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COUNTY COURT OF VICTORIA  
          Registry   
         MELBOURNE  
         No:  
Defendant   Michael Thomas Holt   

  
  AND   

Prosecutor   Commonwealth Director of Public 
Prosecutions 

  
    

    
 NOTICE UNDER SECTION 78B Judiciary Act 1903 

To the Attorney General of each State and the Commonwealth.  
 
TAKE NOTICE that this Proceeding in the County Court of the State of Victoria 
raises issues of a Constitutional nature, affecting every State and Territory in respect 
of the root or radical title to be a subject of the Queen of the Constitution instead of a 
conscripted citizen of three or more States.  
 
The Nationally important issues are:  
 

1. The State of Victoria and many other States have purported to abolish the 
separation of church and State and since the Judicature acts have merged 
Church and State in an atheist Judge, with split loyalty to three different 
Crowns, in my case, instead of one which is the Commonwealth Crown under 
the Royal Great Seal of the Commonwealth forged and promulgated in 1901 at 
the formation of the Commonwealth.  
 

2. It is alleged by the Defendant that this is beyond the legislative competence of 
the State of Victoria, because the State of Victoria and any other State cannot 
diminish the Royal prerogative vested in the Crown by the Statute 1 Will & 
Mary C 6 (Coronation Oath) (1688).  
 

3. By S 56 and 58 Judiciary Act 1903 the Supreme Court in Queensland has 
jurisdiction equal to that exercised by the Federal Supreme Court to be called 
the High Court, and By S 64 Judiciary Act 1903 under S 78 Constitution each 
State is deemed a subject of the Queen of the Constitution, and if the Supreme 
Court in Queensland will apply s 42 and 43 Acts Interpretation Act 1954 (Q) 
the State of Victoria must pay the prescribed penalty as  a body corporate for 
offending S 43 Crimes Act 1914 (Cth) of $630,000 with a penalty of $126,000 
to each and every individual who wilfully fails to accept the Commonwealth 
of Australia Constitution Act 1900 and S 80 Constitution, require a trial, if any 
in Queensland where the alleged crime was said to have occurred.  



 
4. In 2002 the Commonwealth vested the final jurisdiction over the 

Commonwealth in the International Criminal Court  in the International 
Criminal Court Act 2002 and by the Statute of Rome, amended the Criminal 
Code Act 1995 affecting the application of the International Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights and by S 268:12 and 20 Criminal Code Act 1995 (CTH) 
amended the Australian Human Rights Commission Act 1986  but did not 
include the amendments, in that Act, an Act of Omission, that if done, would 
have nullified and made nugatory, S 9 Australia Act 1986 on pain of a 
pecuniary penalty, of $1,071,000 a day while the severe deprivation of 
physical liberty continues. Which S 9 purports to grant unlimited jurisdiction 
to State Legislatures, and nullify the Power and Majesty of the Sovereign, as 
Article 14 International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights makes all 
persons equal before the law, and restores to all persons the right to hold 
positive proof of status as subject of the Queen of the Constitution, by a 
Constitution, without risk that by a keystroke on a computer, their status  
could be terminated, whether authorised or not by a computer hacker or Act of 
Parliament, or State bribed Clerk, Judge, Politicians, or Public Servant. 
 

5. In 1996 The “Kable Principle” was established by a majority of Judges on the 
High Court, and upheld on two further occasions, confirming that when a 
court exercising federal jurisdiction with a plural number of judges, as 
required by S 79 Constitution, such court with judges, may overrule an edict 
from a State or Federal Legislature, and restore a previous right to any subject 
of the Queen of the Constitution who applies to such court.  
 

6. By S 11 Supreme Court of Queensland Act 1991 the underlying and intrinsic 
jurisdiction of a Supreme Court as it was in 1900, is preserved, and 
notwithstanding that the Supreme Court Act 1995 has been repealed, the Acts 
declared in it remain in force in the State of Queensland.  
 

7. Notwithstanding that the State of Queensland has declared the Imperial Acts 
Application Act 1984, omitting the Statute 1 Will & Mary C 6 (Coronation 
Oath) (1688), from those stated to apply in Queensland, an  Honourable 
Justice in this Court has sworn allegiance to the Sovereign, and cannot abjure 
his allegiance to Her and the Great Seal of Australia made in 1901 that puts all 
States under the Commonwealth Crown, not above it, notwithstanding gross 
dereliction of duty by the Reigning Sovereign who may not assent to a Change 
of Her status absent a referendum under S 128 Constitution.  
 

  
PARTICULARS OF THE DEFENDANT:    
  
Name: Michael Thomas Holt    
Applicant’s residential or business address: ADDRESS, Maroochydore, Queensland 
4556 
If the applicant has no solicitor:  
applicant’s address for service: ADDRESS, Maroochydore, Queensland 4556 

applicant’s telephone number or contact number: 0412 xxx xxx 
applicant’s e-mail address mtxxxxolt@xxxxxx.com  



  
  

  

Signed:   
  
Description:  Defendant   
  
Dated:  1st day of November 2021.  
  
  
  
 


