
Forensic Analysis: Edger Coppard –  
 

1. Edger Coppard was bankrupted by Customs & Excise erroneously in 1992. As a 

consequence, he lost his job in Financial Services, while the bankruptcy caused him and 
his family a great deal of harm including very nearly losing our home.  

2. He  took legal advice and eventually managed to get his case to the High Court, after a 
few hearings, the case for liability was heard coming out in his favour, the Court ordered 
the case to go back to the High Court for damages to be assessed. 

3. Customs did not want to lose the case and tried many delaying tactics, their biggest trick 
was to manipulate the hearing.  

4. Judgement was achieved for Breach of Contract through the High Court before a High 
Court Judge, who ordered that the case should go back to the High Court to have 
damages assessed. 

5. Eventually and after many delaying tactics by Customs, we managed to have the hearing 
for damages listed at the High Court before a High Court Judge. Then things happened 
so quickly that he did not know what was going on. He thought he could rely on his 
Barrister, to avoid any legal wrongdoings, but was obviously wrong. 

6. The Judge did not have the legal authority to hear his case: he was also a Barrister at 
the same set of Chambers as Customs Barrister, they used evidence which the High 
Court had forbidden them to use. His Barrister did nothing to avoid the hearing going 
ahead, everything happened shortly before the court closed therefore leaving no time to 
realize what was happening, and trying to do something to stop it. 

7. Edger and many others believe that the three parties involved (the judge and two 
Barristers), contrived to manipulate the case to ensure that he was not successful. 

8. It appears that his Solicitor at the time was not happy with the events, but could do 
nothing about it.  

9. Edger complained to the Bar Council about the two Barristers, who asked his Solicitor for 
his observations.  

10. The Judge who heard his case did not have the legal authority to hear it. Therefore what 
he did was illegal. Both his Barrister and his opponent’s Barrister would have known that.  

11. His case went to appeal but he knew that he would not be successful, as Lord Justice 
Sedley was involved who has a reputation of taking similar cases in order to ensure that 
they don’t succeed. He dismissed the appeal and refused permission to appeal to The 
House of Lords with no good reason.  

12. The Prime Minister often mentions the importance of Democracy, but Edger has had his 
democratic right to a fair trial taken from him unfairly.  


