COMPLETE ALL SECTIONS IN RED WITH YOUR DETAILS AND THE DETAILS OF THE ALLEDGED OFFENCE. THEN CONVERT THE COLOUR TO BLACK. AND THEN DELETE THIS TOP PART YOU ARE READING NOW.

Dear <whoever responded>,

Penalty Charge Notice Number: 0000000000
Date of Notice: 00/00/0000
Date of Alleged Contravention: 00/00/0000
Time of Alleged Contravention: 00:00 to 00:00
Place of Alleged Contravention: NAME OF STREET OR PLACE
Alleged Authorised Officer: AA00
I write in response to your letter of <their letter date> which may possibly be a response to mine of <your previous letter date>.

I say ‘may possibly be’, because you have either:

(a) Obviously not read my letter of <your previous letter date>, or

(b) Obviously did not understand what was written.

So I’ll break it down into the smallest of pieces, and I will be as clear and concise as I can. Referring to my letter of the <your previous letter date>, an Affidavit was enclosed for you to sign. In case you didn’t understand it and have disposed of it, I enclose a further copy herewith. The situation is that:

(i) You either sign the Affidavit of Truth in your name, thereby proving to me that you firmly believe your demand is lawful in all respects, or

(ii) You either ignore or refuse to sign it.

Now which is it going to be … (i) or (ii)? Please be so kind as not to insult my intelligence, any further, in the manner of your letter of the <their letter date>. You mention Websites, and the only link I sent was one to the Crown Prosecution Service. What are you saying about them? That I shouldn’t take any notice?

Just answer the question, please: Are you going to sign & return the enclosed Affidavit? Can you show some obligation in LAW (as opposed to Legal), for me to take the slightest bit of notice of your demand? In short, would your demand hold up in front of a Jury, where your Testimony would be sworn under Oath? The Affidavit is the same thing. Simply you putting your Testimony on paper.
I will assume your answer is “No”, unless you return the Affidavit to me, duly signed, by immediate return of post. Failure to sign and return it would mean that you are not prepared to personally vouch for the lawfulness of your demand. The consequence of that being that I am lawfully entitled to consider your demand to be an attempted fraud, including unlawful intimidation and harassment. 

In your letter you explained – WHAT YOU CONSIDERED TO BE – my ‘options’ (specifically related to how you unilaterally decided I could pay your demand). However, I think you may be beginning to realise that I have more options than those you specified? Specifically, the option of demanding that you state, categorically (and without prevarication) that your demand is LAWFUL - and not simply a sophisticated attempt at entrapment. 

That’s all you have to do. But you need to put up or shut up. You talk the talk … but can you walk the walk?

Yours sincerely, without ill-will, vexation, or frivolity

<Your Given Name goes here>:
<Given Name>: of the <Family Name> family, as commonly called. 
(Without any admission of any liability whatsoever, and with all Indefeasible Natural Rights, reserved)

Statement of Truth
By ____________________________________________________


1.      THAT I am competent to state the matters herein, and do take Oath and swear as follows;

2.      THAT the matters stated herein are true, certain, and correct;

3.      THAT I can quote the Law-of-the-Land (the Common Law) that obliges the Peaceful Inhabitant commonly called <Given Name>: of the <Family Name> family, to be a subject to any demands I may choose to issue at any time without lawful recourse or remedy on the part of said Inhabitant; 

4.      THAT I can prove the violation (specifically “failure to respond to my demand”) is, indeed, a violation of the Common Law, and is indeed, a criminal act;

5.      THAT I fully and completely understand – before any charge can be brought – it must be firstly proved that the charge is valid in Law (otherwise I, myself, would be committing – or encouraging others to commit - a CRIMINAL TRESPASS on the Innate and Indefeasible Sovereignty of said Peaceful Inhabitant);

6.      THAT I understand for a crime to have been committed it must be capable of being named in Law (‘theft’, ‘fraud’, ‘murder’, etc), and there must be an Injured Party (corpus delecti) which must comprise a Human Being (e.g. homicide) or Group of Human Beings (e.g. War Crimes, genocide). I state herein that I can name the crime, and can (as may be necessary, in Court) guarantee the corpus delecti will attend said Court, and can, as first-hand evidence, demonstrate the injuries sustained;

7.      THAT I understand ALL criminal acts (as opposed to mere Statutory violations) are the subject to the Common Law, and must (therefore) be proved in a Common Law Court. I understand that a Common Law Court comprises a Jury of 12 impartial people, and that evidence to convict must be sworn under penalty of perjury, based on first-hand knowledge, and evidence of guilt must be proved to criminal standards – namely “beyond reasonable doubt”;


Signed: ____________________________________________
(Signed under penalty of perjury and full commercial liability)
Dated: _____________________________________________

