IN LAW 
 

"What is good and just, if obtained by force or fraud becomes bad and unjust." 

 

: Parliament of New Zealand enactments define this sort of behaviour as obtaining by false 
pretenses, to be a criminal offence. 

 

: The CEO of the Council is challenged to prove their position, of forcing the payment of rates by 
People, with Parliament of New Zealand statute law the interpretation in this document is incorrect. 
Failure to prove this fact perfects the intent and obtaining by false pretense. 

 

The onus of proof lies with the CEO of the Council. 
 
29, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 44, Notice of rates assessment. 
 

[1] A local authority must deliver a rates assessment to a ratepayer to give notice of the 

ratepayers’ liability for rates on a rating unit, or separate rating area. 

 

NOTE: 

 
: Who is a ratepayer? 
 

: This enactment defines a ratepayer as a person/legal entity named on the rating information 

database. 

 

: Who does this enactment define as the person who is named on the database? 
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The Crown being the only legal entity/person bound by this enactment. 
 

: Why would the CEO of Council send a People/living man a rate assessment and rate demand when 

the law requires the CEO to send it to a person/legal entity, in the ratepayer data base? 

 

: Of further note, this section states the local authority must deliver a rates assessment to a 

ratepayer. 

 

: Delivery is to the ratepayers data base, not to the residence of the People/Living man, who is the 

Sovereign of this land. 

 

: The local authority must deliver. Must means if this assessment is not delivered there is no rate 
payment or liability due. 
 

: Do the CEO and Council deliver a rate assessment? No. 

Therefore, there can never be any rates liability to the People/Living. 

 

: Parliament of New Zealand statute law requires the CEO and the Council to deliver to the 

ratepayer, not to the People, a rates assessment. 

 

: This is another contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law by the CEO of 

Council. 

 

: An assessment is not a demand for payment, or to make the People/Living liable to pay anything, and 

certainly not rates. 

 

: What this proves is rates are a voluntary payment. If the CEO/Council wishes People/ Living to pay, this 

is requires the endorsed written consent of the People/living man to consent to the rates assessment 

before any demand can be delivered to the People. 

 

: The only entity which must pay by enactment/force is the Crown/legal entity, as this Act Binds the 

Crown. 

 

: This inaction by the CEO perfects the intent of the CEO to falsely claim rates from a 

People/Living man without their endorsed written consent. 

 

: This further perfects the contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law with 

deliberate intent to deceive. 

 

: Anything/property taken under a false pretense without the Peoples consent and in direct 

contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law must be returned to the People 

immediately. 

 

This is Judicial and Formal Notice to the CEO of Council, the CEO. 

 
30, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 46, Rates invoice 

 

mailto:private-central-office@protonmail.com


Claim- For ease of communication, and comprehension, the grammar, format, and presentation used in this document is in plain-spoken language and 

written in italics font to acknowledge that this document is not written in Correct Sentence Structure Communication Parse Syntax Grammar yet is to 
read as on the page. Should the reader require Our dictionary or clarification/explanation of word meanings or terms in this notice that are not 

disclosed, please request from private-central-office@protonmail.com.                Page | 12 of 130 
 

[1] If a rates payment is due for a particular period, the local authority must deliver to the 

ratepayer a rates invoice for the rating unit or separate rating area for that period. 

 

NOTE: 

 

This is a separate section. 

 

: Until a section 44, Rates Assessment has been delivered by a local authority and accepted or 

rejected by the People/Living man or person/legal entity, there cannot be any rates liability, on 

anyone or any person/legal entity. 

 

: The rates assessment cannot be sent as a rates invoice/assessment as they are two different 

processes which cannot happen together because until the assessment is accepted, there cannot 

be rates to pay or any liability for rates under this Parliament of New Zealand enactment. 

 

: These functions must be carried out separately, as an assessment is a separate process requiring 

endorsed written consent before any ratepayer liability can be proved or collected. 

 

: Of note, section 46[1] states if a rates payment is due. 
 
: If rates are mandatory and not by consent then the Act would be worded to reflect that mandatory 
liability and payment and there would be no need for the two separate processes to exist. 

 

: These two separate processes are set out in two separate sections. 

 
: Of further note again, this section revolves around the person/legal entity/name, as the ratepayer. 
 
: As previously proved, the ratepayer is the person whose name is listed in the rate information 
database. 
 

: A person by statute interpretation is a legal entity/dead instrument. Nowhere in this enactment 

does it suggest that rates are to be collected or paid by the People/Living man upon land that the 

Sovereign/living man has possession of. 

 

: The interpretation of owner in section 5, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002,  

person who is seized or possessed of.  

 

The ratepayer/ person is possessed and seized by the Ratepayers data base. 

 
: If the People/living man is seized or possessed by the CEO then that is kidnap. This cannot be 
taken any other way. This is consistent with this act. If the CEO wishes to challenge these facts, he is 
challenging Parliament of New Zealand Statute law, thereby can only challenge Parliament of New 
Zealand Statute law. 
 
: There is no Parliament of New Zealand statute law to support any other interpretation. 
 

31, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 46, Rates invoice 
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[1] A rates invoice must clearly identify all of the following; 

 

                      [a] the name and address of the local authority: 

[b] the name and address of the ratepayer: 
 

: The name and address. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: Only persons/legal entities have a name, and an address, People/Living have a call given by 

their mother, and a place where they reside. 

 

: For the avoidance of doubt, an address is a letter box not a dwelling. 
All of this is consistent with Parliament of New Zealand statute Law. 

 
[1][c] the legal description and location of the rating unit. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: The rating unit by Parliament of New Zealand statute law Rating Valuations Act 1998, 5B defines 

the record of title held on LINZ data base, being seized and possessed by the CEO/Council and the 

incorporeal/fake land created/ comprised in that record of title as the rating unit. 

 

: It does not require the land details. It does not require the Peoples/Living Man details. 

 

: Again, the CEO has falsified the information required by statute law to make it look like the 

People/the living are liable for rates on their Sovereign land, which they are not, and cannot be. 

 

NOTE: 

 
The word invoice. 
 

: The word invoice is commonly misrepresented to meaning a demand. 

 

 

Black’s Law Dictionary first edition interpretation invoice: 

 

In Commercial Law, an account of goods or merchandise sent by merchants to their 

correspondents’, at home or abroad, in which the contents of each package, with other 

particulars, are set forth. 

 

:  Invoice is, as it says, the asking for payment in-voice. 

 

:  Again, proving that endorsed written consent of the People/Living is required prior to the 

delivering of the invoice. 
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: An invoice is not a demand for payment and cannot be forced upon anyone or force anyone to 

pay on an invoice or assessment. 

 

: What this section clearly proves, is that there is no liability for rates on any land in the lawful 

possession of the People/the living unless they give their endorsed and expressed written consent 

prior to the CEO/Council delivering a rate invoice. 

 
: This is pursuant to this Act, Local Government Act 2002, Rating Valuation Act 1998, and the 
Criminal Procedure Act 2011, section 381[2][24] and the Crimes Act 1961, section 80, oath to 
commit an offence and section 209, 105A,105B, 71, 25, 246, 228, 240, 260, and others. 
 
32, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 section 59 Rates are charge against rating unit.  
 
Rates assessed in respect of a rating unit are a charge against that unit. 
 
 

NOTE: 

 

Blacks Law, Charge is to impose a burden, obligation, or lien, to create a claim against property, to claim 

to demand. 

 
: What this means is the CEO/Council have a charge against the Incorporeal/fake land, 
created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title, seized and possessed by its owners the 
CEO/Council. 

 

: This section states rates assessed. 

 

: Rates assessed are not rates that can be collected by force and brutality from the People/living man. 

 

: An assessment requires endorsed written consent to be enforceable. 

 

: The rating unit is not the People/Living man nor is it the land of Genesis 1:26, possessed by the 

People/Living man. 

 
: Parliament of New Zealand statute law defines the rating unit as the record of title held in a rating 
information database, by the CEO/Council, and LINZ. 
 

: How can this the rating unit be interpreted to be the People/living man in lawful possession of his 
land? 

 

: Can only be fraud and perverting the course of justice for the Council’s own pecuniary advantage, 
commonly called theft as a person in a special relationship? 

 
33, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 60, invalidity of rates not ground for refusal to pay. 

 

A person must not refuse to pay rates on the ground that the rates are invalid unless the person 

brings proceedings in the High Court to challenge the validity of the rates on the ground that the 

local authority is not empowered to set or assess the rates on the particular rating unit. 
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NOTE: 

 

: Firstly, what is a person? 

 

: As defined by Parliament of New Zealand statute law which is the only valid interpretation, it is 

a legal entity/dead instrument. This must be factored into this section. 

 

: A person is not a People/Living man. 

 

: Secondly, the Council being the CEO, have been served formal demand for the total amount rates 

paid by People/the living to be returned for the total time the CEO tenure as Council. 

 

: The CEO’s predecessor will be served formal demand to return all rates paid by the 

People/Living while in their tenure as Council. 

 

: The legal and lawful reasoning for the formal demand to pay back all rates paid by the 

People/living is there is no statute law which allows or supports the CEO as Council to claim rates 

against People/the living and their land they are in possession thereof. 

 

: T h e  C E O  has not followed the lawful process set down by Parliament of New Zealand for 

local authorities to obtain rates. 

 

: There must be an assessment delivered, by the CEO/Council. That assessment must be accepted by 

endorsed written consent prior to an invoice being sent, which also must be accepted and endorsed 

prior to any payment or farced payment. 

 

: Persons are the only entities forced to pay rates by law. Persons are the CEO and the Crown pursuant 

to the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 and the Local Government Act 2002. 

 

: All rates demanded by the CEO/Council and paid by the People/living man have been by force 

and fear and threat of losing their property. 

 

NOTE: 

 

Firstly, we all know what the Parliament of New Zealand statute law interpretation of a person 

is. 

 
It is a legal entity/dead instrument. Therefore, on this definition, owner can never be a People/Living 
man, being the liable party for rates. 
 
Secondly, the words, whether jointly or separately seized or possessed. 

If a person was a People/Living man then this owner would be kidnapped. 

 

: The law of this country is very clear, People/the Living cannot be possessed or seized. It is kidnap. 

 

: The Crimes Act 1961, for which the CEO as Council must comply with all Parliament of New Zealand 

enactments, thereby section 209 applies. To seize or possess is to kidnap the living. 
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: The interpretation of a rating unit is very clear it is the record of title held by the rating information 

database or LINZ database. 

 

:  It is not, nor can it ever be a People/ Living man, or his SOVEREIGN land he was given dominion 

over. 

 

: The intent for this act is only for persons/legal entities as defined by Parliament of New 

Zealand enactments. It does not relate in any way to People/Living. 

 

: Councils are persons/legal entities, therefore are limited to dealing with persons/legal 

entities, using invoices used in commercial law for commercial/legal names and entities. 

 

: The CEO is employed as a person, thereby making them subject to this enactment. 

 

34, Local Government [Rating]Act 2002, section 5, interpretation rating unit means a rating unit 

for the purposes of the Rating Valuations Act 1998, 5 [b] and [c] 

 

: Rating Valuations Act, 1998 section 5B, What constitutes rating unit if there is record of 

title. 

 

5B [1] For land for which there is a record of title, the land comprised in the record of title constitutes a 

rating unit. 

 
NOTE: 

 

The Corporeal/Real Land is not the rating unit. It is the incorporeal/fake land created/comprised by 

the record of title/fee simple title, as defined in Rating Valuations Act 1998, section 5B. 

 

: Land is real as are the People/Living. 

 

: Persons are fiction/legal entities who limited to dealing with persons/legal entities. : 

 

The record of title is a person/legal entity. 

This legal entity/person/rating unit is the record of title. 
 
35, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 5, interpretation, 

person actually using the land or person actually using a rating unit means a person who, 

alone or with another; 

[a] leases the land or 

[b] does one or more of the following. 

 
NOTE: 

 

: This part only makes sense if the land and the rating unit are different entities. 

 

: If the rating unit was the Corporeal/Real land then it would say, ‘person using the land 
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only.’ 

 

Be very clear, the rating unit is not the Corporeal/Real Land, it cannot be, it is the 

incorporeal/fake land created/comprised by the record of title/fee simple title. 

 

: The CEO/Council is a person/legal entity, therefore is limited to dealing with persons/legal 

entities such as incorporeal/fake land created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple 

title, pursuant to the Rating Valuations Act 1998, section 5B. 

 

 
VERY IMPORTANT 

 

36, Criminal Procedure Act 2011, section 381[2] 

 

Section 364 and this section override every enactment other than the Diplomatic Privileges 

and Immunities Act 1968 and the Consular Privileges and Immunities Act 1971, having the 

effect of granting people of any description, or the holders of stated offices or positions, 

pardon, protection or immunity from criminal or civil liability or both. 

 

 

NOTE: 

 
This section and section 364 override every enactment. 
 

: The Local Government Act 2002 and the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 are subordinate to, 

and do not apply against this section of the Criminal Procedures Act 2011. 

 

: This section pardons, protects and gives immunity to the People/Living of any description 

from criminal and civil liability. 

 

: The CEO/Council rates are proposed as a civil liability. Rates can only be imposed on 

commercial/legal entities. 

 

: Therefore, People/the living, cannot be and are not liable to the Council for rates. 

 
37, A Rating Valuations Act 1998 section 5A Meaning of record of title 

 

In section 5B and SC record of title means a record of title- 

 

[a] issued under the Land Transfer Act 2017 for an estate in fee simple, or 

 

[b] issued under the Land Transfer Act 2017 for a stratum 

estate, or 

 

[c] issued under the Land Transfer Act 2017 for both,- 
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NOTE: 

 

The record of title is a piece of paper/legal entity/person/incorporeal/fake created by corporations for 
commercial use, and corporations/persons to use. 

 

: Rating Valuation Act 1998, section 5B clearly defines the record of title creates/comprises 

the incorporeal/fake land which is the rating unit. The record of title/incorporeal/fake land 

is the only title/land that can have any liability imposed upon it. 

 

: For the record this is the incorporeal/fake land the CEO/Council have seized and possessed in 

the ratepayer information database. 

 

: The Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 5 interpretation owner means the person 

who has seized and possessed. 

 

: The People/Living if seized and possessed it is kidnap. If their Corporeal/Real Land gets seized 

and possessed that is theft and fraud. 

 

Genesis 1:26 God gave man dominion over the Land. 

 
God did not give the Land, therefore the Corporeal/Real Land cannot be sold or traded, by commercial 
organisations. 
 
CONSEQUENCES OF CEO/COUNCILS ILLEGAL, UNLAWFUL FORCING PAYMENT OF RATES, FROM 

THE PEOPLE. 

 
38, Be very clear, Parliament of New Zealand statute law, pursuant to the Criminal Procedure Act 

2011, section 381[2] which overrides every other enactment, gives the People/Living, immunity 
from any civil/rates payment. 

 
: Therefore, the CEO while acting as the CEO/Council has contravened numerous Parliament of New 
Zealand statute laws both civil and criminal. 

 

: Now the CEO/Council, and their secondee's, being any employees, Lawyers, contractors, consultants; by 
Parliament of New Zealand statute law must be held to account for their criminal and civil behaviour 
against the People/Living of the district. 

 
: As the rates have been forced from People/the living directly in contravention of Parliament of New 
Zealand statute law, the money collected then used to pay consultants, employees, contractors, 
Lawyers and all secondees is paid with the proceeds of crime. 

 

: The proceeds of crime must be claimed back and will be from those who have been paid with the 
proceeds of crime. 

 

: Crimes Act 1961, section 25, Ignorance of the law is no excuse. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

A MAXIM IS SO CALLED BECAUSE ITS DIGNITY IS CHIEFEST, AND ITS AUTHORITY MOST CERTAIN, AND 
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UNIVERSALY APPROVED BY ALL 

 

" Ignorance of the law is no excuse."  

 

" Silence is equitable acquiescence." 

 

" Whoever pays by force or mistake what he does not owe must claim it back." 
 

"No rule of law protects anyone who willfully closes his ears to information or refuses to make 

inquiry, when circumstances or grave suspicion imperatively demand it." 

 
" Usury is odious in law." 

 

"He who approves cannot reject."  

 

"He who does not deny admits." 

 

"The instigator of a crime is worse than he who perpetrates it."  

 

"Acting and consenting parties are liable to the same punishment." 

 

"He who has committed iniquity, shall not have equity." 

 

" He who does not forbid a crime while he may, sanctions it." 

 

 "No guilt attaches to him who is compelled to obey." 

 

"A fiction is a rule of law that assumes something which is or may be false as true" 

 

"A concealed fault is equal to fraud." 

 

 "Out of fraud no action arises.” 

 

"Ounce a fraud always a fraud." 

 
"What otherwise is good and just, if it be sought by force and fraud, becomes bad and unjust." 

 

"He who does not prevent what he can, seems to commit the thing." 

 

"If ever the law of God and man are at variance, the law of God is to be obeyed." 

 

"He who does not speak the truth, is a traitor to the truth" "Every jurisdiction has its bounds." 

 

"The government is to be subject to the law, for the law makes government." 

 

"The law is not to be violated by those in government." 
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" To a judge who exceeds his office or jurisdiction, no obedience is due." 

 

"A judge is to expound not to make the law." 

 

"An argument drawn from scripture is the strongest law." 

 

"That which was originally void, does not by lapse of time become valid." 

 

"The law shall not, through the medium of its executive capacity, work a wrong." 

 

" The law which governs corporations is the same as that which governs individuals.'' 

 
" Law is established for the benefit of man." 
 
" In all affairs, and principally in those which concern the administration of justice, the rules of 
equity ought to be followed." 
 

" In default of the law maxims rule." 

 

" It has been said with much truth, where the law ends tyranny begins." 

 

" For every legal right the law provides a remedy." 

 

" He who commands a thing be done is held to have done it himself.” 

 

" The status of a person is his legal position or condition." 

 

"Ignorance of the law does nor excuse misconduct in anyone, least of all a sworn officer of the law." 
 
" Failure to enforce the law does not change the law."  

 

"The greatest enemies of peace are force and wrong." 

  

" A right cannot arise from a wrong.” 

 

"No one ought to enrich himself at the expense of others."  

 

"He who first offends causes the strife." 

 
" To conceal is one thing to be silent is another." 
 
“A slave is not a person." 
 
"Plain truths need not be proved." 
 
39, Criminal Procedure Act 2011, section 24, Endorsement of consent. 
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[1] This section applies if a person is to be charged with an offence in respect of which the Attorney 
General or any other person for the filing of a charging document is required.  

 
NOTE: 

 

It is the consent of the other person which applies to the Council. The People are the other entity. 

 

 [1]A reference in subsection [1] to the consent of the Attorney General or other person includes a 
requirement for that person to grant leave or issue a certificate before proceedings can be 
commenced or progressed. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: Parliament of New Zealand statute law is very clear. Before any proceeding can commence or be 
progressed endorsed written consent of the People/Living is required. 
 

: Any failure to comply with this required consent is contravention of Parliament of New Zealand 
statute law. 
 
40, Crimes Act 1961, section 80, Oath to commit offence 

 

[1] Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 5 years who- 

[a] administers or is present at and consenting to the administration of any oath or 
engagement purporting to bind the person taking the same to commit any offence; 
or 

 
[b] attempts to induce or compel any person to take any such oath or 

engagement; or 

 

[c] takes any such oath or engagement. 

 

NOTE: 
 

: This section perfects the Criminal Procedure Act 2011, section 24 requiring endorsed written consent 
prior to any proceeding commencing. 

 
: This applies to everyone, including but not limited to judges. 
 

: If any judge issues a warrant or enters a plea, then he enforces the people to an engagement. 

 

: To issue a warrant is in direct contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 
 
41, Crimes Act 1961, section 209, Kidnapping 

 

Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 14 years who unlawfully takes away or 
detains a person without his or her consent or with his or her consent obtained by fraud or duress – 

 

[a] with intent to hold him or her for ransom or to service; or 

 
[b] with intent to cause him or her to be confined or imprisoned; or 
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[c] with intent to cause him or her to be sent or taken out of New Zealand. 

 

NOTE: 

 

This is the third perfection of endorsed written consent required before any proceeding commences. 
 

: Of note is [a] with intent to hold him or her for ransom or service. 

 

: The first crime the CEO/Council commits is that he incarcerates the person/legal entity on the 

rating information database. 

 

: A ratepayer is the person whose name is entered on the rating database. 

This is incarceration of the person/legal entity. 

 
: Has the person/legal entity consented? No. 

 

: The second crime the CEO/Council commits, is that he holds the person hostage on the rating 

information database to obtain by deception, by writing a corrupt document for pecuniary 

advantage to invoice the People/Living man. 

 
: What is the service forced upon the People? Pay the rates without their endorsed written consent prior 
to any proceeding/ forcing payment. 
 
41, Police by consent. 

 

New Zealand Police web site states; 

 

"..it is important for us to know what people think of our service. In New Zealand we police by 

consent and cannot afford to lose the support of the people we serve" 

 

NOTE: 

: The commissioner of police, Mr Andrew Coster on national television, has confirmed this fact. 

Policing in this country is by consent. Parliament of New Zealand statute law states consent of the 

People is required. 

 

: The Policing Act 2009 does not give any power or authority to Police past keeping the peace. 

 

: Section 23, Policing Act 2009 clearly defines the police must comply with the Common Law. 

 

: The Common Law requires endorsed written consent prior to any proceeding commencing or 
progressing. 

 

: Be very clear, this is the 4th perfection of endorsed written consent required prior to any 

proceeding commencing or progressing. 

 

: Anyone who acts without endorsed written consent prior to any engagement acts in 

contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 
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42, United Nations Declaration of Indigenous Peoples Rights Article 19: 

 

States shall consult and co-operate in good faith with the indigenous peoples concerned through their 
own representative institutions in order to obtain the free and prior informed consent before adopting 
and implementing legislative or administrative processes that may affect them. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: Where is the communication from the CEO/Council with We the People? 
 

: Where is our endorsed written consent to pay the CEO/Council claimed rates invoice? 

 

: Where is the People’s endorsed written consent for the Council to steal land under the false 
pretense it is for development? 
 
: The Public Works Act requires consent, communication and valuable consideration. 

The CEO/Council has not provided any of these requirements. 

 

: The CEO, as the Council must have endorsed written consent prior to the paying of any rates or the 
taking of any land for any purpose. This is a requirement of the Parliament of New Zealand statute 
law. 

 
43, Criminal Procedure Act 2011, section 83, False statement in formal statement deemed to be perjury 

 

NOTE: 

 

: The CEO falsifies the documentation sent out/delivered to the purported ratepayer, numerous times per 
year. 

 

: Firstly, the ratepayer defined in the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 is the name/person entered 
onto the rating information database. 

 

: The ratepayer defined by law is a person/legal entity, not a People/living man. 

 

: The CEO falsely claims the ratepayer is a People/living man and delivers the rates 
assessment/invoice to the People/living to enforce payment. 

 
: By law, any rate information must go to the ratepayer, being the rating database.: This is deliberate 
falsification of a formal statement. 
 
: Secondly, the Rating Act section 44 defines an assessment must be sent/delivered to the ratepayer 
before any invoice. 
 

: Again, the CEO falsely sends the assessment to the People/living man while knowing the ratepayer 
to be the name listed on the rating database, not the People/living man. 
 

: All communications sent out by the CEO/Council to the People/living man is a false statement in 
a formal statement, being in direct contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 
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: By Parliament of New Zealand statute law, the ratepayer is a person/legal entity incarcerated by the 

Council rate database. 

 

: Send all information about rates to the council rate database. 

 

: This is clear evidence the CEO as the Council believe they are above the law. 

 
44, Crimes Act 1961, section 98, Dealing in Slaves 

 

[1] Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 14 years who, within or outside 
New Zealand – 

 
[a] Sells, purchases, transfers, barters, lets, hires, in anyway what soever deals 
with any person as a slave: or slave includes without limitation a person subject 
to debt bondage or serfdom. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: If the CEO/ Council claim that a person/legal entity/ratepayer is a People/living man then that 
People/Living man as the Sovereign of this land is in slavery and debt-bondage, to the CEO/Council. 

 

: The CEO/Council, are dealing in slavery, slavery being a criminal offence in this country. 

 

: If the CEO/Council claim section 44, rates assessment is formal demand and rates are mandatory, 
then without endorsed written consent is the perfection of the crime of slavery, and debt-bondage." 

 

: If there is no endorsed written consent required then People/Living are forced into debt-bondage. 

 

: Is everyone bound by the law in this country? The Local Government Act 2002 and the Local 

Government [Rating] Act 2002 clearly define the CEO/Council must comply with all Parliament 

of New Zealand statute laws.  

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 
" All are equal before the law." 
 
45, International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights: Article 8 
 

No one shall be held in slavery; slavery and the slave-trade in all their forms shall be prohibited. 

 

NOTE: 

 
New Zealand is bound by and entered into this covenant. 
 

: It is Parliament of New Zealand statute law, that the living/People pursuant to section 381[2], 

Criminal Procedure Act 2011, are pardoned, protected and immune from civil or criminal 

liability. 
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: What this means is the People/Living must give endorsed, consent to any action or proceeding prior to 

the beginning or starting of any proceeding. 
 

: If the rates are mandatory then the People/living are in debtbondage and slavery. 

 

: As the CEO/Council has full liability both criminal and civil pursuant to the Local Government Act 

2002 and the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, then he must decide whether to pay back all 

rates which have been unlawfully and under a false pretense, taken, be paid back/refunded, and 

stop all development, or face civil liability under the proceeds of crime or criminal liability under 

the Crimes Act 1961. 

 

: Parliament of New Zealand statute law requires the CEO/Council to be held to account. 

 

: This notice is in no way is a threat but is the People/living obtaining their rights which have 
been unlawfully removed from them. 
 
46, Endorsed written consent. 
 

: From sections 45 to 52 of this document/instrument of the People, it has been proved in law, at 

law and by law the CEO trading as the Council requires endorsed written consent from the 

People/living prior to any rates being ask for, paid, or payment enforced. 

 
: Section 44 Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 clearly defines a rate assessment must be 
delivered to the ratepayer [not the People/living] to notice liability. 
 
: In law an assessment is not a demand for payment. 
 
: In fact, it is a notice to obtain the endorsed written consent of the ratepayer for agreement to pay 
the rates. 
 
: This assessment must be delivered by the local authority distinctly separate from any other 
communication. 
 
: The Council/CEO does not do this being in direct contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand 
statute law. 
 
: Part [2] of section 44 states, A ratepayer is liable for rates when the local authority delivers the 
rates assessment to the ratepayer. 
 

: Firstly, the ratepayer is not the People/Living man as proved previously, it is a legal entity/person 

whose name is entered on the ratepayer database. The assessment must be sent to the correct legal 

entity. 

 

: This legal entity is the person/legal entity entered on the rates database. 

 

: This person/ratepayer is not a People/Living man.  People have a call, not a name and a residence not an 

address. An address is a letter box. 

 

: No contract can be claimed when the law states an assessment must be sent to a person on the rating 
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information database and the assessment is sent to a People/living man on the land. 

 
: The law calls this attempting and obtaining by deception earning 14 years imprisonment. 
 
: Secondly, under the Contract and Commercial Law Act, section 73, illegal contracts have no 
validity. 

 

: A contract sent to the wrong identity and wrong location is not valid nor can it ever be a valid 
assessment or demand to pay rates. 

 

: The law calls this attempting or obtaining by deception carries 14 years. 

 

: The Local Government Act 2002 and the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, state the CEO must comply 
with all statute law and is fully liable both civilly and criminally. 

I 

Judicial Notice of the production of evidence 

 
: Can the CEO/Council produce endorsed written consent from every People/Living man and woman 
who have been unlawfully forced by the CEO/Council to pay rates on the incorporeal/fake land the 
owner being the CEO/Council? 
 
: The CEO/Council have 5 working days to produce this information and evidence or it will, by the 
process law, deemed as having not been obtained, or complied with, thereby perfecting many civil 
and criminal offences for which the CEO/Council, Lawyers, Consultants, Contractors, employees, 
secondees, are personally liable for. 

 
: The Law sets out what must happen to persons/legal entities who contravene Parliament of New 

Zealand statute law. 

 
: No endorsed written consent no contract, payment taken under a false pretense. 
 
MAXIM IN LAW 
 
 “Consent makes the contract.” 
 
 “No consent, no contract.” 
 
 “A contract without both parties consent is an invalid contract.” 
 

 
NOTE: 

 

: The Parliament of New Zealand statute law, Equity law and Common Law are very clear. No endorsed 
written consent no contract. 

 

: The CEO/Council must send a rates assessment to the ratepayer/person/legal entity/rating 
information database, not the People/living man on the land. 
 

: If the assessment is delivered to the wrong entity, at the wrong address, [the correct address is the 
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rating information database} no contract can be claimed. 

 

: This is obtaining by deception, pursuant to the Crimes Act 1961, section 240, 228, 246 and 260. 
 

: Therefore all rates the CEO, sole employee, acting as the Council have forced People/Living to 

pay the money has been taken unlawfully and illegally by force, pursuant to the Crimes Act 1961, 
section 209 [a] and section 80 forced to engage, and section 240 obtaining by deception, and 260 
by false accounting, the Local Government Act 2002 and the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 
and many other enactments which will be disclosed should they be required. 

 
: Therefore, in law and pursuant to Law, the CEO acting as the Council is personally liable, jointly, and 
separately, both civilly and criminally as is the Council and any Consultants, Contractors, Lawyers, 
Accountants, Secondee's, Employees and any persons whatsoever who have been paid by the Council 
CEO with the proceeds of crime. 

 
: The proceeds of crime being the unlawful claiming of rates taken by force, and against the will of the 

People/the living, under the false pretense that the Council has the power to take their 
Corporeal/Real land if they do not pay the rates on the incorporeal/fake land that the CEO/Council as 
owner, has seized and possessed. 

 
: Be very clear, the ratepayer is the person/name/legal entity whose name is entered on the rating 
information database. 
 
: A person pursuant to the Legislation Act 2019, section 13 interpretation person is a legal entity. 

 

: A person is a legal entity/piece of paper, it is not a living man/woman nor pursuant to law can it ever be. 

 
: The rating information database is the address of the ratepayer/person/legal entity. 

 

: The law requires an assessment and then an invoice to be sent to the ratepayer who has been 

seized and possessed by its owner in the rating information database being the CEO/Council. 

 

: Where is the ratepayer? The Rating information database.  

Who is the ratepayer? The person/legal entity on the ratepayer database. 

 

: Where does the CEO/Council legally and lawfully need to deliver the ratepayer assessment?  

The Rating information database. 

 

: Who is liable to pay a rates invoice? 

The rating information data base. 

Or, 
as the Local Government Act 2002 states this act does not bind the crown, the  CEO/Council are 

the only entities bound by the act to pay rates. 

 
: The law is very clear, to bind a third party to any contract requires endorsed written consent prior to any 
assessment being sent to that entity. 
 
: Have we the People/living, given our endorsed written consent· prior to any rates assessment being 
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delivered? No. 
 

: Then in Equity, in law, at law, and by law, the CEO/Council are in direct contravention of 
Parliament of New Zealand statute law and must be held to account. 

 

"All are equal before the law." 

 

: Just because the Minister of Finance and all Councils are shareholders in the New Zealand Local 
Government Funding Agency Limited NZBN: 9429030861961 does not give these persons CEO/Council 
any dispensation from the law. 

 
: In fact, and in Law, it further binds these entities to the Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 
 
47, CEO/Council must remedy. 

 

: As the CEO by Parliament of New Zealand statute law is fully liable both civilly and criminally, jointly and 

separately with the Council and consultants, Lawyers, contractors and all other secondees, persons, and 

employees, he must be given the opportunity to remedy his deliberate faults against the law, People and 

the community. 

 

: As these are deliberate crimes against the Parliament and the People, Statute law defines these 

actions/inactions as Treason, Genocide, and terrorism, as you refuse to recognise the People as a 

different entity to persons/legal entities. 

 

: This proves the intent to exterminate a race, nationality of People, and terrorism, as it is directly 
against the People/living of this land. 
 

: Such crimes must be heard in the International Criminal Court. They cannot be heard in the New 

Zealand commercial courts. 

 
: The People will give the CEO/Council a small window of 5 days from the service of this 
Judicial/Formal notice to respond with we the People and fulfil the required remedy. 

 

: Any attempt to pervert that opportunity, allows the People to proceed as if the CEO/Council have 

admitted their guilt, and are a party to the proceeding. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"Silence is equitable acquiescence." 

 

"An unrebutted claim stands as the truth." 

 

: Be very clear, this in no way represents a threat to anyone. This is simply the People enforcing their 
CEO/legal entity to abide by the Law of this land, as it is written. 
48, Peoples/the living remedy. 
 

: The Criminal Proceeds [Recovery] Act 2009 and the Proceeds of Crime Act 1991 clearly define the 
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process and procedure for the recovery of property, tangible and intangible, money, assets and all 

things obtained with and by the proceeds of crime, and the restraining of that property if 

necessary. 

 

: Section 8 of both acts state this act binds the crown. 

 

: All Councils/CEO are crown entities thereby are bound by the Proceeds of Crimes Act 1991 and The 

Criminal Proceeds [Recovery] Act 2009, as are all consultants, Lawyers, contractors, employee, 

employees, and secondees, employed in any capacity whatsoever, by the CEO/Council, and its 

subsidiaries. 

 

: Those who have been paid wholly or partly by the money taken under the false pretense of rates, 

in law are a party to the proceeds of crime having personally gained from the proceeds of crime 

therefore subject to and bound by any restraining order and any confiscation order the Peoples 

Full High Court, or any Commercial Court, or any International Court, wishes to issue, and impose upon 

these legal entities. 

 
: As the CEO and the Council are employed and appointed as persons/legal entities, not People/ 
living. They are bound by all Parliament of New Zealand enactments. 
 
: Crimes Act 1961, section 25, ignorance of the law is no excuse. Section 107, it is a criminal offence to 
breach Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 
 

: Crown Entities Act 1950, section 19, any act in breach of statute is invalid. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 
"No rule of law protects anyone, who willfully closes his ears to information or refuses to make inquiry 
when circumstances of grave suspicion imperatively demand it." 
 

"A contract founded on a base and unlawful consideration, or against good morals, is null." 

 

"You ought to know with whom you deal." 

 
"He who contracts ought to know, the quality of the one with whom he contracts, otherwise 
he is not excusable."  
 
"He who does not deny, admits." 
 
"The instigator of a crime is worse than he who perpetrates it." 
 

 " He who has committed iniquity shall not have equity." 

 

"He who does not forbid a crime when he can sanction it."  

 

"A concealed fault is equal to fraud." 
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" It is a fraud to conceal a fraud." 

 

" What is otherwise good and just, if it be sought by force and fraud, becomes bad and unjust." 

 

" If the law of God and man are at variance the law of God must prevail." 

 

" The government is subject to the law, for the law makes the government." 

 

" The law is not to be violated by those in government." 

 

" To a judge who exceeds his office or jurisdiction no obedience is due" 

 

" The law shall not, through the medium of its executive capacity, work a wrong." 

 

" In all affairs, and principally in those which concern justice, the rules of equity must be followed." 
 

" He who demands a thing to be done is held to have done it himself.” 

 

49, For the avoidance of doubt. 

 

: As the CEO/Council act under the false pretense, rates are on the land, and People/Living are persons, 

this matter is and must be heard in accordance with Equity Law. 

 
: The only full Equity Court in this country, having unlimited Equity, power and authority, is the 
Peoples Full High Court. 
 

: All commercial Courts are as their constitution states limited in Equity Jurisdiction. 

 
: The Senior Courts Act 2016, section 180 clearly defines when equity and common law collide equity must 
prevail. 
 

: The High Court rules clearly limit the equity that can be heard in these commercial courts. 

 

: Commercial Judges are limited to what they can hear and determine, pursuant to Parliament of New 

Zealand statute Law. 
 
: As they claim to be crown entities and are constituted by Parliament of New Zealand statute Law, 
they are bound by statute law, limited by statute law, thereby have no jurisdiction or office with the 
capacity to hear and determine this case, in Equity, brought by the People/Living. 

 

: It must be said that as the Commercial Courts have backed CEO/Council in the enforcement of Illegal 
and unlawful Rate paying and the land being removed from the People/Living under false pretense, 
they are a party to the crime, thereby unable to be a party to the proceeding. 

 

: This fact alone removes any Commercial Court from any hearing and determination in this matter. 

 

: In fact, and Law, the Commercial Courts who have colluded and conspired with the CEO/Council, 
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should in accordance with Parliament of New Zealand statute Law be charged with the CEO/Council. 
 

: Corporational Courts and their Judges are not protected or immune from civil and criminal liability. They 
are persons/legal entities who account to the Sovereign. 
 

" Sovereignty resides in the People whose power is the source of law." 

 

50, Crimes Act 1961, section 2 interpretation, assault. 

 

Assault means the act of intentionally applying or attempting to apply force to a person of another, 
directly or indirectly, or threatening by any act or gesture to apply such force to the person of 
another, if the person making the threat has or causes the other to believe on reasonable grounds that 
he or she has, present ability to effect his or her purpose; and to assault has corresponding meaning. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: This is exactly what the CEO/Council does to the People/living over rates payments. 
 

: The ratepayer is not the person the CEO/Council goes to, as defined by Parliament of New Zealand 

statute law for the payment of rates. 

 

: The CEO/Council threatens the People/the living by stating they will take their property if rates are not 

paid. 

 
: Crimes Act 1961, section 2, interpretation assault defines this unlawful behaviour by the 
CEO/Council as assault. 
 
51, Crimes Act 1961, section 2, interpretation, serious violent offence means any offence that is 
punishable by a period of imprisonment for a term of 7 years or more; and 

[a] where the conduct constituting the offence involves- 

 

[ii] serious injury to a person or serious risk of serious injury to a person; or 

 

[iii] serious damage to property in circumstances endangering the physical safety of 

any person; or 

 
[iv] perverting the course of justice, where the purpose of the conduct is to prevent, 
seriously hinder, or seriously obstruct the detection, investigation, or prosecution of 
any offence 

 

NOTE: 

 

: What the CEO/Council is doing by forcing the collection of rates from the People/living instead of the 
person/legal entity, being directly in contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law, is causing 
massive psychological harm to the people/living. 

 

: The theft of land, [purported under the Public Works Act] without consent, communication and 
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due consideration also causes massive psychological harm. 

 
: When the CEO/Council takes People/the living to Court to collect rates that they are not entitled 
to, and if the CEO/Council attempts to challenge this document, then they are knowingly and 
deliberately perverting the course of justice which are serious violent offences against the 
People/Living, which require the treatment prescribed by law to be brought upon them. The 
individual brings this on themselves. 

 

: Serious Violent Offences can only be brought upon People/the Living. 
 
: All the actions/inactions of the CEO/Council, its secondees, and Courts are blatant attempts to 
pervert the course of justice, being in direct contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law as 
it is written, putting People/the Living into debt-bondage/slavery and deliberately attempting to 
pervert the course of justice causing serious violent offences against the People/Living. 
 
: Parliament of New Zealand statute law clearly defines what must happen to persons who commit 
such serious violent offences. 
 
52, Crimes Act 1961, section 2, interpretation, unlawful act means a breach of any legislation. 
 
Crimes Act 1961 section 309 states: 

 
Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 2 years who conspires with any other person by 
force or intimidation to prevent the collection of any rates or taxes the levying and collection of which is 
authorised by law. 
 
NOTE: 
 
1,The interpretation of the word person defined in the legislation Act 2019 section 13 is any corporation or 
legal entity.  Therefore by Parliament of New Zealand statute law no people/living spiritual being is bound by 
this, as living, spiritual beings are not and cannot be persons. 
 
2, The Parliament of New Zealand enactments relied upon by local Government for the collecting of rates are 
Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 and the Local Government Act 2002. 
 
3, The Acts which Local Government rely upon for the collection of rates clearly are limited to persons/legal 
entities. No living/spiritual entity is or can be a person. This Act binds the Crown. The Crown Corporation 
being the only entity bound by these enactments. 
 
[ii] The Acts relied on clearly define the rating unit as a piece of paper called the fee simple title or record of 
title, which constitutes the incorporeal/fake land created by that piece of paper. The Acts clearly define 
incorporeal or fake land as the rating unit. 
 
[iii] The rating unit can never be corporeal/real land as Genesis 1;26 God gave man dominion over the land, 
there was never ownership passed to man therefore the corporeal/real land can never be taxed, by any 
corporational Government or it's appointees. 
 
[iv] The Acts relied upon by Local Government clearly define the owner of the Rating Unit as a person who has 
been seized and possessed by the rating register. If the owner of the incorporeal/fake land is a living/spiritual 
being then section 209 of the Crimes Act 1961 kidnap must apply to local government, as to seize and posses 
a living/spiritual being is defined in law as kidnap and slavery. 
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[v] The Crimes Act 1961 section 309 states no force or intimidation should be used in the collection of rates.  
To quote or enforce Parliament of New Zealand statute law, is considered to be force or intimidation, then 
any organisation quoting this is nothing short of a criminal gang as defined in the Crimes Act 1961 section 
98A attempting to gain an illegal and unlawful pecuniary gain. 
 
This would be to act in direct contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 
 
[vi] For the avoidance of doubt, this proclamation cannot be construed as being an attempt by force or 
intimidation to stop the councils collecting incorporeal/fake rates. 
 
 The proclamation is simply presenting Parliament of New Zealand statute law, as it is written, proving there 
is no legal or lawful way of Council's collecting rates on incorporeal/fake land seized and possessed by the 
Councils in there rating database.  All the Parliament of New Zealand statute law to prove what is being 
stated is listed previously in the proclamation. 
 
NOTE: 

 

: Any breach of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law is a criminal offence/ unlawful act. 

 

: Therefore, any statute which has been quoted here which has been contravened by the 
CEO/Council, their consultants, contractors, Lawyers, employees and secondees is a criminal offence 
which must be dealt with in accordance w i t h  the law. 

 

: This is Judicial and Formal notice. 

 

: Be very clear anyone who contravenes Parliament of New Zealand statute law commits an unlawful 

criminal act. 

 

: As unlawful criminal acts can only be committed against People/ Living and as in this country, the 
People/Living are the only Sovereign, [pursuant to the Crown Proceedings Act 1950, section 4, 
interpretation, Servant and Officer of the crown] to contravene statute law is to commit Treason, Genocide 
and Terrorism against the Sovereign of this land. 
 
53, Crimes Act 1961, section 240, Obtaining by deception or causing loss by deception. 
 
[1] Everyone is guilty of obtaining by deception or causing loss by deception who, by any deception and 
without colour of right- 
 

[a] obtains ownership or possession of; or control; over any property, or any privilege, 
service, pecuniary advantage, benefit, or valuable consideration, directly or 
indirectly; or 
 
[b] induces or causes any other person to deliver over, execute, make, accept, 
endorse, destroy, or alter any document or thing capable of being used to derive a 
pecuniary advantage; or 
 

[c] causing loss to any other person. 

 

[2] In this section, deception means- 
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[a] a false representation, whether oral, documentary, or by conduct, where the person 
making the representation intends to deceive any other person and- 

 

 [i] knows that it is false in material particular, or 

 

[ii] is reckless as to whether it is false in a material particular; 

 
[a]  an omission to disclose a material particular with intent to deceive any person, in 
circumstances where there is a duty to disclose it; or 
 
[b]  a fraudulent device, trick, or stratagem used with intent to deceive any person. 

 

NOTE: 

 
: This section applies to the CEO/Council, consultants, Contractors Lawyers, and all secondees of the 
CEO/Council, as Parliament has legislated for rates, who they must be collected from and the procedure for 
collection. 
 

: The legislation is very clear who the ratepayer is and the payment of rates is by assessment 

and therefore requires endorsed written consent. 

 

: Pursuant to statute law no one can be forced to pay rates as previously proved, it is voluntary. 

 
: Everyone accepts there is a cost for services which can only be born by the user. 

 

: But the ridiculous costs claimed by the CEO/Council are nothing but extortion. 

 

: The CEO/Council, the Courts, and others have knowingly and deliberately falsified what the law states, 

who has to pay rates, and attempted to make it mandatory to pay rates. 

 
: This is in direct contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 

: This is obtaining by deceit, for which the Crimes Act defines as a criminal offence. 

 

: The Parliament of New Zealand defines who a ratepayer is, and where all assessments and 

invoices must be delivered. the CEO/Council sends those assessments to the wrong address and 

to People/Living not to persons/legal entities. 

 

: This is attempting to obtain by deceit or obtain by deceit. 

 

: Govern yourself accordingly or face the consequences. 

 

: If you act in contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law you are acting 

unlawfully against the Sovereign of this land. 

 
54, Crimes Act 1961, section 116, Conspiring to defeat justice  
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Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 7 years who conspires to obstruct, 

prevent, pervert, or defeat the course of justice in New Zealand or the course of justice in an 

overseas jurisdiction. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: Any attempt to stop this proceeding will be further conspiring to pervert the course of justice. 

 

: When the CEO/Council sends out an assessment and invoice to the People/Living and not a 

person/legal entity/ratepayer they are conspiring to pervert the course of justice. 

 

: When the CEO/Council take the People/Living to court and or take their property, it is conspiring to 
pervert the course of justice. 
 
Be very clear any contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law is conspiring to pervert the 
course of justice. 
 
55, Crimes Act 1961, section 260, False Accounting. 

 

Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 10 years who, with intent to obtain by 
deception any property, privilege, service, pecuniary advantage, benefit, or valuable consideration, 
or to deceive or cause loss to any other person- 

 
[a] makes or causes to be made, or concurs in making of, any false entry in any 

book, or account or other document required or used for accounting purposes; or 

 
[a] omits or causes to be omitted, or concurs in the omission of, any material 
particular, from any such book or account or other document; or 
 
[b] makes any transfer of any interest in stock, debenture, or debt in the name 
of any person other than the owner of that interest. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: Everyone is liable. The CEO/Council, Judges, consultants, contractors, employee's, all are liable, for the 
deliberate false accounting and loss. 
 
: The fact that the Ratepayer and the Rateable unit are clearly defined in the Local Government 
[Rating] Act 2002, and the CEO/Council and Courts knowingly and deliberately falsify that definition 
into meaning the People and land is evidence of false accounting by the CEO/Council and 
Commercial Courts. 

 

: It is falsifying a material particular, which is in direct contravention of the intent of the Rating 
Valuations Act, purpose of the Rating Valuations Act and the liability under the Rating Valuation Act. 

 

: To deliberately deliver rates assessments to the wrong entity at the wrong address, and to deliver an 
invoice to the wrong entity and wrong address, proves the deliberate falsification of accounting for a 
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pecuniary advantage. 
 

Any CEO/Council, or any, Court/Judge who has enforced a People/Living man to pay rates or who has 
taken their property, has falsely accounted, and acted in direct contravention of the Parliament of New 
Zealand statute law. 
 
: This is an unlawful act and We the People/Living hold them criminally responsible and liable to punishment 
for this offence. 
 
56, Crimes Act 1961 section 25, Ignorance of the law. 
 
The fact that an offender is ignorant of the law is not an excuse for any offence committed by him or 
her. 

 

NOTE: 
 

: An offender is any person who has contravened any Parliament of New Zealand statute 
Law. 

 

: The fact that the CEO/Council, or Courts, may claim ignorance does not invalidate their 

crimes, or give any exemptions. 

 

57, Crimes Act 1961, section 35, Arrest of persons found committing certain crimes 

 

Everyone is justified in arresting without warrant- 

[a] any person whom he or she finds committing any offence against this Act for 
which the maximum punishment is not less than 3 years imprisonment. 

 

[b] any person whom he or she finds by night committing any offence against 
this Act. 

 

NOTE: 

 

If the Police refuse or neglect to arrest those criminally responsible, that is those who have 
contravened Parliament of New Zealand statute Law, then the People/Living have the power and 
authority to arrest. 
 

Section 27 states everyone is justified in arresting whom he finds committing any offence. 

 

: The CEO/Council have contravened numerous Parliament of New Zealand statute laws therefore have 

committed numerous crimes for which they must be held to account by the Sovereign of this land being 

the People/Living, who have been given 

dominion over everything by God. Genisis1:26 

 
58, Crimes Act 1961, section 37, Arrest after commission of certain crimes. 
 

Where any offence against this Act has been committed, everyone who believes, on reasonable and 

probable grounds, that any person has committed that offence is protected from criminal 

responsibility for arresting that person without warrant, whether or not that person committed the 
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offence. 

 
NOTE: 
 

: We the People/Living are protected from criminal responsibility for arresting alleged criminals. 

 

: Be very clear, any contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute Law is an offence. 

 

: Anyone who arrests that person is protected from criminal responsibility. 

 

: Anyone who proclaims We the People/Living do not have this power to arrest, and authority 

contravenes Parliament of New Zealand statute law, and thereby commits a criminal offence 

themselves. 

 
 
59, Crimes Act 1961, section 39, Force used in exercising process or in arrest. 

 

Where any person is justified or protected from criminal responsibility in executing or assisting to 

execute any sentence, warrant, or process, or in making or assisting to make any arrest, the 

justification or protection shall extend and apply to the use by him or her of such force as may be 

necessary to overcome any force used in resisting such execution or arrest, unless the sentence, 

warrants or process can be executed or the arrest made by reasonable means in a less violent 

manner. 

 

NOTE: 

 

The law allows the force required to arrest. If no agreement can be reached between the CEO/Council 
and the People/living then what ever the law defines will be implemented, upon the officers, to hold 
them to account for their contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute Law. 
 
: Ignorance of Law is no excuse. 
 
60, New Zealand Local Government Funding Agency Limited Company number 3677052, NZBN 

9429030861961  

 

NOTE: 

 

: This is a company set up by central Government to fund local Authorities. 

 

: The Local Government Act 2002 and the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, define Local 

Government as independent from Central Government. 

: The Local Government Act 2002 states this act does not bind the crown. 

 

: The major shareholders of this company are the Minister of Finance and Minister for Local 

Government. 

 

: They have 5,000000 shares or 11.11% of the total shares, being the largest shareholders in the 
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company. 

 

: There are 30 Councils owning the balance of the shares being 8.2% and less of the total shares each. 

 

: What is the purpose of the New Zealand Local Government Funding Agency Limited? 

 

: The sole purpose of the company is to fund Local Government. 

 

: How is this funding achieved? 

 

: The local Government Funding Agency takes People/Living, title, uses it for security and borrows 

the money it lends to the Councils. 

 

: The CEO/Councils pay interest and money usage to the New Zealand Local Government Funding 

Agency Limited on money which is not theirs to get interest upon. 

 

: The Councils who this money is loaned to, are shareholders of this company being the Funding 
Agency. 

 

: It would appear the funding loaned to the Local Authority is removed from persons investment 

accounts commonly called the Birth Certificate Account. 

 

: These facts have been confirmed by various past councilors. 

 

Questions to be answered are: 

 

: The Law states, there is no liability between Local Government and Central Government. They 

act completely independently. 

 

: The New Zealand Local Government Funding Agency Limited with two Ministers as the largest 

shareholders proves there is liability between Local and Central Government, and they are jointly 

and separately liable for each others debts and they are taking part in each other’s Governments. 

 

: The fact that the New Zealand Local Government Funding Agency Limited is taking security over 

property to secure its funding has not been disclosed, and proves slavery, debtbondage and other 

such crimes directly in contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law, and directly 

against the People/Living. 

 

: What this proves is there are two Ministers who are jointly and separately as liable as the 

CEO/Council are for civil and criminal offending being any contravention of the Parliament of New 

Zealand statute law. 

: The Secret Commissions Act 1910 is very clear on what must be disclosed to the principal by any 

agent, servant or such persons. 

 

: Failure to disclose the Funding Agency, the fact that it uses Peoples property for security without 

their knowledge and consent, is in direct contravention of the Secret Commissions Act 1910, Crimes 

Act 1961, Contract and Commercial Law Act 2017 and numerous other Parliament of New Zealand 

statute laws. 
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: As this is an election year, this deliberate hiding of the Funding Agency and the fact that two 

ministers are directly involved, with Local and Central Government, this must be exposed to the 

People/Living. This is now an election issue. 

 
: We the People, will not accept such deceit and dishonesty from our public servants. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"The law shall not through the medium of its executive, capacity work a wrong." 
 

"The law must not be violated by those in Government."  

 

"The Government is subject to the law, for the law makes Governments." 

 

"He who demands a thing to be done is held to have done it himself.” 

 

"It is a fraud to conceal a fraud." 

 

: What is absolutely clear is the New Zealand Local Government Funding Agency Limited and its 

processes have not been disclosed to the People/Living by the CEO/Council and or Central 

Government. 

 

: The most serious is the fact that People/the Living and their property are being used as 

security for the funding of the CEO/Council unlawful/illegal operations. 

 

: The use of the securities being over the People/Living and their property is proof beyond 

reasonable doubt that We the People are in slavery, debt-bondage and other such forced crimes. 

 

: As the Local Government Act 2002, section 43 clearly defines a CEO/Council cannot be 

indemnified from any civil or criminal liability, the CEO/Council and the shareholders of the New 

Zealand Local Government Funding Agency Limited, are liable both civilly and criminally on these 

matters. 

 
: This is Judicial Notice. 
 

: For the avoidance of doubt, we the People/Living will not accept our service providers acting outside 

the law. 

 

61, Secret Commissions Act 1910, section 2, interpretation principal includes any person by whom 

an agent is or has been, or intends or desires to be, employed, or for whom an agent acts or has 

acted, or intends or desires to act. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: In this matter being the payment of rates and the unlawful taking of land the principal is the 

People/ Living man. 
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MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"Sovereignty resides in the people whose power is the source of law." 

 

: Be very clear, the CEO/Council is an agent to the principal. The principal is We the People/Living. 

 

: Therefore, the CEO/Council is bound by and must act in accordance with the Secret Commissions Act 

1910. 

 

: The New Zealand Local Government Funding Agency Limited, with the largest shareholders being 

two Parliamentary Ministers, together with 30 CEO/Councils, whose sole purpose is to fund Local 

Government. 

 

: The funding is achieved by using the People/ Living and their property as security to borrow the 

funding against or they are removing the money from the persons Birth Certificate account without 

the expressed written consent of the People/Living. 

 

: What is important, the principal is the People/Living. 

 

: The agents are the CEO/Council and the Directors and Shareholders of New Zealand Local 

Government Funding Agency Limited. 

 

: While this proves the CEO/Council and Central Government are holding People/Living in debt-

bondage and slavery, as they make the claim rates are mandatory, they are further contravening 

Parliament of New Zealand statute law by failing to disclose to the principal, pursuant to the 

Secret Commissions Act 1910. 

 

: The Secret Commissions Act 1910, Crimes Act 1961, and the Contract and Commercial Laws Act 

2017 clearly define this lack of compliance, being failing to disclose to the principal, as a criminal 

offence. 

 

62, Secret Commissions Act 1910, section 2, interpretation agent includes any person who is or has 

been, or desires to be, employed by or acting for any other person, whether as agent, servant, 

broker, auctioneer, architect, solicitor, director, or any other capacity whatever, either alone or 

jointly with any other person. 

 

NOTE: 

: The CEO/Council, together with the New Zealand Local Government Funding Agency Limited 

Directors and shareholders are the servants/agents of the principal who are the People/Living. 

 
: Parliament of New Zealand statute law requires servants/agents to act transparently, in the best 
interest of the principal, honestly and with integrity, and to disclose all contracts and dealings, 

pursuant to statute law, to the principal. 
 

: Have the CEO/Council disclosed, the Ratepayer is a person/legal entity, not a People/Living 

man? 
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: Have the CEO/Council and funding authority disclosed they use the People/Living and their 

property as security to fund their Council spending? 

 

: Have the CEO/Council and the Funding Agency disclosed they have People/Living in debt-

bondage and slavery? 

 

: Have the CEO/Council and Funding Agency disclosed they can only collect rates from a 

person/legal entity not People the living, and that a rating unit is not land, nor can it ever be land? 

 

: They have not disclosed any of the information an agent/servant must disclose to his or her 

principal. 

 

: The Secret Commissions Act 1910 is very clear what must be disclosed. 

 

: The CEO/Council and their Funding Agency have contravened Parliament of New Zealand statute 

law knowingly and deliberately for their own pecuniary advantage. 

 

: The CEO/Council and the New Zealand Local Government Funding Agency Limited, have not been 

acting pursuant to statute law and its requirements. 

 

: Contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law is a criminal offence. 
 
63, Secret Commissions Act 1910, section 2, interpretation consideration means valuable 

consideration of any kind; and particularly includes discounts, commissions, rebates, bonuses, 

deductions, percentages, employment, payment of money [whether by way of loan, gift, or 

otherwise howsoever] and forbearance to demand any money or valuable thing. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: What must be very clear rates are a payment. 

 

: The CEO/Council are employed, the Directors and Shareholders of the New Zealand Local Government 
Funding Agency Limited are all agents/servants of the People/Living on the land and therefore are 
bound by the Secret Commissions Act 1910 in its entirety. 
 

: The agent must disclose all and every fact as it is written in law. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

" From the words of the law there must be no departure." 

 
64, Secret Commission Act 1910, section 6, Giving false receipt, invoice, et., to agent an offence. 
 
Every person is guilty of an offence who, with intent to deceive the principal, gives to any agent, or signs 
or otherwise authenticates for the use of any agent, any receipt, invoice, account, or other document of 
any nature whatsoever in relation to the affairs or business of the agent, or his principal which contains 
any statement which is false, defective, or misleading in any material particular, or which omits to state 
explicitly and fully the fact of any commission, percentage, bonus, discount, rebate, repayment, 
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gratuity, or deduction having been made, given, or allowed, or agreed to be made, given or allowed, in 

relation to the matters referred to in that document. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: The Local Government Act 2002 and the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 define the ratepayer as 
a person/legal entity whose name is on the rating information data base. 

 

: The Legislation Act 2019, section 13 clearly defines a person as a legal entity/dead instrument not a 

People/living man. 

 
: When the CEO/Council send out an assessment and invoice for rates they fail to send it to a person 
and to the ratepayer database they send it to the residence of a People/Living man. 

 
: This is deliberate deception by the CEO/Council as the law clearly states where the 
assessment/invoice must be delivered to, but they do not send it where the law defines, how and to 
whom it must be delivered. 

: Section 44, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 defines a local authority must deliver a rates 

assessment to a ratepayer. This is not done. 

 

: A purported assessment is attached with an invoice. The Act does not allow for this behavior. This 

assessment/invoice is not sent to a ratepayer as defined in the act, it is sent to a People/Living man. This 

is deceit as defined in the Secret Commissions Act 1910. 

 

: There are numerous more deceitful actions deliberately made by the CEO/Council and the Local 

Government Funding Agency which will be disclosed at a later date. 

 

: Be very clear the CEO/Council has contravened this section of the Secret Commissions Act 1910 and 

will be held to account for their deceptive actions, inactions. 

 
65, Secret Commission Act 1910, section 7, Delivery of false receipt, etc., to principal an 

offence. 

 

Every agent is guilty of an offence who delivers or presents to his principal any receipt, invoice, 

account, or other document of any nature whatsoever in relation to the business or affairs of his 

principal which to the knowledge of the agent is false or defective in any material particular, or is 

in any way likely to mislead the principal, or which to the knowledge of the agent omits to state 

the fact of any commission, percentage, bonus, discount, rebate, repayment, gratuity, or 

deduction. 

 
NOTE: 

The agent being the CEO/Council sends an assessment/invoice as one document when the law 

requires them to be sent individually. The CEO/Council sends them to the People/Living man while 

knowing they must be sent to a person who is on the CEO/Council database for payment. 

 

: This is deliberate deception for which the CEO/Council must be held to account for. 
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66, Secret Commissions Act, 1910, section 9, Aiding and abetting offences. 

 

Every person is guilty of an offence who aids, abets, counsels, or procures, or is in any way directly 

or indirectly knowingly concerned in or privy to the commission of any offence against this Act, or 

the commission outside New Zealand of any act in relation to the affairs or business of a principal 

residing or carrying on business in New Zealand which if committed in New Zealand would be an 

offence against this Act 

 

NOTE: 

 

: What is very clear, all who help the CEO/Council such as Consultants, Contractors, Lawyers, 

Secondee's, Employees are all bound by the Secret Commissions Act 1910 and have contravened it. 

 

: The New Zealand Local Government Funding Agency Limited with its shareholders and directors 

and 30 CEO/Councils have contravened this act of the Parliament of New Zealand. 

 
67, Secret Commission Act 1910, section 10, Offences by person acting on behalf of agents 

 

Every person is guilty of an offence who with or without authority, does on behalf of any other 

person who is an agent any act which if done by that agent himself would be an offence against this 

Act. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: Any Consultant, Contractor, Employee, Secondee, Lawyer or any other person employed by the 

CEO/Council is guilty if any breaches of this Act occur, by that person. 

 

: The CEO/Council are an agent to the rate payer and the People/Living man. 

Therefore, by both act as an agent to the principal. 
 
68, Secret Commission Act 1910 section 13 Penalty on conviction. 

A person who commits an offence against this act is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 7 

years. 

 

NOTE: 

There are serious penalties for breaching this enactment. 
 
SUMMARY ON WHO MUST PAY RATES. 
 
69, For the avoidance of doubt: 
 
: The Local Government Rating Act 2002, section 12[3] the liability for rates is bound by this act, 
any other enactment, and the general law. 

 

NOTE: 

 
There is no indemnities or exemptions to the law for the CEO/Council. He must be held to account 
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by the law. 
 

70, Local Government Act 2002, section 8, [1] This act does not bind the Crown. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: If this Act does not bind the Crown there is no immunity and total liability lies with the CEO/Council. 

 

: The only entity bound by this Act is the CEO/Council 

 
71, Local Government Act 2002, section 42, chief executive. 
 
: The local authority appoints the CEO. 

 

: The CEO is the only employee of the Local Authority. 

 

: The CEO is the employer of all other parties. 

NOTE: 

 

: That being the reason for the CEO having total liability, civil and criminal. 

 

72, Local Government Act 2002, section 43 indemnity. [l][b] defines if acting in bad faith no civil liability. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: If acting in contravention of any of the Parliament of New Zealand enactments then that is acting in 
bad faith and there is no indemnity for such unlawful behavior. 

 

73, Local Government Act 2002, section 43 [1][b] there is no indemnity for any criminal offending. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: The Crimes Act 1961, section 2 interpretation unlawful act is defined as any contravention of the 

Parliament of New Zealand enactments. 

 

74, Local Government Act 2002, section 43 [3] 

 

To avoid doubt, a local authority may not indemnify a director of a council-controlled organisation 

for any liability arising from that director’s acts or omissions. 
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NOTE: 

 

The CEO directs all operations of the Council as the only employee. 

 

: As this Act does not bind the crown the crown cannot indemnify the CEO. 

 

: The Council cannot indemnify the CEO. To indemnify the CEO is to contravene Parliament of New 
Zealand statute law. 

 

: The CEO must comply with the law, which requires accounting to the People/Living, or suffer the 

consequences. 

 
75, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 5, interpretation rating unit. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: A rating unit pursuant to the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 5 is the Record of 
title/fee simple title. 

 

The rating unit is not and cannot be Corporeal/Real land. 
 

76, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 10, Who is a ratepayer? 

 

[a] in relation to a rating unit, the person/legal entity who is named as a 

ratepayer in the rating information database.  

 

NOTE: 

 

: A person is a legal entity/piece of paper, it is not and cannot be a People/Living man. 

 

: Only persons have a name. 

 

: The rating unit is the fee simple title, and the ratepayer is the person/name/legal entity on the rating 
information database. 

 

: This is consistent with the interpretation of person owner. 

 

: If the rating unit was land, then that would prove theft of land by the CEO/Council and if the 

ratepayer were the People/ Living then that would prove debt-bondage and slavery and kidnap. 

 

77, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 5, interpretation owner means the person who 

whether jointly or separately, is seized or possessed of or entitled to. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: If the owner/ratepayer is the People/Living man and he is seized or possessed he has been 

kidnapped. 
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: In this country kidnap is a criminal offence. 

 

: The interpretation of owner is consistent with the rating unit being the fee simple title and the 

ratepayer is the person whose name is on the rating information database. The name is seized and 

possessed by the rating database. 

 

: If this is not the interpretation then there is evidence of the CEO/Council kidnapping, slavery, debt-
bondage and other such serious violent offences. 

 

: Remember, the CEO/Council pursuant to the Local Government Act 2002, section 12[3] states 

that the CEO/Council are subject to this act, any other enactment and the general law. 

 
MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"From the words of the law there must be no departure " 
 
78, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 12, Liability for rates 

 

[1] The ratepayer for a rating unit is liable to pay the rates that are due on the rating unit. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: What is very clear, if it were the People/Living man on the land that were liable for rates then 

the Act would state that People/Living man on the land are liable for rates. 

 

: What the Act says is, “the ratepayer which is defined as a person whose name is on the rating 
information database”. 

 

: We know a person is not a People/Living man. 

 

: The rating unit, being the fee simple title. 

 
: The People/living man on the land is not and cannot be liable for any rates, only persons/legal 
entities can be liable. 

 

: The only person bound by the Local Government Act 2002 is the CEO/Council. 

 

: Remember, if the ratepayer is the People/living man on the land then that is proof of debt-bondage, 

slavery and other such violent offences. 

 
79, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 44, 
 
[1] A local authority must deliver a rate assessment to a ratepayer to give notice of the ratepayers’ 

liability for rates on a rating unit. 

 

[2] A ratepayer is liable for rates on a rating unit when the local authority delivers the rate assessment. 
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NOTE: 

: The ratepayer is a person, not a People/Living man. 

 

: The rating unit is the fee simple title entered on a rating database. 

 

: So, by law, where does the local authority have to deliver the rates assessment to? 
 
: The rating database, not the People/living man on the land. 

 

: What this means is the CEO/Council are attempting to force the People/Living man into debt-
bondage, slavery, by sending a false assessment to an identity who is not and never can be liable to 
pay any rates. 
 

: An assessment is not a formal demand, it is asking for consent from the living to liability of the 
assessment. 

 
: Is not delivering an assessment to the wrong entity and enforcing that wrong entity to pay fraud? 

 

: Contract and Commercial Law Act 2017, section 73, all invalid contracts are of no legal effect and are illegal. 

 

80, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 section 46 Rates invoice 

 
[1] If a rates payment is due for a particular period, the local authority must deliver to the 

ratepayer a rates invoice for the rating unit. 
 
 
NOTE: 

 
: The words if a rates payment is due. 

 

: A rate payment can only be due if the assessment has been delivered to the correct person/legal 

entity, at the correct address, and endorsed written consent has been received for the liability of 

that rates assessment, from the entity the assessment was correctly delivered to. 

 

: The only entity statute law allows a rates assessment to be delivered to is the entity name entered into 

the rate database, which is held at the Council offices. 
 

: What address must the assessment be delivered to?  

The Council address of the ratepayers’ database. 

 

: To deliver an assessment to the People/Living man on the land instead of the statutory address and 

person is contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law which pursuant to the Crimes 

Act 1961 is an unlawful act. 

 

: Crown Entities Act, section 19 any Act in breach of statute is invalid. 

 

81, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 59, Rates are charged against rating unit. 

 

mailto:private-central-office@protonmail.com


Claim- For ease of communication, and comprehension, the grammar, format, and presentation used in this document is in plain-spoken language and 

written in italics font to acknowledge that this document is not written in Correct Sentence Structure Communication Parse Syntax Grammar yet is to 
read as on the page. Should the reader require Our dictionary or clarification/explanation of word meanings or terms in this notice that are not 

disclosed, please request from private-central-office@protonmail.com.                Page | 48 of 130 
 

Rates assessed in respect of a rating unit are a charge against that unit. 

 

NOTE: 

 

The words are very clear, rates that are assessed are a charge against that unit. 

 

: If the assessment was against a People/Living man then the law would have stated that fact. 

 

: If the assessment was a charge against a Peoples/Living man’s land the law would have stated 

that fact. 

 

: The law is very clear, there is no liability on the People/Living man to pay rates. There is no 

rates that can be charged to the People/Living man’s land. 

 

: If statute law placed that liability upon People/the Living man and it is claimed payment is mandatory 

then that is slavery, debt-bondage, and other such violent crimes. 

 

: The Local Government Act 2002 and the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 are very consistent in 

their purpose, text, and context. 

 

: That, being a ratepayer is not a People/Living man and the rating unit is not the land for which the 

People/Living man has residence upon and works upon. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"From the word of the law there must be no departure." 

 
82, What does the law define as land and what is rateable? 

 

Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 7, states 

 
[1] All land is rateable. 

 

[2] However, land is not rateable if this Act or another Act states that the lands is non-
rateable. 

 

NOTE: 

 

Land is not rateable, if this act states it is not rateable. 

 

: Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 5, Interpretation of land means all land, 
tenements, and hereditaments, whether corporeal or incorporeal, in New Zealand, and all chattel 

or other interests in the land, and all trees growing or standing on the land. 
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NOTE: 

 

: Tenements is the fee simple title, a piece of paper, not the land we stand upon. 

 

: Chattel or other interests, again being the fee simple title, not the land we stand upon. 

 

: New Zealand as defined by the Crimes Act 1961 interpretation, section 2 ‘is water only’. 

 

: Incorporeal means make believe/fake. 

 

: Land does not have to be real land pursuant to this act. 

 

: Be very clear, the interpretation of land in the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 is not the land we 
stand upon, it is the land created by the piece of paper the CEO/Council call the fee simple title and now 
called the record of title in electronic form and recorded in the rating information database. 
 

83, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 5, interpretation rating unit means a rating unit for 

the purposes of the Rating Valuations Act 1998, 5B. 

 

: Rating Valuation Act 1998 5B What constitutes rating unit if there is a record of title, 

 

[1] For land for which there is a record of title, the land comprised in record of title 

constitutes a rating unit.  

NOTE: 

 

The words the land comprised in the record of title. 

 

: Note the record of title comprises land. 

 

: This is not the land the record of title defines, this is the land that the record of title composes/ 
makes. 

 

: The interpretation of land set out by the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 clearly defines 

fee simple titles, as in the piece of paper as land or the record of title is the land. 

 

It does not have to be land itself, being that which we stand upon. 

 

: Therefore, by Parliament of New Zealand statute law the rating unit is the fee simple title as in the 

piece of paper or the person/legal entity name entered into the rates data base, it is not and can 

never be the land the People/Living work and have residence upon. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

" From the words of the law there must be no departure" 

 

: The Crimes Act 1961, section 2, interpretation unlawful act is any act in contravention of any 
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enactment. 

 

: Crown Entities Act, section 19, Act in breach of statute is invalid. 

 

: The CEO/Council cannot claim they are acting in accordance with Parliament of New Zealand statute 
law. 

 
84, There is no law which allows for the CEO/Council to force People/Living to pay rates. 

 
: There is no law which allows the CEO/Council to take land under the false pretense the People/the 

living have not paid the rates upon their land. 
 
: No rates can be claimed against their land. 

 

: The CEO/Council can claim the fee simple title is land, but they cannot force any People/Living 

man to pay taxes upon what is the CEO/Council’s creation. 

 

: God created the Land and gave People/the living dominion over it. Genesis 1:26. 
 
MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"Sovereignty resides in the People whose power is the source of law" 

 
85, Therefore, the CEO/Council have taken by force and under false pretense, millions of dollars’ 

worth of rates. 

 

: All rates, monies taken from we the People/Living are therefore the proceeds of crime for which 

section 12 [3] Local Government Act 2002 clearly defines the CEO/Council must comply with all 

enactments and the general law. 

 

: We, the People/Living will not accept our agents/servants being the CEO/Council acting in 

direct contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 
: We, the People/Living will not be a party to criminal behavior. 

 

: If We the People/Living consent to this unlawful behavior we are a party to this behavior and can be 

charged for this criminal behavior. 
 

86, There are two Parliament of New Zealand statute laws which allow for we the People/Living to 

get back from criminal groups proceeds which have been stolen from us. 

 

: They are the Criminal Proceeds [Recovery] Act 2009 and the Proceeds of Crime Act 1991. 

 

: The Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 60 allows for the immediate stopping of the 

rate paying. 

 

: The Crimes Act 1961 section 98A defines where 3 or more persons are involved it is a criminal group. 
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: Be very clear, the CEO/Council is the only employee of the Council. 

 

: He employs all other Consultants, Lawyers, Contractors, Employees, Secondees, and is civilly and 

criminally liable for those persons and entities. There are more than 3 employed. 

 
87, All those employed, by the CEO including but not limited to the CEO have been paid with the 

proceeds of crime. 

 

: All contractors, Consultants, Lawyers, Employees, Secondees who have been paid by the Council have 

been paid with the proceeds of crime for which the Proceeds of Crime Act 1991 and the Proceeds of 

Crime [Recovery] Act 2009 allow for that property to be taken back. 
 

: We the People/Living will be taking back all rates paid under the false pretense the CEO/Council 

have been acting upon, pursuant to Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 
88, The People accept the CEO/Council must be given the opportunity to put their version of 

their actions to the People/Living. 

 

: Therefore, the CEO/Council have 5 working days from the service of this document to 

communicate with the People/Living and put their story across. 

 

: The only explanation to be accepted is Parliament of New Zealand statute law as it is written. 

 

: No statute law to back CEO/Council version will be accepted as further deception by those 

presenting it with intent to pervert the course of justice. 

 
89, The People/Living suggest that the CEO/Council contact a Lawyer. 
 

: But the Lawyer employed must be paid by legal aid as no CEO/Council money can be used to pay a 

Lawyer as that would create further charges of using money from the proceeds of crime. 

 

: Furthermore, it must be a Lawyer with the mental capacity to interpret the Parliament of New 

Zealand statute law as it is written, not as that person’s interpretation or any Judges interpretation. 

 

: Past Lawyers of the CEO/Council are a party to this criminal offending as they have been paid with 

the proceeds of crime, but worse than that, there is clear evidence they are lacking in mental 

capacity to handle this very violent and serious matter. 

 

: The Crimes Act 1961, section 2, interpretation interprets the CEO/Councils unlawful actions as 

serios violent offences against the People/Living.  

 

This is Judicial Notice. 

 
90, There is 1 Court in this country which is not a party to this criminal offending, being the Peoples Full 

High Court. 

 

All Commercial Courts and their Judges who have acted with the CEO/Council to extort money from 

the People/Living under the false pretense and take their land, are in law, pursuant to the 
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Parliament of New Zealand statute law, unable with a conflict of interest and a party to the crime 

to hear and determine this matter. 

 

: Remember, the Crimes Act 1961 defines this unlawful action as a serious violent crime. 

 
91, Clean Hands Doctrine. 

NZ Law Dictionary page 51 interpretation, Clean Hands: 
 

A doctrine of equity that requires a petitioner seeking equity to have acted properly. 

Geary v New Zealand Psychologists Board [2012] 2 NZLR414, 436. 

 

NOTE: 

 

The CEO/Council claim rates are over Peoples/Living land. 

 

: Therefore, the CEO/Council act in Equity to claim those rates. 

 

Senior Courts Act 2016, section 180, states when common law and equity collide equity must prevail. 

 

: When the CEO/Council false rates assessment is sent to the People/Living instead of the enacted 

entity being the person whose name/legal entity is recorded on the rating database, 

 

: Firstly, the claim if against real land and People, is in equity. 

 

: Therefore, they must send the assessment having proceeded pursuant to the Parliament of New 

Zealand statute law as it is written. That is the CEO/Council rating information database. We all 

know, and it has been proved in this document that the CEO/Council have not proceeded in 

gathering rates pursuant to Parliament of New Zealand statute law as it is written. 

 

: Therefore, the CEO/Council have not proceeded with Clean Hands, therefore, have no legal or 

Lawful right to attempt to collect rates under this false pretense. 

 

: The same Clean Hands doctrine applies to the CEO/Council when the false assessment/invoice is 

sent to the wrong entity. 

 

: If the CEO/Council have taken any rates collection to Court and obtained Judgement then the 

Judge and Court are fully liable for their unlawful actions being, not acting with clean hands, in 

accordance with the Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 

: The Crimes Act 1961, section 98C claims, where more than 3 persons joint together with the same 

criminal intent, it is a criminal gang. 

 

: Does this not apply to the CEO/Council, Courts/Judges, Lawyers, Consultants, Contractors, 

Employees and Secondees? 

 

: Parliament of New Zealand statute law states it does. 
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MAXIM IN LAW 

 

" He who has committed iniquity, shall not have equity." 

 

 " The law is not to be violated by those in government." 

 
 
92, Coram Non Judice. 

 

NZ Law Dictionary 9th edition, page 6,9 Coram Non Judice [latin, before one who is 

not a judge] 

 

An expression used where a court proceeds in a matter that is outside its jurisdiction. 

 

If there is a lack of jurisdiction, then the matter is coram non judice and there is no need for an 

order of the court to set its decision aside. 

 

It is automatically null and void. [Bognuda v Hawkes Bay Newspaper Ltd [1963] NZLR 501,506. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

" To a judge who exceeds his office or jurisdiction no obedience is due." 

 

" A twisting of language is unworthy of a judge." 

 

" One who exercises jurisdiction out of his territory is not obeyed with impunity." 

 

THE SUPREME LAW being Equity, is very clear. 

 

: THE CEO/Council, while acting upon the Local Government Act 2002 and the Local Government 

[Rating] Act 2002 are limited to persons/legal entities, and in statute law, not People/the Living 

acting in and under Equity. 

 

: While the CEO/Council are bound by Common Law/Equity they have no power or authority from it. 

Only People/Living have authority from it. 

 

: Parliament of New Zealand statute law clearly defines persons and People as two different 

entities. 

 

: Legislation Act 2017, section 13, interpretation, person includes a corporation sole, a body 

corporate. and an unincorporated body of persons. 

 

: There are numerous other determinations in other sections of statute law exactly the same as this 

determination. 
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: A person is a legal entity/piece of paper being the Birth Certificate. 

 
CASE LAW 

 

The Supreme Court of New Zealand has made the same determination of the definition of 

person in the Zaoui v Attorney General [no 2] [2005] NZSC 38 whereby the ruling stated : 

and we are satisfied that the information relates to AHMED ZAOUI and that the ["the 

person"] is a person about whom decisions are to be, or can be made, cannot be made under 

this act or any other enactment. 

 
: This statement did not make sense, so when the Supreme Court was asked to interpret, the Supreme 
Court it stated that Ahemed Zaoui was a People/Living Man not a person, and enactments only 
applied to persons and did not apply to People/Living. 
 
: This is consistent with the interpretation in all Parliament of New Zealand statute laws. 
 
: A person cannot be defined as a People/Living or it would perfect the crimes of slavery, debt 
bondage, kidnap, and other such crimes which are unlawful in this country and the world. 

 

People: 

 

: The word People comes from the latin word populas which means the living. 

 
: There can be no other interpretation given to this word that is legal and lawful. 
 

: If a Court or Judge attempts to change this interpretation then his proceeding and decision are Coram 
Non Judice, nunc pro tunc. To do such a violent crime as defined by the Crimes Act 1961 section 2, 

against the People/Living they must have mens rea. 

 
: Criminal Procedure Act 2011, section 381[2] states Section 364 and this section override every 

enactment having the effect of granting people of any description, or the holders of stated 
offices or positions, protection or immunity from criminal or civil liability or both. 

 

NOTE: 
 
If People/ the Living and persons/legal entities were one in the same this section of Parliament 
of New Zealand statute law would not make any sense. The only interpretation can be People/ 
Living are in equity, thereby governed by equity and Parliament of New Zealand statute law 
which provides for that lawful avenue as commercial courts cannot have power over the 
Sovereign/People/the Living of this land. 
 
MAXIM IN LAW 

 

" Sovereignty resides in the People whose power is the source of law." 

 

: Be very clear the Sovereign of this land pursuant to Parliament of New Zealand statute law, Crown 

Proceedings Act 1950, section 2, interpretation Officer of the Crown and Servant of the Crown, clearly 

define the Governor General and all Judges and Courts are not and cannot be servants or officers of the 
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Crown/Sovereign. 

 
: There is a corporation registered with the Security and Exchange Commission no. 0000216105 

being "Her Majesty the Queen in Right of New Zealand" This is a corporational monarch, not a 

living breathing monarch. 

 

: Queen Elizabeth the 2nd, stated “I am not the Queen of New Zealand, I am the Queen of the 

Common Wealth, for which New Zealand is a member.” 

 
: Be very clear in Law, at Law, and by Law, We the People/the Living are the Sovereign of this Land. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

" Sovereignty resides in the People whose power is the source of law" 

 
93, Be very clear, Coram Non Judice being that the Commercial Courts and their Judges have 

authority over themselves and their court only, pursuant to the District Court Act 2016, section 

19[2], and the Senior Courts Act 2016, section 4 interpretation proceeding, and the Crimes Act 

1961, section 80, Oath to commit an offence and the Criminal Procedure Act 2011 section 381[2] 

and section 24, whereby endorsed written consent is required prior to any proceeding commencing, 

and numerous other Parliament of New Zealand statute laws which will be quoted when required. 

 

Judges and Commercial Courts are limited to Persons/legal entities and commit treason, genocide, 
and other such crimes against the People/Living and the Parliament of New Zealand when they 
knowingly and deliberately contravene Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 
Organisations that the CEO/Council are involved with which have not been disclosed to the 
People/Living. 

94, New Zealand Local Government Funding Agency Limited. This is a limited liability company 

registered with the New Zealand companies office no. 3677052 NZBN 9429030861961. A copy of this 

document and related documents  

ATTACHMENT NO 2 

[a] This company has its 6 Directors listed. 

[b] There are 31 shareholders listed with the biggest shareholders being the Minister of Finance and 
the Minister of Local Government. 

[c] A requirement of the companies register is to disclose what the company trades for and with. 

There is no explanation as to what the company may do. 

[c] There is no disclosure by the CEO/Council to the People of any affiliation it may have with this 
company. 

 

: With the millions of dollars of ratepayers’ money being given to this organisation by the 
CEO/Council there is a legal and Lawful requirement for disclosure together with disclosure under 
the Secret Commissions Act 1910. 
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: This failure perfects numerous civil and criminal offences. 

 

: The CEO/Council must disclose to the People/Living what this company is set up to achieve, and why 
so many millions of Ratepayer dollars are paid to them? 
 
[c] Under an organisation called LGFA: Local Government Funding Agency, there is presumably 
another organisation having 9 appointees claiming it organises Local Government Funding. 
 

It is falsely claimed these are People/Living, when their employment is limited to persons. 

Statute law allows for persons only. 

 

: A copy of this false claim is filed under ATTACHMENT 2 

 

: Again, there is no legal or lawful disclosure of this organisation by the CEO/Council. This is in 

direct contravention of the Local Government Act 2002, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, 

Secret Commissions Act 1910, Crimes Act 1961, Contract and Commercial Law Act 2017, and 

numerous other Parliament of New Zealand enactments. The CEO/Council must be held to 

account. 

 
[f) List of Guarantors. 
 

In attachment 2 [o] is the list of guarantors for the LGFA. 

 

: Of note all Councils/CEO are listed there as Guarantors, to the LGFA. 

 

: What this means and proves, is that the CEO/Council are using the ratepayer, together with the 

Rating Unit as security for unlawful borrowings. 

 

: If this is the ratepayer and rating unit/incorporeal land of the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 

as written, then this is not so bad. 

 

: If it is the People/Living as ratepayer, and the Land the People/Living live upon, Corporeal/real land, 

then it is slavery, Treason, debt-bondage and other such crimes. 

 

: The CEO/Council have not disclosed this security/guarantee. 

 

: The CEO/Council has not requested consent to use the Ratepayer and the Rating Unit as a 

security/Guarantee. 

 

: This seriously contravenes the Local Government Act 2002, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, 

Contract and Commercial Law Act 2019, Secret Commissions Act 1910, Crimes Act 1961, and 

numerous other such Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

: Therefore, any assumed contract by the CEO/Council on the payment of any fees is null and void 
on the basis a contract based on fraud is null and void. 
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MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"Consent makes the contract." 

 

"A contract founded on a band unlawful consideration, or against good morals, is null." 

 

"Out of fraud no action can arise." 

 

" A concealed fault is equal to deceit."  

 

'' It is fraud to conceal a fraud." 

 

"Gross negligence is equivalent to fraud." 

 

"He who does not prevent what he can commits the thing."  

 

" From the words of the law there must be no departure." 

 
 
:  If the CEO/Council wants to continue its false proclamation, being that the ratepayer is the 

People/Living man, and the rating unit is the Land which the People/Living have dominion over then this 
Guarantee to the LGFA document proves absolute slavery, debt-bondage, theft Terrorism and numerous 
other such crimes which are universally unlawful, being crimes directly against humanity/ the 

People/Living. 

 

: The Crimes Act 1961 defines such crimes as Genocide, Terrorism, Treason, Theft and other such violent and 

serious crimes. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 
"All are equal before the law." 
 
"He who has committed iniquity, shall not have equity." 

 
 "No guilt is attached to him who is forced to obey." 

 

" If one falsely accuses another of a crime, the punishment due to that crime should be inflicted upon 

the perjured informer." 

 

"The law is not to be violated by those in government." 

 

"The government is to be subject to the law, for the law makes the government." 

 

"Every jurisdiction has its bounds." 

 

" To a judge who exceeds his office or jurisdiction no obedience is required." 
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: If the CEO/Council wish to take the position which is enacted by Parliament of New Zealand statute 
law, being that the ratepayer is a person/legal entity entered onto the ratepayer database and not 

the People/living man; and that the rating unit is the fee simple title/record of title comprised and 
entered into the rating information database; and not the real land that the People/Living have 

dominion over; there are criminal offences committed by the CEO/Council, as they are acting in 
direct contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 

: The Local Government Act 2002 and the Local Government [Rating Act 2002 section 12 [3] Subsection 

[2] is subject to this Act, any other enactment, and general law. 

 

: Local Government Act 2002, section 3, Purpose 
 

[c] promotes accountability of local authorities to their communities. 

 

: Local Government Act 2002, section 14, Principles relating to local authorities. 

 

 [a] a local authority must- 

 

[i]  conduct its business in an open, transparent, and 

democratically accountable manner. 

 

[ii]  give effect to its identified priorities and desired outcomes in an efficient 

and effective manner. 

 
[b] a local authority must make itself aware of and should have regard to the views of all its 

communities. 

 

NOTE: 

 

There are many more Parliament of New Zealand statute laws which prove that the CEO/Council 

are in serious contravention of statute law and in fact are committing serious violent offences 

against the People/Living pursuant to section 2 Crimes Act 1961. 

 
[i] In summary of part 100: 

The list of Guarantors for the LGFA proves the CEO/Council are unlawfully using the 
People/Living and their Corporeal/Real land they have been given dominion over, Genesis 
1:26, for security to borrow money to continue their/CEO/Councils unlawful operation. 

 

: Without endorsed written consent and full disclosure of their actions together with transparency 

in accordance with the Parliament of New Zealand statute law, makes the CEO/Council 

action/procedure serious violent crimes as defined by the Crimes Act 1961, directly against the 

People/Living makes them crimes of Terrorism, Genocide and Treason against the Parliament of 

New Zealand. 

 

: We the People/Living are now going to hold the CEO/Council to account in accordance with the 
Parliament of New Zealand statute law.  

 

This is Judicial Notice. 
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95, ATTACHMENT 2 [p] to [w] Headed LGFABILLS 

Tender Results History Data published 11 January 2023.  

 

NOTE: 

 

: This document discloses a number of facts which are very disturbing to we the People/Living. 

 [i]  The LGFA is masquerading as the New Zealand Local Government Funding Agency 

Limited when it is not the Limited liability company the name proposes. 

 

: To use the same name as a registered company is in direct contravention of the Parliament of 
New Zealand statute law. Is not this fraud? 

 

[i] Why has this deception not been disclosed to the People/Living pursuant to Parliament 

of New Zealand statute law? 

 

[ii] Under the false pretense of being a limited liability company the LGFA is funding Local 
Authorities by creating BILLS OF EXCHANGE, and tendering those for commercial 
organisations to tender for. 
[a]   The security for these BILLS is the Ratepayer and the Rating Unit being by the 

CEO/Council interpretation, the People/Living and their Land they have dominion 
over. 

 
: This is being done without the knowledge or endorsed written consent, Parliament of New Zealand statute 
law requires and demands. 
 
: This is direct slavery, Genocide, Terrorism, Theft, Deception and other such crimes defined by the 
Crimes Act 1961 and other enactments. 

 
: What makes these transactions worse is the LGFA proposes that it can fund the agency for less than 
any other financier. 
 

: How can this be when the BILLS being tendered, are limited to a 3 month period and then the 

money is paid back? 

 

It cannot be cheaper unless there is theft and fraud taking place. 

 

96, Listed in the personnel list of the LGFA, which is ATTACHMENT 2 [j] to [n] is the list of which they 
term people [when only persons can be employed by these organisations], which can only be an 

attempt to present something false, are named the persons who are manufacturing the BILLS which 
are being put out on tender. 

 

[b] On page [k] is a chief Financial Officer whom they claim their name as 

Neil Bain. This name has been hidden so no verification by we the 

People/Living, can take place. 

 

[c] The Chief Financial Officers job is to tum liabilities into assets/currency. 

 

[d] The only reason for the time period being limited to 3 
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months is the BILLS are drawn upon the Ratepayer and the rating unit 

Guarantee/Security given to LGFA by the CEO/Council. 

 

: These BILLS are then tendered/sold to other commercial organisations, who pay the face value of the 

BILL to the Chief Financial Officer, Neil Bain of the unregistered LGFA for 3 months. 4.5% is paid to the 

purchaser of the Bill for 3 months usage. 

 

[e] At the end of 3 months the Chief Financial Officer has to pay back the 

money/currency lent to him or her on the BILLS. 

 

: This is the contract for which the commercial financiers paid the CFO Neil Bain, the face value of 

the BILLS. 

 

[f] The LGFA list of personnel page [l] defines Adriane Clarke as Transactional 

Services Officer and page [m] defines Sumitha Kaiuarachi as Manager, Treasury 

and External Relationships. 

[g] These named persons’ job is to obtain the funds/currency to pay back the 

Commercial organisations who have paid the face value of the BILLS to LGFA, 

together with their interest. 

 

[h] This repayment is constructed by accessing Peoples Birth Certificate 

accounts. 

 

: The Birth Certificate account is held by the intermediary called the Reserve Bank of New Zealand, 

and Treasury/Debt Management. The Reserve Bank and Treasury set the accounts up in the 

beginning, when the live child is born, and have maintained the accounts as intermediary 

since born day. 

 

: The Peoples whose Birth Certificate account is accessed are those who are held as security by 

the CEO/Council, under the false pretense they are the Ratepayer and their Corporeal/Real Land 

for which they have dominion over is the rating unit. 

 

: This can be proved as and when required. 

 

: Why do you think that the CEO/Council, without the ratepayers or Rating Unit knowledge and 

consent pays millions of dollars to a company called New Zealand Local Government Agency 

Funding Authority? 

 
NZLGFA Limited then pays more money to an unregistered organisation called LGFA who 

produces BILLS [Bills of Exchange] against the security the CEO/Council have over their 

Ratepayers and Rating Unit then allow an unregistered organisation to use that security for 3 

months to sell Bills, then obtain the money/currency from the Peoples/Living Birth Certificate 

account to repay those Bills, with interest. 

 

: The BILL creates the debt which the LGFA persons claim is against the ratepayer/Rating Unit, then 

LGFA persons claim that debt is authority to access the Birth Certificate account. 
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: Parliament of New Zealand statute law defines these sorts of persons as criminal and their 

unlawful actions as fraud, criminal, deceitful and other such criminal behavior. 

 

: Now the CEO/Council are going to be held to account for their deliberate contravention 

of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 

: Why have the CEO/Council not been transparent and honest with the People/Living about 

the CEO/Councils use of the People/Living and their Land they have dominion over, as 

security for their unlawful borrowing and theft from the Birth Certificate account? 

 

MAXIM LAW 

 

"Equity will not allow statutes to cloak a fraud" " All are equal before the 

law." 

 
97, Criminal Procedure Act 2011, section 381[2]  

[1] This section and 364 override every other enactment, granting people of any description, 

and stated officers, pardon, protection, and immunity from civil and criminal liability or both. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: This section overrides every other enactment. Therefore, in law, at law and by law, Parliament of New 

Zealand statute law declares that this section must be complied with. 

 

: This section overrides, the Local Government Act 2002, the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, 

Crimes Act 1961, and every other Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 
: This section grants People of any description, protection and immunity from civil and 

criminal liability. 

 
Are not the rates a civil liability? 

 

: This is exactly why the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 clearly defines the Ratepayer as a 

person/legal entity/dead instrument, that has been seized and possessed on the CEO/Council rating 

information database, defined as the owner. 

 

: The Ratepayer is not a People, nor can it ever be the People/Living Man, as falsely claimed by 

the CEO/Council. 

 

: If the Ratepayer was a People/Living then to seize and possess would be kidnap, and 

other such violent crimes. 

 
: Of note, there is no civil or criminal liability on People/the Living. 

 

: As the rates are a civil liability, as this section overrides every other enactment, there is no nor 

can there ever be any liability to pay rates upon the People/Living. 
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: To contravene Parliament of New Zealand statute law is an act of Treason against the state, 

pursuant to Parliament of New Zealand statute Law, and NZ Law Dictionary 9th edition. 

 
: To claim and force rates to be paid by the People/Living and fail or refuse to accept the 

People/Living are not a person/dead instrument is an act of genocide as it is a direct attempt 

to extinguish a nation of People/Living. 

 

People are bound by Equity Law, and Courts of Record. 

 
Be very clear, the only full Equity Court, and Court of Record where proceedings are enrolled, not 

filed as an application, is the Peoples Full High Court constituted on the 15th day of March 2019, by 

the People/Living for the People/Living to obtain their remedy, by the only Court with Jurisdiction 

over the People/The Living. 

 
98, Senior Courts Act 2016, section 9[2] defines the Full High Court as constituted by the People in 2019. 

 

[a] Section 6[3] Senior Courts Act 2016 states the High Court is a Court of Record. 

 

: This High Court, as a Court of Record is not. nor can it be the High Court of New Zealand 

registries as the registries are defined in section 6 of the Senior Courts Act 2016 as the High Court 

Continued. 

 

: The High Court continued does not and will not enroll proceedings. 

 
: As a commercial court, the High Court continued Jurisdiction is limited to accepting 

applications to the Court. 

 

: The reason for this limitation of Jurisdiction as a commercial/High Court continued it has no 

Sovereign/Royal/Crown power or authority. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"Sovereignty resides in the People whose power is the source of law." 

 

: The Sovereign for New Zealand is commercial/ corporational Monarch as'' Her Majesty the Queen in 

Right of New Zealand" registered with the Security and Exchange Commission under registration no. 

0000216105. 

 
MAXIM IN LAW 
 
"To register is to impart ownership.'' 
 
99, The Crown Proceeding Act 1950, section 2 Interpretation, Officer of the Crown and Servant of the Crown 
excludes the Governor General and all District Court, High Court, Appeal Court and Supreme Court 
Judges. 
 

mailto:private-central-office@protonmail.com


Claim- For ease of communication, and comprehension, the grammar, format, and presentation used in this document is in plain-spoken language and 

written in italics font to acknowledge that this document is not written in Correct Sentence Structure Communication Parse Syntax Grammar yet is to 
read as on the page. Should the reader require Our dictionary or clarification/explanation of word meanings or terms in this notice that are not 

disclosed, please request from private-central-office@protonmail.com.                Page | 63 of 130 
 

: All these individuals are persons/legal entities privately contracted to WESTPAC Bank, as listed in the 
Security and Exchange Commission under registration no. 0000216105. 

 

The New Zealand Law Dictionary 9th edition clearly define the Commercial Courts as Bankers, there 

by requiring applications to the Court to file any proceeding, for these commercial Courts to obtain 

any Jurisdiction. 

 
Any Court which requires an application to it, is a Court without Jurisdiction requiring endorsed 

written consent, achieved by application to the Court, and the purported defendant appearing 

under a general appearance, to obtain any form of Jurisdiction. 

 
The Senior Courts Act 2016 clearly defines the very limited jurisdiction of the High Court continued, 

and its uses and purpose. 

 

 
100, IN SUMMARY FOR SECTION 103 
 

 [a] People/The Living of any description have no civil or criminal liability. 

 

 [b] Section 381[2] overrides every other enactment. 

 

[c] This does not mean the People/Living are under no Jurisdiction 

what it means People/Living are bound by Equity, and Common Law. 

The Commercial Courts have no jurisdiction in these laws. 
 
MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"Every Jurisdiction has it bounds." 

 

"To a judge who exceeds his territory or jurisdiction no obedience is due." 

 

"Equity does not allow statute to cloak a fraud."  

 

" Everyone is equal before the law." 

 

[a] The law pertaining to the People/Living cannot be 
administered. 

 

 Be very clear - this includes ALL Parliament of New Zealand statute law, and the general 

law which means Equity. 

101, Local Government Act 2002, Section 14 Principles relating to local authorities 
 

[1] In performing its role, a local authority must act in accordance with the following principles: 

[a] a local authority should- 

[i] conduct its business in an open, transparent, and democratically 

accountable manner; ... 
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NOTE: 

 

: The CEO/Council and their employees, must conduct its business in an open, transparent and 

democratically accountable manner. 

 

: How has the CEO/Council complied with this section of the Act? 

 

102, Local Government Act 2002, Section 42, Chief executive 

[1] A local authority must, in accordance with clauses 33 and 34 of Schedule 7, appoint a 
chief executive. 

 

[2] A chief executive appointed under subsection [1] is responsible to his or her local 
authority for- 
 

[g] employing, on behalf of the local authority, the staff of the local authority 
[in accordance with any remuneration and employment policy]; 

 
Employment of staff Schedule 7, Clause 33 

 

33 Appointment of chief executive 

 

The local authority must, in making an appointment under section 42, have regard to the need 

to appoint a person who will- 

 

[a] discharge the specific responsibilities placed on the appointee; and 
 
[b] imbue the employees of the local authority with a spirit of service to the 

community; a n d  

 

[c] promote efficiency in the local authority; and 

 

[d] be a responsible manager; and 

 

[e] maintain appropriate standards of integrity and conduct among the employees of the 
local authority; and 
 

[f] ensure that the local authority is a good employer; and 
 

[g] promote equal employment opportunities. 
 

 

NOTE: 

 

: A further issue for the CEO, is section 42, which states he is appointed by the local authority, 

and is tasked to employ all staff on behalf of the Council; 
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: All liability lies with the appointed Chief executive, the CEO. 

 
Other governance matters 

103, Local Government Act 2002, Section 43, Certain members indemnified 
 
[1]A member of a local authority [ or a committee, community board, or other subordinate 
decision-making body of that local authority] is indemnified by that local authority, whether or not 
that member was elected to that local authority or community board under the Local Electoral Act 

2001 or appointed by the local authority, for 
 
: To avoid doubt, a local authority may not indemnify a director of a council-controlled 

organisation for any liability arising from that director's acts or omissions in relation to that 

council-controlled organisation. 

 
 
NOTE: 

 

: A further issue for the CEO, is section 43[3], where to avoid any doubt, a local authority 

cannot indemnify the CEO or any person he/she employs, against criminal or civil liability. 

 

: Be very clear - There is no liability for rates on any of We the People/Living man or woman, 

who have Corporeal/Real Land in their possession, on which they reside in peace. 

 
: Black's Law Dictionary First Edition 1891 defines: Corporeal. A term descriptive of such 

things as have an objective, material existence; perceptible by the senses of sight and touch; 

possessing a real body. Opposed to incorporeal and spiritual. 

 

Corporeal Property. Such as affects the senses, and may be seen and handled by the body, 

as opposed to incorporeal property, which cannot be seen or handled, and exists only in 

contemplation. Thus, a house is corporeal, but the annual rent payable for its occupation is 

incorporeal. 

 

Incorporeal. Without body; not of material nature. The opposite of "corporeal". 

 

Incorporeal Property. In the civil law. That which consists in legal right merely. 

 
: Remember - Criminal Procedure Act 2011 section 381[2] 

which states: 

 
"Section 364 and this section override every enactment ... having the effect of granting 

people of any description, protection or immunity from criminal or civil liability [or both]." 

 
: The CEO, [ and all employees under their direction], has full liability, under criminal law, 

under civil law, under equitable law, and under the God-given law: - for any and all of their 

actions and inactions, which are in contravention of general law, including Parliament of New 
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Zealand statute law, and International Law. 

 
: The CEO, [ and all employees under their direction], contravene Parliament of New Zealand 

statute law, when they commit a criminal offence for which the law does not indemnify them 

for their unlawful actions - so they must be held to account for their criminal behaviour. 

 
: The law requires such accountability be brought upon all these CEO's and local authorities. 

 
MAXIMS IN LAW 
 

"Govern yourself accordingly or pay the price." 

 

"Ignorance of the law is no excuse." 

 

"All are equal before the law."  

 

"No one is above the law." 

 
: Remember- Crown Entities Act 1967, which states: Section 19 Acts in breach of statute are invalid, 
 

[1] "An act of a statutory entity is invalid, ... " 

 
: Remember- Crimes Act 1961, which states: Section 107 Contravention of statute 

 

[1] Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 1 year who, without lawful 

excuse, contravenes any enactment by willfully doing any act which it forbids, or by willfully 
omitting to do any act which it requires to be done, unless- 

 
104, COVID-19 Mandate 
 

: A further issue for which the CEO/Council must be held to account for is the mandating of 

vaccinations for Covid-19. 

 

: As we all know, the Supreme Court in America has ruled in accordance with undisputable 

information and evidence from medical doctors, specialists and scientists, that the 

purported Covid-19 vaccination was not a vaccination, but a poison, which has changed 

the DNA structure of the cells and was a controlled killing of the We the People/Living. 

 
: Even the manufacturers are now being ruled against and are admitting the vaccine was not 

a vaccine. It was a poison made to kill We the People/Living. 

 

: Under the watch of the Secretary of Internal Affairs, Mr Paul James, you, CEO, mandated for 

vaccination, directly against the freedom of choice and wishes of We the People/Living and 

directly against the information the persons in Parliament of New Zealand were aware of, 
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alerted to, and fully informed- that it was not a vaccination, but an untested poison that was 

designed to selectively kill. 

 
: What is worse is the adverse side effects that We the People/Living are now suffering from, 

numbering hundreds of thousands of victims / claimants, and tens of thousands of premature 

and untimely deaths. These numbers are being concealed from We the People/Living. 

 
: What is also worse was the promise that the purported protective vaccine would stop 

severe cases of the virus and give We the People/Living immunity. 

 
: It has been further proved that the virus never existed, and there was no, and never has 

been, any medical or scientific proof there was any level of immunity obtained from this 

poison. In fact, the opposite is true, with auto-immune deficiency being suffered by We the 

People/Living. 

 

: It was all sold to We the People/Living, under a false and misleading information and 

advertising campaign, designed to selectively kill and harm We the People/Living. 

 
: Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 section 5a has now been repealed from Parliament of 

New Zealand statutory law. 

 
5A Temporary definition of public notice as result of outbreak of COVID-19 [Repealed] 

 

Section 5A: repealed, on 1 November 2020, by section 5A[4]. 
 

: Just because a section of an Act has been repealed, does not mean anything goes away – 

 

Interpretation Act 2019 section 32 Effect of repeal or amendment generally 

 

[1] 

 

The real or amendment of legislation does not— 

[a] affect the validity, invalidity, effect, or consequences of anything done or suffered: 

[b] affect an existing right, interest, title, immunity, duty, status, or capacity: 

[c] affect an amendment made by the legislation to other legislation: 

[d] affect the previous operation of the legislation or anything done or suffered under it: 

[e] revive anything that is not in force or existing at the time the repeal or amendment takes effect. 
 

We the People / Living are left with pure devastation, damages in the form of early death, 

permanent injury, including the loss of income from employment, including the loss of 

income from business disruption, including wealth stripped from We the People / Living with 

all their businesses forced to close. 

 
: All of the above has seriously affected the health and wellbeing of We the People/Living. 

These are the indisputable results which many Ministers of the Crown, and the Secretary of 
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Internal Affairs, Paul James, and you, as the CEO and sole employee of the Council will all 

be held to account. 

 
: As the CEO appointed by the local authority, you carry full responsibility and liability for 

your actions and inactions, pursuant to the Local Government Act 2002, and the Local 

Government [Rating] Act 2002. 

: You, as CEO of the Council, have failed We the People/Living by failing to investigate the 

poison which was being falsely claimed as a vaccine, with full knowledge, and you mandated 

that poison to be injected into We the People/Living, including your employees, your 

contractors, and supply chain companies to the council, insisting we take part in a controlled 

killing. 

: Any competent CEO, [who had responsibility and liability for We the People/Living, and cared 

for the people they are appointed to serve], when the Prime Minister, Ms Jacinda Kate Lauren 

Ardern, and Director of Health, Mr Ashley Robin Bloomfield, and all Ministers and Judges, and 

our NZ Defence and Police Force, were excluded from the mandate for the poison, you failed 

to investigate fully as to why there were strategic exclusions. 

 
: In fact, even a 10 year old could work out there was something wrong if Ms Ardern would 

not mandate but instead passed the liability / responsibility to someone else. 

 
However, at this time you, CEO, mandated and forced all your employees, and all personnel of 

contractors, supply companies, subsidiaries, and even We the People who wished to enter the 

Council-controlled properties, playgrounds, libraries, swimming pools, outdoor parks, dog 

runs, and all council-operated venues, to prove a vaccination status prior to participation in 

any way. There was no known care or effort to check the effects and scientific data prior to 

making this decision. 

 
: Due to your lack of due diligence concerning the purported vaccine, this now makes you, as 

sole employee of THE COUNCIL, CEO personally liable for all the deaths, including permanent 

and temporary injury, related to the poison that was injected into our bodies, often against 

their will. You are personally liable for every case of injury the poison caused, under the false 

pretense of protection. 

 
: Full responsibility lies with the Secretary of Internal Affairs, and you, as CEO and sole 

employee of the local authority, the Council. 

 
105, HEB Construction, and others 

 

: We the People/Living require the removal of a number of its contractors, including HEB Construction. 

 

: HEB Contractors have been awarded numerous contracts by the CEO/Council, and there 

have been numerous suggestions by other disappointed contractors for bias and unfair 

practices, including allegations of "back handers" being received by council employees for 
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the award and continued favoritism for HEB Contractors. 

 

FORMAL NOTICE: Due to HEB being removed from contracts around the world because of 

breaches of human rights issues and other such criminal behaviour, We the People/ Living do 

not accept the award of tenders or contracts to any company that does not trade with honesty, 

openness, and transparency, and does not abide by Parliament of New Zealand statute law 

and International Law. 

 
: As the CEO/COUNCIL is directly responsible for all your employees, including those that are 

responsible to consider every tender and contract, and authorise the payment to HEB, 

contractors, We the People/Living require a cease and desist order on all and any HEB 

contracts. 

 
: As the CEO/COUNCIL is directly responsible for all your employees, including those that are 

responsible to pay contractors, We the People/Living require HEB Contractors to pay back all 

monies paid to them, as those monies have been proven to be received as part of a criminal and 

unlawful act Receiving, among others. 

 
: Be very clear: For the avoidance of doubt, the money the CEO/COUNCIL receives and then 

distributes is done so with the proceeds of crime, because the rates money was extorted from 

We the People/Living, under the false pretense that those Assessments/Invoices demanding 

payment were addressed to us, tricking us to think We were liable to pay as the "ratepayer". 

 
: As previously proven in this document, We the People I Living are not, nor ever can be, the 

"ratepayer" as defined in and pursuant to Parliament of New Zealand statue law. 

 
: As previously proven in this document, the "ratepayer" is the person seized and possessed by the 

CEO and COUNCIL and recorded within the rating information database. 

 
: As previously proven in this document, We the People I Living are not persons/legal entities, nor can we 
ever be. 

 
: As previously proven in this document, We the People I Living's land, is in possession of 

corporeal/ real land, and is not the Incorporeal land, [without body, not of material nature; 

merely consisting in legal right], created and comprised in the record of title / fee simple title, 

seized and possessed by its creator and owner, and created fictitiously then recorded in the 

Council's Rating Information Database and rates records. 

 
106, As previously proven in this document, the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 

44 [1] states that the local authority, in this case the Council, under the direction of you, CEO, 

must deliver a rates assessment to a ratepayer to give notice of liability for rates on a rating 

unit: - 

 
Section 44 Notice of rates assessment 
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[1]A local authority must deliver a rates assessment to a ratepayer to give notice of the 
ratepayer's liability for rates on a rating unit or separate rating area. 

 
107, As previously proven in this document, the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 

45 [1][a-b] states that the local authority, in this case t he Council, under the direction of you, 

C E O ,  m ust clearly identify all of the following in a rates assessment: 

 
Section 45 Contents of rates assessment 
 
 

[1] A rates assessment must clearly identify all of the following: 

 

[a] the name and address of the local authority: 

[b] the name and address of the ratepayer: 
 

108, As previously proven in this document, the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 section 

46 states that the local authority, in this case the Council, under the direction of you, CEO, if a 

rates payment is due... must deliver to the ratepayer a rates invoice as follows: 

 

Section 46 Rates invoice 

 
[1] If a rates payment is due for a particular period, the local authority must deliver to the 

ratepayer a rates invoice for the rating unit or separate rating area for that period. 

 

[1] A rates invoice must clearly identify all of the following: 

 
 [a] the name and address of the local authority: 

 

[b] the name and address of the ratepayer 

 

[c] the legal description and location of the rating unit or separate rating area: 
 

[d] the total amount 

 

 
109, As previously proven in this document, the ratepayer is seized and possessed, along with 

the rating unit, and recorded in the rating information database which the local authority 

must keep and maintain in written or electronic form, or both. 

 
: This record must be available to the public at the local authority premises. 

 
: Why would the CEO, send a combined assessment/invoice, either by post or electronically, to 

a People/Living man or woman, who is living on corporeal/real land [for which the local 

authority has no hold over], in full and complete knowledge that We the People/Living have 

no liability to pay the fictitious invoice? 

 
: Why would the CEO, send a combined assessment/invoice, either by post or electronically, to 

a People/Living man or woman, who is living on corporeal/real land [for which the local 

authority has no hold over], in full and complete knowledge that Parliament of New Zealand 
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statute law defines the ratepayer and the rating unit are seized and possessed in the local 

authorities own electronic Rating Information Database? 

 
: Be very clear -As previously proven in this document, this conduct is a serious 

contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law, and pursuant to the Crimes Act 

1961 it defines such actions as unlawful. 

 

: Be very clear - As previously proven in this document, Parliament of New Zealand statute 

law defines this as extortion, theft, obtaining by deceit, receiving, perverting the course of 

justice, and other very serious crimes. 

 
110, Anti-Money Laundering and Countering Financing of Terrorism Act 2009, Section 5, 

Interpretation -money laundering offence means an offence against section 243 of the Crimes Act 

1961, 

 
This is in direct contravention of section 243, 228, 260, 240 and other crimes listed in the 

Crimes Act 1961. 

 

 
111, Crimes Act 1961, Part 4, Parties to the commission of offences 

Section 66, Parties to offences 

 
[1] Everyone is a party to and guilty of an offence who 
 

[a] actually commits the offence; or 
 

[b] does or omits an act for the purpose of aiding any person to commit the offence; or 

 

[c] abets any person in the commission of the offence; or 

 

[d] incites, counsels, or procures any person to commit the offence. 
 

 
[2] Where 2 or more persons form a common intention to prosecute any unlawful purpose, and 

to assist each other therein, each of them is a party to every offence committed by any one of 

them in the prosecution of the common purpose if the commission of that offence was known to 

be a probable consequence of the prosecution of the common purpose. 

 
NOTE: 
 

: Section 66, section [1] is very concise and clear. 
 
: All those who actually commit, does or omits an act to aid, abets in the commission of, incites, 

counsels or procures any person to commit the offence is a party to and guilty of the offence. 
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: To apply section 66[1] to this case at hand, being the CEO, directing local authority the 

Council, as has been proved in this instrument, you are all parties to and guilty of numerous 

offences/breaches/contraventions of Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 

: Be very clear - Every breach / contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law is 

an offence against the Crimes Act 1961, therefore any and all involved in that breach are 

actual parties to the offence, as offence committers, and must be charged and held to 

account for their part. 

 

: Be very clear - That means any lawyer or accountant who has given advice to the CEO or other 

employee of the Council, or taken part in any contracts, or proceedings against any of We the 

People/Living, is guilty of the same offence, contravening Parliament of New Zealand statute 

law. 

 

: Be very clear - That means any court, including but not limited to, Registrars, Judges, 

Bailiffs, Clerks and any other magistrate officers, who have abetted or assisted, or counselled, 

or procured, or in any way assisted the CEO, to commit these offences, is guilty of that or 

those offences too, contravening Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 

: Be very clear - That means any contractor, consultant, employee, or secondee, who have 

abetted or assisted, or counselled, or procured, or in any way assisted the CEO, to commit 

these offences, is guilty of that or those offences too, in contravention of Parliament of New 

Zealand statute law. 

 

REMEMBER - These are the words of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law, no one else's. No 

prosecution has bastardised the interpretation. 

 
MAXIM IN LAW 
 

"All are equal before the law."  

"Ignorance of the law is no excuse."  

"No one is above the law." 

 
NOTE: 

: Section 66, section [2] is very concise and clear. 
 

: Anyone who takes part in a prosecution, with intent to convict, when the cause is directly in 

contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law is as guilty of as many offences as the 

other parties. 

 

: To apply section 66[1] to this case at hand, what this means is the CEO, local authority the 

Council, its Mayor, Councillors, lawyers, accountants, consultants, contractors, advisers, counsel, 

court, judges, registrars, employees, secondees, and anyone facilitating any part in any 
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proceeding is fully liable for any offence committed by any one individual involved in the offence. 

This section of the Act is consistent with the Local Government Act 2002, section 12[3] where all 

enactments must be complied, and with section 8, whereby this act does not bind the Crown, 

and: 

 

Section 43[3] Certain members indemnified: 

 

[2] To avoid doubt, a local authority may not indemnify a director of a council-controlled 
organisation for any liability arising from that director's acts or omissions in relation to that 
council-controlled organisation. 

 
: This means all are criminally and civilly, and equitably liable, including but not limited to the CEO, 
thereby being consistent with section 66[2] of the Crimes Act 1961, making everyone separately 
and individually liable offences, and/or breaches, and/or contraventions of Parliament of New 
Zealand statute law. 

 
: If the CEO and t he Council, and any Mayor, councilors, lawyers, accountants, courts judges, 
registrars, consultants, contractors, employees, secondees, and others, have a problem with 
being held to account for their individual offences and contraventions of Parliament of New 
Zealand statute law, then you are responsible and invited to start complying with the law, as it is 
written. 
 
: Be very clear - every Chief Judge, the Chief Justice, all Ministers involved, past and present, must 
account for their corporation's/ banker's contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law, 
and Equity Law. 
 

: Abide by Parliament of New Zealand statute law, as we all have to. 

 
MAXIM IN LAW 
 

"All are equal before the law." 

"Ignorance of the law is no excuse."  

No one is above the law." 

"Govern yourself accordingly or pay the price." 

 
112, Crimes Act 1961, Section 80 Oath to commit offence 

 

[1] Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 5 years 

who- 

[a] administers or is present at and consenting to the administration of any oath 

or engagement purporting to bind the person taking the same to commit any 

offence; or 

 

[b] attempts to induce or compel any person to take any such oath or 

engagement; or 
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[c] takes any such oath or engagement. 
 
NOTE: 

 

: Does not the CEO, and local authority the Council, force We, the People/Living to pay unlawful 

and fictitious rates assessment/invoice based on the Incorporeal land, [without body, not of 

material nature; merely consisting in legal right], created on their own rating information 

database? 

 

: If one fails to pay the rates invoice, does not the CEO and the Council engage an incompetent 

Commercial Court/Bank, who then forces attendance of We the People/Living, to engage with 

the Commercial Court/Bank, or issue such things as they call "WAR-Rants", for the arrest of the 

people? 

 
NOTE: 

 

: Parliament of New Zealand statute law is very clear: We, the People/Living are not liable to 

any criminal or civil offence, [pursuant to Criminal Procedure Act 2011 section 381[2] or any 

commercial Court engagement, unless pursuant to section 24, endorsed written consent is 

required prior to consenting to any proceeding commencing or progressing, and pursuant to 

section 80, Oath to Commit an offence.] 

 
NOTE: 

 

: Be very clear - The action of any Court I Judge entering a plea for any People I Living because 

any people refuse to enter a plea, is in direct contravention of the Crimes Act 1961, Section 80 

Oath to commit offence and the Criminal Procedures Act 2011, section 24, and section 

381[2]. 

 
: Be very clear - Commercial Courts and their Banker Judges are subject to all of Parliament of 

New Zealand statute law, the general law, International law, equity law, and maxims of law 

which are God-given laws. 

 
: Be very clear - There is no indemnity for anyone, regardless of standing and stature. 

 
: Be very clear - Those of us who comply with the law welcome the Parliament of New 

Zealand statute law, the general law, International law, equity law, and maxims of law 

which are God-given laws. Those who do not comply with the law continue to fight them in 

vain. 

 
MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"In default of the law maxims rule." 
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"He who ratifies a bad action is considered as having ordered it." He ought not be heard who 

advances a proposition which is contrary to law." 

 

"A multitude of ignorant practitioners destroy the court."  

 

"When the form is not observed it is deemed the act is invalid."  

 

"From the words of the law there must be no departure." 

 

"Something right and just if obtained by force and fraud becomes bad and unjust and rendered 

invalid." 

 

"Equity will not allow statute to cloak a fraud." 
 
113, Crimes Act 1961, Section 37, Arrest after commission of certain crimes 
 
Where any offence against this Act has been committed, everyone who believes, on reasonable and 
probable grounds, that any person has committed that offence is protected from criminal 
responsibility for arresting that person without warrant, whether or not that person committed the 
offence. 
 
NOTE: 

 

: Be very clear-the CEO, of and with the Council, have contravened numerous sections of 

numerous Parliament of New Zealand statute law, with deliberate intent to obtain by 

deception, extort and receive money from We the People/Living, when there is no legal or 

lawful right. 

 
: Be very clear - Those that have assisted are also guilty of said crimes, collectively. 

 
: Be very clear - These actions and inactions are also in direct contravention of general law, 

Equity law, and God-given Laws and Maxims in Law 

 
: Be very clear -We the People/Living are not accepting such behaviour from our public 

servants and service providers, and all secondees. 

 

FORMAL NOTICE: This instrument of We the People/Living will be served upon the Minister 

of Police, Ginny Andersen [successors & assigns], and the Agency executive, Mr Andrew Coster, 

Commissioner of Police, [successors & assigns]. 

 
REMEMBER: 

: We the People/Living, have given the CEO 5 working days in which to communicate with 

us. 
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: We the People/Living demand a "cease and desist" regarding all and any specific / general 

development and projects in question.  

 

: We the People/Living demand the immediate removal, without any further delay, of ALL 

contractors involved, including but not limited to HEB contractors, and all secondees. 

 

: We the People/Living demand the passing back of corporeal/real land, taken from its lawful 

possessory owners, in breach of Parliament of New Zealand statue law. 

 
NOTE: 

 

: Be very clear - Failure of the CEO and The Council to "cease and desist" as above, and 

communicate with We the People/Living, and come to an agreement, will be taken as 

deliberate contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statue law. 

 

: Be very clear - If this should occur, we will have to involve the Agency executive of New 

Zealand Police, Mr Andrew Coster, to arrest and charge all perpetrators. 

 

: Be very clear -Should Mr Coster and the Police fail to protect We the People/Living, as 

dignitaries and Sovereign, and the Incorporeal land, [without body, not of material nature; 

merely consisting in legal right], noted above, or refuse or neglect to carry out their fiduciary 

duty, and discharge their liability and obligation to keep us safe from tyrants, criminals and 

unlawful acts perpetrated against us, then We the People/Living have been statutorily 

empowered by Parliament of New Zealand statue law to arrest and charge all who have 

contravened any Parliament of New Zealand statue law, pursuant to Crimes Act 1961, sections 

35, 37, and 39. 

 
: Be very clear -This is not to be taken as a threat to anyone, nor can it be deemed to be a 

threat to anyone, as it is complying with Parliament of New Zealand statute law, general 

law, Equity law, and God-given law, including Maxims. 

 
: The only individuals who could possibly take this as a threat to anyone are those who are 

knowingly and deliberately contravening Parliament of New Zealand statute law, general 

law, Equity law, and God-given law, including Maxims, for their own pecuniary gain, causing 

direct loss and damage to We the People/Living. 

 
: Be very clear -We the People/Living are not accepting such behaviour from our public 

servants and service providers, and all secondees, and will not tolerate anyone contravening 

Parliament of New Zealand statute law, general law, Equity law, and God-given law, 

including Maxims; 
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IT IS WRITTEN. 
 

: Be very clear -We the People/Living will enforce our inalienable rights, in accordance with 

Parliament of New Zealand statute law, general law, Equity law, and God-given law, 

including Maxims, upon any person or organisation who is acting directly in contravention 

of the law as it is written. 

 
: This is JUDICIAL NOTICE, without prejudice, with reserving all rights on a nunc pro tunc basis. Govern 
yourself accordingly. 
 
114, Crimes Act 1961, Section 53, Defense of movable property with claim of right 

 

[1] Everyone in peaceable possession of any movable thing under a claim of right, and everyone 
acting under his or her authority, is protected from criminal responsibility for defending his or 
her possession by the use of reasonable force, even against a person entitled by law to 
possession, if he or she does not strike or do bodily harm to the other person. 
 
NOTE: 

: Any Corporeal/ real land purportedly taken falsely under the Public Works Act 1967, and 

version dated January 2023, will be held by the People/Living with up to 100,000 People/Living 

[or however many], as we have billions of $USD behind this matter to peaceably retain 

possession of our land. 

 
: If the Police, under agency direction of the executive, Mr Andrew Coster, attempt to stop 

this peaceable possession of our Corporeal/Real Land then that act clearly defines any 

action to STOP the police is legal and lawful. 

 

: This is JUDICIAL and FORMAL NOTICE to anyone who is proposing to unlawfully take our 

Corporeal/ Real Land under the false pretense they have a right to our land. 

 

REMEMBER: We the People/Living are statutorily empowered pursuant to the Crimes Act 

1961, sections 35, 37, 39 to arrest anyone, (including but not limited to the police), should 

they act in contravention to Parliament of New Zealand statute law, general law, Equity law, 

and God-given law, including Maxims. 

 

: While We the People/Living are acting in peaceable possession, no arrest by the Police can 

legally or lawfully take place unless it is the Police being arrested for their failing to comply 

with Parliament of New Zealand statute law, general law, Equity law, and God-given law, 

including Maxims. 

 
115, Crimes Act 1961, Section 57, Assertion of right to land or building 

 

[1] Everyone is justified in peaceably entering in the daytime on any land or building to the 
possession of which he or she, or some person under whose authority he or she acts, is lawfully 

entitled, for the purpose of taking possession thereof. 
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NOTE: 
 

: We the People/Living believe this can be sorted out in a peaceful and harmonious manner, 

in accordance with Parliament of New Zealand statute law, providing the CEO acts in 

accordance with the Parliament of New Zealand statute law, [including the Policing Act 2008], 

general law, Equity law, and God-given law, including Maxims. 

 
 
: We the People/Living will be acting in accordance with Parliament of New Zealand statute 

law, general law, Equity law, and God-given law, including Maxims, and in honour. 

 
: We the People/Living have the legal and lawful and equitable and natural right to expect 

our public servants and service providers to act in accordance with Parliament of New 

Zealand statute law, general law, Equity law, and God-given law, including Maxims. 

 

: Be very clear -This is particularly noted here, and necessary to renew the confidence, of We 

the People/Living, in the CEO, and the local authority, Council, and also the New Zealand 

Defense Force and Police, particularly after the horrendous failure of these organisations with 

the Covid-19 poison to control the free movement and peaceful habitation of We the 

People/Living, and resulting the killing and permanent injury and damage to the very people 

they were expected to protect and serve. 

 
Be very clear - The purported "Covid-19 vaccine" was never going to protect We the 

People/Living - it was a poison. 

 

The Supreme Court of United States has ruled this fact. 
 
116, Crimes Act 1961, Section 98A, Participation in organised criminal group 
 
[1] Every person commits an offence and is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 10 
years who participates in an organised criminal group- 

 
[a] knowing that 3 or more people share any 1 or more of the objectives (the 

particular objective or particular objectives) described in paragraphs [a] to [d] 

of subsection [ 2] [ whether or not the person himself or herself shares the 

particular objective or particular objectives]; and 
 
[b] either knowing that his or her conduct contributes, or being reckless as to 

whether his or her conduct may contribute, to the occurrence of any criminal 

activity; and 

 

[c] either knowing that the criminal activity contributes, or being reckless as to 
whether the criminal activity may contribute, to achieving the particular 
objective, or particular objectives of the organised criminal group. 

 
[1] For the purposes of this Act, a group is an organised criminal group if it is a group of 3 or more 
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people who have as their objective or one of their objectives- 

 
[a] obtaining material benefits from the commission of offences that are 
punishable by imprisonment for a term of 4 years or more; or 
 

[b] obtaining material benefits from conduct outside New Zealand that, if it occurred 

in New Zealand, would constitute the commission of offences that are punishable 

by imprisonment for a term of 4 years or more; or 

[c] the commission of serious violent offences; or 

 

[d] conduct outside New Zealand that, if it occurred in New Zealand, would 

constitute the commission of serious violent offences. 

 
[2] A group of people is capable of being an organised criminal group for the purposes of 

this Act whether or not- 

 

[a] some of them are subordinates or employees of others; or 

 

[b] only some of the people involved in it at a particular time are involved in 

the planning, arrangement, or execution at that time of any particular 

action, activity, or transaction; or 

 

[c] its membership changes from time to time. 
 
NOTE: 

 
: Sections l[a], 2, and 3 refer to "people". 
 

: Why would this section of the Crimes Act 1961 refer to "people" and not "persons"? 

 
: It proves Parliament of New Zealand statute law knows full well a "person", defined in the 
Legislation Act 2019 section 13 is a legal entity only, not a People/Living man or woman. 
 
: It proves "Persons/legal entities" cannot commit criminal offences unless the People/Living have 
contracted to be the Director of, or executive appointed to direct, the "person/legal entity". 
 
: It proves the New Zealand Defense Force, the Police, the CEO and the local authority, in this 
case Council can only be appointed if the People/Living have contracted to be the person/legal 
entity, thereby being liable as that person/legal entity under all Parliament of New Zealand 
statute law, as opposed to Equity. 
 

: Of note - Crimes Act 1961 section 98A [1] defines if 3 or more are participating in an organised 
criminal group. 
 
: The CEO of THE COUNCIL, employs hundreds of people to assess/invoice and receive rates for a rating unit 
that the CEO has seized and possessed, as owner of its rating information database. The money received is 
from We the People/Living, in possession of our Corporeal/Real land, when the CEO and THE COUNCIL 
employees have full knowledge that the rating unit is the Incorporeal land, [without body, not of material 
nature; merely consisting in legal right], created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title, and is not 
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the Corporeal/Real land in possession by the People/Living. 

 
: As the CEO and THE COUNCIL are acting in direct contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand 
statute law, in accordance with that very statute [Crimes Act 1961, section 98A] the CEO and THE 
COUNCIL are an organised criminal group. 

 
The Crimes Act 1961, section 98A [2] defines that if a group of 3 or more people have an 

objective to  

[a] obtain material benefit from the commission of offences that are punishable 

by imprisonment for a term of 4 years or more then it is an organised criminal 

group. 

 
: The Crimes Act 1961, Section 2 Interpretation defines - obtain a material benefit, in relation to 

doing a thing, means obtain, directly or indirectly, any goods, money, pecuniary advantage, 

privilege, property, or other valuable consideration of any kind for doing the thing (or taking an 

action that forms part of doing the thing) 

 
: According to Section 240, Obtaining by deception or causing loss by deception, carries an 
imprisonment term not exceeding 7 years, therefore in accordance with Parliament of New 
Zealand statute law the CEO of Council, and all people involved are committing crimes as an 
organised criminal group against We the People/Living. 
 
: The Crimes Act 1961, section 98A [3] defines that: 

(3) A group of people is capable of being an organised criminal group for the purposes of this Act 

whether or not- 

 

[a] some of them are subordinates or employees of others; or 
 
[b] only some of the people involved in it at a particular time are involved in the 

planning, arrangement, or execution at that time of any particular action, 

activity, or transaction; or 

 

[c] its membership changes from time to time. 
 
: In accordance with s 98A[3], this means all employees and secondees are part of the 

organised criminal group. They are not immune. 

 

: Therefore, in accordance with Parliament of New Zealand statute law any and all lawyers, 

accountants, consultant, contractors, banker, court, judge, employee and secondee are all 

people involved are committing crimes as an organised criminal group. 

 
: If the Police chose to take the side in favour of the CEO/COUNCIL then they would condone 

contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law, Equitable law, and God-given Maxims 

in law, and would be guilty of section 107, making themselves part of the organised criminal 

group. 

 
: The police website states they police by consent and rely upon the confidence of the people 
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in their service. If the police attempt to back the CEO and COUNCIL in their criminal activity 

then We the People/Living will have to apply Parliament of New Zealand statute law against 

the police, as it is written. 

 
: These are not the words of We the People/Living. This is applying Parliament of New 

Zealand statute law, as it is written, to the actions/inactions of public servants and service 

providers. 

MAXIMS IN LAW 

 

"From the words of the law there shall be no departure."  

 

"All are equal before the law." 

 
117, Crimes Act 1961, Section 107, Contravention of statute 

 

[1] Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 1 year who, without lawful 

excuse, contravenes any enactment by willfully doing any act which it forbids, or by 

willfully omitting to do any act which it requires to be done, unless- 

 

[a] some penalty or punishment is expressly provided by law in respect of 

such contravention as aforesaid; ... 

 
NOTE: 

 

: To contravene Parliament of New Zealand statute law is a criminal offence. This applies 

to everyone - the CEO, the employees, the police - everyone. 

 
118, Crimes Act 1961, Section 113, Fabricating evidence 

 

Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 7 years who, with intent to 

mislead any tribunal holding any judicial proceeding to which section 108 applies, fabricates 

evidence by any means other than perjury. 

 
NOTE: 

: When the CEO and COUNCIL make their rates assessment and invoice to the wrong entity 

and have presented the "owner" of a property with unpaid rates before any tribunal, they 

have fabricated evidence. 

: When the CEO and COUNCIL make the false claim that We the People/Living are the 

ratepayer, and the rating unit is the people's Corporeal/Real material land, then that is 

fabricating evidence to extort money from We the People/Living, under a false pretense - 

obtaining by deception. 
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119, Crimes Act 1961, Section 115, Conspiring to bring false accusation 

Everyone who conspires to prosecute any person for any alleged offence, knowing that person 
to be innocent thereof, is liable- 

 

[a] to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 14 years if that person might, on 

conviction of the alleged offence, be sentenced to preventive detention, or to 

imprisonment for a term of 3 years or more: 

 

[b] to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 7 years if that person might, 

on conviction of the alleged offence, be sentenced to imprisonment for a 

term less than 3 years. 

 
NOTE: 

 

: Section 25, Ignorance of law 

The fact that an offender is ignorant of the law is not an excuse for any offence committed by 

him or her. 

 

: When the CEO and COUNCIL create their false and misleading rates assessments and 

invoices, claiming the rating unit as the Corporeal/real land, and then send it to the address 

of We the people/Living, they are conspiring to obtain by deception and to bring false 

accusations. 

 

: Any other organisation who joins with the CEO and COUNCIL to enforce such false accusation 

are just as guilty as the CEO himself. 

 

120, Crimes Act 1961, Section 116, Conspiring to defeat justice 

 

Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 7 years who conspires to obstruct, 
prevent, pervert, or defeat the course of justice in New Zealand or the course of justice in an 
overseas jurisdiction. 

 
NOTE: 

 

: What this section of the act is saying, in this case if the CEO and COUNCIL attempt to claim 

they are not contravening Parliament of New Zealand statute law, or attempt to plead not 

guilty or deny their contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law, or attempt to 

retaliate in any way against We the People/Living, then they contravene this section and are 

conspiring to defeat justice. 

 
: If the police attempt to side with the CEO and COUNCIL then the police are conspiring to def 

eat justice. 

 
121, Crimes Act 1961, Section 209, Kidnapping 
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Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 14 years who unlawfully takes away or 
detains a person without his or her consent or with his or her consent obtained by fraud or duress,- 

 

[a] with intent to hold him or her for ransom or to service; ... 
 
NOTE: 

: Section 209 refers to" ... without his or her consent... " 

 

: Does this not confirm the Criminal Procedure Act 2011, section 24 whereby endorsement 

of consent is required prior to any proceeding being commenced or progressed? 

 

: Section 209[a] refers to "with intent to hold him or her for ransom or to service;  

 

: Is this not what the CEO and COUNCIL are doing to We the People/Living over the illegal 

rates invoice and the rating unit they are holding We the People/Living for ransom to 

service, being slavery, to pay that which is not actually owed? 

 

: What this does prove if the police attempt to arrest any of We the People/Living, is they 

perfect the crime of kidnap, and Parliament of New Zealand statute law requires any such 

individual to be charged with kidnap. 

 

: Be very clear - Section 209 is very clear and everyone is bound by this section. 

 

: This is JUDICIAL and FORMAL NOTICE to everyone. 
 
122, Crimes Act 1961, Section 240, Obtaining by deception or causing loss by deception 
 

[1] Everyone is guilty of obtaining by deception or causing loss by deception who, by any 

deception and without claim of right,- 

 

[a] obtains ownership or possession of, or control over, any property, or any 
privilege, service, pecuniary advantage, benefit, or valuable consideration, directly or 
indirectly; or 
 

[b] in incurring any debt or liability, obtains credit; or 
 
[c] induces or causes any other person to deliver over, execute, make, accept, 

endorse, destroy, or alter any document or thing capable of being used to derive a 

pecuniary advantage; or 

 

[d] causes loss to any other person. 
 
[1a] Every person is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 3 years who, without 
reasonable excuse, sells, transfers, or otherwise makes available any document or thing capable 

of being used to derive a pecuniary advantage knowing that, by deception and without claim of 
right, the document or thing was, or was caused to be, delivered, executed, made, accepted, 
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endorsed, or altered. 

[2] In this section, deception means- 
 

[a] a false representation, whether oral, documentary, or by conduct, where the 

person making the representation intends to deceive any other person and- 

 

  [i]knows that it is false in a material particular; or 

 

[ii] is reckless as to whether it is false in a material particular; or 

 
[f] an omission to disclose a material particular, with intent to deceive any 

person, in circumstances where there is a duty to disclose it; or 

 

[g] a fraudulent device, trick, or stratagem used with intent to deceive any 

person. 

 
NOTE: 

 

: This section applies to the CEO and COUNCIL as the CEO and COUNCIL send to We the 

People/Living an assessment and invoice for rates, knowing We the People/Living are not 

liable individually for any rates invoice. 

 

: Black's Law Dictionary First Edition 1891 

 

Invoice: In commercial law. A list or account of goods or merchandise sent by a merchant to his 

correspondent, factor, or consignee, containing the particular marks of each description of goods, 

the value, the charges, and other particulars. 

 
Assessment: In taxation. The listing and valuation of property for the purpose of apportioning a 
tax upon it, either according to value alone or in proportion to benefit received. Also 
determining the share of a tax to be paid by each of many persons; or apportioning the entire 
tax to be levied among the different taxable persons, establishing the proportion due from each. 
 

: The CEO and COUNCIL know they are the only liable party for the rates for Incorporeal land, 

[without body, not of material nature; merely consisting in legal right], they have seized and 

possessed and then assessed and invoiced and entered into their own rating information 

database. 

 
: Furthermore, the CEO and COUNCIL know the People's Corporeal/real/material/ land that 

they live upon is not, nor can it ever be, the Incorporeal / fictitious / fake land / piece of paper 

which was created and comprises the record of title / fee simple title, being the only 

Incorporeal/ fictitious/ fake land/ piece of paper that rates can be assessed against. 

 
Furthermore, the CEO and COUNCIL, when they activate the Public Works Act 1981, are aware 

that the only land which can be taken is the Incorporeal / fictitious / fake land, created and 

comprised by markings on a piece of paper, and then labelled record of title/fee simple title. 
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: Every rates assessment and invoice sent by the CEO and COUNCIL is a fraud, and is in 

contravention of section 240 of the Crimes Act. 

 

JUDICIAL and FORMAL NOTICE: 

 

: We the People/Living will lay a charge against every contravention/breach committed 

should the CEO and COUNCIL refuse to admit they have contravened the Parliament of New 

Zealand statute law, Equity law, and trespassed against We the People/Living, in respect of 

our Corporeal/Real Land we have been dominion over - God given rights in accordance 

with Genesis 1:26. 

 

: We the People/Living request immediate communication from the CEO, as these matters can 

be negotiated directly regarding the resolution and immediate cease and desist of current 

actions. 

 

: For the avoidance of doubt - there are numerous areas of law in addition to the unlawful 

rates collection and the stealing of We the People's Corporeal Land, which will be brought 

into charges should the CEO and COUNCIL attempt to justify their criminal behaviour, and not 

come to a lawful and legal agreement with We the People/Living. 

 
MAXIMS IN LAW 

 

"Sovereignty resides in the People whose power is in the source of law." 

REMEMBER: 

 

: "Her Majesty the Queen in Right of New Zealand" is a commercial entity registered with the 

Security and Exchange Commission in America, registration number 0000216105. 

 

: The Crown Proceedings Act 1951, section 2 Interpretation defines both Officer and Servant of 

the Crown, which excludes the Governor-General and all Judges. 

 
123, Crimes Act 1961, section, 242 False statement by promoter, etc. 
 

[1] Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 10 years who, in respect of any 

body, whether incorporated or unincorporated and whether formed or intended to be formed, 

makes or concurs in making or publishes any false statement with intent- 

 

 [a]   to induce any person, whether ascertained or not, to acquire any financial product      
within the meaning of the Financial Markets Conduct Act 2013; or 

 
 [b]   to deceive or cause loss to any person, whether ascertained or not; or 

 
[c]   to induce any person, whether ascertained or not, to entrust or advance any 
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property to any other person. 

 
[2] In this section, false statement means any statement in respect of which the person 

making or publishing the statement- 

 

[a]   knows the statement is false in a material particular; or 

 

[b]   is reckless as to whether the statement is false in a material particular. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: Any assessment/invoice sent by the CEO and COUNCIL is a false statement in a material 

particular - being the incorporeal/fake land / rating unit I and addressed to We the 

People/Living, to deceive and cause loss, by the demand of a financial product - our money. 

 
: As declared in section 242[1], noted above - "Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not 

exceeding 10 years..." 

 
124, Crimes Act 1961, Section 243, Money laundering 
 
[1] For the purposes of this section and sections 243A, 244, and 245 -. 

act includes an omission. 
 

conceal, in relation to property, means to conceal or disguise the property; and includes, 

without limitation - 

 

[a]  to convert the property from one form to another: 

 

[b] to conceal or disguise the nature, source, location, disposition, or ownership of 

the property or of any interest in the property, 

 

deal with, in relation to property, means to deal with the property in any manner and by any 

means; and includes, without limitation - 

 

[a]  to dispose of the property, whether by way of sale, purchase, gift, or 
otherwise: 

 
[b]  to transfer possession of the property: 
 
[c] to bring the property into New Zealand: 
 
[d]  to remove the property from New Zealand 

 
interest, in relation to property, means- 
 

[a]  a legal or equitable estate or interest in the property; or 

 
[b]  a right, power, or privilege in connection with the  property  
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offence means an offence [or any offence described as a crime] that is punishable under New 

Zealand law, including any act, wherever committed, that would be an offence in New Zealand 

if committed in New Zealand 

 

proceeds, in relation to an offence, means any property that is derived or realised, directly or 

indirectly, by any person from the commission of the offence. 

 
property means real or personal property of any description, whether situated in New Zealand or 
elsewhere and whether tangible or intangible; and includes an interest in any such real or 
personal property. 

 
[2] Subject to sections 244 and 245, everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 7 

years who, in respect of any property that is the proceeds of an offence, engages in a money 

laundering transaction, knowing or believing that all or part of the property is the proceeds of an 

offence, or being reckless as to whether or not the property is the proceeds of an offence. 

 
[2] Subject to sections 244 and 245, everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 5 

years who obtains or has in his or her possession any property (being property that is the 

proceeds of an offence committed by another person)- 

 

[c]  with intent to engage in a money laundering transaction in respect of that 

property; and 
 

[d]  knowing or believing that all or part of the property is the proceeds of an 
offence, or being reckless as to whether or not the property is the proceeds of an 
offence. 

 
[2] For the purposes of this section, a person engages in a money laundering transaction if, in 
concealing any property or by enabling any person to conceal any property, that person- 
 

[c]  deals with that property; or 

 

[d] assists any other person, whether directly or indirectly, to deal with that 

property. 

 
[4A] Despite anything in subsection (4), the prosecution is not required to prove that the 

defendant had an intent to- 

 

[a] conceal any property; or 

 
[b] enable any person to conceal any property. 

 
[2] In any prosecution for an offence against subsection [2] or subsection [3]- 
 

[c] it is not necessary for the prosecution to prove that the defendant knew or 

believed that the property was the proceeds of a particular offence or a particular 

class of offence 

 

[d] it is no defense that the defendant believed any property to be the proceeds of 
a particular offence when in fact the property was the proceeds of another 
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offence. 

 
[2] Nothing in this section or in sections 244 or 245 limits or restricts the operation of any other 

provision of this Act or any other enactment. 

 
NOTE: 

 

: The use of a computer and the trespass of our private information to create the COUNCIL 

rating information database, and then to address and send a fictitious assessment/invoice 

demanding to be paid, while in full knowledge the liable ratepayer is not, We the 

People/Living, is committing the unlawful act of money laundering. 

 

: Be very clear - The CEO of COUNCIL and any and all employees and agencies involved in the 

collection and enforcement of any rates invoices, designed to use the fictitious information 

from the database, are clearly in contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute law, and 

because this is not an isolated one-off incident, is now considered an act of Treason, as this 

action is directly against the state, and the Sovereign living on this land, We the People. 

 

MAXIMS IN LAW 

 

"A Judge must interpret the law as it is written and not make the law, as he thinks." 

 

"A common error does not make the law." 
 

"Case law is of no value as each case must be judged on its own merits." 

 

"There is nothing more intolerable in law than to apply the law differently to the same case." 

 

"Equity will not allow statute to cloak a fraud." 
 

"The law is not to be violated by those in government." "From the words of the law there must 

be no departure."  

 

"What is first is truest; and what comes first in time, is best in law." 

 

"Every jurisdiction has its bounds." 
 
125, Crimes Act 1961, Section 246, Receiving 
 
[1] Everyone is guilty of receiving who receives any property stolen or obtained by any other 
imprisonable offence, knowing that property to have been stolen or so obtained, or being 
reckless as to whether or not the property had been stolen or so obtained. 
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[3] The act of receiving any property stolen or obtained by any other imprisonable offence is 

complete as soon as the offender has, either exclusively or jointly with the thief or any other 

person, possession of, or control over, the property or helps in concealing or disposing of the 

property. if- 

[a] any property stolen or obtained by any other imprisonable offence has 

been returned to the owner; or 

 
[b] legal title to any such property has been acquired by any person - a 
subsequent receiving of it is not an offence, even though the receiver may 
know that the property had previously been stolen or obtained by any other 
imprisonable offence. 

 

126, Crimes Act 1961, Section 246, Punishment of Receiving 
 
Every person who is guilty of receiving is liable as follows: 
 

[a] if the value of the property received exceeds $1,000, to 

imprisonment for a term not exceeding 7 years: 

 

[b] if the value of the property received exceeds $500 but does not exceed the 
sum of $1,000, to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 1 year: 
 
[c] if the value of the property received does not exceed $500, to imprisonment 
for a term not exceeding 3 months. 
 

NOTE: 

 

: Receiving includes obtaining by any other imprisonable offence. Obtaining by deception 

carries a term of imprisonment of not exceeding 7 years - so too does Receiving, as outlined 

above. 

 

: Be very clear - The CEO and everyone who has receives any payment from COUNCIL, be it for 

labour, or for goods and services, is guilty of Receiving. 

 
: Crimes involving computers. 

 

127, Crimes Act 1961, Section 248 Interpretation 

 

For the purposes of this section and sections 249 to 252 - access, 

 

in relation to any computer system, means instruct, communicate with, store data in, receive data from, or 

otherwise make use of any of the resources of the computer system 
 
authorisation includes an authorisation conferred on a person by or under an enactment or a 
rule of law, or by an order of a court or judicial process 

computer system 

 
[a] means- 
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[i] a computer; or 
 

[ii]  2 or more interconnected computers; or 

 
[iii]  any communication links between computers or to remote terminals or 
another device; or 
 
[iv]  2 or more interconnected computers combined with any communication 
links between computers or to remote terminals or any other device; and 
 

[b]  includes any part of the items described in paragraph [a] and all related 

input, output, processing, storage, software, or communication facilities, 

and stored data. 

 
NOTE: 

 

: The CEO and COUNCIL have a rating info-rmation database, used for the sole purpose of 

seizing and possessing its incorporeal/fake land, created and comprised by the Record of 

Title/Fee Simple Title, as owner, and then falsifying the details. This then makes We the 

People/Living out to be the ratepayer, and makes We the People's Corporeal/material/Real 

land as the rating unit, for the purposes of demanding payment from us, based on their 

fictitious assessment/invoice. 

 
; The rating information database generates the paperwork to send out the false and 

misleading Rates Assessment/Rates Invoice, addressed to We the People/Living, when in fact 

We are not the ratepayer; nor is our Corporeal/Real Land the "rating unit" which they say is 

liable for rates. 

 
128, Crimes Act 1961, Section 249 Accessing computer system for dishonest purpose 
 

[1] Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 7 years who, directly or indirectly, 

accesses any computer system and thereby, dishonestly or by deception, and without claim of 

right – 

 

[a] obtains any property, privilege, service, pecuniary advantage, benefit, 

or valuable consideration; or 

 

[b]  causes loss to any other person. 
 
[2] Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 5 years who, directly or indirectly, 
accesses any computer system with intent, dishonestly or by deception, and without claim of 

right – 

 
[c]  to obtain any property, privilege, service, pecuniary advantage, benefit, 

or valuable consideration; or 

 

[d]  to cause loss to any other person. 

 
[2] In this section, deception has the same meaning as in section 240(2). 
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NOTE: 
 

: The CEO and COUNCIL are using the rating information database for illegal and 

unlawful purposes. 

 
: The Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 and the Rating Valuations Act 1998 clearly define the 

incorporeal/fake land, created and comprised of a record of title/fee simple title, as the rating 

unit. 

 
: There is nothing in Parliament of New Zealand statute law that defines the rating unit as 

the Corporeal/Material/Real Land upon which We the People/Living reside. 

 
: Genesis 1:10 clearly defines the earth/land-and in verse 1:26 God gave man dominion over 

it, and then instructed man to work on the land, to dress it and to keep it. Therefore, 

Corporeal land that can be materially seen and touched, can never be a part of any 

commercial/money-making Ponzi scheme, as described in this document. 

 
: The CEO and their employees are using the Council-owned computer hardware and 

software, the rating information database, to trick We the People/Living into believing the 

rating unit [used as a basis to calculate a fictitious assessment and invoice] is the 

Corporeal land [that can be materially seen, touched, and upon which we reside], when it 

is not, nor can it ever be. 

 
: The CEO and their employees further use the rating information database to make We 

the People/Living think we are the person/legal entity, and liable to pay rates as a rate 

payer. 

 

: The only liable rate payer is the entity who has seized and possessed the incorporeal land 

[without body, not of material nature; merely consisting in legal right]. 

 

: The owner of the rating information database - is the entity called Council, the local 

authority, of which is the CEO and sole employee. 

 

: The CEO and their employees further use the computer and software with the rating 

information database, to send out fictitious and misleading rates assessments/invoices, 

addressed to We, the People/Living, when we are not the liable rate payer, and nor is our 

Corporeal land [that can be materially seen, touched, and upon which we reside] their rating 

unit. 

 
: This is very clear evidence of the misuse of a computer by the sole employee of Council CEO, 

and those he employs as party to these crimes. 

 
Be very clear - The CEO, and those in their organised criminal group, must be held to account 

for their contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 
' 

"Equity does not allow statute to cloak a fraud." 
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129, Crimes Act 1961, Section 260, False accounting 

 

Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 10 years who, with intent to obtain 
by deception any property, privilege, service, pecuniary advantage, benefit, or valuable 
consideration, or to deceive or cause loss to any other person,- 

[a] makes or causes to be made, or concurs in the making of, any false 

entry in any book or account or other document required or used for 

accounting purposes; or 

 

[b] omits or causes to be omitted, or concurs in the omission of, any 
material particular from any such book or account or other document; 
or 

 
[c] makes any transfer of any interest in a stock, debenture, or debt in the 

name of any person other than the owner of that interest. 

 
NOTE: 

 

: The CEO of COUNCIL, and their employees, maintain the computer, the peripheral 

equipment, and the software comprising the rating information database and district 

valuation roll for the rating unit. 

 

: This is a local authority asset, and nothing to do with any Corporeal land on which We the 

People/Living reside in peace. 

 

: The rating information database and district valuation roll are used to record the false and 

misleading information, from which the fictitious assessments and invoices are sent. 

 

: For example - that the liable "ratepayer" is We the People/Living, when it is very clear the 

only liable "ratepayer" is the Incorporeal land which is fabricated, an immaterial imposter, 

posing as a living people. 

 

: It has been proven in this document that it is a piece of paper with a design and markings - a 

commercial/legal entity - used to deceive We the People/Living. 

 

: The rating information database records that the record of title/fee simple title relates to 

Corporeal/Material Land, which We the People/Living are in possession of, when it really 

relates to Incorporeal land that has been fictitiously created, and comprises of Record of 

Title, Fee Simple Title. 

 

: This is governed by the Ministry of Internal Affairs, including Mr Paul James, Secretary for 

Internal Affairs; Registrar-General of Land, including Registrar of Deeds, and the Valuer-

General of Land Information New Zealand [LINZ]. 

 

: The CEO and COUNCIL then send a Rates Assessment/Invoice to We the People/Living, 
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implying We are the liable "rates payer", when in fact the liable "ratepayer" on the Record of 

Title/Fee Simple Title is the person/owner of the Incorporeal /Fake Land / Piece of paper or 

computerised entry, being the local authority [ in this case The Council] which owns the computer 

and software, being the rating information database. 

 
: Be very clear - This can be nothing less than False Accounting, with deliberate intent 
to defraud We the People/Living - by Obtaining by Deception. 

 

This is punishable by a term not exceeding 10 years in prison. 
 

 

130, Courts, Judges, and those others, party to contraventions of law. 

 
District Court Act 2016, Section 19 Powers of Judges 
 
[1] A Judge has the power- 
 

[a] to exercise the civil and criminal jurisdiction of the court in accordance 
with his or her warrant of appointment; and 

 
[b] if applicable, to exercise the jurisdiction conferred by a warrant to sit in the 

Family Court or to conduct jury trials or conferred by a designation to sit in the 

Youth Court. 

 

[2] A Judge exercises the jurisdiction of the court by- 

 
[c] hearing and determining proceedings in the court; and 

 
[d] exercising the powers conferred by this Act or any other enactment on 
the court or Judges of the court. 

 
[2] Nothing in subsection [1] limits section 436 of the Oranga Tamariki Act 1989. 

 
NOTE: 
 
: If a Judge is bound by the District Court Act 2016, being the Parliament of New Zealand, statute 
law which constitutes the Judge's corporation, then there is no jurisdiction given from any other 
enactment, other than jurisdiction over the court and other Judges of the court. 

 
: No one in the District Court is liable to its jurisdiction, pursuant to Parliament of New Zealand 
statute law. 
 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"From the words of the law there must be no departure'' 

 

"To a judge who exceeds his office or jurisdiction no obedience is due." 

 

"All judgements contrary to law are invalid." 
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"No action arises out of an immoral contract or consideration." 

 

 "He ought not be heard who advances a proposition contrary to law." 

 

"No one can sue in the name of another." 

 

"He who has committed iniquity cannot have equity."  

" Everyone must come with clean hands." 

 

'' He who does not forbid a crime when they may sanction it." 

 

 " If one falsely accuses another of a crime, the punishment due to that crime should be inflicted upon 
the perjured informer." 

 

" What otherwise is good and just, if it be sought by force and fraud becomes bad and unjust." 

 
"The law is not to be violated by those in power."  
 

"A twisting of language is unworthy of a judge."  

 
"A judge is to expound, not to make the law." 
 

"An argument drawn from the authority of scripture is the strongest in law." 

 
"The Law must not through the medium of it's executive capacity, work a wrong" 
 
" In all affairs, and principally in those which concern the administration of justice, the rules of equity 
must be followed." 
 
" What is good and equal is the law of laws." 
 

" It has been said with much truth, where the law ends tyranny begins." 

 

"He who commands a thing to be done is held to have done it himself.” 

 
"Ignorance of the law does not excuse misconduct in anyone, least of all a sworn officer of the law." 
 
"The greatest enemies of peace are force and wrong." 
 

"One cannot transfer to another a right which he has not." 

"A people cannot be taken by force from his house to be conducted before a judge or to prison." 
 
" A right cannot arise from a wrong." 
 
"No- one should enrich themselves at the expense of others." 

 

: The words of the law are very clear, the Commercial Court must comply with Parliament of 

New Zealand statute law. 
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: Failure to comply or contravention of Law invalidates any ruling or judgment. 

 

: Parliament of New Zealand statute Law clearly defines that any individuals who take part in an 

unlawful prosecution are equally liable. 

 

: This includes but not limited to Judges and their Commercial Courts, Lawyers, Consultants, 

Contractors, Employee's and Secondee's are all liable. 

: Be very clear the District Court of New Zealand registries cannot hear and determine any matter to 

do with rates and the ratepayer, and or the rating unit. 

 

: Any ruling which have been made pursuant to Parliament of New Zealand statute law are invalid 

and render the Court and Judge liable equally as the CEO/Council and any other party who took 

part in the invalid unlawful prosecution. 

 

: The District Court of New Zealand Registries have a serious conflict of interest with any case the 

CEO/Council brought before it as it does not have jurisdiction and it is associated with 

Banking/Commercial and the CEO/Council. 

 

: This factor alone invalidates any ruling or judgment entered by this incompetent Court, called the 

District Court Registry. 

 
131, Senior Court Act 2016, section 6, High Court continued. 
 
NOTE: 

 

Section 6 of the Senior Courts Act 2016 clearly defines the High Court Continued as one of the High 

Courts enacted for by Parliament of New Zealand Statute Law. 

 
 

[a] The High Court Continued is the Commercial Court/Banker Court, where the 

Judges are appointed by a Legal Entity/Corporation called the Governor General. 

 
: This High Court Continued attempts to claim Sovereign power and authority It can never have 
Sovereign power or authority when the only Sovereign of this Land is the People/Living and they do not 
appoint Judges to the High Court continued. 
 

[b] When all its Judges are appointed by a legal entity, called the Governor 
General, and its Judges are all registered as Bankers with the Security and 
Exchange Commission in America, no. 0000216105, thereby removing any 
Sovereign power or authority. 

 
[c] The High Court continued are various Registries around the country. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"To register is to impart ownership." 

 

: Being a Registry proves the inability to hear and determine any matters outside of commercial 
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proceedings, for persons/legal enties like themselves. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 
"One cannot impart to another a power which he has not first got." 
 

: No Registry Court can have any Sovereign power or authority, to hear and determine matters relating 
to the People/Living. 

 

: The High Court continued, are the registries which are the High Court continued of New Zealand. 

 
[e) As we all know, New Zealand is the Company of New Zealand registered as the 

trading entity by the United Kingdom to trade with. 

 

[f] To confirm New Zealand is a commercial entity/trading 

entity the Crimes Act 1961 section 2 interpretation New Zealand states includes all 
the waters of the outer limit of the territorial sea of New Zealand. 

NOTE: 
 
New Zealand is water only. 
 

[g] Crimes Act 1961, section 2 interpretation territory 

has been changed in the latest version of this act but still states in relation to any 
country other than New Zealand. 

 

: Be very clear New Zealand is water only as it is a trading entity only. 

 
[g] The High Court continued of New Zealand pursuant to the Senior Courts Act 

2016 section 6, is a commercial Court that must have an application made to it. 

 

: It has Bankers, sitting at the bench pursuant to the NZ Law Dictionary page 28 and 39, who are 

registered with the Security and Exchange Commission under WESTPAC Bank. 

 
: Be very clear in law, at law and by law the High Court continued of New Zealand has no 

jurisdiction, other than over itself and its Judges, as does any Commercial Court, such as the District 

Court of New Zealand Registries. 

 
MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"To register is to impart ownership." 

 

Through the Security and Exchange Commission the Commercial Courts of this New Zealand 

belong to the WESTPAC Bank. Registration no 0000216105 under "Her Majesty the Queen in 

Right of New Zealand" 

 
132, Senior Court Act 2016, section 6,  
 
[3] The High Court is a Court of record. 
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NOTE: 

 

: The Act does not state the High Court stated in the Act is the High Court continued or the High 

Court of New Zealand. 

 

: The Law is very clear on what a Court of Record is. 
 
: A Court of Record is a Court where Judges are appointed by the Sovereign. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"Sovereignty resides in the people whose power is the source of law." 

 

: The Sovereign in this country are the People/Living. 
 

: Do the People/Living as Sovereign appoint the Judges to the Commercial Courts? No. 
 
: A commercial entity called the Governor General appoints the commercial judges. 

 

: The Governor General legal entity created by the Governor General Act 2010, with no Sovereign 

power or authority. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

''One cannot impart to another power or authority he does not first have." 

 
[a] The Crown Proceeding Act 1950 section 2 interpretation officer of the 

Crown and Servant of the Crown excludes the Governor General and all 

commercial Judges. 

 

: As all commercial Judges are appointed by a commercial entity, being the Governor General, they 

cannot be any part of a High Court of Record, nor can the High Court continued of New Zealand 

registries be a High Court of Record. 

 

133, Senior Courts Act 2016 section 9 [2]   

 

9 Powers of High Court to be exercised by High Court Judges 

(1) 

The powers of the High Court may be exercised in any part of New Zealand by a High Court Judge or 2 or 

more High Court Judges. 

(2) 

Subsection (1) is subject to any enactment that— 

(a) 

requires the powers of the High Court to be exercised by the full court or by a specified number of High Court 

Judges; or 

(b) 
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provides for the appointment of persons other than High Court Judges to sit with the High Court or as 

members of the court in any specified proceeding or class of proceeding. 
 

Note:   Look at the words in [2] [a] to be exercised by the full high court.  : There are no capital 

letters used in full high court. 

 

: Capital letters determine that court as a Commercial Court, being the High Court Continued of 

New Zealand Registries, where an application to the court is required and consent of both parties 

to enter a judgement is required as the only Jurisdiction of a Commercial Court is over itself and its 

Judges, who are persons/legal entities with no Crown/Sovereign power or authority. 

 

The full high court in lower case, is the peoples full high court, with unlimited jurisdiction as it has 

Sovereign appointed judges, with the only full equity jurisdiction being the only court of record in 

this country. 

 

: Where proceedings are enrolled, as people/living are enrolled to proceed by special appearance. 
 

: In Commercial Courts persons/legal entities are filed by application to the Court, to create a 

general appearance. 

 

: Be very clear the only court where the people/living can be heard and recognised in equity being 

the law of the people is the peoples full high court. 

 
134, Senior Courts Act 2016 defines the very limited jurisdiction in equity the High Court Continued 

of New Zealand registries has. 

 

: High Court Rules 2016, section 18, clearly define the very limited equity jurisdiction this 

Commercial High Court Continued has. 

 

: This is one of the reasons for the full high court of record, where proceedings are enrolled for 

the people/living. 

 

: People/Living are not subject to civil or criminal liability or both, but they are bound in equity 

law. 

 

: The Criminal Procedure Act 2011, section 381[2] defines this fact. 

 
135, Senior Courts Act 2016, section 180 [2] 

 

[2] if there is any conflict or variance between the rules of equity and the rules of the common 

law in relation to the same matter, the rules of equity prevail. 

 
136, Criminal Procedure Act 2011, section 381[2] 

 

[2] Section 364 and this section override every enactment, having the effect of granting people of 

any description, or the holders of stated offices or positions, pardon, protection, or immunity 

fron1 criminal or civil liability or both. 
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NOTE: 

 

: The Senior Courts Act 2016, section 9[2] defines the full high court is the place for any class of 

proceeding that the High Court Continued Registries have no jurisdiction to hear and determine. 

 

: The High Court Rules define the very limited jurisdiction the High Court Continued of New 

Zealand Continued Registries as a Commercial Court have. 

: Criminal Procedures Act 2011, section 381[2] overrides every other enactment and grants 
People/Living immunity and protection from civil and criminal liability. 

 

: This removes People/Living from the jurisdiction of any Commercial Court Continued, with 
Registries. 

 

: The only court where people/living can get unlimited equity is from the Senior Courts Act 2016, section 
9[2] court being the full high court. 

 

: The peoples/equity full high court has judges appointed by the Sovereign of this land being the people, 

therefore, being the only court which can hear and determines proceedings that are enrolled for 

People/Living, 

 
137, Peoples Full High Court. 
 

: On the 15th day of March, 2019, we the People/Living, incorporated and constituted the 

Peoples Full High Court. 

 
: As we the People/Living, are the Sovereign of this land we were the only ones with the power and 
authority to incorporate and constitute our court, pursuant to and in harmony with Parliament of New 
Zealand Statute Law, Equity and God’s Law. 
 
: The only court available with Sovereign jurisdiction is the Peoples Full High Court. 

 
: The only court which has the power and authority to hear and determine these rates matters, and the 
only court which has not taken part in the rating fraud is the Peoples Full High Court. 

 

The CEO/Council will be brought before this court as the only court of record, and the only court competent 

to hear these proceedings. 

 

No application is required, as a court of record proceedings are enrolled. 
 
The Peoples Full High Court, as a Court of record, enrolling its proceedings is the only competent Court 
in Equity as it proceeds with a jury of 25 People of its peers. 
 
There are no registered Judges/Bankers in the Peoples Full High Court. 

 
138, People’s Kings Counsel. 

 

mailto:private-central-office@protonmail.com


Claim- For ease of communication, and comprehension, the grammar, format, and presentation used in this document is in plain-spoken language and 

written in italics font to acknowledge that this document is not written in Correct Sentence Structure Communication Parse Syntax Grammar yet is to 
read as on the page. Should the reader require Our dictionary or clarification/explanation of word meanings or terms in this notice that are not 

disclosed, please request from private-central-office@protonmail.com.                Page | 100 of 130 
 

: To be consistent Parliament of New Zealand statute Law must allow for People/Living in the 

same way as it provides for persons/legal entities. 

 
: LAWYERS AND CONVEYANCERS ACT 2006, section 119C states 
 

[1] Sections 118A and 118B do not derogate from the power to appoint under the Royal 

prerogative to the office of Queen's Council a person who, when so appointed, was not in the 

category in section 118A[l] [and by way of explanation who, after being so appointed, is not 

subject to section 118B, which imposes practice restrictions]. 

 

[1] The powers conferred by section 119 do not derogate from the power to appoint, under the 

Royal prerogative, people to the office of Queens Counsel. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: The Peoples appointed Queens Counsel [now Kings Counsel] are not, nor can they be 

appointed by the Governor General. 

 

: The Governor General has no Royal prerogative as previously proved, to appoint under 

Sovereign/Royal power and authority. 

 

: As previously proved, the Sovereign of this country is we the People/Living. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"Sovereignty resides in the people whose power is the source of law." 

 

: The Governor General as a Commercial entity, constituted by the Governor General Act 2010, is 
not and cannot be the Sovereign/People representative as falsely claimed by some who are 
desperate to claim more power and authority. 

 

: Commercial Lawyers, who have a Commercial Law degree, who act in Commercial Courts called 

Registries, and are limited to representing persons/legal entities, and who practice 

procedure/Commercial Practice, not necessarily Parliament of New Zealand statute law, cannot act 

for People/Living in the Peoples Full High Court. Only those appointed by Royal prerogative can act 

upon enrolled proceedings. 

 

: No one can re-present a People/Living as they are, who they are, not a legal fiction called/named 
person. 

 

: As Parliament of New Zealand statute law has provided for Commercial Courts, and 

Commercial Lawyers it must provide for the Peoples Court of Record, Equity Courts with the 

lawful People to assist, the Living as they enroll their proceedings. 

 

Note: 

 

Kings Counsel are People/Living, they are appointed by Royal prerogative, by the 

Sovereign as People/Living. They are not appointed a Commercial entity, who are 
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limited to appointing persons/fiction/legal entities. 

 

Note:  

 

Kings Counsel are the only Lawyers/People who have not been involved with any fraud like the 

rates scams, and any bankers and their scams, thereby like the Peoples full High Court, are the 

only ones who can come to this proceeding as it is enrolled with clean hands and a pure heart. 

 

The CEO/Council will require a Lawyer. However, it cannot be a Commercial Lawyer as they have a 

conflict of interest as they have all taken part in and are a party to the rates Ponzi scheme, thereby 

are eligible to be charged for their crimes, as they have contravened Parliament of New Zealand 

statute law, along with the CEO/Council, who all must be held to account for their contraventions of 

the Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

" All are equal before the law" 

 

Note: 

 

In the Peoples Full High Court all are equal before the law, with the same law judging all. 
 
139, CONVEYANCING LAWYERS. 

 

Lawyers and Conveyancers Act 2006, section 7 Misconduct defined in relation to lawyer and 
incorporated law firm. 
 

[1] In this Act, misconduct, in relation to a lawyer or an incorporated law firm- 

 

[a] means conduct of the lawyer or incorporated law firm that occurs at a time when 

he or she or it is providing regulated services and is conduct- 

 

[i]  that would reasonable be regarded by lawyers of good standing as 

disgraceful or dishonorable. 

 

[ii]  that consists of a willful or reckless contravention of any provision of this Act or 

of any regulations or practice rules made under this act that apply to the lawyer or 

incorporated law firm or of any other Act relating to the provision of regulated 

services. 

 

[iii]  that consists of a willful or reckless failure on the part of the lawyer, or in the 

case of an incorporated law firm, on the part of a lawyer who is actively involved in 

the provision by the incorporated law firm of regulated services, to comply with a 

condition, or restriction to which the practicing certificate held the lawyer, or the 

lawyer so actively, is subject, 
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NOTE: 

 

 : It is the responsibility of the Conveyancer to disclose all facets of the contract, and property 

being purchased. 

 

: Does the Conveyancer disclose the ponzi scheme on the payment of rates? 

 

; Does the Conveyancer disclose to the purchaser they are not buying Corporeal/Real Land, they 

are buying incorporeal/fake land created/comprised in the record of title? 

: Does the Conveyancer disclose that the rating unit is not the Corporeal/Real Land they reside 

upon, but the Incorporeal/fake land created by the record of title/fee simple title? 

 

: Does the Conveyancer disclose that a Bank mortgage can only be over the incorporeal land 

created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title, and can never be over Real Land as Genesis 

1;26 does not allow such behavior? 

 

: Does the Conveyancer disclose that the ratepayer is not the People/Living man on the land? 

 

: Does the Conveyancer disclose the ratepayer is the person/legal entity, who as owner seized and 
possessed the record of title/fee simple title in the rating information database being the CEO/Council? 
 
: Does the Conveyancer disclose the only way that a People/Living man on the land is liable for 

rates is by his endorsed written consent obtained prior to any assessment or invoice being sent to 

the People/Living? 

 

 Does the Conveyancer disclose that if any assessment or invoice is delivered or received by the 
People/Living on the land it is a false document and a deliberate attempt to extort money from the 
People/Living under a false pretense? 
 

Why should we the People/Living accept such contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute law 

and Equity Law, from a corrupt legal entity being put there to serve not destroy? 

 
: Crown Entities Act 1950, section 19 any act in breach of statute is invalid. 
 
: Crimes Act 1961, section 107 any act in breach of statute is a criminal offence. 

 

: NZ Law Dictionary 9th edition, Crimes Act 1961, section 73, any act in contravention of Parliament of 
New Zealand statute law is treason as it is an act directly against the state and we the People/Living, 
who are the only Sovereign of this land. 
 

How can we the People/Living have any confidence in Lawyers/ Conveyancers when they act in such 

contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute and Equity Law directly against we the People 

being the ones they are to protect and serve? 

 
MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"Govern yourself accordingly." 
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: We, the People/Living will hold these Conveyancers to account for their each and every 
contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute Law, and Equitable Law. 
 

: We the People/Living will not tolerate such behavior from our purported service providers. 

 

140, Banks, Bankers, Financial Service Providers. 

 

: Any commercial organisation who takes security over property, comes under and is subject to the 

same Law as the Conveyancers, CEO/Council and all secondee's. 

 

: A bank mortgage can only be a security over the incorporeal/fake land known as rating unit, 
record of title/fee simple title, seized and possessed by its owner the rating information database 
held and owned by the CEO/Council. 

 
: Does the banker and their Conveyance disclose the only security which can be taken is over the 
incorporeal/fake land? 
 
: Does the Banker disclose when the CEO/Council unlawfully claim to the Bank for purported 
overdue rates the CEO/Council are making a false claim and do not pay? 
 
: On a mortgagee sale does the Bank disclose the only land they have security over therefore can sell 

is the incorporeal/fake land created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title. 

 

: Does the Bank disclose that Genesis 1:26 prohibits any Corporeal/Real Land being sold or traded as a 

commercial thing? 

 
: Does the Banker disclose that the purported money lent to the client is from that persons Birth 

Certificate account being held and traded as intermediary by the Reserve Bank of New Zealand and 
Treasury, unless they have recently changed these organisations. 
 

The access to these Birth Certificate accounts is by Bill of Exchange. 
 

Has the Bank disclosed their involvement with the 3 monthly trading of Bills of Exchange which the LGFA 

trade and create millions of dollars from Peoples Birth Certificate accounts, directly to fund the unlawful 

actions of the CEO/Council? 

 
: Are Banks bound by Parliament of New Zealand statute Law, and Equitable Law or are they a Law 
unto themselves? 
 
: Is it any wonder that a lot of People/Living refer to bankers as Wanker Bankers? 
 
: Do the Bankers disclose that the Judges sitting on the bench are their Bankers registered with the 
Security and Exchange Commission no. 0000216105 under WESTPAC Bank? 

: Do Bankers disclose that the NZ Law Dictionary 9th Edition discloses that the bench where judges sit is 

a Bank? 

 

: Do Banks disclose that bench is latin for Bank? 
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: Does not Parliament of New Zealand statute Law require Banks and Bankers to be Honest, 

transparent and comply with Parliament of New Zealand statute Law, and Equitable Law? 

 

: Parliament of New Zealand statute Law is very clear what Banks and Bankers are bound to do. 

Do the Banks comply? No. 

 

: It is very clear Banks and Bankers are part of the CEO/Council, Conveyancers, and every other 

individual involved with the Rates Ponzi scheme headed by the CEO/Council and the Bankers. 

 

: How can any auditor, have signed off on the Banks when the Bank has contravened so much 

Statute Law? 

 

: How can the Reserve Bank and FMA who are supposedly the watch-dog for the Banks not know 

what is going on? 

 

: How can the Minister of Finance not know what is going on or is he in on the ponzi scheme? 

 

: How can the Auditor General not know Parliament of New Zealand statute Law is not being complied 

with? 

 
: Are not these organisations to protect we the People/Living? 

 

: The CEO/Council are using a Bank Account to launder their ill-gotten gains/ponzi scheme. 

 

: Why has the CEO/Council Banker not applied the Anti-Money Laundering and the Countering of the 

Financing of Terrorism Act as the Bank is required to do, to the CEO/Council Bank Account? 

 

: The lack of application of the Anti-Money Laundering Act certainly suggests the Banks are a party to 

the CEO/Council rates ponzi scheme. Particularly when the Bank is deducting money from Peoples 

accounts for purported over-due rates. 
 

: As we the People/Living will not accept any organisation acting in contravention of Parliament 

of New Zealand statute Law, and Equitable Law Banks and Bankers like the CEO/Council will be 

held to account for their contraventions of Parliament of New Zealand statute Law, and Equitable 

Law. 

 

: As we all know, WESTPAC Australia got fined $1.3 billion Australian dollars for the People 

trafficking/dipping into Peoples Birth Certificate Accounts and other related crimes. 

 

: Everyone knows that WESTPAC New Zealand was doing the same, that is why WESTPAC New 

Zealand was immediately put on the market. 

 

: Why did the Reserve Bank Governor mislead the People/Living in this land by claiming nothing 

like that was happening in this country with the Bankers, while having full knowledge it was 

happening and going on in this country? 

 

: After the Reserve Bank Governor claiming nothing like that was going on in this country, he had to 

announce that 180,000 clients of ANZ and ASB had had money stolen off them by their Bank. 
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: This proves the Reserve Bank Governor is so far away from the real world he has no idea what is 

going on or he is part of the ponzi scheme in this country. 

 

: Why should we the People/Living accept such dishonesty from any Bank let alone the Reserve 

Bank Governor? 

: As with all Banks, We the People intend to hold anyone to account who is failing to comply 

with Parliament of New Zealand statute Law, and Equitable Law. 

 

: This ponzi scheme is going to be an election issue as we the People/Living will no longer accept, 

any party who is a contributor to anyone who contravenes Parliament of New Zealand statute 

Law and Equitable Law. 

 
141, Auditors of the CEO/Council 

 

How can we the People/Living have any faith in any auditor who has purportedly audited the 
CEO/Council books and not found the CEO/Council is running a ponzi scheme for its income, by 

falsifying who the ratepayer and the rating unit are? 

 

: Are not auditors there to protect we the People/Living from transgressors of the Law? 

 
: This would suggest auditors have no regard for Parliament of New Zealand statute Law and 

may be a party to the CEO/Council ponzi scheme for rates. 

 

: This is another entity which must be held to account for any contravention of the Parliament of New 

Zealand statute Law. 

 
142, Crimes Act 1961, section 248, Interpretation, access, in relation to any computer system, 

means instruct, communicate with, store data in, receive data from, or otherwise make use of 
any of the resources of the computer system. 

 
 
NOTE: 
 

: The CEO/Council have an information rate database, used for the sole purpose of seizing and 
possessing its incorporeal/fake land, created/composed by the record of title/fee simple title, as owner, 
and then falsifying the details of the owner/ CEO/Council to the People/Living and making falsely, the 
People/Living as the ratepayer and their Corporeal/Real Land as the rating unit when it is not. 

 

This rating information database sends out the false and misleading rates assessment and rates 
invoice to the People/Living when they are not the ratepayer nor is their Corporal/Real Land the 
rating unit liable for rates. 
 

143, Crimes Act 1961, section 249 Accessing computer for dishonest purpose 

 

[1] Everyone is liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 7 years who, directly or indirectly, 

accesses any computer system and thereby, dishonestly or by deception, and without claim of right,- 

 

[a] obtains any property, privilege, service, pecuniary 
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advantage, benefit, or valuable consideration, or 

 

[b] causes loss to any other person. 

 

NOTE: 

: The CEO/Council are using the Council rating information database for illegal and unlawful purposes. 

: The Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 and the Rating Valuations Act 1998 clearly define the 

incorporeal/fake land created/composed by the record of title/fee simple title as the rating unit. 

 

: Nowhere in Statute Law defines the rating unit as the Corporeal/Real Land People/Living reside 

upon as the rating unit. 

 

: Genesis 1:26 clearly defines Real Land was never given to man it gave man dominion over it 

only. Therefore, Real Land can never be a part of any Commercial/Money making ponzi scheme. 

 

: The CEO/Council are using the rating information database to trick People/Living into believing the 

rating unit is the Corporeal/Real Land they reside upon, as the rating unit when it is not, nor can it 

ever be the rating unit. 

 

: The rating unit is the incorporeal/fake land created/composed by the record of title/fee simple 

title seized and possessed by the owner being the CEO/Council. 

 

: The CEO/Council further uses the rating information database to make People/Living think they 

are the person/legal entity that is the liable ratepayer. 

 

: The only liable ratepayer is he who has seized and possessed the incorporeal/fake land as owner in 

the rating information database being the CEO/Council. 

 

: The CEO/Council further use the database to send out false and misleading assessments and invoiced 

to the People/Living when they are not the liable ratepayer nor is their Corporeal/Real Land the rating 

unit. 

 

: This is very clear evidence of the misuse of a computer by the CEO/Council who must be held to 

account for their contravention of the Parliament of New Zealand statute Law and Equitable 

Law. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"Equity does not allow statute to cloak a fraud." 
 
144, Public Works Act 1981 version January 2023, Section 2 Interpretation, land 

land includes any estate or interest in land. 
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NOTE: 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

"What is included is included what is not included is excluded." 

 

: What this means is when the word include is used only the words included can be used. 

 

: The words land includes means only the words used are included. They are any estate or 

interest in land, therefore no other types of land can be included. 

 

: Rating Valuations Act 1998 section 5A Meaning of record of title. 

 

[a] issued under the Land Transport Act 2017 for an estate in 

fee simple; or 

 

[b] issued under the Unit titles Act 2010 for a stratum estate, or 

 

[c] issued under the Land Transfer Act 2017 for both- 
 

[i]  an undivided share in an estate in fee simple; and 

 

[ii]  an estate in leasehold of a building or part of a building on, or to be erected 

on, land comprised in the estate in fee simple under paragraph [i]. 

 
NOTE: 

 

In the Public Works Act 1998 section 2 interpretation of land, it states includes any estate or interest in 

land. 

 

NOTE: 

 

 it states estate not real estate. 

 

: Therefore, the estate included is incorporeal/fake land created/comprised in a record of title/fee simple 
title. 

 

: The NZ Law Dictionary 9th Edition page 106 states estate as any interest in land. 

 

: An interest in land is not land. It is a document registered interest in the land. 

 

: This further proves estate is not Corporeal/Real Land. 

 

: The Rating Valuation Act 1998 section SA defines estate as an estate in fee simple title. 

 

mailto:private-central-office@protonmail.com


Claim- For ease of communication, and comprehension, the grammar, format, and presentation used in this document is in plain-spoken language and 

written in italics font to acknowledge that this document is not written in Correct Sentence Structure Communication Parse Syntax Grammar yet is to 
read as on the page. Should the reader require Our dictionary or clarification/explanation of word meanings or terms in this notice that are not 

disclosed, please request from private-central-office@protonmail.com.                Page | 108 of 130 
 

: Rating Valuation Act 1998, section 5B[1] states, the land comprised in the record of title constitutes the 

rating unit. 

 
: What is absolutely, unquestionable in law, the meaning of land in the Public Works Act 1981 

section 2, interpretation, estate is incorporeal/fake land created/comprised in and by the record 

of title/fee simple title. 

 

Therefore, the only land referred to in the Public Works Act 1981 is the incorporeal/fake land seized 

and possessed by the owner who is CEO/Council in its rating information database. 

: Be very clear the only land referred to in the Public Works Act 1981 is exactly the same 

incorporeal/fake land referred to in the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, and Rating Valuation 

Act 1998, which is fake/incorporeal land seized and possessed by the owner being the CEO/Council 

rating information database. 

 
: Therefore, whenever land is mentioned in the Public Works Act 1981, it cannot and does not refer 

to Corporeal/Real Land it is referring to the incorporeal/fake land that the CEO/Council have seized 

and possessed as owner in the rating information database, which is clearly defined in section 2, 

interpretation of land. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 
"From the words of the law there shall be no departure" 

 
145, Public Works Act 1981, section 16, Empowering acquisitions of land 

 

[2] Every local authority is hereby empowered to acquire under this Act any land required for local 

work for which it has a financial responsibility. 

 

NOTE: 

The dictionary defines the word, acquire as to come into possession, ownership, or control. 

 

Very clearly the Act is referring to incorporeal/fake land. Is it legal and lawful to take 

Corporeal/Real land without paying for it? 

 

You must apply the interpretation of land in the Public Works Act 1989 which clearly defines 

incorporeal/fake land as being the land of this Act. 

 

That being the interpretation, then the CEO/Council have already acquired the incorporeal/fake 

land created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title it has seized and possessed as owner 

in its rating information database. 

 
146, Public Works Act 1981 [2] the words, any land required for local work for which it has financial 
responsibility. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: If the land acquired, was Corporeal/Real Land, then why or how would the local authority have a 
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financial responsibility for it? 

 

: It is very clear it would not and could not have a financial responsibility for Corporeal/Real Land. 

 

: The financial responsibility lies with the People/Living for Corporeal/Real Land. 

 

: What this section of the Act states is, unless the local authority has a financial responsibility to 

that land, it does not have the power or authority, and cannot acquire any land. 

 
: What this means is, that the local authority cannot buy, negotiate, trade or possess any land that 

it has not got a financial responsibility for, prior to even thinking about it might want the land for 

development. 

 

: This makes the CEO/Council liable both civilly and criminally for all Corporeal/Real Land it has 

acquired since this Act was Assented in 1981. 

 

Remember the Local Authorities have no Sovereign/Royal/Crown power or authority to enforce or 

acquire anything from the Sovereign of this land being the People/Living, who have been given 

dominion over the Corporeal/Real Land in this country. Genesis 1:24 

 

: Why should we the People/Living accept the CEO/Council taking our Corporeal/Real Land? It is stealing 

from off the People/Living, when the CEO/Council have no statutory power to commit such criminal 

offences. 

 

: The only land the CEO/Council are statutorily empowered to take, under or by any Parliament of 

New Zealand enactment is the incorporeal/fake land, seized and possessed, in the rating 

information database, which is the incorporeal/fake land created/comprised by the record of title 

and the fee simple title. 

: Part [2] states to acquire land for local work. 

 

: What is local work? It can’t be development, that is not local work. 

 

: We, the People must hold the CEO/Council to account for all contraventions of the Parliament of New 

Zealand statute Law and Equitable Law. 
 

: All Corporeal/Real Land taken from the People/Living, by the CEO/Council, under the false 

pretense. The Corporeal/Real Land is the rating unit. When the rating unit, is the incorporeal/fake 

land, the CEO/Council actions are theft, perjury, obtaining by deception, and using a document for 

pecuniary advantage. It is also treason, as it is contravention of statute being directly against the 

state and the Sovereign of this land being we the People/Living, and genocide as the CEO/Council is 

attempting to extinguish the identity of we the People/Living by falsely claiming we are 

persons/legal entities. 

 
: Be very clear, the Public Works Act 1981 does not, cannot, and will not allow any CEO/Council or 

Local Government to take Corporeal/Real Land from any of we the People/Living. 
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: The only land subject to the Public Works Act 1981, Local Government Act 2001, Local Government 

[Rating] Act 2002, is the incorporeal/fake land seized and possessed by its owner, 

created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title and entered into the CEO/Council rating 

information database. 

 

Any attempt by the CEO/Council to claim any different to this fact, is a contravention of the Parliament 

of New Zealand statute law, being Treason as it is directly against the state and the Sovereign of this land 

being we the People/Living. 
 

: Any attempt to ignore or refuse to accept People/Living as the People is Genocide as it is attempting to 

extinguish We, the People/Living and our inalienable Rights. 

 
147, Public Works Act 1981, section 17, Acquisition by agreement. 

 

[1] The Minister or a local authority must enter into an agreement to purchase any land for any 

public work for which the Crown or local authority, as the case may be, is responsible.  

 

NOTE: 

 

: The CEO/Council must enter into an agreement. This proves that, no agreement; 

no taking of any land. 

 

: Again, as in section 16[1] only land that the CEO/Council is financially responsible for can be taken, in 

this section the words are the local authority is responsible. 

 

: Parliament of New Zealand statute Law is very precise and clear, there must be an agreement 

between the parties, therefore no agreement not taking of any Corporeal/Real or incorporeal/fake 

land without an agreement between the parties. 

 

[a] Any legal or lawful agreement is a contract. To make a contract by law 

requires full disclosure, valuable consideration, endorsed written consent and 

endorsement from all parties to the contract. 

 

[b] This has not taken place with the Corporeal/Real Land 

stolen from the People, at any development carried out by the CEO/Council. 

 

: Why has the Parliament of New Zealand again put in this section the land the local government is 

responsible? 

 

We all know why. The CEO/Council and or Government cannot trade/take Corporeal/Real Land. 

 

: To take Corporeal/Real Land, from we the People/Living, is in direct contravention of the Common 

Law in Genesis 1:24. God gave man dominion over the Land he did not give the Land to man to 

make it a commercial commodity for trading with or allowing it to be used by the CEO/Council to 

extort money from the People/Living to fund the CEO/Council unlawful/illegal actions/inactions. 
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: Furthermore if any of the Local Government Act 2002, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, 

Rating Valuations Act 1998, Public Works Act 1989, are referring to Corporeal/Real Land then that 

is perfection of Slavery, Debt-Bondage, Treason, Genocide and other such criminal offending by the 

CEO/Council, which we the People/Living believe may be a criminal offence in this country or are 

we the People/Living mistaken in our belief? 

 

: This is just a continuation of the Ponzi scheme the CEO/Council are promoting and continuing. 
All being in direct contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute Law. 

 

148, Public Works Act 1981, section 17, Acquisition by agreement part [2] 

 

[2] Any agreement to sell land to the Crown or a local authority for public work under this section must 
be implemented by a declaration under section 20 or by a transfer instrument under Land Transfer Act 
2017 for the stated public work. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: This section is very clear and is consistent with the other Parliament of New Zealand Acts. 

 

: A declaration is a commercial instrument for commercial purposes. 
 

: This being exactly what the record of title/fee simple title are and are used for as they have been 
seized and possessed by their owner being the CEO/Council in the Rating information database, 
being the incorporeal land created/comprised by the record of title/fee simple title. 

 
: The words by a transfer instrument under the Land Transfer Act 1952, further proves this can only 
relate to incorporeal/fake land, as the only land referred to in the Land Transfer Act 2017 is the 
incorporeal land created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title created/comprised by the 
record of title/fee simple title. 
 
: Any attempt to construe the words of any Act as they are written is to contravene Parliament of New 
Zealand statute Law and proves and perfects We the People/Living are in debt-bondage and slavery. 
 
149, Public Works Act 1981, section 18, Prior negotiations required for acquisition of land for 

essential works 

 

[1] Where any land is required for any public work the Minister or local authority, as the case may be, shall 
before proceeding to take the land under this Act- 

 

[a] serve a notice of his or its desires to acquire the land on every 

person having a registered interest in the land,- and 

NOTE: 

 

Note the words ‘any land’. The interpretation of land in section2 of this act states: land includes any estate or 
interest in land. 

 

: As already proved by statute Law in the Ratings Valuation Act 1998 estate is the land 

created/comprised in the fee simple title being incorporeal/fake land, it does not and cannot relate 
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to Corporeal/Real Land, that the People/Living are given dominion over and possession of. 

 

: Therefore, any land is the only land these words can relate to being interpreted by this act as 

incorporeal/fake land. 

 

 : Anyone challenging this definition is contravening Parliament of New Zealand statute law, 

therefore can only challenge this definition with Parliament of New Zealand statute law, for which 

there is no other interpretation. 

 

[a] Note the words land on any person. 
 

[b] The Interpretation Act 1999, section 29, and the Legislation Act 2019, 

section 13 interpret the word person as a corporation sole, a body corporate and 

a body of persons whether incorporated or not. 

 
NOTE: 

 

: As previously proved by Parliament of New Zealand statute Law the only interpretation of 

person is a legal entity with a name. A name is a legal entity or thing. 

 

: Remember People/Living have a call and cannot be a legal entity as legal entities are a piece of 

paper, with a name. 

 

: To challenge this Parliament of New Zealand interpretation requires, Parliament of New Zealand 

statute Law that states otherwise. 

 

Some half-baked definition from some corrupt individual, who is deliberately attempting to change the 

interpretation of statute cannot and does not count, other than it is fraud and a deliberate attempt to 

pervert the course of justice. 

 

[c] Note the words having registered interest in the land. 

 

NOTE: 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

" To register is to impart ownership.'' 

 

: Do the People/Living have a registered interest in their Corporeal/Real Land? 

No, they don’t. 
 

: The People/Living are the possessory occupier of Corporeal/Real land that under Genesis 1:24 

they are given dominion over, by the All Mighty. 

 

: The People/Living Corporeal/Real Land cannot be registered or have any registration of interest 

against it. This may be the reason for the creation/comprise of incorporeal/fake land. 

mailto:private-central-office@protonmail.com


Claim- For ease of communication, and comprehension, the grammar, format, and presentation used in this document is in plain-spoken language and 

written in italics font to acknowledge that this document is not written in Correct Sentence Structure Communication Parse Syntax Grammar yet is to 
read as on the page. Should the reader require Our dictionary or clarification/explanation of word meanings or terms in this notice that are not 

disclosed, please request from private-central-office@protonmail.com.                Page | 113 of 130 
 

 

: The only land which can have a registered interest against it is the incorporeal/fake land being 

seized and possessed by its owner being the CEO/Council, create/comprised by an in the record of 

title and fee simple title. 

Being registered in the rating information database. 

 

: What cannot be disputed Parliament of New Zealand statute law is consistent, when it refers to 

land, it is acting on its interpretation of land as being the incorporeal/fake land that is 

created/comprised in the record of title and fee simple title pursuant to Parliament of New Zealand 

statute law. 

 

: When statute is talking about persons it can only be the interpretation of that entity by 

statute law. 

 

: When the Act is talking of the persons with a registered interest it can only be talking about a 

registered interest over the incorporeal/fake land the CEO/Council have seized and possessed for 

commercial purposes in its rating information database. 

 

: How can any CEO/Council not know the Parliament of New Zealand statute law, and act in direct 

contravention of it and expect not to be caught, and be held to account by the People/Living? 

 
150, Public Works Act 1989, section 18, Prior negotiations for acquisition of land for essential work 
part [l] 

[b] lodge a notice of desire to acquire the land with the Register General of land 

who shall register it, without fee, against the record of title affected, and 

 

NOTE: The words "lodge a notice of desire to acquire". 

 

: What has anything in negotiations go to do with the Registrar-General of land? 

 
: To lodge a notice of desire, can only be a notice to the Registrar-General of land the CEO/Council 

intend to take their incorporeal/fake land while falsely claiming to the People/Living they are 

intending to take the Peoples/Living Corporeal/Real Land. 

 

: In Law, what this does is makes the Registrar-General liable both civilly and criminally for the 

falsification between the incorporeal/fake land and the Corporeal/Real Land belonging to the 

People/Living which cannot and is not part of the incorporeal/fake land created composed by the 

record of title and fee simple title, which is registered with Mr Robbie Muir as the Registrar-General. 

 
151, Registrar-General Robbie Muir 

 

NOTE: 

 
When googled the position of Register-General comes up as: 

 

The Registrar-General of land [RGL] is an independent statutory officer established by the 

Land Transfer Act 1952 with specific responsibility for the land title system. The office of the 

[RGL] is located with LINZ. The RGL is appointed under the State Sector Act 1988 
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: Being appointed under Parliament of New Zealand statute Law makes Robbie Muir liable under 

all Parliament of New Zealand statute Law. 

 

: Being a statutory appointment means there is no Sovereign/Royal/Crown power or authority, 

given or implied to this position, nor is there any immunity expressed or implied. 

 
: Therefore Robbie Muir, by the authority given by statute is limited to registering and dealing 

with incorporeal/fake land created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title he has access 

to. 

 
: So, when the CEO/Council lodge a notice of desire to acquire the land with the Registrar-General, 

the Registrar-General has full knowledge, it is not, nor can it be for the Corporeal/Real land, the 

People/Living have been given dominion over. 

 

: What Muir knows is the CEO/Council are intending to use the incorporeal/fake title for land, 

[being the only land Muir can register] to take Corporeal/Real Land from the People/Living for 

which the People/Living have been given dominion over. 

 

So this makes the Registrar-General a party to the fraud of the CEO/Council and liable for every 
transacting being falsely registered and enforced. 

 

Crimes Act 1961, section 66, 240, 260, 248 and numerous others. 

 

Why does the Registrar-General not do the honest thing and notify the People/Living of the fraud that 
is taking place with the Registration of incorporeal/fake land? 

 

The Registrar-General has a fiduciary duty and responsibility to be honest and transparent 
pursuant to the enactments he is appointed under and by. 
 

We the People/Living no longer will accept Parliament of New Zealand service providers 

deliberately and blatantly contravening Parliament of New Zealand statute Law.  
 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

" All are equal before the law," 

 
" He who does not forbid a crime when he can, induces it." 

 

"A concealed fault is equal to fraud." 

 

" Suppression of truth is equivalent to the expression of what is false," 
 

“The law is not to be violated by those in government."  

 

" Every jurisdiction has its bounds." 
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"It is the duty of a judge to declare the law, not enact the law or make it." 

 

"An argument drawn from the authority of Gods law, is the strongest in law." 

 

"Ignorance of fact may excuse, but not ignorance of law." 

 

“ He who commands a thing to be done is held to have done it himself.” 

 
" Failure to enforce the law does not change it." 
 

"Possession is the best title where no better title can appear."  

 

"When a man has the possession as well as the right of property, he is said to have jus 
duplicatum - a double right, forming the complete title." 
 
" Every man has exclusive dominion over the soil which he absolutely owns hence such an owner of 
land has the exclusive right of hunting and fishing on his land, and the waters covering it." 

 

"A man cannot be taken by force from his house to be conducted before a judge or to prison." 

 

"The multitude of those who err is no excuse for error."  

 

" A slave is not a person." 

 
152, Public Works Act 1981, section 18, Prior negotiations required for acquisition of land essential 

works 

 

[a] invite the owner to sell the land to him or it, and following a valuation 
carried out by a registered valuer advise the owner of the estimated amount of 

compensation to which he would be entitled under this act or the betterment that 

he may be liable to pay. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: A valuer. What and who is a valuer? 

 

This is a person who visits the Corporeal/Real Land while following any record of title of fee 

simple title cannot and does not relate to the Corporeal/Real Land he is putting a value upon. 

 

: As previously proved the record of title/fee simple title is the incorporeal/fake land, the 

CEO/Council as owner have seized and possessed into the rating information database under a false 

identity, they claim to be the name/person/legal entity of the ratepayer. 

 

Valuers are statutorily empowered to value and therefore must comply with Parliament of New 

Zealand statute law. 

 

: They are not and cannot comply with statute when they continue the falsification that the 
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incorporeal/fake land created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title is the 

Corporeal/Real Land the People/Living are in Possession of and have dominion over. 

 

: Valuers are in the same category as the Registrar-General why do they not inform the 

People/Living of the Ponzi scheme the CEO/Council are promoting? 

 

: Full liability falls on these valuers for every property they have valued as Corporeal/Real Land when 

knowing what they are valuing is the incorporeal/ fake land they must value. 

 
[a] Section [c] states invite the owner. 

 

: The Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 5 interpretation, owner: 

means the person who, whether jointly or separately, is seized or possessed of, or entitled to, any estate 
or interest in land constituting a rating unit. 

 

NOTE: 

 

: What is a person? As previously proved it is a name/legal entity. It is not and cannot be a 
People/Living man or woman. Parliament of New Zealand statute law defines the person as a 
legal entity/name. 

 

 

The words: is seized or possessed of 

 

: If a person is not a name/legal entity then the CEO/Council must be charged with kidnap. 

 

: In this country the People/Living believe to seize and possess a People/Living is kidnap. 

 

: The only legal and lawful interpretation of person and is seized and possessed is the owner being 
the CEO/Council seizes and possesse the incorporeal/fake land created/comprised in the record or 
title/fee simple title as defined in the Rating Valuations Act 1998. 

 

: Note the words: or entitle to any estate or interest in land. 

 

: As previously proved with Parliament of New Zealand statute law, being the Rating Valuations Act 
1998 any estate is the estate/land created/composed, in and by the record of title/fee simple title 

being incorporeal/fake land not Corporeal/Real Land, that we the People/Living, possess and have 

dominion over. 

 

Note the words rating unit. 

 
: What does Parliament of New Zealand statute Law define as the rating unit? 
 
: The incorporeal/fake land created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title, which as owner 
of that incorporeal/fake land the CEO/Council seize and possess that fake land into their rating 
information database as a name/legal entity called a person. 
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In summary section 18 [c] refers to the owner 

 

In law the owner is the CEO/Council rating information database. 

 

: The legal entity/person/name has been seized and possessed into the rating information database. 

 

: The owner is not, nor can it ever be a People/Living who are in possession of their Corporeal/Real Land. 

 

One must ask why none of the CEO/Council, valuers, Registrar-General, Ministers have not blown 

the whistle on this Ponzi scheme? Are not these persons there to serve us? 

 

There being only one conclusion that can be made, that being they are a party to the Ponzi scheme . 

 

We the People/Living are very happy to pay the cost of the services we receive and take part in. 

 

: But we are not going to pay for a Ponzi scheme which contravenes many Parliament of New 

Zealand statute laws, and cannot be transparent in how it operates and in its costs and operations. 

 

: We the People/Living, are not going to take part in a massive fraud amounting to serious 

violent crimes against we the People/Living. 

 

Therefore, this must be produced to all Kiwis as it is going to be an election issue as this Government 

needs to be held to account for its Covid 19 actions and the Ponzi scheme on the rates. 

 
153, Public Works Act 1981, section 18, Prior negotiations required for acquisitions of land 

essential works [1] 

 

[a] make every endeavor to negotiate in good faith with the owner in an attempt 

to reach an agreement for the acquisition of the land. 

 
NOTE: 
 

: The Parliament of New Zealand statute law defines good faith as acting inside Parliament of 
New Zealand statute law. 

 

: There is absolute/perfected proof the CEO/Council, Lawyers, Consultants, Contractors, 
Registrar-General Minister of Finance and many others to many to list have violated many if not 

hundreds of Parliament of New Zealand statute laws. 

 

: Any contract founded on a false base is null and void. This is a maxim in law which all must 
comply with. 

 

: Therefore, if one of the criteria for the CEO/Council to comply with is they must act in good faith then 
they have failed dismally. 

 

If acting in good faith is a requirement to obtain land and the CEO/Council have contravened this act 
then the Crown Entities Act 1950, section 19 clearly states any act in breach of statute is invalid. 
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Crimes Act 1961, section 107 states it is a criminal offence to breach Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 

Note the words negotiate with the owner. 

 

: In Law, as already proved the owner of the only estate the CEO/Council can negotiate for is the 
incorporeal/fake land, the CEO/Council as owner have seized and possessed in their Rating 
information database, as a legal entity/name, for their own commercial purposes. 
 

: If the CEO/Council wishes to negotiate with the People/Living for Corporeal/Real Land then they 
must negotiate with the People/Living. 

: However, this act cannot be used to force People/Living to give up possession of their 
Corporeal/Real Land without their endorsed written consent prior to any proceeding can start. 
 

: The Criminal Procedures Act 2011 section 24 is very clear on that fact. 

 

: If the CEO/Council has forced any People/Living to sell their land to the CEO/Council that is a criminal offence 

for which the CEO/Council is going to be held to account.. 
 

: The biggest problem with this section 18[d] is the negotiation is with the owner of the 

property. 

 

: The owner as defined in the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, as there is no definition of owner in this 

act, has the owner as the person [not People/Living] who is seized and possessed any estate or interest in 

land. 

 

: So the legal entity that has seized and possessed, the incorporeal/fake land created/comprised in 

the record of title/fee simple title is the CEO/Council. 

 

: So, who is the owner the CEO/Council has to negotiate with? The CEO/Council. 

 
: What land are they negotiating about? 

The incorporeal/fake land created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title. 
 
154, Public Works Act 1981, section 20, Declaration may give effect to agreement 

 

[1] Where under this or any other Act, power is given to acquire land under this Act, the Minister, 

upon being satisfied- 

 

[a] that the owner of the land has agreed to his land being acquired and 

 

NOTE: 

 

: The problem with this section being it is a nonsense section when you apply the Acts interpretation 

of owner, land and has agreed to his land being acquired. 

 

: Under any Parliament of New Zealand enactments, owner is the person who has seized and 

possessed that land. 
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: Who is this legal entity? 

: The CEO/Council, who has seized and possessed the land in their Rating Information 

Database. 

 

So, who is the owner who must give consent? The CEO/Council. 

 

: If this section is supposed to mean the owner of the Corporeal/Land then the People/Living must 

give their consent prior to the CEO/Council acquiring any Corporeal/Real Land.  Be assured this is 

not how the CEO/Council or the Minister act. 

Note the words of the ‘land’. 

 
: What is the interpretation of land? Any estate or interest in 

land. 
 

What does the Local Government [Rating] Act 2002 and the Rating Valuations Act 1981 interpret 

land as? 

That land which is created/comprised in the record of title and fee simple title and defines that land as 

incorporeal/fake land. 

 
Parliament of New Zealand statute law defines the only land that any CEO/Council, Minister or any 
other entity can acquire is incorporeal/fake land as defined in the Acts. 
 
155, Public Works Act 1981, section 20[b] 
 

[b] that no private injury will be done by the acquisition, or that compensation is 
provided by this Act for any private injury that will be done by the acquisition- 

 

NOTE: 

 

: How can the CEO/Council claim taking public lands and amenities without the intention of any 
compensation, and by taking facilities for which thousands benefit from its placements, with no cost 
to the CEO/Council? 

 

 
: How can the CEO/Council claim to have complied with this section of the Parliament of New Zealand 
enactments when they are destroying People/Living, their Corporeal/Real Land [for which no one has 

any legal authority to take] and culturally sensitive artifacts and facilities which thousands of 

People/Living have benefitted from? 

 
: This is very serious when the development could have been done without destroying any facility and 
in a much better cost-effective way. 
 
: The CEO/Council as the individual being civilly and criminally liable will be held to account for their 
serious violence against the People/Living. This being pursuant to the Crimes Act 1961 and the 
Contract and Commercial Law Act 2017. 

 
156, Public Works Act 1981, section 26 When Proclamation may issue 
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[i] If no objection is made..................... and that no private injury will 

be done.......... 

 

NOTE: 
 

No objection. 

With certain projects and developments, relevant objections have been made. 

 

Deliberately developing, without transparent regard or process.  

• Bullying, stand over tactics by the CEO/Council secondees. 

 

• Destroying sacred land and cultural artifacts. 
 
These are but a few of the private injury caused directly by the CEO/Council. 

This is another of the many contraventions of Parliament of New Zealand statute Law, which the 

CEO/Council must be held to account for pursuant to Parliament of New Zealand statute Law. 

 
157, Public Works Act 1981, section 27A Transfer of land taken for construction of eligible 

infrastructure. 

 

[2] The local authority [that is a responsible infrastructure authority] may transfer the land to 

the responsible SPV for the purpose of a local SPV work 

 

NOTE: 

 

: An SPV stands for a Special Purpose Vehicle. A Special Purpose Vehicle is just another bureaucratic 

process in a deliberate attempt to hide where funding is being stolen from. 

 

: These Special Purpose Vehicles receive the money for which the LGFA creates by Bill of 

Exchange, tenders the Bills for three months then pays the lending institution back by taking 

the money from Peoples Birth Certificate accounts. 

 

: There will be further information on this illegal process and the corrupt procedure in this 

document. 

 
158, Public Works Act 1982, section 59, of Part 5 Compensation interpretation owner. 

 

Owner in relation to land, includes- 

[a]   a person who occupies the land under a lease, sublease, or license, or a 

renewal of a lease, sublease, or license, that- 

 

[i] is granted by the owner of the fee simple of the land or by 

the lessee of the land. 
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NOTE: 

 

This is the compensation section and who is eligible for, or to be paid compensation. 

 

Note the words-owner in relation to land. 

[i] states is the fee simple of the land. 
 

So, in this section the owner of the land is the fee simple title holder, being the owner who has 
seized and possessed the incorporeal/fake land in the rating information database. 
 

In this case the CEO/Council. 

 

Note the words who occupies the land under a lease, sublease, or license, or renewal of lease, 

sublease, or license. 

 

The only owner of land in this section who states who is eligible for compensation is the owner 

who leases, subleases, under license etc. 

 

What is absolutely clear, and is consistent in all Acts, any land referred to in Parliament of New Zealand 

statute law is incorporeal/fake land, created/comprised in and by the record of title/fee simple title, 

being seized and possessed by the CEO/Council in the Rating Information database. 

 
There is no other land defined by statute nor can there be. 

 

As previously stated Genesis 1:24 man was given dominion over the Corporeal Land he was not 

given the Land for commercial purposes. 

 

What this proves is the CEO/Council can by the Public Works Act acquire incorporeal/fake 

land it cannot acquire Corporeal/Real Land, commonly known as the rating unit. 

 

The CEO/Council cannot hold to account for rates payments any People/Living as the Corporeal/Real 

Land they are residing upon is not and cannot be the rating unit, and only persons/legal entities are 

liable for rates and in this case that is the CEO/Council, no one else, as the CEO/Council has seized and 

possessed the incorporeal/fake land, by person/name/legal entity, into its Rating Information Database. 

This being pursuant to Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 
159, In summary of the Public Works Act 1981 

 

This act is consistent with all other Parliament of New Zealand enactments. 

 

No Corporeal/Real Land can be taken under any conditions from the People/Living. 

 
The only land which this Public Works Act allows to be taken is, the incorporeal/fake land 

created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title, seized and possessed by its 

creator/compriser and owner, and by person/legal entity name, entered into the incorporeal/fake 
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land into the Rating Information Database for commercial purposes only. 

 
: This is done to put People/Living into debt-bondage/slavery, and to use the People/Living and their 
Corporeal/Real Land as debt-security for the raising and funding of Bills of Exchange to fund the 
CEO/Council and their illegal/unlawful activity. 

 
The Public Works Act 1981 clearly defines there can be no private injury done to any People/Living. 

 

To steal Peoples/Living Real Land, together with the stand over tactics, and the failure to pay 
compensation, the destroying of culturally sensitive artifacts, and Pa's, creates a huge amount of 
private injury, both physical, mental and social harm, for which the Crimes Act 1961 defines as serious 
violent crimes. 

It is very clear to we the People/Living the CEO/Council, and the Ministers, Secretaries, Registrar of land and 

all involved with this ponsi scheme on incorporeal/fake land, are failing to comply with Parliament of New 

Zealand statute law as it is written, must be interpreted and complied with. 

 
For the avoidance of doubt, any contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute Law is acting in 
bad faith, an act of treason as it is an action against the state, and an act of genocide as these 
persons are attempting to extinguish we the People/Living and make us all persons/legal entities, 
which they believe they have total control over. 

 

Be very clear there is no Corporeal/Real Land that can be aquired/taken by this Act or any other enactment. 

 
 
160, Ministerial Exemption Under the Anti-Money Laundering and Countering Financing of 

Terrorism Act 2009 

 

[b] exempt the LGFA from sections 10-71 of the Act inclusive. 

 

NOTE: 

 
Why would any Minister exempt any Local Government Funding Authority from a very important 
piece of legislation which was enacted to protect we the People/Living from terrorists being 
what the CEO/Council are? 

 
The exemption has been made for the following reasons c LGFA was established as a vehicle 

to give local authorities the ability to collectively access the debt capital markets.  

 

LGFA's principal activities are to borrow funds in the debt capital markets and to on-lend 

those funds to local authorities and council-controlled organisations. 

 
NOTE: 

 

This is the very evidence required by We, the People/Living to prove, we are in debt-bondage, 

slavery and other such unlawful positions, created by the CEO/Council in direct contravention of 

the Parliament of New Zealand statute Law. 
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The LGFA is tendering Bills of Exchange on a weekly basis, for 3 months. 

Paying 4.5% average for 3 months. After 3 months purchasing the Bills of Exchange back using we the 

Peoples/Living Birth Certificate money. 
 

What/who are these Bills of Exchange being drawn against? Whose debt is being used? 

Or  
What debt is being used to enter the debt capital market? 

 

We the People/Living and our Corporeal/Real Land and the funds are being taken from our Birth 

Certificate Accounts to pay the debt from borrowing against we the People and our Corporeal 

Land. 

 
It is called taking debt security over the People. 

 

ATTACHMENT 3 a and b. purported exemption 
 
LGFA has a low number of overall customers. At 31 August 2019, there are currently sixty-four 

LGFA participating local authorities, of which forty-seven have council-controlled organisations. 

 

NOTE: 

 
Who do they think they are kidding? 

 

The customer referred to when entering the debt capital market is the customers of the 

CEO/Council, who the CEO/Council claim are the ratepayers entered into the rating 

information database, and who are being used as the debt security. 

 

For the CEO/Council to comply with the Anti-Money Laundering Act, the CEO/Council will have to 

do a know your customer/client on all the names/persons/legal entities entered into its rating 

information database. 

 

The problem with that is, the CEO/Council would have to collect information from all its 

purported ratepayers, it would have to tell those names/persons/legal entities their 

Corporeal/Real Land and the People/Living are being used for debt-security putting them into 

debt-bondage/slavery, and the money was going to be removed from their Birth Certificate 

Account, to redeem the CEO/Council debt. 

It is way easier, not to be transparent, and get rid of the Law which is put there to protect the 

People/Living. 
 
Be very clear, We, the People/Living know exactly what is going on when any organisation enters 

the debt-capital market. 

 

We, the People know what it means when the LGFA are tendering Bills of Exchange every week 

and for the limited time of 3 months but then paying the ridiculous cost of 4.5% for three months. 

 

We know the only reason for the short time frame of 3 months is to create the debt and then 

redeem the debt from the Peoples/Living Birth Certificate Account. 
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The problem for the CEO/Council Parliament of New Zealand Law requires compliance, to the 

enactments as written, not falsely interpreted by the Judicial and Court systems. 

 
We the People/Living are going to hold the CEO/Council and all who are involved in this Ponzi 

scheme to account pursuant to Parliament of New Zealand Statute Law, as written. 

 
Not only has the CEO/Council contravened Parliament of New Zealand statute Law but there 

has been massive Judicial Impropriety over many years over the Ponzi scheme the CEO/Council 

are conducting. 

 

161, in Summary. Ratepayer 

 

: The ratepayer as enacted by Parliament of New Zealand statute law being the Local Government 

[Rating] Act 2002, section 10. 

 

: Clearly defines the ratepayer as a legal entity/person whose legal entity/name has been entered 

into the rating information database. 

 
: As proved by Parliament of New Zealand statute Law the ratepayer is not, nor can it ever be a 

People/Living man or woman. 

 
 : If the ratepayer were to be a People/Living then in accordance with the Local Government 

[Rating] Act 2002 section 5 interpretation of owner would mean the CEO/Council are seizing 

and possessing the People/Living. 

 
162, in Summary, Rating Unit 

 

: The Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 5 interpretation rating unit defines: means a 

rating unit for the purposes of the rating Valuations Act 1998. 

 
: The Rating Valuations Act 1990, section 5B [1] For land which there is a record of title, the land 
comprised in the record of title constitutes a rating unit. 
 
The words do not say the land included, or defined in the record of title the words are comprised 

in the record of title.  

 

NOTE: There can be only one meaning from the words of the Law. That is the record of title/Fee 

simple title are incorporeal/fake land. 

 
The rating unit is not, nor can it ever be Corporeal/Real Land. It must be the record of title/Fee 

simple title, being pieces of paper, not land containing soil. 
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163, In Summary, Owner 

 

: Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, section 5 defines the owner means the person who, whether 
jointly or separately, is seized or possessed of, or entitled to, any estate or interest in land constituting 
a rating unit. 

 
The rating unit by law is a piece of paper called the record of title or the fee simple title. 
 
The word person is defined in the Legislation Act 2017, section 13, as a corporation sole, a body of 
persons whether incorporated or not. 

 
: How can anyone claim that a person is a People/Living man or woman. 
: To bring such an interpretation is a contravention of Parliament of New Zealand statute Law. 

 

Note the words seized and possessed. If the owner is a People/Living then it means the CEO/Council are 

kidnapping the People/Living. 

 

 
Be very clear, the owner of a rating unit is not nor can it ever be a People/Living man or woman unless 

you believe that all People/Living are seized and possessed by the CEO/Council. 
 
 
164, In Summary, Land 
 

: The Public Works Act 1981, section 2 interpretation land includes any estate or interest in land. 

 
: The Rating Valuations Act 1998 section SA [a] defines an estate as an estate in fee simple. 

 

: Any estate in fee simple is the incorporeal/fake land created/comprised in the record of title/Fee 

simple title. 

 
: It is very clear and consistent with all Parliament of New Zealand statute law being the land 
created/comprised in the record of title/fee simple title is incorporeal/fake land. 
 
: Genesis 1:46 defines God gave man dominion over the land he did not give man the land. 

 
: As man was limited to dominion over the land it was not his to commercialise land. 

 
: Land as in soil, is the Corporeal/Real Land which can never be referred to as the land in any rating 

unit or record of title or Fee simple title. 

 
 
165, IN SUMMARY 

 

Public Works Act 1981, section 18, Prior Negotiations.   

Note in part [1] [c] the words invite to sell. 
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: This is very clear the only wat to lawfully obtain Corporeal/Real Land is by written, endorsed 

consent from the People/Living being the possessory, and rightful owner of that soil. 

 
Note the words in [l][d] make every endeavor in good faith. 
 
: What this is saying is good faith is abiding by Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 
 
Have the CEO/Council complied with Parliament of New Zealand statute law? NO, they have 

not. 

 
166, IN SUMMARY. 

 

Public Works Act 1981, section 20, declaration [a] that the owner has agreed to his land being 

acquired. 

 

Note the words, ‘the Minister cannot acquire any land until the owner has agreed’. 

 
: How much land has the CEO/Council taken by force and without considerable/ and valuable 

consideration, from We the People/Living? 

 
How can the CEO/Council commit such crimes against we the People/Living and not expect to be 

held to account? 

 
167, IN SUMMARY 

 

Public Works Act 1981, section 20, [b) that no private injury will be done by the acquisition. 

 

: In Law what is a private injury? 
 
: Private injury includes but not limited to, psychological, mental, physical, harm. 

 
: Theft, damage, damage to the community by taking a community facility, acquiring any land, is a 
private injury. 
 

 

Having the Police come, and arrest is causing a private injury. Failing to abide by a trespass notice is 

causing private injury. 

 
There are too many acts/inactions which cause private injury to the People/Living. 

 
What is very clear by the Act, no land can be taken under the Public Works Act 1981 if it will 

cause private injury. 

 
Has the CEO/Council caused any private injury? Absolutely thousands. 

 

: Now we the People/Living are going to hold the CEO/Council to account for each and every private 

injury they have caused t we the People/Living. 
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168, IN SUMMARY 

 

Private Injury by the Minister and the Governor General. 

 

The Act clearly defines neither the Governor General or any Minister can order a Declaration or 

Proclamation if the acquiring of land will cause any private injury. 

 
Has the Minister or the Governor General issued any Declarations or Proclamations? 

Absolutely. 

 
Has the Governor General or the Minister given any consideration to private injury they 

have caused? No. 

 
The Governor General is not the Living Kings representative as commonly believed, or as 

the Governor General would like you to believe. 

 
The Governor General is constituted by the Governor General Act 2010 and is the corporational 

Monarch of the corporation registered with the Security and Exchange Commission under No 

0000216105 "Her Majesty the Queen in Right of New Zealand". 

 

The Crown Proceedings Act 1950, section 2, interpretation Office and Servant of the Crown excludes the 
Governor General and all judges from being Officers or Servants of the Crown. 

 
Be very clear the Sovereign of this land is we the People/Living. The Governor General 

has no power or authority to make any Declaration or Proclamation. 

 
Any Proclamation or Declaration made under a false pretense are invalid with no legal or lawful 

effect and now she must be held to account for the private harm created by these fraudulent 

documents. 

 
169, IN SUMMARY 

 

Does any Minister have Sovereign power and authority?  No 

 
Why? Because Ministers are not appointed by We the People. They are appointed by persons/legal 

entities/names. 

 
The Electoral Act 1993, section 80[l][d] requires the names of people detained in a prison pursuant 

to a sentence of imprisonment be removed from the Parliamentary electoral roll. 

 
What this proves, it is the person/legal entity/name, which is electing these Parliamentarians not 

the People/Living. 

 
One cannot impart to another power which he has not first got. Persons are limited to electing 

persons. Only People/Living can elect People/Living. 

 
Only People/Living can impart to People/Living Sovereign power and authority. 
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Ministers are elected as persons/legal entities, therefore do not and cannot have any 

Sovereign or Royal power. 

 

Therefore, any Declaration or Proclamation ordered by any Minister is a fraud, therefore is invalid 

and carries no force of law. 

 

: We the People will be holding these fraudsters to account, for any private injury these Ministers 

have caused. 

 
170, IN SUMMARY. 

 

Criminal Procedures Act 2011 section 381[2]. Section 381 overrides every enactment. 
 

[i] Section 381 grant people of any description and the holders of stated offices 

protection and immunity from civil or criminal liability or both. 

 
Rates are a civil liability. Section 381[2] protects and immunises from any civil consequence or liability. 

 
As rates are a civil liability People/Living are not nor can they be held to the rates liability by 

Parliament of New Zealand statute law. 

 
This is consistent with the Local Government 2002, Local Government [Rating] Act 2002, and 

every other enactment. 

 
Be very clear by Parliament of New Zealand statute law the People/Living are not and cannot be 

liable for rates, and their Corporeal/Real Land can never be the rating unit 

 

171, IN SUMMARY. 

 

Local Government Act 2002 section 12 [3] The section makes the CEO/Council liable under every 

Parliament of New Zealand enactment. 

 
As a person/legal entity, and being the only Council employee, renders the CEO with total 

liability to comply with all Parliament of New Zealand statute Law. 

 

172, IN SUMMARY. 

 
Criminal Procedures Act 2011, section 24. This section defines that consent must be written and endorsed 
prior to any preceding commencing or progressing in anyway. 
 
Crimes Act 1961, section 80 defines it is a criminal offence to force any engagement. 
 
The CEO/Council have forced on many occasions the People/Living to engage without their endorsed written 
consent. 
 
The only way the CEO/Council can obtain Corporeal/Real Land from the People/Living is by endorsed 
written consent. 
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: Has the CEO/Council obtained this endorsed written consent? 

No. 
 
Parliament of New Zealand statute Law is very clear, to obtain rate payments from the People/Living, 
endorsed written consent must be obtained prior to any assessment or invoice is delivered to the 
People/Living. 

 
Has the CEO/Council obtained this endorsed written consent? No. 
 
The CEO/Council must produce the endorsed written consent of the 50,000 plus signatures of the 

People/Living which are attached to this instrument, forth with being immediately. 
 
Consent makes the contract. No consent no contract. 
 
173, IN SUMMARY. 
 

Local Government Act 2002, section 43 [3] This section of the Act is very clear. 
No director, of any Council operation, can be indemnified from civil or criminal liability. 
 

This makes the only employee of the Council being the person/legal entity known as the CEO of 
any Council, who directs each and every operation of the CEO/Council, liable both civilly and 
criminally for their actions/inactions as well as any Consultant, Contractor, Lawyer, Auditor, 
Governor General, Minister, Accountant, employee and secondee. 
 
We the People/Living are going to hold to account the CEO/Council pursuant to Parliament of 
New Zealand statute Law as it is written. 
 
 

174, IN SUMMARY. 

 

MAXIM IN LAW 

 

" Errors and spelling mistakes in an instrument, do not change its meaning or lawfulness" 

 

NOTE: 

 

: We the People/Living are very aware of the mistakes that have inadvertently entered this document. 

 

: For the record, due to the private injuries the CEO/Council, Lawyers, Contractors, Accountants, 

employees and secondees have created upon We the People/Living by their illegal and unlawful 

actions/inactions it has been impossible to spend the time and concentration required to make this 

instrument perfect 1n every way. 

 
: This document and the Law are to read as they are written. 
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175, IN SUMMARY 

 

: This instrument of the People/Living is in no way a threat to any person, individual, 

organisation, or People/Living. 

 
: Any person who takes this instrument, as a threat is interpreting Parliament of New Zealand 

statute Law in a way which is in direct contravention of the law. 

 

: All rights are reserved, and this instrument is served without prejudice. 

 
176, IN SUMMARY 
 
: The requirements of this instrument. 

 

[i] The CEO/Council must within 5 working days communicate with the People/Living via the 

document server, whose details are attached. 

 

[ii] Stop all contractors, secondees who are wishing to be paid by the CEO/Council as they will not 

be paid with the proceeds of crime. 

 
[iii] These contractors must stop until agreement between the People/Living and the 
CEO/Council, has been reached. 
 

[iv] Providing the CEO/Council stop all work on development immediately and start communication with 
We the People/Living immediately, no further action will be necessary at this time. 

 
[v] Should the CEO/Council not comply with the wishes of the People/Living, then the CEO/Council and 
all secondees will have applied to them every action for which the Parliament of New Zealand statute 
Law allows. 

 
[vi] The Police have been served with this document and are currently being negotiated with to help We, 
the People/Living in accordance with the Police mandate and oath. 

 
[vii] We, the People/Living trust the CEO/Council for once will see sense and act in accordance with 
Parliament of New Zealand statute Law as it is written. This is what the People/Living want. 
 
MAXIM IN LAW 
 

Sovereignty resides in the people whose power is the source of law." 
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NEW ZEALAND LOCAL GOVERNMENT FUNDING 

AGENCY LIMITED(3677052) Registered 
 

To maintain this company log on here 

Last updated on 19 Jun 2023 

 

Company Summary 

 

Company number: 3677052 

NZBN:   9429030861961 

Incorporation Date: 01 Dec 2011 

Company Status: Registered 

Entity type:  NZ Limited Company 

 

Constitution filed: Yes  

AR filing month: June , last filed on 14 Jun 2022 

FRA Reporting Month: June 

 

Ultimate holdingcompanyNoCompany addresses: 

 

Registered Office City Chambers, Level 8, 142Featherston Street,  

Wellington Central, 

Wellington, 6011 , NewZealand  

 

Address for service City Chambers, Level 8, 142Featherston Street,  

Wellington Central,  

Wellington, 6011 , NewZealand  

 

View all addresses 

 

Directors Showing 2 of 6 directors 

 

Alan Mitchell ADCOCK  34 Reotahi Road, Whangarei Heads,0174 , New 

Zealand  

 

Philip Wade CORY-WRIGHT 15 Cameron Street, Saint Marys Bay, Auckland, 

1011 , New Zealand  

 

View more director details 

 

Company record link:https://app.companiesoffice.govt.nz/co/3677052 

 

 

 Directors (6) 
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Full legal name:  Alan Mitchell ADCOCK 

Residential Address: 34 Reotahi Road, Whangarei Heads, 0174 , New Zealand 

Appointment Date: 23 Nov 2021 

 

Consent:View Consent Form 

 

Full legal name:  Philip Wade CORY-WRIGHT 

Residential Address: 15 Cameron Street, Saint Marys Bay, Auckland, 1011 ,New 

Zealand 

Appointment Date: 01 Dec 2011 

 

Consent:View Consent Form 

 

Full legal name:  Anthony Francis QUIRK 

Residential Address: 271 Sunnyside Road, Coatesville, 0793 , New Zealand 

Appointment Date: 21 Nov 2017 

 

Consent:View Consent Form 

 

Full legal name:  Linda May ROBERTSON 

Residential Address: 243 Lower Shotover Road, Queenstown, 9371 , 

NewZealand 

Appointment Date: 24 Nov 2015 

 

Consent:View Consent Form 

 

Full legal name:  Helen Alison ROBINSON 

Residential Address: 1a Onepoto Road, Hauraki, Auckland, 0622 , NewZealand 

Appointment Date: 23 Nov 2022 

 

Consent:View Consent Form 

 

Full legal name:  Craig Hamilton STOBO 

Residential Address: 77 Shelly Beach Road, Saint Marys Bay, Auckland, 1011 

,New Zealand 

Appointment Date: 01 Dec 2011 

 

Consent:View Consent Form6/21/23, 3:47 PM View All Details  

 
  



of2 25/02/2023, 3:56 pm 
 

 
 
 
 

 
  



of2 25/02/2023, 3:56 pm 
 

 
  



of2 25/02/2023, 3:56 pm 
 

 
  



of2 25/02/2023, 3:56 pm 
 

 
  



of2 25/02/2023, 3:56 pm 
 

 
  



of2 25/02/2023, 3:56 pm 
 

 
  



of2 25/02/2023, 3:56 pm 
 

Our people 

•  

Mark Butcher 
Chief Executive 
Mark was appointed Chief Executive of the New Zealand Local Government 
Funding Agency effective 1 August 2014. 

His prior role was Treasurer at Auckland Council since establishment in November 
2010. Formerly he has held senior trading and sales roles across derivative, interest 
rate and debt products at the National Bank of New Zealand and Westpac 
Institutional Bank and in the wealth management sector as Chief Investment Officer 
at Perpetual Capital and General Manager of AllianceBernstein New Zealand. Mark 
is currently the Chair of New Plymouth PIF Guardians, Chair of Waikato Tainui 
Group Investment Committee and a member of the Nominations Committee for 
Guardians of New Zealand Superannuation.  

He holds a Bachelor of Commerce degree from Auckland University and is a CFA 
charter holder. 
 

•  

Neil Bain 
Chief Financial Officer 
Neil joined LGFA as Chief Financial Officer in March 2012. 

Neil was previously at The Treasury as the Head of Accounting and Transactional 
Services for the New Zealand Debt Management Office (NZDMO) where he was 
responsible for managing NZDMO’s financial accounting, forecasting and 
operational functions. Prior to NZDMO, Neil worked for the Reserve Bank of NZ in a 
variety of roles including financial markets risk policy, financial accounting and 
treasury operations management. 

Neil is currently the Independent Chair of the Risk and Audit Committee, Central 
Hawkes Bay District Council. 
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•  

Andrew Michl 
Senior Manager, Credit and Client Relations 
Andrew joined LGFA as Manager, Credit and Client Relations on 11 June 2012. 
Andrew was previously Senior Fixed Interest Manager at OnePath. His primary 
responsibility was analysing and investing in high quality corporate bonds and local 
authority stock for OnePath's New Zealand fixed interest portfolios. Prior to working 
at OnePath, Andrew was the Manager NZ Fixed Interest for ANZ Funds 
Management based in Melbourne. 

•  

Jane Phelan 
Operations Manager 
Jane joined LGFA as Operations Manager on 1 July 2014. Previously, Jane was 
Transactional Services Manager for the New Zealand Debt Management Office 
where she held the senior transactional and relationship management roles in 
NZDMO's financial markets operations.  Jane brings to LGFA significant financial 
markets operations experience, including detailed knowledge of securities tender 
and settlements functions. 

•  

Koshick Ranchhod 
Risk and Compliance Manager 
Koshick joined LGFA as Manager, Risk and Compliance in February 2016. Koshick 
was previously a Portfolio Risk Manager, responsible for managing the interest rate 
risk of the balance sheet at Westpac Institutional Bank. Prior to Westpac, Koshick 
has worked in a variety of roles as a Treasury consultant, Quantitative risk analyst 
for the NZDMO, Money market portfolio manager and as an Actuarial Analyst. 
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•  

Ariadne Clarke 
Transactional Services Officer 
Ariadne joined LGFA as Transactional Services Officer in April 2017. Previously, 
Ariadne worked for a real estate agency supporting agents with the administration 
and marketing of their business.  Prior to this, Ariadne worked at Inland Revenue in 
a variety roles, which included tax law analysis and tax audit. Ariadne brings to 
LGFA significant administrative and accounting experience. 
 
 

•  

Sumitha Kaluarachi 
Manager, Treasury and External Relationships 
Sumitha joined LGFA as Manager, Treasury and External Relationships on 13 
August 2018. Sumitha was previously Treasury Analyst at Auckland Council 
Treasury since establishment in 2010. His previous roles included working for 
Auckland Regional Council (ARC), Fonterra Corp Group, Grandy’s Corporate Office, 
which owned and operated 60+ restaurants in 8 states in the USA and for ABN 
AMRO (Sri Lanka). Sumitha has experience in Treasury, Financial analysis and 
Equity markets. He holds a Bachelor of Specialised Studies in Business Finance 
from Ohio University, Ohio, USA. 
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Nick Howell 
Head of Sustainability 
Nick joined LGFA as Head of Sustainability effective 26 April 2021. Nick has a Debt 
Capital Markets background starting out in London before moving to Sydney in 1998 
with ANZ. He joined Toronto Dominion’s DCM team in Sydney in 2001 before 
moving back to London with TD in 2005. In 2007 he rejoined ANZ in London and 
worked closely on the development of the Kauri market with his next move being 
taking him to Westpac in Auckland in 2008 as Head of Debt Securities & Hybrids. 
When leaving Westpac in 2013, Nick joined KangaNews for 15 months before 
setting up Nikau Research, which has largely focused on DCM related projects. 

He holds a Bachelor of Arts degree from Loughborough University. Nick is a fluent 
French speaker which he has put to good use as TLO for the French national rugby 
sevens team for the NZ leg of the World Rugby Sevens Series. 
 
 

•  

Maya Ranzinger 
Database and Credit Analyst 
Maya joined LGFA as a Risk and Credit Analysis intern in November 2020. Her 
focus lies in data analysis and optimisation. 

At the same time, Maya is working toward a double bachelor majoring in Finance 
and Mechanical Engineering at Auckland University of Technology on two 
scholarships, and is an Executive Member of the University’s Investment Club. 
Previously, Maya has had experience in Database analysis at Barfoot & Thompson, 
and in Project Management in Osaka, Japan. 
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Ministerial Exemptions Under the Anti-Money Laundering 
and Countering Financing of Terrorism Act 2009 

 
In accordance with section 157(6)(b) of the Anti-Money Laundering and 
Countering Financing of Terrorism Act 2009, the Associate Minister of Justice 
gave notice on 17 December 2019 that he has granted the following exemption 
from the Act: 
Ministerial exemption: The New Zealand local Government Funding Agency 
Limited 
 
As the Associate Minister of Justice, and pursuant to sections 157 and 159 ofthe 

Anti-Money Laundering and Countering Financing of Terrorism Act 2009 
("Act"), I: 

a. revoke the current exemption for the New Zealand local Govemment 
Funding Agency limited (LGFA) and 

b. exempt the LGFA from sections 10-71 of the Act inclusive. 

 
In this exemption, unless the context otherwise requires: 
 
" council-controlled organisation has the meaning given to it in the Local 

Government Act 2002; 

 
• Exemptions Regulations means the Anti-Money Laundering and Countering 

Financing of Terrorism (Exemptions) Regulations 2011; and 
 
" local authority has the meaning given to it in the Local Government Act 2002. 
 
This exemption is made subject to the following conditions: 

 
a. LGFA must remain a council-controlled organisation; 

 
b. If LGFA is lending to a council-controlled organisation, LGFA must only lend to a 

council-controlled organisation which is a company in which equity securities 
carrying 5i % or more of the voting rights at a meeting of the shareholders of 
the council-controlled organisation are held or controlled, directly or indirectly, 
by 1 or more local authorities; and 

 
c. LGFA must inform the Ministry of Justice of any changes that may affect the 

exemption and/or conditions imposed by this written instrument within 14 
days from when the change affecting the exemption occurs. 

 
The exemption has been made for the following reasons: 
 
a. LGFA is a council-controlled organisaticm, pursuant to the Local Government 

Act 2002; 
 
b. The Local Government Borrowing Act 2011 was enacted to facilitate the 

operation of LGFA and exempts LGFA from certain regulatory and tax 
criteria; 

c. LGFA was established as a vehicle to give local authorities the ability to 
collectively access the debt capital markets. LGFA's principal activities are 
to borrow funds in the debt capital markets and to on-lend those funds to 
local authorities and council-controlled organisations;  
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d. The function that LGFA pertorms is very similar to that of a corporate 
treasury company, particular1y given that the majority of LGFA's issued 
capital is owned by local authotities. However, LGFA is not able to rely on 
the exemption which ordinarily applies to corporate treasury companies 
(the exemption for relevant services provided to related entities in 
Regulation 16 of the Exemption Regulations) because it is widely held by 
the Crown and 30 local authorities; 

 
e. Lending to local authorities and council-controlled organisations 

(including by subscribing for securities issued by local authorities and 
coum::il-controlled organisations) is the only part of LGFA's business 
that is subject to the Act; 

f. Pursuant to section 18 of the Act, simplified customer due diligence 
may be undertaken in respect of customers that are local authorities. 
This reflects the lower risk for money laundering or financing of 
terrorism where a reporting entity has a business relationship with a 
local authority; 

 
g. Council-controlled organisations are not considered to carry a high 

money laundering or terrorism financing risk. Further, LGFA is only able 
to lend to those council-controlled organisations that are majority owned 
or controlled by 1 or more local authorities; 

 

h. LGFA has a low number of overall customers. At 31 August 2019, there 
are currently sixty-four  LGFA participating local authorities, of which 
forty--seven have council-commlled organisations; 

 
i. LGFA's compliance burden 1.'1/0!Jld be disproportionate, as LGFA's business 

is a ssessed to have a low risk of money laundering or terrorism 
financing; 

 
j. Granting an exemption to LGFA is not considered to impact on the 

integrity of the overall regime given the low risk of money laundering or 
terrorism financing; and 

 
k. As lGFA is unique in structure and purpose, the proposed exemption would 

not create an unfair advantage for LGFA. 
 
This exemption comes into force on 14 November 2019. This exemption will 

expire on 31 October 2024. 
 
Any person wishing to provide comment on this notice should contact the 

Terrorism and Law Enforcement Stewardship Team at the Ministry of Justice by 
emailing :  !!f!:f& !.Lq! ;&lR!§t.1£E:.gQY.t.1 :,;. 
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International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 

 

 
Adopted and opened for signature, ratification and accession by General Assembly resolution 2200A 
(XXI) of 16 December 1966, entry into force 23 March 1976, in accordance with Article 49 

 
Preamble 

 
The States Parties to the present Covenant, 

 
Considering that, in accordance with the principles proclaimed in the Charter of the United Nations, 
recognition of the inherent dignity and of the equal and inalienable rights of all members of the 
human family is the foundation of freedom, justice and peace in the world, 

 

Recognizing that these rights derive from the inherent dignity of the human person, 

 
Recognizing that, in accordance with the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the ideal of free 
human beings enjoying civil and political freedom and freedom from fear and want can only be 
achieved if conditions are created whereby everyone may enjoy his civil and political rights, as well as 
his economic, social and cultural rights, 

 

Considering the obligation of States under the Charter of the United Nations to promote universal 
respect for, and observance of, human rights and freedoms, 

 
Realizing that the individual, having duties to other individuals and to the community to which he 
belongs, is under a responsibility to strive for the promotion and observance of the rights recognized 
in the present Covenant, 

 
Agree upon the following articles: 

 
 

PARTI 
 

Article 1 

 
1. All peoples have the right of self-determination. By virtue of that right they freely determine 
their political status and freely pursue their economic, social and cultural development. 

 
2. All peoples may, for their own ends, freely dispose of their natural wealth and resources without 
prejudice to any obligations arising out of international economic co-operation, based upon the 
principle of mutual benefit, and international law. In no case may a people be deprived of its own 
means of subsistence. 

 
3. The States Parties to the present Covenant, including those having responsibility for the 
administration of Non-Self-Governing and Trust Territories, shall promote the realization of the right 
of self-determination, and shall respect that right, in conformity with the provisions of the Charter of 
the United Nations. 

 
 

PART II 
 
Article 2 

 
1. Each State Party to the present Covenant undertakes to respect and to ensure to all individuals 
within its territory and subject to its jurisdiction the rights recognized in the present Covenant, 
without distinction of any kind, such as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, 
national or social origin, property, birth or other status. 

 
2. Where not already provided for by existing legislative or other measures, each State Party to the 
present Covenant undertakes to take the necessary steps, in accordance with its constitutional 
processes and with the provisions of the present Covenant, to adopt such laws or other measures as 
may be necessary to give effect to the rights recognized in the present Covenant. 

 

 
 



 

3. Each State Party to the present Covenant undertakes: 
 

(a) To ensure that any person whose rights or freedoms as herein recognized are violated shall have 
an effective remedy, notwithstanding that the violation has been committed by persons acting in an 
official capacity; 
 
(b) To ensure that any person claiming such a remedy shall have his right thereto determined by 
competent judicial, administrative or legislative authorities, or by any other competent authority 
provided for by the legal system of the State, and to develop the possibilities of judicial remedy; 

 
(c) To ensure that the competent authorities shall enforce such remedies when granted. 

 
Article 3 

 
The States Parties to the present Covenant undertake to ensure the equal right of men and women 
to the enjoyment of all civil and political rights set forth in the present Covenant. 

 

Article 4 

 
1. In time of public emergency which threatens the life of the nation and the existence of which is 
officially proclaimed, the States Parties to the present Covenant may take measures derogating from 
their obligations under the present Covenant to the extent strictly required by the exigencies of the 
situation, provided that such measures are not inconsistent with their other obligations under 
international law and do not involve discrimination solely on the ground of race, colour, sex, 
language, religion or social origin. 

 
2. No derogation from articles 6, 7, 8 (paragraphs I and 2), 11, 15, 16 and 18 may be made under this 
provision. 

 
3. Any State Party to the present Covenant availing itself of the right of derogation shall immediately 
inform the other States Parties to the present Covenant, through the intermediary of the Secretary 
General of the United Nations, of the provisions from which it has derogated and of the reasons by 
which it was actuated. A further communication shall be made, through the same intermediary, on 
the date on which it terminates such derogation. 

 
Article 5 

 

1. Nothing in the present Covenant may be interpreted as implying for any State, group or person 
any right to engage in any activity or perform any act aimed at the destruction of any of the rights 
and freedoms recognized herein or at their limitation to a greater extent than is provided for in 
the present Covenant. 

 
2. There shall be no restriction upon or derogation from any of the fundamental human rights 
recognized or existing in any State Party to the present Covenant pursuant to law, conventions, 
regulations or custom on the pretext that the present Covenant does not recognize such rights or 
that it recognizes them to a lesser extent. 

 
 

PARTIII 

 
Article 6 

 
1. Every human being has the inherent right to life. This right shall be protected by law. No one shall 
be arbitrarily deprived of his life. 

 

2. In countries which have not abolished the death penalty, sentence of death may be imposed only 
for the most serious crimes in accordance with the law in force at the time of the commission of the 
crime and not contrary to the provisions of the present Covenant and to the Convention on the 
Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide. This penalty can only be carried out pursuant 
to a final judgement rendered by a competent court. 

  



 

3. When deprivation of life constitutes the crime of genocide, it is understood that nothing in this 
article shall authorize any State Party to the present Covenant to derogate in any way from any 
obligation assumed under the provisions of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the 
Crime of Genocide. 

 
4. Anyone sentenced to death shall have the right to seek pardon or commutation of the sentence. 
Amnesty, pardon or commutation of the sentence of death may be granted in all cases. 
 
 
5. Sentence of death shall not be imposed for crimes committed by persons below eighteen years of 
age and shall not be carried out on pregnant women. 

 
 

6. Nothing in this article shall be invoked to delay orto prevent the abolition of capital punishment 
by any State Party to the present Covenant. 

 
Article 7 

 
No one shall be subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment. In 
particular, no one shall be subjected without his free consent to medical or scientific 
experimentation. 

 

Article 8 

 
1. No one shall be held in slavery; slavery and the slave-trade in all their forms shall be prohibited. 

 

2. No one shall be held in servitude. 
 

{a) No one shall be required to perform forced or compulsory labour; 

 

 
{b) Paragraph 3 {a) shall not be held to preclude, in countries where imprisonment with hard labour 
may be imposed as a punishment for a crime, the performance of hard labour in pursuance of a 
sentence to such punishment by a competent court; 

 
 

{c) For the purpose of this paragraph the term "forced or compulsory labour" shall not include: 

 
(i) Any work or service, not referred to in subparagraph (b), normally required of a person who is 
under detention in consequence of a lawful order of a court, or of a person during conditional 
release from such detention; 

 
(ii) Any service of a military character and, in countries where conscientious objection is recognized, 
any national service required by law of conscientious objectors; 

 

(iii) Any service exacted in cases of emergency or calamity threatening the life or well-being of the 
community; 

 

(iv) Any work or service which forms part of normal civil obligations. 

 
Article 9 

 
1. Everyone has the right to liberty and security of person. No one shall be subjected to arbitrary 
arrest or detention. No one shall be deprived of his liberty except on such grounds and in accordance 
with such procedure as are established by law. 

  



 

 

2. Anyone who is arrested shall be informed, at the time of arrest, of the reasons for his arrest and 
shall be promptly informed of any charges against him. 
 
3. Anyone arrested or detained on a criminal charge shall be brought promptly before a judge or 
other officer authorized by law to exercise judicial power and shall be entitled to trial within a 
reasonable time or to release. It shall not be the general rule that persons awaiting trial shall be 
detained in custody, but release may be subject to guarantees to appear for trial, at any other stage 
of the judicial proceedings, and, should occasion arise, for execution of the judgement. 

 
 

4. Anyone who is deprived of his liberty by arrest or detention shall be entitled to take proceedings 
before a court, in order that that court may decide without delay on the lawfulness of his detention 
and order his release if the detention is not lawful. 

 
 

5. Anyone who has been the victim of unlawful arrest or detention shall have an enforceable right to 
compensation. 

 
Article 10 

 

1. All persons deprived of their liberty shall be treated with humanity and with respect for the 
inherent dignity ofthe human person. 

 

 
2. (a) Accused persons shall, save in exceptional circumstances, be segregated from convicted 

persons and shall be subject to separate treatment appropriate to their status as unconvicted 
persons; 
 
(b) Accused juvenile persons shall be separated from adults and brought as speedily as possible for 
adjudication. 
 
(d) The penitentiary system shall comprise treatment of prisoners the essential aim of which 
shall be their reformation and social rehabilitation. Juvenile offenders shall be segregated from 
adults and be accorded treatment appropriate to their age and legal status. 

 
Article 11 

 
No one shall be imprisoned merely on the ground of inability to fulfil a contractual obligation. Article 
12 

 

1. Everyone lawfully within the territory of a State shall, within that territory, have the right to liberty 
of movement and freedom to choose his residence. 

 
 

2. Everyone shall be free to leave any country, including his own. 

 
3. The above-mentioned rights shall not be subject to any restrictions except those which are 
provided by law, are necessary to protect national security, public order (ordre public), public health 
or morals or the rights and freedoms of others, and are consistent with the other rights recognized in 
the present Covenant. 
 
4. No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of the right to enter his own country. 

 
  



 

Article 13 

 
An alien lawfully in the territory of a State Party to the present Covenant may be expelled therefrom 
only in pursuance of a decision reached in accordance with law and shall, except where compelling 
reasons of national security otherwise require, be allowed to submit the reasons against his 
expulsion and to have his case reviewed by, and be represented for the purpose before, the 
competent authority or a person or persons especially designated by the competent authority. 

 
Article 14 

 
1. All persons shall be equal before the courts and tribunals. In the determination of any criminal 
charge against him, or of his rights and obligations in a suit at law, everyone shall be entitled to a fair 
and public hearing by a competent, independent and impartial tribunal established by law. The press 
and the public may be excluded from all or part of a trial for reasons of morals, public order (ordre 
public) or national security in a democratic society, or when the interest of the private lives of the 
parties so requires, or to the extent strictly necessary in the opinion of the court in special 
circumstances where publicity would prejudice the interests of justice; but any judgement rendered 
in a criminal case or in a suit at law shall be made public except where the interest of juvenile 
persons otherwise requires or the proceedings concern matrimonial disputes or the guardianship of 
children. 

 
 

2. Everyone charged with a criminal offence shall have the right to be presumed innocent until 
proved guilty according to law. 

 
 

3. In the determination of any criminal charge against him, everyone shall be entitled to the following 
minimum guarantees, in full equality: (a) To be informed promptly and in detail in a language which 
he understands of the nature and cause of the charge against him; 

 
 

(b) To have adequate time and facilities for the preparation of his defence and to communicate with 
counsel of his own choosing; 

 
.. (c) To be tried without undue delay; 

 
(d} To be tried in his presence, and to defend himself in person or through legal assistance of his own 
choosing; to be informed, if he does not have legal assistance, of this right; and to have legal 
assistance assigned to him, in any case where the interests of justice so require, and without 
payment by him in any such case if he does not have sufficient means to pay for it; 

 
 

(e) To examine, or have examined, the witnesses against him and to obtain the attendance and 
examination of witnesses on his behalf under the same conditions as witnesses against him; 

 
 

(f} To have the free assistance of an interpreter if he cannot understand or speak the language used 
in court; 

 

(g} Not to be compelled to testify against himself or to confess guilt. 

 

 
4. In the case of juvenile persons, the procedure shall be such as will take account of their age and 
the desirability of promoting their rehabilitation. 5. Everyone convicted of a crime shall have the right 
to his conviction and sentence being reviewed by a higher tribunal according to law. 

  



 

6. When a person has by a final decision been convicted of a criminal offence and when subsequently 
his conviction has been reversed or he has been pardoned on the ground that a new or newly 
discovered fact shows conclusively that there has been a miscarriage of justice, the person who has 
suffered punishment as a result of such conviction shall be compensated according to law, unless it is 
proved that the non-disclosure of the unknown fact in time is wholly or partly attributable to him. 

 
 

7. No one shall be liable to be tried or punished again for an offence for which he has already been 
finally convicted or acquitted in accordance with the law and penal procedure of each country. 

 
 

Article 15 

 
1. No one shall be held guilty of any criminal offence on account of any act or omission which did not 
constitute a criminal offence, under national or international law, at the time when it was 
committed. Nor shall a heavier penalty be imposed than the one that was applicable at the time 
when the criminal offence was committed. If, subsequent to the commission of the offence, 
provision is made by law for the imposition of the lighter penalty, the offender shall benefit thereby. 

 

 
2. Nothing in this article shall prejudice the trial and punishment of any person for any act or 
omission which, at the time when it was committed, was criminal according to the general principles 
of law recognized by the community of nations. 

 

Article 16 

 
Everyone shall have the right to recognition everywhere as a person before the law. 

 
Article 17 

 
1. No one shall be subjected to arbitrary or unlawful interference with his privacy, family, home or 
correspondence, nor to unlawful attacks on his honour and reputation. 

 
 

2. Everyone has the right to the protection of the law against such interference or attacks. 

 
Article 18 

 
1. Everyone shall have the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion. This right shall 
include freedom to have or to adopt a religion or belief of his choice, and freedom, either individually 
or in community with others and in public or private, to manifest his religion or belief in worship, 
observance, practice and teaching. 

 
 
 

2. No one shall be subject to coercion which would impair his freedom to have or to adopt a religion 
or belief of his choice. 

 
 

3. Freedom to manifest one's religion or beliefs may be subject only to such limitations as are 
prescribed by law and are necessary to protect public safety, order, health, or morals or the 
fundamental rights and freedoms of others. 
4. The States Parties to the present Covenant undertake to have respect for the liberty of parents 
and, when applicable, legal guardians to ensure the religious and moral education of their children in 
conformity with their own convictions. 

 

  



 

Article 19 

 
1. Everyone shall have the right to hold opinions without interference. 

 
2. Everyone shall have the right to freedom of expression; this right shall include freedom to seek, 
receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds, regardless of frontiers, either orally, in writing 
or in print, in the form of art, or through any other media of his choice. 

 
 

3. The exercise of the rights provided for in paragraph 2 of this article carries with it special duties 
and responsibilities. It may therefore be subject to certain restrictions, but these shall only be such as 
are provided by law and are necessary: 

 
 

(a) For respect of the rights or reputations of others; 

 
(b) For the protection of national security or of public order (ordre public), or of public health or 
morals. 

 
Article 20 

 
1. Any propaganda for war shall be prohibited by law. 

 
2. Any advocacy of national, racial or religious hatred that constitutes incitement to discrimination, 
hostility or violence shall be prohibited by law. 

 
Article 21 
 
The right of peaceful assembly shall be recognized. No restrictions may be placed on the exercise of 
this right other than those imposed in conformity with the law and which are necessary in a 
democratic society in the interests of national security or public safety, public order (ordre public), 
the protection of public health or morals or the protection of the rights and freedoms of others. 

 
 

Article 22 

 
1. Everyone shall have the right to freedom of association with others, including the right to form 
and join trade unions for the protection of his interests. 

 
 

2. No restrictions may be placed on the exercise of this right other than those which are prescribed 
by law and which are necessary in a democratic society in the interests of national security or public 
safety, public order (ordre public), the protection of public health or morals or the protection of the 
rights and freedoms of others. This article shall not prevent the imposition of lawful restrictions on 
members of the armed forces and of the police in their exercise of this right. 

 
 

3. Nothing in this article shall authorize States Parties to the International Labour Organisation 
Convention of 1948 concerning Freedom of Association and Protection of the Right to Organize to 
take legislative measures which would prejudice, or to apply the law in such a manner as to 
prejudice, the guarantees provided for in that Convention. 

 

  



 

Article 23 

 
1. The family is the natural and fundamental group unit of society and is entitled to protection by 
society and the State. 

 
2. The right of men and women of marriageable age to marry and to found a family shall be 
recognized. 

 

 
3. No marriage shall be entered into without the free and full consent of the intending spouses. 

 
4. States Parties to the present Covenant shall take appropriate steps to ensure equality of rights and 
responsibilities of spouses as to marriage, during marriage and at its dissolution. In the case of 
dissolution, provision shall be made for the necessary protection of any children. 

 
Article 24 

 
1. Every child shall have, without any discrimination as to race, colour, sex, language, religion, 
national or social origin, property or birth, the right to such measures of protection as are required 
by his status as a minor, on the part of his family, society and the State. 

 
2. Every child shall be registered immediately after birth and shall have a name. 

 
3. Every child has the right to acquire a nationality. 

 
Article 25 

 
Every citizen shall have the right and the opportunity, without any of the distinctions mentioned in 
article 2 and without unreasonable restrictions: 

 
 

(a) To take part in the conduct of public affairs, directly or through freely chosen representatives; 

 
(b) To vote and to be elected at genuine periodic elections which shall be by universal and equal 
suffrage and shall be held by secret ballot, guaranteeing the free expression of the will of the 
electors; 

 
 
 

(c) To have access, on general terms of equality, to public service in his country. 

 
Article 26 

 
All persons are equal before the law and are entitled without any discrimination to the equal 
protection of the law. In this respect, the law shall prohibit any discrimination and guarantee to all 

persons equal and effective protection against discrimination on any ground such as race, colour, 
sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other 
status. 

 

Article 27 

 
In those States in which ethnic, religious or linguistic minorities exist, persons belonging to such 
minorities shall not be denied the right, in community with the other members of their group, to 
enjoy their own culture, to profess and practise their own religion, or to use their own language. 

 
 
  



 

PART IV 

 
Article 28 

 
1. There shall be established a Human Rights Committee (hereafter referred to in the present 
Covenant as the Committee). It shall consist of eighteen members and shall carry out the functions 
hereinafter provided. 

 
 

2. The Committee shall be composed of nationals of the States Parties to the present Covenant who 
shall be persons of high moral character and recognized competence in the field of human rights, 
consideration being given to the usefulness of the participation of some persons having legal 
experience. 

 
3. The members of the Committee shall be elected and shall serve in their personal capacity. 

 
Article 29 

 
1. The members of the Committee shall be elected by secret ballot from a list of persons possessing 
the qualifications prescribed in article 28 and nominated for the purpose by the States Parties to the 
present Covenant. 
 

2. Each State Party to the present Covenant may nominate not more than two persons. These 
persons shall be nationals of the nominating State. 

 
 

3. A person shall be eligible for renomination. 

 
Article 30 

 
1. The initial election shall be held no later than six months after the date of the entry into force of 
the present Covenant. 

 

2. At least four months before the date of each election to the Committee, other than an election to 
fill a vacancy declared in accordance with article 34, the Secretary-General of the United Nations 
shall address a written invitation to the States Parties to the present Covenant to submit their 
nominations for membership of the Committee within three months. 

 
 

3. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall prepare a list in alphabetical order of all the 
persons thus nominated, with an indication of the States Parties which have nominated them, and 
shall submit it to the States Parties to the present Covenant no later than one month before the date 
of each election. 

 

 

4. Elections of the members of the Committee shall be held at a meeting of the States Parties to the 
present Covenant convened by the Secretary General of the United Nations at the Headquarters of 
the United Nations. At that meeting, for which two thirds of the States Parties to the present 
Covenant shall constitute a quorum, the persons elected to the Committee shall be those nominees 
who obtain the largest number of votes and an absolute majority of the votes of the representatives 
of States Parties present and voting. 

 
 

  



 

Article 31 

 
1. The Committee may not include more than one national of the same State. 

 

2. In the election of the Committee, consideration shall be given to equitable geographical 
distribution of membership and to the representation of the different forms of civilization and of the 
principal legal systems. 

 
 

Article 32 

 
1. The members of the Committee shall be elected for a term of four years. They shall be eligible for 
re-election if renominated. However, the terms of nine of the members elected at the first election 
shall expire at the end of two years; immediately after the first election,_ the names of these nine 
members shall be chosen by lot by the Chairman of the meeting referred to in article 30, paragraph 
4. 2. Elections at the expiry of office shall be held in accordance with the preceding articles of this 
part of the present Covenant. 

 

Article 33 

 
1. If, in the unanimous opinion of the other members, a member of the Committee has ceased to 
carry out his functions for any cause other than absence of a temporary character, the Chairman of 
the Committee shall notify the Secretary-General of the United Nations, who shall then declare the 
seat of that member to be vacant. 

 
2. In the event of the death or the resignation of a member of the Committee, the Chairman shall 
immediately notify the Secretary-General ofthe United Nations, who shall declare the seat vacant 
from the date of death or the date on which the resignation takes effect. 

 

Article 34 

 
1. When a vacancy is declared in accordance with article 33 and if the term of office of the member 
to be replaced does not expire within six months of the declaration of the vacancy, the Secretary 
General of the United Nations shall notify each ofthe States Parties to the present Covenant, which 
may within two months submit nominations in accordance with article 29 for the purpose of filling 
the vacancy. 

 
2. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall prepare a list in alphabetical order ofthe 
persons thus nominated and shall submit it to the States Parties to the present Covenant. The 

election to fill the vacancy shall then take place in accordance with the relevant provisions of this 
part of the present Covenant. 

 
3. A member of the Committee elected to fill a vacancy declared in accordance with article 33 shall 
hold office for the remainder of the term of the member who vacated the seat on the Committee 
under the provisions of that article. 

 
Article 35 

 
The members of the Committee shall, with the approval of the General Assembly of the United 
Nations, receive emoluments from United Nations resources on such terms and conditions as the 
General Assembly may decide, having regard to the importance of the Committee's responsibilities. 

 
Article 36 

 
The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall provide the necessary staff and facilities for the 
effective performance of the functions of the Committee under the present Covenant. 

  



 

Article 37 

 
1. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall convene the initial meeting of the Committee at 
the Headquarters ofthe United Nations. 

 
 

2. After its initial meeting, the Committee shall meet at such times as shall be provided in its rules of 
procedure. 

 
 

3. The Committee shall normally meet at the Headquarters of the United Nations or at the United 

Nations Office at Geneva. 

 

 
Article 38 
 
Every member of the Committee shall, before taking up his duties, make a solemn declaration in 
open committee that he will perform his functions impartially and conscientiously. 

 
Article 39 

 
1. The Committee shall elect its officers for a term of two years. They may be re-elected. 

 

 
2. The Committee shall establish its own rules of procedure, but these rules shall provide, inter alia, 
that: 

 
 

(a) Twelve members shall constitute a quorum; 

 
(b) Decisions of the Committee shall be made by a majority vote of the members present. 

 

 
Article 40 

 
1. The States Parties to the present Covenant undertake to submit reports on the measures they 
have adopted which give effect to the rights recognized herein and on the progress made in the 
enjoyment of those rights: (a) Within one year of the entry into force of the present Covenant for the 
States Parties concerned; 

 
 

(b) Thereafter whenever the Committee so requests. 

 

 
2. All reports shall be submitted to the Secretary-General of the United Nations, who shall transmit 
them to the Committee for consideration. Reports shall indicate the factors and difficulties, if any, 
affecting the implementation of the present Covenant. 

 
 

3. The Secretary-General ofthe United Nations may, after consultation with the Committee, transmit 
to the specialized agencies concerned copies of such parts of the report as may fall within their field 
of competence. 



 

4. The Committee shall study the reports submitted by the States Parties to the present Covenant. It 
shall transmit its reports, and such general comments as it may consider appropriate, to the States 
Parties. The Committee may also transmit to the Economic and Social Council these comments along 
with the copies of the reports it has received from States Parties to the present Covenant. 

 
 

5. The States Parties to the present Covenant may submit to the Committee observations on any 
comments that may be made in accordance with paragraph 4 of this article. 

 
 

Article 41 

 
1. A State Party to the present Covenant may at any time declare under this article that it recognizes 

the competence of the Committee to receive and consider communications to the effect that a State 

Party claims that another State Party is not fulfilling its obligations under the present Covenant. 

Communications under this article may be received and considered only if submitted by a State Party 

which has made a declaration recognizing in regard to itself the competence of the Committee. No 

communication shall be received by the Committee if it concerns a State Party which has not made 

such a declaration. Communications received under this article shall be dealt with in accordance with 

the following procedure: 

 
(a) If a State Party to the present Covenant considers that another State Party is not giving effect to 

the provisions of the present Covenant, it may, by written communication, bring the matter to the 

attention of that State Party. Within three months after the receipt of the communication the 

receiving State shall afford the State which sent the communication an explanation, or any other 

statement in writing clarifying the matter which should include, to the extent possible and pertinent, 

reference to domestic procedures and remedies taken, pending, or available in the matter; 

 
 

(b) If the matter is not adjusted to the satisfaction of both States Parties concerned within six months 

after the receipt by the receiving State of the initial communication, either State shall have the right 

to refer the matter to the Committee, by notice given to the Committee and to the other State; 

 
 

(c) The Committee shall deal with a matter referred to it only after it has ascertained that all available 

domestic remedies have been invoked and exhausted in the matter, in conformity with the generally 

recognized principles of international law. This shall not be the rule where the application of the 

remedies is unreasonably prolonged; 

 
 

{e} Subject to the provisions of subparagraph {c}, the Committee shall make available its good offices 

to the States Parties concerned with a view to a friendly solution of the matter on the basis of 

respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms as recognized in the present Covenant; 

 
 

{f} In any matter referred to it, the Committee may call upon the States Parties concerned, referred 

to in subparagraph {b), to supply any relevant information; 

 
{g} The States Parties concerned, referred to in subparagraph {b), shall have the right to be 

represented when the matter is being considered in the Committee and to make submissions orally 

and/or in writing; 

 

 
 
 



 

(h) The Committee shall, within twelve months after the date of receipt of notice under 

subparagraph {b), submit a report: 

 
 
 

{i) If a solution within the terms of subparagraph {e) is reached, the Committee shall confine its 

report to a brief statement of the facts and of the solution reached; 

 
{ii) If a solution within the terms of subparagraph {e) is not reached, the Committee shall confine its 

report to a brief statement of the facts; the written submissions and record of the oral submissions 

made by the States Parties concerned shall be attached to the report. In every matter, the report 

shall be communicated to the States Parties concerned. 

 
 

2. The provisions of this article shall come into force when ten States Parties to the present Covenant 

have made declarations under paragraph I of this article. Such declarations shall be deposited by the 

States Parties with the Secretary-General of the United Nations, who shall transmit copies thereof to 

the other States Parties. A declaration may be withdrawn at any time by notification to the Secretary 

General. Such a withdrawal shall not prejudice the consideration of any matter which is the subject 

of a communication already transmitted under this article; no further communication by any State 

Party shall be received after the notification of withdrawal of the declaration has been received by 

the Secretary-General, unless the State Party concerned has made a new declaration. 

1.  

 
{a) If a matter referred to the Committee in accordance with article 41 is not resolved to the 

satisfaction of the States Parties concerned, the Committee may, with the prior consent of the States 

Parties concerned, appoint an ad hoc Conciliation Commission {hereinafter referred to as the 

Commission). The good offices of the Commission shall be made available to the States Parties 

concerned with a view to an amicable solution of the matter on the basis of respect for the present 

Covenant; 

 
 

(b) The Commission shall consist of five persons acceptable to the States Parties concerned. If the 

States Parties concerned fail to reach agreement within three months on all or part of the 

composition of the Commission, the members of the Commission concerning whom no agreement 

has been reached shall be elected by secret ballot by a two-thirds majority vote of the Committee 

from among its members. 

 
 

2. The members of the Commission shall serve in their personal capacity. They shall not be nationals 

of the States Parties concerned, or of a State not Party to the present Covenant, or of a State Party 

which has not made a declaration under article 41. 

 
 

3. The Commission shall elect its own Chairman and adopt its own rules of procedure. 

 
  



 

 
4. The meetings of the Commission shall normally be held at the Headquarters of the United Nations 

or at the United Nations Office at Geneva. However, they may be held at such other convenient 

places as the Commission may determine in consultation with the Secretary-General of the United 

Nations and the States Parties concerned. 

 
 

5. The secretariat provided in accordance with article 36 shall also service the commissions 

appointed under this article. 

 

 
6. The information received and collated by the Committee shall be made available to the 

Commission and the Commission may call upon the States Parties concerned to supply any other 

relevant information. 

 

7. When the Commission has fully considered the matter, but in any event not later than twelve 

months after having been seized of the matter, it shall submit to the Chairman of the Committee a 

report for communication to the States Parties concerned: 

 

(a) If the Commission is unable to complete its consideration of the matter within twelve months, it 

shall confine its report to a brief statement of the status of its consideration of the matter; 

 

(b) If an amicable solution to the matter on tie basis of respect for human rights as recognized in the 

present Covenant is reached, the Commission shall confine its report to a brief statement of the facts 

and of the solution reached; 

 
(c) If a solution within the terms of subparagraph (b) is not reached, the Commission's report shall 

embody its findings on all questions of fact relevant to the issues between the States Parties 

concerned, and its views on the possibilities of an amicable solution of the matter. This report shall 

also contain the written submissions and a record of the oral submissions made by the States Parties 

concerned; 

 

(d) Lf the Commission's report is submitted under subparagraph (c), the States Parties 

concerned shall, within three months of the receipt of the report, notify the Chairman of the 

Committee whether or not they accept the contents of the report of the Commission. 

 
 

8. The provisions of this article are without prejudice to the responsibilities of the Committee under 

article 41. 

 
9. The States Parties concerned shall share equally all the expenses of the members of the 

Commission in accordance with estimates to be provided by the Secretary-General of the United 

Nations. 

  



 

 
10. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall be empowered to pay the expenses of the 

members of the Commission, if necessary, before reimbursement by the States Parties concerned, in 

accordance with paragraph 9 of this article. 

 
Article 43 

The members of the Committee, and of the ad hoc conciliation commissions which may be appointed 

under article 42, shall be entitled to the facilities, privileges and immunities of experts on mission for 

the United Nations as laid down in the relevant sections of the Convention on the Privileges and 

Immunities of the United Nations. 

 
 

Article 44 

 
The provisions for the implementation of the present Covenant shall apply without prejudice to the 

procedures prescribed in the field of human rights by or under the constituent instruments and the 

conventions of the United Nations and of the specialized agencies and shall not prevent the States 

Parties to the present Covenant from having recourse to other procedures for settling a dispute in 

accordance with general or special international agreements in force between them. 

 

Article 45 

 
The Committee shall submit to the General Assembly of the United Nations, through the Economic 

and Social Council, an annual report on its activities. 

 
 

PARTV 

 
Article 46 

 
Nothing in the present Covenant shall be interpreted as impairing the provisions of the Charter of the 

United Nations and of the constitutions of the specialized agencies which define the respective 

responsibilities of the various organs of the United Nations and of the specialized agencies in regard 

to the matters dealt with in the present Covenant. 

 
Article 47 

 
Nothing in the present Covenant shall be interpreted as impairing the inherent right of all peoples to 

enjoy and utilize fully and freely their natural wealth and resources. 

 

PART VI 

 
Article 48 

 
1. The present Covenant is open for signature by any State Member of the United Nations or 

member of any of its specialized agencies, by any State Party to the Statute of the International Court 

of Justice, and.by any other State which has been invited by the General Assembly of the United 

Nations to become a Party to the present Covenant. 

  



 

 
2. The present Covenant is subject to ratification. Instruments of ratification shall be deposited with 

the Secretary-General of the United Nations. 

 

3. The present Covenant shall be open to accession by any State referred to in paragraph 1 of this 

article. 

 
 

4. Accession shall be effected by the deposit of an instrument of accession with the Secretary 

General of the United Nations. 

 
 

5. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall inform all States which have signed this 

Covenant or acceded to it of the deposit of each instrument of ratification or accession. 

 
 

Article 49 

 
1. The present Covenant shall enter into force three months after the date of the deposit with the 

Secretary-General of the United Nations ofthe thirty-fifth instrument of ratification or instrument of 

accession. 

 
2. For each State ratifying the present Covenant or acceding to it after the deposit of the thirty-fifth 

instrument of ratification or instrument of accession, the present Covenant shall enter into force 

three months after the date of the deposit of its own instrument of ratification or instrument of 

accession. 

 

Article 50 

 
The provisions of the present Covenant shall extend to all parts of federal States without any 

limitations or exceptions. 

 
 

Article 51 

 
1. Any State Party to the present Covenant may propose an amendment and file it with the 

Secretary-General of the United Nations. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall 

thereupon communicate any proposed amendments to the States Parties to the present Covenant 

with a request that they notify him whether they favour a conference of States Parties for the 

purpose of considering and voting upon the proposals. In the event that at least one third of the 

States Parties favours such a conference, the Secretary-General shall convene the conference under 

the auspices of the United Nations. Any amendment adopted by a majority of the States Parties 

present and voting at the conference shall be submitted to the General Assembly of the United 

Nations for approval. 

  



 

2. Amendments shall come into force when they have been approved by the General Assembly of the 

United Nations and accepted by a two-thirds majority of the States Parties to the present Covenant 

in accordance with their respective constitutional processes. 3. When amendments come into force, 

they shall be binding on those States Parties which have accepted them, other States Parties still 

being bound by the provisions of the present Covenant and any earlier amendment which they have 

accepted. 

 
 

Article 52 

 
1. Irrespective of the notifications made under article 48, paragraph 5, the Secretary-General of the 

United Nations shall inform all States referred to in paragraph I of the same article of the following 

particulars: 

 
(a) Signatures, ratifications and accessions under article 48; 

 
 

(b) The date of the entry into force of the present Covenant under article 49 and the date of the 

entry into force of any amendments under article 51. 

 

Article 53 

 
1. The present Covenant, of which the Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish texts are 

equally authentic, shall be deposited in the archives of the United Nations. 

 

 
2. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall transmit certified copies of the 

present Covenant to all States referred to in article 48. 

 


