
Introduction;
This document is to be used once you have the office of Executor in place.
To be used/read out in Court.
I act in the capacity of The Office of the Executor for the “George Edmond Rouffal”, estate, et alia, the so-called “accused”. You may address me as ‘Elleh’. For the record, that is spelled and must at all times be lawfully recorded as: single quote mark, Capital E, lower case double L, lower case E, lower case H, close single quote, and at no time is to be prefixed with a title such as Mister,
The Office of the Executor attends pursuant to Bench Book Criminal Proceedings Manual Section 3.10 Non-Appearance of a Party
	“1. A person may appear in court–
(b) by a legal practitioner or other person empowered by law to appear for the party; (that is, not empowered by legislation)
For the record, The Office of the Executor has appealed the decision of the capital-lettered M A G I S T R A T E S space C O U R T space O F space C O V E N T R Y, trading name of the capital lettered entity D E P A R T M E N T space O F space J U S T I C E space C O M M U N I T Y space S A F E T Y, Registered Business Number 12345678, made in the lower case Magistrates Court (the venue) and here in the lower case County Court, the venue, as established by the County Court Act 1958, to settle the dispute of commerce and trade and the claim made against the trust account, the capital lettered R O U F A E L, comma, Capital G, lower case, e o r g e, the so-called accused in this matter,

To that position, the Office of the Executor has filed an Interlocutory with the lower case County Court outlining numerous issues that need to be ventilated before this matter can proceed,

Does the prosecution and the court have a copy of that Interlocutory and the accompanying affidavit?

Without going into the full content of the Interlocutory, at this stage, the first issue to be resolved before this claim can continue is: – Can the prosecution please confirm, without ambiguity and confusion;
1. Who is making the claim? i.e is it the capital lettered entity, T H E space O F F I C E space O F space P U B L I C space P R O S E C U T I O N S, a trading name of the capital-lettered entity D E P A R T M E N T space O F space J U S T I C E space C O M M U N I T Y space S A F E T Y, with the Companies House Incorporation number 12345678, or is it some other corporation or entity, and
2. who, or what, the capital lettered entity, T H E space O F F I C E space O F space P U B L I C space P R O S E C U T I O N S, or said other entity, is making claim against, as there are numerous names used in previous documents and hearings, those being:
a) the capital lettered G E O R G E space Capital lettered R O U F A E L space capital lettered Z A K H A R I A,
b) the capital lettered R O U F A E L, comma, Capital G, lower case, e o r g e,
c) Capital G, lower case, e o r g e, comma, the capital lettered R O U F A E L,
d) Capital G, lower case, e o r g e, comma, the capital lettered Z A K H A R I A,
e) the capital lettered R O U F A E L, the “at” symbol, the capital lettered Z A K H A R I A,
f) Capital G, lower case, e o r g e,
g) the capital lettered G E O R G E, comma, the capital lettered Z A K H A R I A,
h) the capital lettered G E O R G E comma, capital lettered R O U F A E L
3. Can the prosecution please categorically state, without ambiguity and confusion, which of these names is the correct name for the so-called accused, and whether the so-called accused is:
a) a trust account, which puts the matter in the jurisdiction of trust law, with the Office of the Executor thus the highest authority, or
b) a living man, which puts the matter under Equity and Common law, i.e, the lore of the land of Albion, or
c) a living man acting in the capacity of said trust account, i.e, a “natural person”, which puts the matter under Admiralty Law
The prosecution’s attention is directed to the Common Law Disclosure Obligations listed in the Bench Book Criminal Proceedings Manual at 7.2 Counsel for the Prosecution paragraph 15. And I quote:
“The common law also imposes disclosure obligations on the prosecutor. The prosecutor must inform the accused of all relevant evidence, including significant evidence concerning the credibility or reliability of prosecution witnesses 1681
The Office of the Executor considers the precise and unambiguous identification of the so-called “accused” is not just relevant evidence, but essential,
To assist the prosecution, the Office of the Executor also directs the prosecution’s attention to
1. Interpretation Act 1978 – Primary Definition
This is the main statute used when interpreting words in all UK legislation, including terms used in County Court rules and civil procedure,
· Section 5 and Schedule 1 define "person" as:
“Person” includes a body of persons corporate or unincorporate.
✅ That means:
· Natural persons = individual human beings
· Corporate persons = companies, LLPs, etc.
· Unincorporate bodies = partnerships, associations

Companies Act 2006 – Reinforces “company as person”
Under s.16(2) of the Companies Act 2006:
“On the registration of a company, it becomes a body corporate… capable of exercising all the functions of an incorporated company.”
Thus, a registered company is a legal person.
🔗 Companies Act 2006 – legislation.gov.u
This reduces the prosecutions options to:
a) a trust account, which would mean the prosecution are attempting to act as an Executor de son Tort, and attempting to defraud the court and extort assets from the trust account
or
c) a living man acting in the capacity of said trust account, i.e. a “natural person”
and cannot include b) a living man, unless of course that man is acting knowingly and willingly in the capacity of said trust account, which would be c) and require proof of the living man assuming and acting in that capacity
In addition, for the record:
1. As far as the Office of the Executor is aware;
	a) there has been no full brief served on the Office of the Executor, nor on the living wo/man ‘George Edmond’, and, pursuant to
Civil Procedure Rules (CPR) – Indirect Requirements
While the CPR doesn’t regulate how a solicitor briefs counsel, the rules on case management, bundles, and disclosure affect what must be included in any working brief. For example:
· CPR 32 & PD32 – Governs evidence and witness statements
· CPR 39 – Hearings, including use of bundles and skeleton arguments
· PD 52C – Appeals, including what the brief must contain
, the Office of the Executor for the so-called “accused” requires the prosecution to serve a ‘full brief’,
Quoting from the IDPC;
Initial details of the prosecution case (IDPC)
· Governed by Criminal Procedure Rules (CrimPR) Part 8
· Includes: summary of facts, witness list, interview transcript, and key evidence
· Must be provided before the first hearing (or as soon as practicable)
(🔗 CrimPR Part 8 – Initial Details of the Prosecution Case)
	For the Record: The Office of the Executor is not aware of, nor was invited to, any such summary conference in this matter, nor was the living wo/man ‘George Edmond’
Further,
The Office of the Executor of the accused (and/or the living wo/man ‘George Edmond’) requires that ‘full brief’ pursuant to IDPC, and that full brief to be in Oxford English and Oxford English only,
2. As far as the Office of the Executor is aware there has been no A preliminary hearing for the Office of the Executor of the so-called accused, nor for the living wo/man ‘George Edmond’, and due process requires that, following the serving of the full brief on each of the two parties, sufficient time be granted for the parties to read and understand the brief and to seek legal advice, and to be accorded the due process of a summary conference and, if necessary, a preliminary hearing.
3. Can the prosecution please confirm, without ambiguity and confusion, what crimes, as listed in
Homicide Act 1957, common law, and Coroners and Justice Act 2009
Sexual Offences Act 2003
Theft Act 1968
Fraud Act 2006
Offences Against the Person Act 1861 (OAPA)
Criminal Attempts Act 1981, Accessories and Abettors Act 1861
Public Order Act 1986 or the Perjury Act 1911, common law offences
 the accused is alleged to have committed
4. Can the prosecution please confirm, without ambiguity and confusion, that the accused is not accused of committing any crime
[If they talk of Quasi criminal offences – Say this “Can the prosecution state which sections of the Quasi-Criminal Offences Act they are referring to, or is the Quasi Criminal Offences Act a secret instrument only known to the prosecution and the Court? If no such act exists, then all the claims can only be Statutory Offences, otherwise the so-called accused has no just avenue of defence.]
5. Can the prosecution please confirm, without ambiguity and confusion, what crime from any of the list previously mentioned the accused is alleged to have committed
Jury Requirement for Serious Offences (Indictable)
In England & Wales, trials on indictment (i.e., serious criminal offences) must be tried:
· In the Crown Court
· By jury, unless the defendant waives it or exceptions apply
Governed by:
· Juries Act 1974
· Crown Court and Magistrates’ Court structures
· Article 6 of the European Convention on Human Rights (fair trial)
Further, and for the record;
Pursuant to Bench Book Criminal Proceedings Manual Section 3.9 Hearing Procedure, Authority to Prosecute paragraph 7.
“If an accused intends to challenge the authority of the informant, they must appear under protest and put the informant on notice.”
The Office of the Executor puts the informant on notice that it intends to challenge the informant’s claim of authority.
The Office of the Executor for the so-called accused requests;
1. The prosecution be ordered to serve a full brief on The Office of the Executor of the so-called accused, and on the living wo/man ‘George Edmond’ within 7 days of this hearing, that being 5pm on date known as 9 June 2025, and
2. The so-called Accused and the living wo/man ‘George Edmond’ each be granted at last 28 days to peruse this material and to seek legal advice if they so wish, and
3. This matter be adjourned to a summary conference some time between July 7 and July 11,  2025 and,
without the Office of the Executor agreeing to any member of the capital-lettered C O U N T Y space C O U R T space O F space C O V E N T R Y presuming it has been granted consent by the Office of the Executor to preside over this matter, which it currently has not,
4. Any other orders concerning the prosecution as this court seems appropriate
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