
 

 

EDM 1297 
Test Case  

 

with regards to 
being seriously 

oppressed 

 

Name of their 
Majesties’ subject 
(optional):  

General description of how they have been seriously 

oppressed: 

1. House set on fire to enrich solicitor, bank manager and 

builder. 

2. Solicitor delayed damages claim for 7 years, claim struck 

out for “Inordinate & Inexcusable delay“. 

3. Solicitors code of conduct states that 2 above is grounds for 

automatic compensation to the client. 

4. Law Society refuse to acknowledge solicitor’s negligence 

and advise action through another solicitor. Barrister declares 

writ issued out of time. 

5. First solicitor paid to remove 2
nd

 charge held by the bank. 

He failed to remove the charge. 

6. Continued legal action in person, discovered fraud and 

added it to pleadings. 

7. Solicitors appointed by the Law Society to defend against 

my action, did themselves place dishonest pleadings into 

court and made fraudulent claims therein. 

8. To stop my litigation against solicitor and bank, my 

bankruptcy was “arranged” even though there was no debt. 

9. Can find no record of the bankruptcy, IP refuses to send a 

written report. Court being obstructive, no complete 

file/record. (for 20 years files have to be kept)  

10. IP threatens possession order after 12 years thanks to the 

Enterprise Act. We borrow £85,000 to pay off the IP to 

safeguard our property. 

11. Under the terms of the Insolvency Act Section 304 are 

listed the duties and liabilities of the IP. No investigation was 

carried out, no report was filed, loss was caused to my estate, 

health problems etc. 

12. Under Section 282(1)(a) the bankruptcy order ought not to 

have been made because there was no debt. 

13. The court has consistently refused to acknowledge serious 

points of criminality by these solicitors and abuse  of law 

contrary to Supreme Court Rules. 

14. Statutory Demand was served on NatWest  bank for return 

of money stolen by the bank, and for consequential losses. 

15. Denton, Wilde Sapte for NatWest obtained an injunction 

to prevent me presenting a winding up petition against 

NatWest. 

16. My challenge to the injunction was dismissed by the judge 

even though DWS submitted a fraudulent and dishonest 

affidavit clearly changing the wording of the NatWest’s own 

internal memorandum and that of the invoice at 5 above. 

 



 

 

List of Key 
Documented Evidence 
supporting the above 
general description of 
serious oppression: 
 
 
 

 

 

1. Copy of 2
nd

 charge on our property. 

2. Copy of solicitors invoice 82-1232 re. 5 above. 

3. List of documents for 1 and 2 above. 

4. Copy of last page of accounts item 217 in 3. 

5. Affidavit dated 08/12/93 by solicitors at 1 and 2 above. 

6. Amended defence (part) para. 20A.3, falsely claiming money  

    owed. 

7. Copy last 2 pages of account ledger cards as amended for 6.   

    Compare with 4. 

8. Copy of bill of costs (part) from solicitors to Law society showing  

    sum claimed at 6. 

9. Copy of letter from Judge Victor Hall dated 27
th

 Oct 98    

     contradicting Supreme Court Rules. 

10. Copy letter dated 24
th

 Nov 98 in reply to 9. 

11. Copy of Memorandum issued to court staff in disregard of  

      Supreme Court Rules. 

12. Copy of 2
nd

 Affidavit by Simon David Hart dated 27
th

 of Apr 00.  

      Of special note, para.17 changing the wording of  2. Also of note    

      is para.18 which seeks to rewrite the bank’s own internal  

      memorandum item 13 below. 

13. Copy of the bank’s “Advances Application memorandum. Note  

      the discrepancies, (a) the memorandum is dated 30 MAY 1984 

at  

      the top. The bank signed the company registration document in  

      September 1982. The hand written note states “we were told in  

      June 83 that the Ltd. Co had only just been formed!” 

14. Copy of the bankruptcy order dated 19th Dec 96. No name of  

      judge and no name of solicitors. 

15. Copy of my affidavit to oppose the Statutory Demand dated 27
th

  

      Aug 96. Note para 2.2 referring to a court order dated 15
th
 May 

96  

       making payment of £2904.29p out of money standing in court. 

16 Copy of the court order at 15. 

 



 

 

Types of participant(s) 
in the banking system 
that have been 
identified as being 
involved – and a 
general description of 
how their activities 
have caused the 
subject to be seriously 
oppressed: 
 
 
 

1. National Westminster Bank Plc.  

     Stole money transfers to my business account. Stole direct credit  

     transfers from the Bank of England to my private account. In  

     collaboration with 2 below left a second charge upon my  

     property to guarantee the debt they were creating. 

2. Daltons, solicitors of Stamford, Lincolnshire. 

      Deliberately destroyed a fire damages claim necessitating an  

      increased mortgage, and failed to remove a second charge on my  

      property, a service for which they were paid in full. 

3. Messrs Mills & Reeve, solicitors of Norwich. 

      Appointed by the Law Society to defend Daltons against my  

      claim against them. In pleadings made serious fraudulent  

      statements and claims with the intent of gaining a judgement in  

      their clients favour. 

4. The Law Society. 

      This outfit is unfit for purpose and regularly makes  

      misrepresentations about itself and its powers. 

       Code of conduct states that if a solicitor allows a case to be  

       struck out for “Inordinate and Inexcusable delay” automatic  

       compensation is due to the client. 

5. Denton Wilde Sapte, Solicitors for 1. 

     Obtained an injunction against my winding up petition on the last  

    day after my Statutory Demand, at 6.30pm in the RCJ. 

6. Leicester County Court. 

     Refused inspection of  court documents. Failed to take notice of  

      evidence put to the judges and made false orders against me  

      including a Bankruptcy Order when there was no debt. 

7. Royal Courts of Justice. 

     Bias demonstrated in favour of the NatWest bank solicitors.  

     Turning a blind eye to perjury and dishonesty in legal  

     Proceedings by Denton Wilde Sapte. 

8. Official Receiver, Leicester Office. 

      In breach of the Insolvency Act in failing to investigate the  

      affairs of a debtor.. 

9. Price Waterhouse Coopers. 

      Same as 8 above. 

10. Cork Gully. 

       Same as 8 above. 

11. Inland Revenue. 

        The Grantham office in collusion with one Mr, Dudley Dudley 

a   

         partner in the firm of Daltons of Stamford did attempt to 

harass  

         me with a claim for £10,000 unpaid tax. Also “LOST” my  

        National Insurance number and records as further harassment. 

        Failed to comply with the Commissioners order to provide a  

        report to the Commissioners with copy to myself. 

12. Department of Health & Social Security. 

        Informed my mother that she was not entitled to her rightful 

War 

        Widows Pension because there was no proof of her ever being  

        paid a War Widows pension so they put her on Income Support 

         which is half the value of her rightful pension. The DWP are  

        demanding repayment of £11,000 from her estate. DWP 

officials  

         lied in their statements to the tribunal while a letter from the  

        Veterans Agency giving all necessary details of her entitlement  

        was ignored by the tribunal. 

  



 

 

Identified Participant 
(by CODE NAME ONLY) 

Evidence 

 List of Documented Evidence indicating uncontrolled 
greed having seriously oppressed their Majesties’ 
subject named above: 
 
 

 List of Documented Evidence indicating uncontrolled 
risk-taking having seriously oppressed their Majesties’ 
subject named above: 
 
 

 List of Documented Evidence indicating uncontrolled 
speculation having seriously oppressed their Majesties’ 
subject named above: 
 
 

with regards to 
observations 

and thoughts of 
a more general 

nature  

 

Systemic Implications: 
 

 

Additional comments:  
 

 

 

 


