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Legal Evidence – The One Click Story
[Please note that the MERGE charity has recently been renamed and is now currently trading under the title of ME Research UK.  This is the title that will be used throughout this document].
Jane Bryant, Angela Kennedy and their children have recently been victims of a sustained harassment campaign carried out by selected of the ME/CFS UK charities using undue influence and the police to do it with Jane Colby (TYMES Trust charity Director) and the Countess of Mar (Patron of TYMES Trust, ME Research UK and the 25% ME Group charities) as team leaders, together with their cohorts.

This has been done because of the evidenced information that One Click has published and placed in the public domain that has discomfited these charities and the psychiatric lobby, with particular regard to our reporting on the RCPCH Guidelines  that will severely and adversely affect how all ME/CFS children are treated by their doctors and the education authorities for many years to come and that were produced with the active and obscenely damaging collusion of the charities named above and others. See The One Click Story for full details. Colby and Mar were assisted in their endeavours by individuals whose identities will be revealed as this saga progresses.

In her recent ‘damage limitation’ statement, Jane Colby of the TYMES Trust charity maintained that: “Angela Kennedy was not the subject of any complaint by Jane Colby.” Angela Kennedy was indeed the subject of brutal and wrongful police activity as the evidence shows. What Jane Colby and the Countess of Mar prompted the police to do to Jane Bryant, Angela Kennedy and their children was so horrendous that it is now the subject of an Independent Police Complaints Commission (IPCC) formal inquiry.

What has been done to these two small families will be directly passed on to the Patrons of the TYMES Trust and ME Research UK charities such as actress Barbara Windsor, Shirley Conran, Lady Elizabeth Anson, Lord Clement-Jones and Roger Jefcoate, CBE, et al and the public at large. If you lend your name to a charity, it is in your best interests to know what they do in your name. Patron the Countess of Mar already knows what they do, of course.

As Martin J. Walker, author of the seminal book ‘Skewed’ has written in the foreword of The One Click Story: “With the case of Jane Bryant and Angela Kennedy, and the arrival of four heavily protected police officers on Bryant’s doorstep one morning in April 2005, the covert nature of this conspiracy changed. For the first time, the State showed its hand clearly in what had up until then been an argument within the ME community”

Below we publish documented information in regard to this scandal as follows:

1.
Fax from Saunders Solicitors LLP to the Southall Police - Angela Kennedy.
2.
Angela Kennedy Fax to Southall Police Borough Commander.
3.
Jane Bryant Fax to Southall Police Borough Commander.
4.  Saunders Solicitors LLP Email in relation to the Countess of Mar and the Palace Of Westminster Police.

5.  Crown Prosecution Service Fax.
6.  Angela Kennedy - Independent Police Complaints Commission (IPCC).
7.  Jane Bryant - Independent Police Complaints Commission (IPCC).

As the inquiry in regard to this obscene scandal orchestrated by Jane Colby and the Countess of Mar and their cohorts develops, One Click will publish more and more evidence and place in the public domain on a regular basis.

Read The One Click Story to gain a full understanding in relation to the Underbelly of ME/CFS Politics UK.

The One Click Group

FAX FROM SAUNDERS SOLICITORS LLP TO THE SOUTHALL POLICE - ANGELA KENNEDY

SAUNDERS SOLICITORS LLP

10 Maltravers Street

London

WC2R 3EE

TEL + 44 (0) 207 632 4300

FAX + 44 (0) 207 836 9359

24HR 07699 705 988

TDC McDonald

CID Southall police station

BY FAX ONLY 0208 246 1090

Our ref : jmb/

Your ref :

4 May 2005

Dear Mr McDonald

Angela Kennedy

I write in relation to the above named client who awaits an arranged interview date in respect of an allegation of harassment.

Despite numerous calls to your office, nobody has returned my calls. As you are aware, Angela Kennedy and Jane Bryant are mothers of very ill children which makes it extremely difficult for them to make plans for child-care at short notice. The position relating to Tuesday 3 May was I thought made clear when I attended Southall police station on 27 April in that Angela Kennedy would be interviewed on 3 May and the case could be referred to the Crown Prosecution Service the same day and therefore should there be a decision to take no further action in this case, Mrs Bryant’s computer could be returned to her, as I remember you saying yourself, Wednesday 4 May. I was unable to contact you or your colleague DS Bunkall on Thursday or Friday to confirm the station and time.
Both ladies have these proceedings hanging over their heads and the delay causes considerable strain on their children’s health. As I am sure you will understand, the illness is greatly exacerbated by stress, which this is causing. In addition to this, Mrs Bryant is reliant upon her computer to make a living for her and her child. As she made extremely clear at the police station on 27 April, without documents on the computer, she is unable to work. It was said then that it might be possible for her to attend the police station and obtain a copy of the documents she requires. Nobody has contacted her and she still cannot work. I do not mean to ‘tell you what to do’ but I must impress on you how much the delay is affecting both ladies and their children.

Please contact me upon receipt of this letter with a date, time and police station for the interview of Angela Kennedy in order that this matter can come to a swift conclusion.

Yours sincerely

Julia Bainbridge

FOR SAUNDERS SOLICITORS LLP

TEL + 44 (0) 207 632 4300

FAX + 44 (0) 207 836 9359

24HR 07699 705 988

10 Maltravers Street

London

WC2R 3EE

WEB www.saunders.co.uk
DX 37995 Kingsway

Limited Liability Partnership No OC310649 registered in London - A list of members may be inspected at this office - Regulated by the Law Society

ANGELA KENNEDY FAX TO SOUTHALL POLICE BOROUGH COMMANDER

Borough Commander’s fax

Fax number 02082469460

Telephone number 0208 246 9403

Martin Bridger 0208 246 9472

10 May 2005

FOR THE URGENT ATTENTION OF:

Martin Bridger,

Borough Commander

London Borough of Ealing

Dear Sir,

I am writing to you to request your URGENT intervention on my behalf.

I am the mother and carer of a seriously affected and profoundly disabled child. I am also a sociology lecturer. Together with my colleague, Jane Bryant, another mother of an ME/CFS child sufferer, I run a web-based political pressure group, the One Click Group, advocating for ME/CFS sufferers’ rights.

As part of our political campaigns, we have had cause to make political criticisms of the conduct of charities and their representatives on our website. Subsequent to this we have both now been accused of ‘harassment’ by one of the charity representatives we have criticised, and on Tuesday, 26th April 2005, Jane Bryant was subject to a forced police visit, and I am also to be arrested. We have also been informed that Westminster Police may be arresting and interviewing us also.

I was informed on Thursday 5 May, 2005, that I am now required to attend at SOUTHALL police station, which is TWENTY THREE miles from my home, on Friday 13th May, 2005. I am unable to attend Southall, and my solicitor has been trying to appraise DS Bunkall of this, by fax and phone, since 4th May, without success.

My teenage daughter is seriously ill and profoundly disabled by her illness, and I am her ONLY carer. She needs specialised care (with a complex medication regime) which at present only I can deliver. She is frequently in uncontrollable pain, and can do very little for herself, because of muscle weakness, and because any physical exertion will bring on physical collapse due to severe drops in blood pressure. THESE ARE CARDINAL FEATURES OF HER NEUROLOGICAL ILLNESS. If left without my care for more than a couple of hours she will be placed at serious risk. Because of the events of the last two weeks, she is already in severe relapse. If I am forced to attend Southall, because it is so far away from where I live, SHE WILL BE PLACED AT SERIOUS RISK.

I am not resisting arrest in any way. But I am UNABLE TO ATTEND SOUTHALL due to my need to care for my seriously ill and my profoundly disabled daughter. Furthermore, I suffer from asthma, which in the past couple of weeks has been exacerbated by hay fever, and indeed I have had two bad asthma attacks in the previous week alone. My own health is likely to be put in jeopardy if I am forced into attending Southall police station, as this will place me under extreme stress.

I understand that the complainant [Colby] in the case lives in Essex. Therefore I presume she would have made her complaint there. I understand that, if Jane Bryant lived in Scotland, there would be no requirement for her to attend an Essex Police station for charges of harassment which has currently been demonstrated to be nebulous at best. The complaint would be dealt with by the police locally. I am therefore extremely concerned that DS Bunkall has seen fit to issue a requirement that I attend a police station many miles from my home, ESPECIALLY as he IS fully aware of the specific and very difficult circumstances affecting me and my family. This situation is made even more serious by the fact that I will be required to attend a police station more than once, e.g. for bail, and may yet be arrested by Westminster police at some time in the future.

My solicitor has been trying to get in contact by fax and phone with DS Bunkall to appraise him of the situation, since Thursday, 5th April, without success until today. DS Bunkall has been made fully aware of my daughter’s condition and my need to care for her by my colleague Jane Bryant during her interview, and by my solicitor.

In light of these appalling circumstances, I am pleading with you to ensure that I am investigated, arrested, interviewed and bailed at my local police station, INSTEAD of at Southall or Westminster. As my arrest and the requirement to attend at Southall is imminent, I am making a plea for your urgent intervention to ensure that my own and, most importantly, my child’s health is not compromised.

As you will appreciate, the ‘crime’ I am being investigated for is extremely uncertain at this time. Both Jane Bryant and myself are law-abiding citizens with responsible professional lives, and most importantly we are two mothers caring for seriously ill children, both children who are currently very traumatized by the situation as it is. I am confident that the police will not want to be part of any actions that exacerbates this already appalling situation, and that steps will be taken promptly to ensure the above intervention is undertaken.

I have warned DS Bunkall/PC Clark by fax that if the behaviour of the police puts my daughter at further risk, I will immediately make a formal complaint against everyone personally involved, and will involve the media.

I will be very grateful for your urgent action. I have also written to the Borough Commander for Waltham Forest, George Clark, asking for his intervention.

Yours faithfully

Angela Kennedy

JANE BRYANT FAX TO SOUTHALL POLICE BOROUGH COMMANDER

Fax

To:
Mr. Martin Bridger, Borough Commander.


Fax No: 0208 246 9460

Date:
16 May 2005 No. of Pages: Two

Cc:
Saunders Solicitors LLP

Dear Commander Bridger

I am the Mother of a seriously ill child who suffers from the neurological brain disease Myalgic Encephalomyelitis, also known as Chronic Fatigue Syndrome.

I am also a Public Relations Consultant. Together with my colleague, Angela Kennedy, another mother of an ME/CFS child sufferer, I run a web-based political pressure group, the One Click Group, advocating for ME/CFS sufferers’ rights.

As part of our political campaigns, we have had cause to make political criticisms of the conduct of charities and their representatives on our website. Subsequent to this we have both now been accused of ‘harassment’, by one of the charity representatives we have criticised.

On Tuesday, 26th April 2005, FOUR of your police officers, two wearing bullet proof vests, insisted on gaining entry to my home at approximately 9.00 am in the morning. My son and I were both still in our night clothes. My son is seriously ill. Your four officers insisted on arresting me then and there and wanted to forcibly remove me immediately from my home and take me to Southall police station. All of this was done whilst my very ill son was at his home in his pyjamas, as was I. The officers subsequently realised that they could not remove me from my home in this fashion because of my need to care for my very sick son. The officers then seized my computer that I need to have in order to work and to be able to put bread on the table for my family.

On Wednesday 27th April, I attended Southall police station with my solicitor where I was arrested on “harassment” charges and formally interviewed. Even DS Bunkall stated at interview that using the harassment law in this way was treading a very fine line.

Meanwhile weeks have passed without my being allowed to either access my computer to make copies of my files or have my computer returned to me. This unconscionable waiting time has occurred because of the delay over arresting and interviewing my colleague Angela Kennedy (a situation I understand you are aware of), despite many calls and faxes from the solicitor who is acting for both of us to ask the police to expedite this matter and sort it out. Angela Kennedy has faxed DS Bunkall this weekend saying she is willing to be interviewed urgently at her local police station. Without access to my computer, I am prevented from earning a living. The event on Tuesday 26 April and all that has transpired since has caused my son to go into serious neurological relapse.

I am due to attend Southall police station on Tuesday 17th May at 4.00 pm for bail. I would respectfully please ask by this time for Angela Kennedy’s interview to have taken place and the decision made by the CPS as to whether to prosecute us or not in relation to these charges. At that time at 4.00 pm on Tuesday 17th May when I have to attend Southall police station, I would ask please for either my computer to be returned to me or for me to be given the facility to copy my files. Surely this matter has now gone on for long enough?

I am confident that the police will not want to be part of any actions that exacerbate this already appalling situation and that steps will be taken promptly to ensure the above intervention is undertaken. If the behaviour of the police puts my son at further risk and prevents me from earning my living, I will immediately make a formal complaint against everyone personally involved, and will involve the media.

As I am sure you are aware, any stress on a child who is suffering from a chronic illness such as cancer, or leukaemia or indeed the neurological disease ME/CFS defined as such by the World Health Organisation, is utterly contra indicated. What has been done to my child in this regard by the police, what has transpired and the continued refusal by the police to either allow me to have my computer back or copy my files so that I can earn a living to support us down these weeks is something that none of us will ever forget.

I would ask you please Mr. Bridger in all humanity to sort this situation out and I would be most grateful if you could intervene on our behalf with your officers DS Bunkall and PC Clark so that this Kafkaesque nightmare can be brought to a speedy conclusion.

Yours sincerely

Jane Bryant

SAUNDERS SOLICITORS LLP EMAIL IN RELATION TO THE COUNTESS OF MAR AND THE PALACE OF WESTMINSTER POLICE

From:  Julia Bainbridge - Saunders Solicitors LLP

Sent:  19 May 2005 16:32

To:  Jane Bryant

Subject:  The Palace of Westminster

Jane,

Excellent news about the police making the right decision, I hope it’s a weight off your mind.

As discussed, I confirm the outcome of the telephone conversation I had with PC Gary Baker at the Palace of Westminster on 13 May 2005.

I was given his details by PC Clarke of Southall police. PC Clark was under the impression that ‘Westminster police’ were investigating an allegation made by the Countess of Mar regarding ‘harassment’. I called PC Baker who told me that approximately three weeks previously, the Countess had spoken to officials of the Houses of Parliament and asked them to look into an allegation of harassment by Jane Bryant via the ‘one-click group’ towards the ‘ME Research UK’ charity. She is a patron of the charity and therefore felt that what had been said was directed at her.

PC Baker looked into the allegation and viewed the web site containing references to the Merge charity. He said that he had decided that at this stage, since no direct e-mails had been sent to the Countess and there had been no formal ‘harassment’ according to law, what had been put on the web site did not constitute an offence under criminal law. He said that he intended to inform the Countess of this decision and advise her that if she wished to take the matter any further, she should consider an action for defamation, which is a civil action rather than criminal. This would not involve the police and whether there had been defamatory quotes on the site would need to be construed by the civil courts.

PC Baker said that unless anything else came to light which constituted a criminal offence, he would not be pursuing the allegation.

I hope this helps.

May I wish you and Angela all the best in the future.

Regards,

Julia Bainbridge

SAUNDERS SOLICITORS LLP

This message is sent for and on behalf of Saunders Solicitors LLP, Canberra House, 10, Maltravers Street, London, WC2R 3EE.

Tel: 020 7632 4300 Fax: 020 7836 9359

Email: info@saunders.co.uk Web: www.saunders.co.uk
CROWN PROSECUTION SERVICE FAX

From Arwel Jones, Crown Prosecution Service, to Jane Bryant Isleworth Trial Unit 2nd Floor Kimberley Road Harrow HAl 1YH

By fax

Reference: Aj.km

7 July 2005

Dear Ms Bryant

Thank you for your letters dated 28 June 2005 and 30 June 2005. 1 apologise for the delay in replying, which has been occasioned by my absence on leave.

Before dealing with the specific points you raise in your correspondence, it maybe helpful if I set out the role of the Crown Prosecution Service when providing advice to the police regarding the potential institution of criminal proceedings. Since November 2004, the Metropolitan Police Service is required to obtain the authority of the Crown Prosecution Service before criminal proceedings can be commenced in the majority of cases. In order to carry out this new role, experienced Crown Prosecutors are working on a daily basis at police stations throughout London, and are being consulted by police officers seeking advice as to whether proceedings should be brought.

Each case referred to the Crown Prosecution Service is reviewed by a Crown Prosecutor to decide whether it meets the tests set out in the Code for Crown Prosecutors issued under Section 10 of the Prosecution of Offences Act 1985. The first is the evidential test. The Crown Prosecutor reviewing the case must be satisfied that there is enough evidence to provide a ‘realistic prospect of conviction’ against each defendant on each charge. A ‘realistic prospect of conviction’ is an objective test.

If the case passes the evidential test, the Crown Prosecutor must then decide whether a prosecution is required in the public interest. Crown Prosecutors must balance factors for and against prosecution carefully and fairly. Public interest factors that can affect the decision to prosecute usually depend on the seriousness of the offence or the circumstances of the offender. Some factors may increase the need to prosecute but others may suggest that another course of action may be better. However, it is only when the first test, the evidential test, is met that the Crown Prosecutor will go on to consider the public interest test.

The Crown Prosecution Service first became involved in the matter concerning yourself on 17 May 2005, following an investigation by the Ealing police as a result of a complaint they had received. An experienced Crown Prosecutor at Southall Police Station was consulted by the officer in charge of the case on that day. I note that your correspondence makes reference to Angela Kenne1ly, but the consultation on 17 May 2005 appears to have only related to yourself.

Having considered the facts and documents that were presented to him at Southall Police Station, the Crown Prosecutor formed the view that there was insufficient evidence to afford a realistic prospect of conviction against you. In short, the case did not meet the evidential test set out in the Code for Crown Prosecutors. The Crown Prosecutor provided the officer in the case with advice in writing to this effect, and he advised that no criminal proceedings be brought based on the evidence which had been gathered and presented to him.

I am unable to comment with regards to any communications that the Ealing Police had with you thereafter. I understand that Detective Chief Inspector Smith of the Southall CID has written to you separately concerning the matter.

As you rightly say, Jane Colby, the Executive Director of the Young ME Sufferers Trust, was dissatisfied with the decision that had been made. On 23 May 2005, her local member of parliament, Simon Bums, wrote to Ms Dru Sharpling, the Chief Crown Prosecutor for London. In his letter, Mr. Burns asked for an explanation on behalf of his constituent as to why you were not being prosecuted. Having received a detailed report on the matter, Ms. Sharpling replied to Mr. Bums on 17 June 2005, explaining that the case had not met the evidential test.

So far as the Crown Prosecution Service was concerned, this was simply an explanation as to how and why a decision had been reached and it did not constitute a re-opening of the case. To reiterate, I am afraid I cannot account for how the police came to explain matters to you during this period.

I trust that this explanation will be of some assistance to you in understanding the role of the Crown Prosecution Service, and the nature of this organisation’s involvement in this matter.

Yours sincerely

Arwel Jones

District Crown Prosecution

West London Prosecution Service

ANGELA KENNEDY - INDEPENDENT POLICE COMPLAINTS COMMISSION (IPCC)

Mr. Nick Hardwick

Chairman

Independent Police Complaints Commission

90 High Holborn

London WCIV 6BH

Dear Mr. Hardwick

With regard to the formal complaint submitted by my colleague Jane Bryant, of the One Click Group, with regard to her treatment at the hands of officers of the Southall police, West London, during the months of April, May and June 2005, I am writing in support of this complaint, and reiterate her comments.

I also wish to complain about the treatment I was subjected to during the same period. I live 23 miles away from Southall Police Station. I am the mother and only carer of a severely disabled young woman who needs my care throughout the day. I (indeed my solicitor) was initially informed I was to be arrested at my local police station for questioning, only to have this cancelled on the day due. Southall police then insisted that I was to attend Southall for arrest, despite being fully aware of the situation regarding my daughter. It was only through my own representation to the borough commander that an eventual tentative agreement was made to come to where I live to arrest me. I was actually never arrested in eventuality.

The behaviour of the police in changing time and locations of appointments for arrest so that suitable care arrangements for my daughter were rendered impossible, and the insistence that I attend a police station 23 miles away from the area where I was suspected of committing a ‘crime’ placed undue strain upon my family and my seriously ill daughter in particular, who has suffered severe relapse as a direct result of the behaviour of the police in my case.

The treatment meted out in this case, to both myself, but also in particular to my colleague Jane Bryant, and indeed to both our children and families, was unnecessary and inappropriate.

I too expect answers to be given to the following questions:

1.
Why were the criminal charges against Jane Bryant and myself dropped on the 17th May and then reinstated on the 9th June? What prompted the resurrection of this criminal investigation, why was it dropped, and precisely WHEN was it dropped for the second time as stated in DCI Smith’s telephone call to Jane Bryant dated 30th June 2005?

2.
What has happened to make Jane Bryant and myself no longer the subject of criminal investigation?

3.
Please answer the question that was originally raised in Jane Bryant’s letter dated 23rd May 2005 as to how the Countess of Mar, who lodged complaints against us with the Palace of Westminster Police, was involved in the Southall arrest? I concur with Jane Bryant that this question has remained unanswered now for over two months and that this delay is unreasonable and unacceptable.

4.
During Jane Bryant’s arrest on the 26th April 2005, DS Bunkall stated that there had been many complaints laid against us, including international complaints. Who are these people and what do these complaints consist of? Please list and provide the information required.

5.
How can the police justify attempting to use the Harassment Act against us as they have done for purposes in which it was not designed nor intended?

Please would you ensure that each and every one of the items raised as above are fully dealt with by the Southall Police without any further delay on their part.

I too ask for a full and formal apology for police actions against us in this case.

Yours faithfully

Angela Kennedy

Cc.
Jane Bryant


James Saunders, Saunders Solicitors LLP

JANE BRYANT - INDEPENDENT POLICE COMPLAINTS COMMISSION (IPCC)

11 July 2005

Mr. Nick Hardwick

Chairman

Independent Police Complaints Commission

90 High Holborn

London WCIV 6BH

Dear Mr. Hardwick

Further to my Formal Complaint sent to the IPCC dated 5 July 2005 in relation to my wrongful and illegal arrest and horrendous maltreatment carried out by the Southall Police during the months of April, May and June 2005, I have just received a letter from Mr. Arwel Jones, District Crown Prosecutor, West London Prosecution Service dated 7 July 2005, a copy of which is enclosed. As you will see, this letter from the CPS is entirely damning and highlights so clearly the malfeasance of the police throughout.

Mr. Arwel Jones of the Crown Prosecution Service confirms that the police did not consult the CPS prior to proceeding against us. The CPS has confirmed in writing that the police did NOT consult them AT ALL prior to forcing their way into my home on the 26th April 2005 and wrongfully and unlawfully arresting me under the Harassment Act. That the police had not considered by law whether the so called evidence and basis of the complaint made out the offence. That the police had not considered the law as it applies to the evidence that they must rely on. The police did not have reasonable grounds to suspect, they were not permitted to perform an arrest, exercise the power within PACE, search my premises or remove my computer. The police cannot go around barrelling through the front doors of the general public and threatening and intimidating people in the process just because they feel like it and to see if something will turn up that takes their fancy. How these officers behaved was a complete and utter disgrace to the force.

The letter from the CPS dated 7 July 2005 states that the CPS HAD NOT BEEN CONSULTED AT ALL over this complaint until the 17th May, the day that the police informed my solicitors that the charges against us had been dropped and that there was no case to answer. The 17th May 2005 is the first time that the CPS had been told of this case. My colleague Angela Kennedy and I had therefore been put through purgatory at the hands of the police for weeks on end on no legal grounds whatsoever. I had been arrested and put through questioning completely and utterly unlawfully. Moreover, when the police finally did get round to consulting the CPS over this case on the 17th May 2005, my colleague Angela Kennedy who had been put through hell at the hands of the police was not even mentioned to the CPS. This means that the police had put two Mothers and their sick children through the wringer utterly illegally for weeks.

It gets worse. The charges against us were dropped by the police on the instructions of the CPS on the17th May 2005, the first time that the CPS was consulted by the police in relation to this case. On the 9th June 2005, Detective Chief Inspector Geoff Smith, Head of Southall CID, then telephoned both myself and my solicitor Mr, James Saunders of Saunders & Co, separately and individually and informed us both that the case was being reviewed by the CPS and had been reopened. Smith upset me badly. Very badly indeed. As is on file, I wrote to Smith on the 9th June 2005 and the 20th June 2005 over this reviewing and reopening of the case issue, copies of these letters you already have on file. I also wrote to Mr. Arwel Jones of the CPS on the 28 June 2005, because it appeared that by the reopening of the case, the CPS decision that the case did not pass the evidential test was being influenced by a member of the public, the complainant Ms. Jane Colby and asked precisely WHY this decision to review and reopen the case had apparently been taken by the CPS. A copy of my letter to Mr. Arwel Smith of the CPS dated 28 June 2005 is enclosed.

This letter from the CPS dated 7 July 2005 enclosed states quite clearly that the case had NEVER been subject to review and had NOT been reopened at any time. WHY did Smith make those telephone calls to myself and my solicitor on the 9th June and state that the case was under review and had been reopened? WHY did this senior police officer lie in this way? What were his motives and those of his officers throughout? Was he being paid and if so by whom?

Why did Smith then telephone me AGAIN on the 30th June 2005 and whilst falsely maintaining that the CPS had dropped the charges against us for the second time since the case had never been up for review or reopened by the CPS in the first place, attempt to intimidate me and threaten me further? All of this is on file and I have a witness to this conversation, plus contemporaneous notes.

It is now quite clear that the Southall police have acted unlawfully and wrongfully THROUGHOUT this case. They have harassed, intimidated, threatened and abused two Mothers and their very ill ME/CFS children illegally.

Mr. Hardwick, subsequent to the receipt of the letter from the CPS, I shall now be contacting my solicitor once more with this new information and discussing the best way in which to proceed. I was unaware that we clearly live in a Banana Republic where police officers can harass, threaten, intimidate, abuse and unlawfully and wrongfully arrest a member of the general public on a personal whim. And moreover when instructed by the Crown Prosecution Service that there is no case to answer, proceed brazenly to lie and state that the case is under review and has been reopened, not just to myself, but to my solicitor also, when, as the CPS has written, this was blatantly not the case..

Needless to say, what has transpired is an outrage. The police have illegally put two Mothers through purgatory and have personally kicked their very ill children into serious relapse.

I am absolutely disgusted by the police and look forward to hearing from you in detail as to how the officers involved in this case are to be disciplined with immediate effect and an explanation of why they behaved as they did.

Yours sincerely

Jane Bryant

Cc.
James Saunders, Saunders Solicitors LLP

Read The One Click Story to gain a full understanding in relation to the Underbelly of ME/CFS Politics UK.
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