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IN THE CARDIFF COUNTY COURT  CASE NO.BS 614158-MC85
CF101741
CF204141

BETWEEN

MAURICE JOHN KIRK
Claimant

and

THE CHIEF CONSTABLE OF THE SOUTH WALES CONSTABULARY
Defendant

STATEMENT

1. I Richard Leighton Hill, make this statement on behalf of the Defendant in
the above matters which are currently being heard in the Cardiff County
Court. | make this statement in my capacity as Assistant Director and
Head of South Wales Police and Gwent Police Joint Legal Services.

2. This statement has been prepared in response to the indication given by
Leading Counsel on behalf of the Defendant on Friday 22 February 2013,
that pursuant to comments from His Honour Judge Seys Llewellyn QC, the
Defendant would seek to make enquiry into the circumstances in which
Former Inspector Sydney Griffiths (then PS Griffiths) of South Wales
Police carried out investigation(s) in 1996 into allegations made by the
Claimant and as to any reports made by him as a result of those
investigation(s). | have been invited to refer to correspondence generated
by me at that time with Mr Griffiths in order to assist the Court as to the
vidence provided by Mr Griffiths at the above trial.

3. In order fo assist the Court in understanding the context of the
investigations undertaken by Mr Griffiths | will refer to a copy of the originai
Particulars of Claim in Action 1 dated 1996 which were served upon the
Defendant in September 1996 and other pleadings served subsequently.
At this time, the Claimant was represented by Bobbetts Mackan Solicitors.
An Amended Particulars of Claim dated 1 September 1997 was



subsequently served upon the Defendant by that firm of solicitors, who at
that time continued to represent the Claimant. Subsequent to the service
of the Amended Particulars of Claim the Defendant received two further
Re-Amended Particulars of Claim signed by David Spens of Counsel,
instructed on behalf of Bobbetts Mackan Solicitors, one pleading dated 25
February 1998 and the second copy pleading being dated 1 April 1898. |
exhibit copies of all of these pleadings to my statement, marked “Exhibit

RLH 1",

. As further identified below, some claims within Action 1 have been struck
out by virtue of a Court Order dated 19 May 1998 and a Court Order dated
30 November 2010. | exhibit copies of these Court Orders to my statement
marked, “RLH 2°. The fact that aspects of the original pleaded case are no
longer before the court has to be borne in mind in terms of my response to
the comments of the judge. | have limited my response to dealing with only
those matters that are currently being dealt with by the court so as to
assist the court and ensure that only appropriate codirt time is taken up on
this issue. | will seek in this statement to identify where amendments to the
allegations have been made in this case so as to assist in clarifying the
position for the court with regard to those parts of the proceedings which

the court has.ordered should be dealt with at this trial.

. At the time that the original proceedings were threatened and then served,
twenty three (23) separate causes of action were identified in the
Particulars of Claim. In my role as legal advisor to the Defendant | was
required to ascertain and understand the material that might have been
available to the Force for the Defence of this action and the officers who
might be required to be interviewed In respect of the same. Accordingly, |
sought that investigations shouid be carried out to seek o identify any
information in the possession of the Force that might relate to the various
incidents identified in the Particulars of Claim. Bobbetts Mackan Solicitors
had been instructed on behalf of the Claimant and | had instructed
Dolmans solicitors to assist the Defendant in the defence of the civil action.
At this stage 'l was seeking fo obtain all appropriate information with a view



to providing the same to Dolmans for the purpoese of obtaining advice as to
the defence of the civit action and so that | might instruct Dolmans in this
regard. | intended that the responsibility for identifying the location and
existence of any documents should be delegated to an officer in the Vale
of Glamorgan area of the Force, who could then obtain the relevant
documents and details and direct the same to my office in order that !
might seek to determine the legal advice and assistance that should ke

provided to the Defendant in this matter.

. 1 contacted Chief Inspector Brian Greaves who indicated that the best
officer available to seek to collate this material would be Police Sergeant
Griffiths. | therefore addressed an amount of correspendence from my
department to Chief Inspector Brian Greaves that he might pass this
material to Sergeant Griffiths with the instruction to report back to me on
his initial findings. | wished to locate all documentation which existed in the
Vale of Glamorgan Division of South Wales Police relative to the
allegations being made by the Claimant and this was the basis on which

Sergeant Griffiths was being asked to report back to me.

. It is my recoilection that a “summary of incidents” was prepared identifying
incident numbers with reference to the allegations in the Particulars of
Claim. | am assisted in this recollection by the fact that the allegations
were divided and were the subject of & lefter of instruction from me. Each
letter of instruction to Sergeant Griffiths is headed with an incident number.
My summairy letter to Chief Inspector Brian Greaves dated 18 November
1996 also indicates that a “summary of incidents” was enclosed. | cannot
now however be certain as to which “summary of incidents” would have
been provided to Sergeant Griffiths and therefore | cannot produce a copy
of the same. There is no copy of the summary document retained with the

items of correspondence.

8. 1 would emphasise that | -have always regarded my Iinstructions to
Sergeant Griffiths and the responses to me as being material that has
been subject to a claim for legal professional privilege, or alternatively,



public interest immunity privilege (the latter being claimed as to the
efficacy of parties being entitled to investigate claims made against a
Defendant without exposing any such investigations to a duty of

disclosure).

9. The instructions. issued by me were in direct response to the allegations
being made by solicitors representing the Claimant and in response to
pleadings drafted on his behalf. The intention of conducting the
investigations was to enable appropriate legal advice to be provided to the
Defendant as to the defence of the claim (s). | have therefore always
considered (and have also been advised by those instructed to represent
the interests of the Defendant) that this material would not form part of

standard disclosure.

10.However, in order to assist the court and to answer the comments raised
by the trial judge in this matter | am authorised by the Defendant to
consent to waive any claim for legal professional priviege (or public
interest immunity privilege) to the limited extent of providing details of my
letters of instruction to Sergeant Griffiths and his responses to me in
respect of the matters that are currently before the court. | do so in order to
assist the court as to the queries that have been raised by the evidence of

Sergeant Griffiths.

11. The following relevant commespondence is exhibited to my statement which
refers to the period of November and December 1996 and is marked “RLH

3"

when Bobbetts Mackan withdrew that allegation by virtue of service of the
Re-Amended Perticulars of Claim. The two coples of that pleading
received by the Defendant are within “RLH 1" and they identify that this
incident / allegation was no longer being pursued.

13.Incident 2 corresponds with paragraph 8.3 of the Particulars of Claim, a
matter upon which Mr Sidney Griffiths commented in his statement for the



purposes of these civil proceedings. | exhibit a copy of my letter of
instruction and his report. The report encloses various documents which |
can confirm have been previously disclosed in these proceedings by

means of standard disclosure.

14.Incident 3 corresponds to paragraph 8.4 of the Particulars of Claim. This
allegation was struck out by virtue of the Court Order of 18 May 1998, a
copy of which is exhibited to my statement at “RLH 2". Accordingly this
incident no longer forms part of these proceedings.

15. Incident 4 corresponds to Paragraph 8.5 of Action 1. This is a matter which
other officers will give evidence before the court. As such, Sergeant
Griffiths did not comment upon this allegation in his statement for the
purposes of these civil proceedings. However, he was instructed by me o
look into this matter and | exhibit a copy of the letter of instruction and his
response. | note that in his response Sergeant Griffiths indicated that the
officer concerned with the incident, PC Lott, was on maternity leave and
that she would locate a copy of her pocket note book for the relevant date.
A copy of the pocket note book of PC Lott in respect of this incident was
not forwarded to my department and was not disclosed as part of standard

disclosure in these proceedings.

16.Incident 5 corresponds to Paragraph 8.6 of Action 1. This incident did not
take place in the Vale of Glamorgan Division and as such:| did not instruct

Sergeant Griffiths to investigate this incident.

17.Incident 6 comresponds to Paragraph 8.7 of Action 1. [ exhibit a copy of my
ietter of instruction and his report. The report encioses a document which |
can confirm has been previously disclosed in these proceedings by means

of standard disclosure,

18.Incident 7 corresponds to Paragraph 8.8 of the Particulars of Claim. This
allegation was struck out by virtue of the Court Order of 19 May 1988, a
copy of which is already exhibiled to my statement. Accordingly this



incident no longer forms part of these proceedings. In any event, this
incident did not take place in the Vale of Glamorgan Division and as such |
did not instruct Sergeant Griffiths to investigate this incident.

19.Incident 8 corresponds with Paragraph 8.2 of the Particulars of Claim. |
exhibit a copy of my letter of instruction and his report. The report encloses
documents which | can confirm have been previously disclosed in these
proceedings by means of standard disclosure, save for the report of PC

Hillman.

20. The report of PC Hillman is clearly subject to legal professional privilege as
it came into existence in contemplation of this litigation and only pursuant
to my request for information. However as the court has requested
clarification of the instructions to Sergeant Griffiths, | am prepared to
provide disclosure of this document by way of clarification and by agreeing
to waive iegal professional privilege. A copy is enclosed in “Exhibit RLH 3°.

21.Incident 9 corresponds with paragraph 8.11 of the Particulars of Claim.
After this period of time [ cannot locate a copy of my letter of instruction
within the relevant papers in my possession. | am however able to exhibit

already been disclosed by means of standard disclosure.

22.Incident 10 corresponds with paragraph 8.12 of the Particulars of Claim
which was struck out by virtue of the Court Order of 30 November 2010,

23.Incident 11 corresponds. to paragraph 8.13 of the Particulars of Claim. |
exhibit a copy of my letter of instruction and his report, The report encloses
various documents which | can confirm have been previously disclosed in

these proceedings by means of standard disclosure.

24.Incident 12 corresponds to 8.14 of the Particulars of Claim, | exhibit a copy
of my letter of instruction and his report. No documents were enclosed with

the report of Sergeant Griffiths in respect of this incident.



25.Incident 13 corresponds to 8.15 of the Particulars of Claim. | exhibit a copy
of my letter of instruction and his report. The report encloses various
documents which | can confirm have been previously disclosed in these
proceedings by means of standard disclosure.

28. Incident 14 corregponds to 8.16 of the Particulars of Claim. | exhibit a copy
of my letter of instruction and his report. The report encloses various
documents which | can confirm have been previously disclosed in these
proceedings by means of standard disclosure.

27.Incident 15 corresponds to 8.17 of the Particulars of Claim. | exhibit a copy
of my letter of instruction and his report. The report encloses various
documents which | can confirm have been previously disclosed in these

proceedings by means of standard disclosure.

28.Incident 16 corresponds to 8.18 of the Particulars of Claim. | exhibit a
copy of my letter of instruction and his report. The report encloses
documents which ! can confirm have been previously disclosed in these
proceedings by means of standard disclosure, save for the report of PC’

Johnson.

28.The report of PC Johnson is clearly subject to legal professional privilege
as it came into existence in contemplation of this litigation and only
pursuant to my request for information. However as the court has
requested clarification of the instructions to Sergeant Griffiths, | am
prepared to provide disclosure of this document by way of clarification and
by agreeing to waive legal professional privilege. A copy is enclosed in-

“Exhibit RLH 3".

30.Incident 17 corresponds to 8.19 of the Particulars of Claim. ] exhibit a copy
of my letter of instruction and his report. The report encloses various
documents which | can -confirm have been previously disciosed in these
proceedings by means of standard disclosure,



31. Incident 18 corresponds to 8.20 of the Particulars of Claim and Incident 20
comresponds to 8.21 of the Particulars of Claim. | exhibit copies of my
letters of instruction and his report which dealt with both incidents.
Sergeant Griffiths did not locate any documents which relate to the

pleaded case of incidents taking place on 24 July 1895 and 7 August

1995. However, Sergeant Griffiths commented that he had located four

other incidents which had concemned the Claimant's premises at
Tynewydd, Barry in respect of offences of criminal damage. These other
incidents had taken place in June and September 1895. In these
circumstances, | exhibit copies of the four crime reporis which were
enclosed with the report of Sergeant Griffiths in respect of incidents 18 and
20. | do not accept that these reports have any relevance to the pleaded
action, but | disclose the same with a view o assisting the court in
clarifying its understanding of the evidence of Sergeant Griffiths and the
process of disclosure that has been effected.

32 Incident 19 corresponds to 8.21 of the Particulars of Claim. | exhibit a copy
of my letter of instruction and his report. Sergeant Griffiths did not locate
any documerits which relate fo the pleaded incident of 6 August 1995,
However, he commented that he had located an incident where Paul
Stringer had been arrested on 6 June 1995. Sergeant Criffiths had located
a pocket note book in respect of this incident. In the circumstances, !
exhibit a copy of this pocket note book. Again, | do not accept that this
pocket note book entry has any relevance to the pleaded action, but |
disclose the same with a view fo assisting the court in clarifying its
understanding of the evidence of Sergeant Griffiths and the process of

disclosure that has been effected.

33.Incident 21 corresponds to 8.22 of the Particulars of Claim. This allegation
was struck out by virtue of the Court Order of 19 May 1998, a copy of
which is already exhibited to my statement, Accordingly this incident no

longer forms part of these proceedings.



34. Incident 22 corresponds to 8.23 of the Particulars of Claim. 1 exhibit a copy
of my letter of instruction and his report. Inspector Griffiths did not locate

any documents which relate to the pleaded case.

35. Incident 23 corresporids to 8.24 of Particulars of Claim. This allegation
was struck out by virtue of the Court Order of 19 May 1998, a copy of
which is already exhibited to my statement. Accordingly this incident no

longer forms part of these proceedings.

36.1 did not instruct Sergeant Griffiths to deal with any matters beyond the
original twenty three (23) incidents in the Particutars of Claim.

37. Sergeant Griffiths provided a further report to me dated 6 December 1996
in which he indicated that whilst making enquiries into the twenty three
(23) civil claims, various other documents were discovered relating to the
Claimant. Sergeant Griffiths forwarded this material to me. At that time, it
appeared to me that none of these documents related to the pleaded case.
Disclosure of these documents was therefore not effected as part of

standard disclosure.

38. However, by way of an Amended Particulars of Claim dated 1 September
1997, the Claimant claimed at paragraph 8.26 that the Defendant’s officers
had purported to arrest the Claimant for illegal eviction of a tenant contrary
to the Protection Against Eviction Act 1877 in June 1995. The Defendant
had no record of any such incident and was not able to identify the same

from enquiries.

39. However, just before Christmas 2009, the Claimant produced a statement
from Mr Gafael conceming an incident which took place in June 1995 as
part of his-on-going disclosure. This was not a document which had been
disclosed by the Claimant previously.

40. As a result of the Claimant disclosing this statement, the Defendant was

able to trace officers who arrested the Claimant on 3 July 1805 (not June
1995) for an offence of criminal damage to the property of Mr Gafael (not



illegal eviction). The custody record EA/1819/85 réfers to the Claimant's
arrest on this occasion and is within the trial bundle. | do not disclose
copies of the additional material enclosed with the report of Sergeant
Griffiths dated 6 December 1996 which appears to me not to relate fo the
matters which the court is concerned with in Actions 1 to 3 and which do
not relate to the enquiry emanating from the judge’s comments as to the
investigations by Sergeant Griffiths.

41.1 am not aware of receiving any other documentation from Sergeant
Griffiths relating to the current allegations being dealt with by the court.

42.1 submit this statement to assist the court and in accordance with the
indication provided by Leading Counsel on behalf of the Defendant.

43.This information contained within this statement is, to the best of my

information and belief, true.

Signed: Rien
Dated: 1% March 2013
Assistant Director and Head of South Wales Police and Gwent Police Joint Legal

Services
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The Plaintiff for reasons not relevant to these proceedings is known to the Defendants
officers at Barry Police Station and in particular to the station sergeant and PC
Kirslake and at all material times were aware that the Plaintiff held a current full
driving licence, that he was not disqualified and further that he was a veterinary

surgeon practising in the area.

Purther the Defendants as a police authority have a duty and obligation to fully and
diligently investigate any complaint from a member of the public and in respect of
any criminal or motoring offence and/or to use their best endeavouts to protect any
property which comes into their control and particularly to protect any items of stolen

property to ensure that it is ot demaged or vuinerable to further thefr.

The Defendants are mot ertitled to detain anmy person in custody without lawful
authority and shall release any person from custody 2s soom as it is apparent or

reasonably apparent that they have no lawful reasons for the continued detentjon.

The statutory duties and/or common law obligations hereinbefore mentioned are owed
by the Defendants to the Plaintiff and they are in breach of those duties and
obligations and/or have caused muisance to the Plaintiff and/or asseulted him and/or

committed trespass to his person or property and the Plaintiff has suffered loss and

damage.

PARTICULARS

8.1, On the Tth March 1992 on the M5 motorway near Chepstow the Plaintiff was

-




82

8.3.

8.4,

8'5.

unlawfully stopped by an officer of the Defendants and accused of driving failing to
provide & specimen of breath. He was subsequently arrested, charged and convicted.
The conviction was set aside by the Dijvisional Court on judicial review. On
rehearing the Plaintiff was again convicted, and an Appeal to the Newport Court was
tefused and is the subject of an application for case stated to the Divisional Court.

Following the incident on the 7th March 1992 the Defendants unlawfully detained the

Plaintiff’s property causing him Joss and damage.

On the 2nd Jamuary 1993, the Plaintiff was stopped by an officer of the Defendants
on the A48 at Cowbridge, South Giamorgan without lawful authority, He was
required to produce driving licence, MOT certificate and insurance cover note
(hereinafter called the "motoring docuinents") at Barry Police Station which he did.
The Defendant subsequently degied that such documents had been produced, The
Plaintiff was prosecuted in the local Magistrates Court, was found puilty (the
Pefendants still maintains that no docoments had been produced) and he was fined
£450. The conviction was set aside on appeal on the 5th June 1993 and the Cardiff
Crown Court was satisfied that the documents had been produced.

On the Sth-January 1995 the Plaintiffs surgery was burgled. The Defendants arrested

details to the Plaintiff to enable him to prosecute or bring a private action for

damages.

On the 24th March 1993, officers of the Defendants arvested the Plaintiff outside of

his surgery for an offence of being in charge of a vehicle which had a tyre with



8.7. :

8.8,

insufficient tread. The Plaintiff was found guilty in the local Magistrates Court

following evidence from the police officers and was again set aside on appeal in the

Cardiff Crown Court on the 17th December 1993.

e o BeRAW

Cardiff and taken to Fairwater Police Station, There were 1o lawful reasons give to
the Plaintiff for his arrest and detention. The station sergeant was aware of the
Plaintiffs identity but refused to recognise him or confirm his identity. The Plaintiff
was detained sll night in the police cells and brought before the Cardiff Magistrates
Court the following morning when evidence was offered by the Defendants that they
could not confirm the identity of the Plaintiff. The Plaintiff was remanded in custody

for three days to emable enquiries to be made. The charges were eventually

the Plaintiff motor cycle and refused to release the same to him for several days after

the Plaintiffs release from custody.

On the 23rd June 1993 the Plaintiff was arrested by the Defendants officers stationed
at Bridgend Police Station. There was no lawful reason for the arrest, he was
reguired to produce motoring decuments at the Barry Police Station which he did.

The defendants denied that the said documents had been produced,

On the 30th June 1993 the Plaintiff was outside his surgery at Grand Avenye, Ely
watching her Royal Highness Princess Diana visit the local Dr Barnados home,
without just cause he was surrounded by sixteen of the Defendants polics officers,

some of whom were known to him and they acted in a very intimidating way, He felt

——————
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8.9.

8.10.

8.11.

8.12. °

threatened and afier approximately 10 minutes they disbursed withone any charge or

suggestion that the Plaintiff had acted in any unlawful manner,

On the 22nd September 1993 an officer of the Defendants stopped the Plaintiff at St

Nicholas Read, South Glamorgen. No lawful reason was given for the action and the

Plaintiff was again required to produce his motoring decuments which he did at the
Barry Police Station, they were in accordance with Jaw. He was on the 4th October
1993 charges with having no driving licence, such charge subsequently being

withdrawn

On the 1st October 1993 the Plaintiff was involved in a road traffie accident near
Berry. The police investigated and no action was taken against the Plaintiff and no
suggestion was made thiat the Plaintiff was in any manner wht so ever responsible

for any motoring offence,

On the 3rd October 1993 at St Athan, South Glamorgan the officers of the Defendants
stopped the Plaintiif whilst he was driving his motor car and no valid reason was
given for his arrest. He was taken and defained in the Barry Police Station and held
in custody on suspicion of driving whilst disqualified. He was released the following

morning the 4th October 1993 without charge.

On the 4th October 1993 ihe Plainﬁffhavingbeen released from police custody drove
away from the police station and observed that there was a Procession of police cars
behind bim. On reaching a nearby roundsbont he.drove around that rousdabout jn

e



8.13

stopped by a PC Kirslake (who was in one of the five Police cars), an officer who

knew of the PIRintiff from previous incidents. He was arrested op an alleged charge
of driving whilst disqualified, having no insorance and driving without dise care and
attention. The Plaintiff was taken to Barry Police Station when the gaid PC Kirslake

charged him with:-

Driving whilst disquelified and with 10 insuraxce on the 22nd September 1995

a)
at South Glamorgan (See 8.8 above), despite having producad those
documents as required by law,

b)  Driving whilst disqualified and no insurance on the Ist October 1993 (see 8.9
gbove).

c) Driving whilst disqualified with no insurance and without due care and

attention on the 4th October 1993 at the roundabout near Barry Police Station,

The Plaintiff was detained in eustody to appear before the Barry Magistrates Court
on the 4th October 1993. The prosecution did not produce sny evidence in respect
of the verious charges of driving whilst disqualified, no insorance and no MOT and
the prosecutions did not proceed. The Plaintiff was found guilty of driving without

due care and attention. In his absence caused by ill health,

The Defendants officers were well aware that the Plainfiff was the owner of s BMW
motorcycle. It was stolen.on the 16th October 1993 and Tepoited to the Barry Poice
Station. The police recovered possession-of the motorcycle but failed to advise the

i
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8.14.

8.15.

8.16.

8.17,

8.18.

Pleintiff. He was eventually told by a third party that the Defendanss had the
motorcycle in their possession and with some difficulty the Plaintiff was able to

recover his possessions from the pohce

On the 15th December 1993 the Plaimtiff was stopped by the police in Cardiff with
lawtful excuse and required to produce his moforing documents, These he produced
at Barry Police Station who again denjed that he had done so and he was charged

On the 9th August 1994 the Plaintiff was stopped and arrested by the saig PO
Kirslake for driving whilst disqualified et 8 a.m. The police at Barry held the
Plaintiff in custody until 12.45 p.m. before being released without charge,

As the Plaintiff left the police station and went to his car on the Oth August 1994, he
was stopped and pushed by ome of the Defendanmts police officers, He was
immediately re-arested with criminal damage accusation at 1 p.m, He was released
at 4 p.m. without charge or explanation,

On the 10th August 1994 the Plaintiff was arrested by Sergeant Smith of Barry Police
Station (an officer who previously had involvement with the Plaintify), He was
arrested for having no driving licence, was detained for several hougs in Barry Police

Station and eventually relessed without charge.

On the 21st July 1995 & Paul Stringer was observed. breaking a window at the

T e



8.19.

8.20.

8.21.

Plaintiffs property st 52/53 Tynewydd Road. The said Stringer then headbutted,
punched and tried to throttle the Plaintiff in front of witnesses causing him injory,

The incident was reported to the Defendants who were made aware not only of the
facts of the incident but also the threat of further incidents and PC 972 John Johnson

refused to take a statement of complaint from the Plaintiff or record in his note book,
On return from registering the complaint, the Plaintiff discovered that the doors had
been damaged as had an internal door. The Plaintiff then again contacted PC Johnson

who refused to take any forther action. This incident was recorded by letter to the

Defendants on the 21st July 1995,

On the 23rd July 1995 the police were in attendance at 51/53 Tynewydd Road and
observed the said Paul Stringer without provocation attack the Plaintiff, tlirottle him
and push him down the stairs, as a consequence of which the Plaintiff was taken to
hospital by ambulance. The Defendants again refused to arrest or detain or charge

the said Paul Stringer,

On the 24th July 1995 the said Stringer tried to gain access to the Plaintiffs veterinary
hospital armed with a length of wood. The Defendants again refused to take any
action for provide protection for the Plaintiff, his property or third parties,

On the 6th August 1995 the said Paul Stringer again attacked, the Defendants were
again called and refused to take any zction end on-the 7th Angust 1995 the said
Stringer broke windows and cansed damage to the Plaintiffs property at 52 Tynewydd

Road, the police were caused and egain refused to take any action.

e ST VR
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8.22.

' 8.23,

8.24.

9!

On the 31st October 1995 a Hondz Acts Van 43083 used by the Plaintiff for a
veterinary ambulance was discovered by officers of the Defendants in Vere Strest,
Barry &nd a PC Swerson advised the Defendsnts station of its whereabouts, The
vehicle was removed by persons unknown to the Plaintiffs from that address but was

subsequently reported by Inspector Webster that the vehicle Was ot at Mryile Grove,

Barry. Again on investigation the vehicle had been moved from that address. The
Defendants took no action or attempt to protect the stolen items and the Plaimtiff has

therefore suffered loss and damage.

In May 1995 the Plaintiff was stopped and detained by the Defendnaty Officers in
Barry and required to produce his driving documents which he did. ‘He wag charged

with failing to proudce and found Not.Guilty (Police Re. 33139/A),

In February 1996 the Plamtiff’s Citreon motor car C86 NAN was stolen, It was
eventually located in e local scrap yard. The Defendants bave failed and refused to
provide any details of their investigations thus preventing the Plaintiff from persuing

any compensation claim.

PARTICULARS OF LOSS

These details will be disclosed on discovery.
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10.  The Plaintiff therefore claims of the Defendants:-

a) Damages

b)  Exemplary damages,
c) Special Damages,

d)  Costs.

d)  Interest pursuant to Section 6 of the County Court Act 1984,

Thids claim be limited to £50,000.

Dated this  day of 1996.

202 Berkeley Square
Clifton

Bristol

BS8 1HP
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IN THE BRISTOL COUNTY COURT CASE NO: BS6 14159
BETWEEN: "
Maurice John Kirk
and
South Wales Constebulary
Defendants
AMENDED PARTICULARS OF CLAIM

The Plaintiff is & vetetinary surgoon and opetatos surgeries gt 51/53 Tynewydd Road, Barry,
South Glamoigan, 173 Cowbridge Road, West Cardiffand 1 Church Street, Liantwit Major.

The Defendant's are the police force having contro) of the police stotions which includs Barry

and Cardiff aress of South Wales.

The Defendants have the duty and power to stop and arrest any peréon who may reasonably
suspect as having committed & criminal or road traffic offence, any sttempt to stop, sest,
question or detaln & suspoeot must be conducted fn accordance with the Police and Criminal
Evidence Act and the Defendants officers must at relevant tinies have and maintain rezscnable
grounds for the siopping end detention and the continued detention of sy suspect.

The Plaintiff for ressons not relevant to these procesdings is known to the Defendmts
Oficers at Barry Police Station and in pasticular to the station sergsent end PC Kirslake and gt ?‘
al) material times were ewere thet the Plaintiff beld  current full driving licence, that ho was

not qualified and further that he was & veterinary surgeon practising in fhe ares,

1L



Further the Defendants as a police authority have & duty and obligrtion to fully and dfligently
investigate any complaint fiom a member of the public and in respect of any criminal or
motoring offence and/or to use their best endeavours to protect any property which comes into
their control and particularly to protect any items of stolen property to ensure that # i5 got

dzmaged or vulnerable to ferther theft.

The Defendznts are not entitied to-detain any person in castody Witiout lawful enthority and

shall release any person from custody as soon s it Is apparent or reasonably apparent that

they have no lawful ressons for the continued defention.

The statutory doties and/or common law obligations herein mentioned are owed by the
Defendants to the Plaintiff end they are in breach of those duties and obligations and/or lisve
caused nuisance to the Plaintiff and/or essanited him and/or committed trespass to his pemson

or property and the Plaintiif has suffered loss and damage.

PARTICULARS

8.1

8.2

8.3

On the 7th March 1992 on the M5 motorwzy nesr Chepstow the Plainfiff wag
unlawfully stopped by an officer of the Defendants and accused of driving fafling to provide a

specimen of breath. He was subsequently arrested, cherged and convicted. The eonviction
was set aside by the Divisional Court on judicial review. On rehearing the Plaintiff was agsin
convicted, and en Appeal to the Newport Couit was refosed and is the subject of an

application for case stated to the Divisional Court.

Following the incident on 7th March 1997 the Defendants unlawfully detained the Plaiyifes
property causing him loss and demage.
On the Znd Jenuary 19973, the Plaintiff was stopped by an officer of the Defendants o the

A48 st Cowbridge, Sovth Glemorgan without lawfully authority. He was required to prodyce
driving licence, MOT certificate and insirauce cover note-(herelnafier called “the motoring

13



3

84

8.5.

8.6

8.7

documents”) at Barry Police Station which he did. The Defendant subsequently denied that
such documents Lkad been produced. The Pleintiff was prosecuted in the loca] Magistrates
Court, wes found guilty (the Defendants still msintains that no documents had been produced)
and he was fined £450. The conviction wes set aside on appesl on the Sth June 1993 and the
Cardiff Crown Court was satisfied that the documents had been produced,

On-the 9th Januvary 1995 the Plaintiffs surgery was burgled. The Defendants arrested and/or
detained a person for his offence but refitsed to prosscute or provide any details to the

Plaimtiff to enable him to prosecute or bring & private action for damages,

On the 24th March 1993, officers of the Defendants amested-stopped the Plaintiff outside of
his surgery for an offence of being in charge of a vehicle which had a tyre with insufficient
tread. The Plaintiff was found gujlty in the local Magistrates Court following evidencs from
the police officers and wes again set eside on appeal in the Cardiff Crown Court on the 17th

December 1993,

In May 1993 the Plaintiff was arrested by officers of the Defendant &t Grand Avenue, Cardiff
&nd taken to Pairwater Police Station. There were no lawfu! reasons given to the Plaintiff for
his arrcst and detention. The station sergeant was aware of the Plaintiffs identity but refhsed
to recognise him or confirm his identify. The Plaintiff was detained all night in the police
cells end brought before the Cardiff Magistrates Court the following morning when svidence
was offersd by the Defendants that they could not confirm the identity of the Plaintiff, The
Plaintiff was remanded in custody for three days to enable enquiries to be made. The charges
were cventually withdrawn und the Plaintiff relessed. Further the Defendants seized and
dameged the Plaintiff motor cycle and refused to relesse the same to him for severs! days after

the Plaintiff release from custady.

Bridgend Police Station. There was no Jawful rsason for th amest, he was required to

14



89.

8.10

8.1

812

produce motoring documents at the Barzy Police station which be-did. The defendants denied

that the said documents had been produced,
On the 30th June 1993 the Plaintiff was ontside his surgery at Grand Avenue, Ely watching

her Royal Highness Princess Diane visit the iocsl Dr. Barnados home, without just cause he

was surrounded by sixteen of the Defendants police officers, soms of whom were known to
Yyim and they acted in a very intimidating way. He folt threatened and after spproximately 10

minutes they disbursed without any charge or suggestion that tho Plaintiff hed scted in uny

uniawful manner.

On the 22nd September 1993 an officer of the Defendants stopped the Plaintiff st St. Nicholas
Road, Somth Glemorgan, No lawfu] reason was given for the action and the Plaintiff was
again required to produce his motoring docaments which he did =t the Barry Police Station,
they were in accordance with law, He was on the 4th October 1993 charged with baving no

driving licence, such charge subsequently being withdrawmn.

On the 15t October 1993 the Plaintiff was involved in a road traffic eccident near Barry, The
police investigated and no action was taken egainst the Plaintiff and no suggestion was made
that the Plaintiff was in any manner whatsoever responsible for any motoring offence,

On the 3rd Cctober 1993 at St Athun, South Glemergen the offivers of the Defendants
stopped the Plaintiff whilst he was driving his motor earzycle and no valid reason wes given
for his arrest. He wes teken and detained in the Barry Police Statien and held in cusiody on
suspicion of driving without disquatified. He wag relessed tho-followingmorning-on-fhe-dt

Ootobuer-1803. without charge.

On the 4th October 1993 the Plaintiff
from the police station and observed that there was -8 procession of police cars behind him,

On reaching & neasby roundabout he drove around that roundabout in 2 lawful manner twice
+o mscertain if the police cars were following him. He was stopped by a PC Kinslake (who was

15



8.13

§.14,

I one of the five Police cars), an officer who knew of the Pleiintiff from previous incidents,
He was arrested on an alleged charge of driving, having no insurance and driving without due
care and attention. The Plaintiff was taken to Barry Police Station when he PC Kirglake
charged him with:-

Driving whilst disquelified and with no insurance on the. 22nd September 1995 at

8)
South Glamorgan (see 8.8 above), despite having produced those documents as

required by law.
b) Driving whilst disqualified and no insurance on the 1st October 1993 (see 8.9 ghove)
c) Driving whilst disqualified with no insurance and without due care and attention on

the 4th October 1993 at the roundabout near Barry Palice Station.

The Plaintiff was deteined in custody to appear before the Barry Miagistrates Court on the 4th

October 1993. The prosecution did not produce any evidence in respect of tho various
charges of driving whilst disqualified, no insurance and no MOT and the prosecutions did not

absence cansed by ill health.

The Defendants officers were woll aware that the Plaintiff was the owner of a BMW
motorcycle. It was stolen on the 16th October 1993 and reported to the Bary Polios Station,
The Police recovered possession of the motoreycle but failed to advise the Plaintiff. He was
eventually told by 8 third party that the Defendants had the motorcycle in their possession and
with some difficulty the Plaintiff was able to recover his possessions from the Pofice,

On the 15th December 1993 the Plaiutiff was stopped by tae Polco in Cardiff with lrwful
excuse and required to produce his motoring documents. These he produced at Bawry Police
Station who again denjed that he hed done 5o &nd he wes charged with fafiing to produce,

Such charges being discontinued with the prosecution offering no evidence,

6



8.15

8.16

8.17

B.19

On the 19th Avgust 1994 the PlaintifF was stopped and arrested by the said pe Kirslake for
driving whilst disqualified at 8am, The police at Barry held the Plaintifr iy, ‘custody wnti]

12.45pm before being released without charge,

As the Plsintiff left the Polios station and went to his-oar on the 9th August 1994, he was
stopped and pushed by ane of the Defendants police officers. Ho was immediately re-arregted
with criminel damage accusation st Ipm. He was roleased 8 4pm wighous charge or

explanztion,

On the 10th August 1994, the Plaintii¥ was arrested by Sergeant Smith of Barry Police Station
(&n officer who previously had involvement with the Plaintif). He was arrested for having no
driving licence, was detained for several hours in Barry Polico Station and sventuslly rojeased

without charge,

On the 21st fuly 1995 & Paul Stringsr was observed bresking & window at the Plaintiars
property et 52/53 Tynewydd Roed. The suid Stringer then headbutted, punched znd tried to

throttle the Plsintiff in front of wittiesses causing him injury, The incident was reparted 1 the

Deﬁudmﬁ%ommﬁdew“nﬁmlyof&nﬁcﬁofﬂmiu@idmtbutalsoﬂ:etbmatof
further incidents aud PC 972 John Johnson refused to taks & statemeat of oomplaint from the
FPlaintiff or record in his note book. On retum from registering the complaint, the Plaintisy

discovercd that the doors had been damaged as had an intermal door. The Plaintiff then agapy
contacted PC Johnson who refused to take any further action. The incident was recordeq by

letter to the Defendants on 215t July 1995,

On the 23rd July 1995.the Pollcs were In sttandance st $1/53 Tymevwydd Road end obssryeq
the said Paul Stringer without provocation sttack the Plaintiff, throtfle him gnd push him
down the stairs, 85 8 consequence of which the Plainttff was taken t6 hospita] b?m""hfm.-
The Defendants again refused to arrest or detain or charge the safd Paul Stringer,



820  On the 24th July 1997 the sgid Stringer tried to gain access to the Plﬂnﬁﬂ"v’tﬂ"n&q hospital
ammed with & length of wood. TheDafmdanI”gafnmﬂmedtomkemyncﬁn to provide

protection for the Pleintiff, his property or third parties,

821  On the 6th August 1995 the seid Paul Siringer agaln attacked, the Defendants were apnin
called and refused to teke any action and on the 7th Augpst 1995 the spid Stringer broke
windows and caused damage to the Plaintiffs property st 52 Tynewydd Road, the Police were

called and again refised to take any action.

On the 315t October 1995 a Honda Acta Van 43083 used by the Plaiatiff for a veterinary
ambulance was discovered by officers of the Defendants in Vere Street, Baty and g pC
Swerson advised the Defendants station of itz whereabouts. The vehicle was removed by
persons unkmown to the Plaintiffe from that address but was subsequently reported by
Inspector Webster that the vehicle was ot ef Mrytle Grove, Bany. Again on investigution ths
vehicle had been moved from that addross, The Defemdants took no action of sttempt o

Protect the stolen items aud the Plaintiff has therefore suffered loss and damage,

§.22.

In May 1995 the PIaintiff wax stopped and deteined by the Defendants Offioers in Barry and

823
roquired fo produce his driving documents which he did. Hewsscbaxgedwiﬁﬁﬂmgm

produce and found Not Guilty (Police Ref: 33139/A).

In February 1996 the Plaintiff’s Citreon motor car C86 NAN was siolen, It was eventuglly

located in a local scrap yard. The Defendants have faﬂedandreﬂrssdﬂopmvidemydmﬂ,
of their investigations thus preventing the Plaintiff from PuIsIing aiy compensation claim,

8.25 _On the 2nd February lwsmePhhﬁEMtotheDmdm Policesmﬁmntmm
ﬂwhhhmuatszmmamm@}{omqyumm, He

824

illegal
er the theft of meny jtems of , incl A 'IheDefendnnnanoe

|8



mﬁl

8gein refused to investipate hese offences and the offender wes never arrested  and

Plnmﬁﬁ' verions personal items,

In Jone 19951thefmdantspmpomdtomstdchlainﬁﬁ‘foriﬂegﬂ eviction of & tenant gt

826

the hiouse. . The Defendant well knew end/or had insufficient svidencs %o justify the arrest and
in any event should have conferred with the Local Authority who have direct responsibility
for administrating ths Protection Against Bviction Act 1977. The mrost and detention was

unlawfll,
e

On the 10th February 1994 the Plaintiff was driving his spit fire motor vehicle in n Lawfin

827

manner when he wufomdwkmthemndbyﬂ:e;ﬁnﬁ@m:!ﬂd-mldﬁadﬁv the
driver of a Ford Escort., Mmmmmwmemmmdmma

record of the incident or teke a statsment. Thus preventing the Plaintiff purm his clgim for
damages fo the bannet, bumpuandbmkmbnukaxle.‘

marabomImsmpmm_umeh@MMW,mmmanmm I

8.28.

or gbout September 1996, the Plaintiff became eware that the propailer was in the Posssasion

of a Mr Roach they refused to make any mmeeningfhl tavestigation or tlce statements from e

PlalatifT or his witnesses.
Duocing tho period Murch 1996 to tho 31st July 1995, the Plaiatiffs promises at Liggsyi

8.29.

o fho 16t August 1996 and fourd guilty. The offisice would not have occurred if e

Defendants had investigatad the burglaﬂex_md the thﬁﬂ'isthﬂ'eﬁm entitled to

K



These details will be disclosed on discovery

Ses Schedulotiached
10. The Plaintiff therefore clalms of the Defendants:-
a) Damages
b) Exemplary Damages
£) Special Damages
d) Costs
£) Interest pursuant to Section 69 of the County Court Act 1984.
This claim be limited {0 £50,000,
Dated the 12th September 1994
Amended the 1st September 1997 A—
17 Barkeley Square
Clifion
Bristol BS$ 1HB
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CASENO: BS6 14159

IN THE BRISTOL COUNTY COURT
BETWEEN:
and

South Walks Constabulary —_—
Defendents

AMENDED PARTICULARS OF CLAIM

Bobbetts Mackan
Solicitors

17 Berkelsy Square
Clifton

Bristol BSB 1HB
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3.

My

AMENDED PURSUANT TO ORDER 15, RULE 2 OF THE COUNTY COURT
RULES 19381

INTHE BRISTOL COUNTY COURT CASENO: Bgg 14i59
BETWEE N:

Maurice John Kirk
Plain i
and
South Wales Constabulary

The Plaintiffis a veterinary surgeon and operates surgeries gt 5 1/53 Tyneuqrdd

Road, Barry, Sou Glamorgan, 173 Cowbridge Road, Wegt

Cardiff ang ;
Church Street, Llantwit Mzjor,

arrest, question or detain a Suspect must e
conducted:in accordance with the Police and Criminap Evidence Act ang the

"2



Defendants officers must at relevant fimes have and maintain reasonsble
grounds for the stopping and detention and the continued detention of any
suspect,

The Plaintiff for reasons not relevant to these proceedings is known to the

e

Defendants Officers at Barry Police Station and in particular to the station

sergeant and PC Kirslake and at all material times fg Defendant’s
were aware that the Plaintiff held a current full driving licence, that he was not

disqualified and further that he was a veterinary surgeon practising in the area,

Further the Defendants as a police authority have a duty and obligation to fully
and diligently investigate any complaint from a member of the public and in
respect of any criminal or motoring offence and/or to use their best endeavours
to protect any property which comes into their control and particularly to

protect any items of stolen property to ensure that it is not damaged or
vulnersble to further theft.

" The Defendants are not entitled to detain eny person in custody without Jawfu]
authority and shall release apy person from custody as soon as it is apparent or

reasonably apparent that they have no lawfil reasons for the continged

The statutory duties and/or common law obligations herein mentioned are

owed by the Defendants io the Plaintiff and they are in breach of those dufies



and obligations and/or have caused nuisance to the Plaintiff and/or assanlted
him and/or committed trespass to his person or property and the Plaintiff has

suffered loss and damage.

83 On the 2nd January 1993, the Plaintiff was stopped by an officer of fhe

Defendants on the A48 at Cowbridge, South Glamorgan without lawfully
authority. He was required to produce driving licence, MOT certificate and
insurance cover note (hereinafter called “the motoring Gocuments”) -at Barry
Police Statior which he did. The Defendant subsequently denied that such
documents had been produced. The Plaintiff was prosecuted in the Joeg)

Magistrates Court, was found guilty of 1 sipo a4 yehicle , and

«Sth oo Test Certiﬁca:te (the Defendants still nla.mtammg that no documents

IA



8.7

8.9

Plaintiff, The Plaintiff was remanded in custody for three days to epable
inquiries to be made. The charges were eventually withdrawn and the Plaintiff
released. Further the Defendants seized and damaged the Plaintiff motor cycle
and refused to release the same to him for several days after the Plaintiff's

release from custody.

On the 23rd June 1993 the Plaintiff was arrested by the Defendants officers
stationed at Bridgend Police Station. There was no lawful reason for the
arrest, he was required to produce motoring documents at the Barry Police

station which he did. The defendants denied that the said documents hag been

‘produced.

On the 22nd September 1993 an officer of the Defendants siopped the Plaintiff
at St. Nicholas Road, South Glamorgan. No lawful reason was given for the
action and the Plaintiff was again required fo produce his motoring documents

which he did at the Barry Police Station, they were in accordance with law,

7L



a1

8.10

8.1

8.12

He was on the 4th October 1993 eharged with having no driving licence, such

charge subsequently being withdrawn.

On the 1st October 1993 the Pleintiff was involved in & r0ad traffic accident
near Barry. The police investigated and no action was taken against the

Plaintiff and no suggestion was made that the Plaintiff was in any marnner

whatsoever responsible for any motoring offence but the De fendant refiised i

-

On the 3rd October 1993 at St. Athan, South Glamorgan the officers of the

Defendants stopped the Plaintiff whilst he was driving his motoreaegycle and
no valid reason was given for his arrest. He was teken and detained in the

Barry Police Station and held in custody on suspicion of driving whilst

disqualified. He was released, the-following-morning-omthe4tir-Octobert902.
without charge.

fody drove

that roundabout in a lawiul manner twice to ascertain if the police cars were
following him. He was stopped by a PC Kirslake (who was in one of the five

Police cars), an officer who knew of the Plaintiff from previous incidents, He

971



8.19

8.26

821

causing him injury. The incident was reported to the Defendants who were
made aware not only of the facts of the incident but also the threat of further
incidexits and PC 972 John Johnson refused to take a staternent of complaint
from the Plaintiff or record in his note book. On refum from registering the
complaint, the Plaintiff discovered that the doors had been damaged as had an
internal door. The Plaintiff then again contacted PC Johnson who refused to
take any further action. The incident was recorded by letter to the Defendants

on 21st July 1995.

On the 23rd July 1995 the Police were in attendance at 51/53 Tynewydd Road
and observed the said Paul Stringer without provocation attack the Plaintiff,
throttle him and push him down the stairs, as 2 consequence of which the
Pigintiff was taken to hospital by ambulance. The Defendants again refused to

arrest or detain or charge the said Paul Stringer.

On the 24th July 1997 the said Stringer tried to gain access to the Plaintiff
veterinary hospital armed with a length of wood. The Defendants again
refused to take any action to provide protection for the Plaintiff, his Property

or third parties.
On the 6th August 1995 the said Paul Stringer 8gain attacked, the Defendants

were again called and refused to take any action and on the 7th August 1995
the said Stringer broke windows and caused damage to the Plaintiffs property

¥ A



at 52 Tynewydd Road, the Police were called and again refused to take any

action.

8.22. On the 31st October 1995 a Honda Acta Van 43083 used by the Plaintisr fora
veterinary ambilance was discovered by officers of the Defendants in Vere
Street, Bary and a PC Swerson advised the Defendants station of jts

wheresbouts, The vehicle was removed by persons unknown to the Plaintifts

from that address but was subsequently reported by Inspector Webster that he
vehicle was not at Mrytle Grove, Barry. Again on investigation the vehicle
had been moved from that address, The Defendants took no action or attempt

to protect the stolen items and the Plaintiff has therefore suffered Jogg and
damage.

823 In May 1995 the Plainfiff was stopped and detained by the Defendants
Officers in Batry and required to produce his driving documents which he did.

He was charged with failing to produce and found Not Guilty (Police Ref:
33139/4).

824 In February 1996 the Plaintiff’s % 'Ga&un motor car C86 NAN was
stolen. It was eventually located in a local scrap vard, The Defeidants have
failed and refused to provide any details of their investigations thug Preventing

the Plaintiff from pursuing eny compensation claim.
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ewptmn of 2 tenant at the house. The Defendant well knew and/orhad




possession of a Mr Roach they refused o ma

st 1995 and fonnd guilty, Th

- »V—v—n.-.—. R e

charged v with driving a vehicle without i msurance and with No Test
‘—-ma“'

Cem.ﬁcate (refer to Paragraph 8.3 above) wien tI'.le Defcndam knew

that the Plaintiff bad valid insurance and the vehicle, beine [eRistere:

0 Jersey, did not requite a Test Certificate.

H)....n 20t May 1993 an officer of the Defendant arrested the P laintiff for

no apparent or Jawiul reason and unlawfully took him in bandeuffs to

22



m’)

the Fairwater Police Station where he was unlawfully detained in

custogl; and ch_a_rged with:-

(@) . assault with intent to resist arrest contrary to Section 38 of the

Ari—

inst the Person Act 1861;

-Qﬁ'mcg; ,

b—! havmg an offensive weapon withoyt . !awful authon'ty or

reasonable‘ exeuse contrm'y to Secuon 1(1) Preventhqiof Crime

A0 Senairr S

A,

e} bemg a person whom a Constab!e bad reastmable eXcuse to
P DR

T

believe had comrmtted an oﬁ’ence in relat;on to the use of a
“u—_.‘. -

motor vch1cle on a road failed to mpply details to the Constable

of hzs nege and address and th the name and address- f fhe.0n

, _]-,-.981 :
A e

T T O Ty T T ST Y

__the chaxge_at (c) above

.n 22nd September 1993 the Defendant by an ofﬁcer stopped the

TN

'_'.gt St Nicholas Road, South Glam0rgan without giving any
TR T T - f__ : = d ]

14



Iawfzﬂ Teason for his action. He was regm.red to produce his moton'nﬁ._

T T

documents which he did at the Barry Police Staﬁ9g. Nevertheless on

s 2

it_h;_October 1'993 he was charged with having no licence, Such c_:harﬁ

i Z On lst October 1993 the Plamuﬂ‘ was stopped byan officer of the

T g i

Qefondent whilst diving » Triumph Spitfire aad on the 3rd October

charged with driving such vehicle whilst

1993 was wrongfull

Wwithout insurance contract to Section 143(2) of t_he_.Road ‘I_‘;aﬁg Act

P bl i ¢ AR T

1988. Such char_gesjvgfﬁ *subSﬁuenrﬂy thhdraw_.gt

v On 3rd October 1993 th:.rPlain,tiff was stopped by an officer of the

Defendant wbﬂst ndmg a BMW motor cycle and wes wrongfully

e

charged with dnving the sa;id motor cycle whilst disqualified fiom

——rE—

holdmg or obtmmng 8 drmng hcence contract to Section 103( lj(b)
‘n‘ll_‘

Road Trafﬁc Act 1988 and Wlth usmg the sald motor cycle without
w - AT Ty

N R LY

ingurance contract to Section 143(2) of the Road Traffic Act 1988,

.charges were subsequenﬂy vnthdrawn.

bl o

On 4th Oetober 1993 the lenuﬂ" when drmng away from the Pohce

i“

Stanon, havmg been dgta_med ovmmght, was agam stopped and
. s s m

ﬂha:ged with dnvmg vnthout msurance contraryto Section 143(2) of

B e

2]



the.Ro%g Traffic Act 1988 and driving licence whilst disqualifzed from

Road Traiﬁc Act 1988 Such charges were subsequently Mﬂldram

vii) _On 15th December 1993, the Plaintiff having been stopped md

ﬂ uired to produce his motoring documents, and hang produced

them odem, was unlawfully charged with failing to produce such doctiments.
o ——y

Such charge was subsequently withdrawn.

1994 the Plamtlﬁ" was stopped by PC Kerslake who

aﬁer assaulting him, anested him, detamed hun and falsely charged

el H‘m‘l.w

_him with driving without insurance. Such charge Was. subsequenﬂx
withdrawn

1] : :
R R e

9o NN Qn 9th August 1994 the Plaintiff, when seekmg his dog at the _pohce

statmn, was man.ha_ndled by one Inspcctor Dawes.and .p:us'he_d or

_chargad with crunmal damage. Such charge was subsequenﬂy
_mthdrawn ,

L



o v

). On 12th May 1996 the Plaintiff was stopped and charged with using a

motor vehlcle on the road without insurance contrary to Section 14“ 3(2)

of the Road Traffic Act 1988, driving without due care and sttentiop

d crossing a solid white line. The Plaintiff was convicted jn the

Magistrates’ court and the conviction in respect of driving without
e iy i i,

insurance was guashed on appeal as the Plaintiff had, to the knowledge .

of the Defendant, a valid insurance at all times.
" = L AR e

Furthez_' it _is_aﬂgged and averred that the Defendant has falsely imprisoned the

10.

A),__ The Plaintiff was unlawfully detained in custody from 14.20 on 20(h

T

A e

g 1993 mml 10.35 on 21st: May 1993, or ﬂlercabouts {referto

E__nagraphs 8.6 and 9(ii) above).

- o

ji} The Plamtlff was unlawfully detamed in custody on 3Id October 1993

between 17 40 and 19.50 or thereabouts (refer to paragraphs 8 11 and

9(v) above)

37



FE

between 07.50 and 14.30 or thereabouts (refer to paragraphs 8. 12 and

S (vi) above).

¢ iv)  The Plaintiff was unlawfully detained in cusiody on 9th August 1994

=—teryililis it

Ty

i9£viii1 above !:!

between 08.00 and 12.45 or thereabouts (refer to paragraphs B.135 and

T epegagny,

XL THE Plaintiff was unlawfully detained in custody on cusiody on Sth

Aupust 1994 between 13.00 and 16.00 or thereabputs (refer to

8.16 and 9(ix).

Y T

Ji)... The Defendant was unlawfully detained in custody on custody on 10t

August 1994 or thereabouts (refer to paragraph 8.17 above).

11. PARTI 0S

These details will be disclosed on discovery

10.  The Plaintiff therefore claims of the Defendants:-
a) Damages
b) Exemplary Damages .

c) Special Damages

The Plaintiff was unlawfully detained in custody on 4th October 1993

3%



d) Costs

e) Interest pursnant to Section 69 of the Coumty Court Act 1984,

Dated the 12th September 1996

.‘.,'f. the 1.':3t stember 1997

T e ey

Re-Amended this 25th day of Feb 1998 David S

-----------------------------------------

Bobbetts Mackan
17 Berkeley Square
Clifion

Bristo] BS8 1HR



Amended Pursuant to Order 15, Rule 2 of the County Court Rules 1981

IN THE BRISTOL COUNTY COURT CASENO: BS6 14159

BETWEEN:
Maurice John Kirk
Plaintiff
and
South Wales Constabulary
Defendant

1. <. The Plainﬁff is a veterinary surgeon and operates surgeries at 51/53 Tynewydd
Road, Bony, South Glamorgan, 173 Cowbridge Road, West Cardiff and 3

Church Street, Llantwit Major,

The Defendant’s are the police force having control of the police stations
which include Barry and Cardiff areas of South Wales.

The Defendants have the duty and" power to stop and arrest any person who
thev may reasonably suspect as having committed a criminal or road traffic
offence, any attempt to stop, arrest, question or detain a suspect must be
conducted in accordance with the Police and Crimina! Evidence Act and fhe
Defendant’s officers must at relevant times have and maintain reasonable
grouiids for the stopping and detention and the continued detention of any

suspect.

The Plaintiff for reasons not relevant to these proceedings is known 1o the
Defendant’s Officers at Barry Police Station and in particular to the station

L)



5.B

sergeant and PC Kirslake and at all material times the Defendant’s pfficers

were aware that the Plaintiff held a current full driving licence, that he was not
disqualified and further that he was a veterinary surgeon practising in the area.

Further the Defendants as a police authority have a duty and obligation to fully
and diligently_to investigate any complaint from a member of the public and in
respect of any criminal or motoring offence.

Further, or in the alternative the Defendants have T

5.C

bailees endlor-to use their best endeavours to protect any property which

comes into their control and particularly to protect any items of stolen Property
to ensure that it is not damaged or vulnerable to further theft.

ative, the Defendants. once their invest oations

Farther. or in the further altern
are concluded. have a duty to provide to the injured party relevant information

concerning the results of such investications including. in articular,

identity of anv person suspected of having cansed wrong 1o the injured parn-,.

The Defendants are not entitled to detain any person in custody without lawful
authority and shall release any person from custody as soon as it is apparent op
reasonably ‘apparent thet they have no lawfil ressons for the continyed

detention,

The statutory duties- and/or common Jaw .dutlf.s....nud..Obhgatlons herein

mentioned are owed by the Defendants to the Plaintiff

, o wrog jed and ﬂzey are m.n;gl;ggm_breach of those duties and
Obllgaﬁom an ;';.;‘_ TR LT T gagnn $n 3o & .:E d/ormsaulted

him and/or have committed u-espass to Ins person or property and the Plaintiff
has suffered loss and damage.

PARTICULARS

41



8.3

84

8.5

On the 2nd January 1993, the Plaintiff was stopped by an officer of the
Defendants on the A48 at Cowbridge, South Glamorgan without lawfully
authority. He was required toc produce driving licence, MOT certificate and
insurance cover note (hereinaﬁer called "the maton'ng docu-ments") at Barry

motoring, documents had been produced The Plaintiff was -m.ﬂh.u_].L_l;_

prosecuted in the local Magistrates Court, was found guilty of ys
L ificate (the Defendants still maintaingipg

that no documents had been produced) and he was fined £450, The conviction

wes set aside on appeal on.the S8x3rd June 1993 and-the-Cardif Cravw
- ad hpar s8¢ when the Crown

On the 9th January 1995 the Plaintiff’s surgery was burgled. The Defendants

arrested and/or detained a person for this offence but, negliventlv, in breach of
' ; fused to prosesute-orprovide any

detalls to- the PIamtiff to enable him to prosecute or bring a private action for

damages.

On the 24th March 1993, officers of the Defendantsammd-sw ed the
Plaintiff outside of his surgery for an offence of being in charge of a vehicle

4.



8.6

8.7

which had a tyre with insufficient tread, The Plaintiff was found guilty in the

local Magistrates Court following evidence from the police officers ang the

~Lonviction was again set aside o appeal in the Cardiff Crown Court on the

17" December 1993,
In May 1993 the Plaintiff was arrested by officers of the Defendant at Grand
Avenne, Cardiff and taken to Fairwater Police Station, There Were no lawful
reasons given to the Plaintiff for his arrest and detention, The station sergeant
was aware of the Plaintiff’s identity but refused to recognise him or confirm
his identify. The Plamtxff wag unfawfilly detained all night in the police cells
and brought before the Cardiff Magistrates Court the following morning when

evidence was_maliciously offered by the Defendants that thcy could not
confirm the identity of the Plaintiff The Plaintiff was remanded in custody

for three days to enable enquiries to be made, The .ﬂmﬂfm;msw

y withdrawn and the Plaintiff

posecuted but the charges were eventuall
=R UHAY I0_parasraph

released. Further the Defendarits wilW
IR _above seized and damaged the Plaintiff's motor cycle and refuseg to
release the samie to him for several days after the Plaintiffs release from

custody.

On the 23rd June 1993 the Plaintiff was arrested by the Defendants officers
stationed et Bridgend Police Station. There was 10 lewfil regsop for the
arrest, he was required to produce-‘ motoring documents at the Batry Police
station which he did. The defendants denied that the said Mptoring documents

bad been produced. The Defendant maliciously
:Darge was withdrawn at the Magistrate's urt.

prosecuted the Plaimiff. by



8.9

8.10

8.11

8.12

Anls Stopped the Plaintify

On the 22nd September 1993 an officer of the Defendan
at St, Nicholas Road, South Glamorgan. No lawful reason was giver for the
action and the Plaintiff wasg again required to produce his motoring docurients
which he did at the Barry Police Station; they were in accordance with law, g,

was on the 4tk October 1993 -maliciously. charged with having ne driving
licence, such charge subséquently being withdrawn,

On the Ist October 1993 the Plaintiff wag involved in a road traffic. accident
near Barry. The police investigated and no action was taken against the
Plaintiff and no suggestion was made that the Plaintiff wag In any manper

whatsoever responsible for any motoring offence...hm__t;b_g_ui&lm_

pleaded in paragraph 3C ahove e ficed

negligently in breach of the duny
release anv information to the Plaintiff to enahle D to purspe the offa nding

On the 3rd October 1993 at St. Athan, South Glamorgen the officers of the
Defendants stopped the)P—]aintiﬁ whilst he was driving his motor-eecvele and
no valid reason was given for his arrest. He was taken aug_w;l detained
in the Barry Police Station and held in custody on

.

suspicion of driving. whilst

Hetebailnn

: 4 -
LT N T L O e

disqualified. He was rafeased, R

without charoe,

On the 4th October 1993 the Plaintiff having been released from custody drove

away from the police station and observed that there was a.pmcgggian of

police cars behind him. On reaching a nearby roundabout hedrove aroyng that
roundabout in a lawful manney twice to ascertain if the Police carg Wers

following him. He was stopped by a PC Kirslake (who Was in one of the five

an officer who knew of the Plaintiff from previous incidents. He

Police cars),
having no insurance and driving

was arrested on an aileged chatge of driving,



8.13

without dne care and attention. The Plaintiff was taken to Barry Police Station
when he PC Kirslake maliciously charged him with:-

Driving whilst disqualified and with no insurance on the 22nd

a)
Sepiember 19943 at Sonth Glamorgan (see 8:89 above), despite having
produced those motoring documents as required by law.

)  Driving whilst disqualified and no insurance on the 1% Octobey 1993
(see 8:910 above)

£) Driving whilst disqualified with no insurance and without due care and

attention on the 4% October 1993 at the roundabout near Barry Police
Station.

appear before the Barry
Jhe prosecution did
of driving whjle

The Plaintiff was_unlawfully detained in custody to

Magistrates Court on the 4% October 1993, In.due
not produce any evidence in respect of the various charges
disqualified, no insurance and no MOT and the prosecytions did not Droceed.
The Plaintiff was found guilty of driving without due care and atteption, In in

Lis absence caused by jll health.

The Defendants officers were well aware that the Plaintiff was the owner of a

BMW motorcycle. It was stolen on the 16th October 1993 angd reported o the
Barry Police Station. The Police recovered possession of the motoreyele,_gpd
_the dutv pleaded i

thereupon became_hailees thereof. but. in bregsch of the duty ol
paragraph SA abos e, the Defendants negligently failed to advige the Plaintiff,

He was eventually told by a third pariy that the Defendants had the motoreycle
in their possession and with some difficulty the Plaintiff was ahle 1o recover

his possessions from the Police.




On the 15th December 1993 the Plaintiff was stopped by the Police in Cargife
with lawful excuse and required to produce his motoring documents, Tliese he
produced at Barry Police Station who again denied that he had done 50 and he
was maliciously charged with failing to produce. Such charges being wers

Jater discontinued with the prosecution offering no evidence.

8.14

On the 9th August 1994 the Plaintiff was stopped and arrested by the gajq PC
Kirslake for driving whilst disqualified at 8 am. The police at Bany
anlawfullv held the Plaintiff in custody until 12.45 p.m: before being released

witheut-charge. The Defendants are

without inswrance, such charge being

8.15

subsequently withdrawn,

As the Plaintiff left the Police station and went to his car on the 9th August

8.16
1994, he was stopped and pushed by one of the Defendants police officers, He

was immediately re-arrested with upon an unlawful charse of criminag damage
aeeusation-at 1 p.m. He was released at 4 p.m. ‘“&Mm

:haree of crintina) damage was subsequent]v withdrawn.

8.17  On the 10" August 1994, the Plaintiff was arvested by Sergeant Smith of Barry
Police Station (an officer who previously had involvement with the Plaintiy),
He was arrested for having no driving ﬁceqce, was detained for severg] hours

in Barry Police Station and eventually released withewi—charge, The

d the Plaintift with driving withous slirane

Defendants malicioush: charee

but such charge was subsequently withdrawn.

8.18  On the 21% July 1995 & Pau! Stringer was observed breaking a window at the
Plaintiffs property at 52/53 Tynewydd Road. The said Stringer thep
headbutted, punched and tried to throttle the Plaintiff in front of Witnesses
causing him injury. The incident was reported to the Defendants whe Wwere
made aware not only of the facts of the incident but also the threat of further

incidents and PC 972 John Johnson dn breach of the duty pleaded iy paragraph
5A_above negiigently. refused to take a statement of complaint from the




Plaintiff or record in his note book, On retum fiom registering the complaint,
the Plaintiff discovered that the doors had been damaged, as had an interna]

door. The Plaintiff then again coritacted PC Johnson who_again. in bre ch
i neulivently refused to tole any

further action. The incident was recorded by letter to the Defendants op 21

July 1995,

On the 23rd July 1995 the Police were in attendance at 51/53 Tynewydd Road
and observed the said Panl Stringer without provocation attack the Plaintiff,
throttle him and push him down the . stairs, as-a consequence of which the
Plaintiff was taken to hospita] by ambulance. The Defendants agmw_
leaded in paragraph 5A above. neglivently refused to-amrestor -
inge: ‘jl}vest'ic_rate the incident or take any

8.19

ol the dury

action to protect the Plaintiff,

On the 24" July 1995 the said Stringer tried to gain access to the PlaintifPs

8.20
veterinary hospital armed with & length of wood. The Defendants again _in

breach of the durv ple ; 1
any action to provide protection for the Plaintiff his property or third partieg,

On the 6" August 1995 the said Paul Stringer again attacked; the Defendants
were agein called and in breach of the dutv pleaded in paragraph SA abm-.eﬁ_
negligently refused to take any action and on the 7th August 1995 the saig
Stringer broke windows and caused damage to the Plaintiffs property at 52

Tynewydd Road; the Police were called and again dn_breach of the gy
pleaded in parngraph SA above, negligently refused to take any action,

8.21

822 Onthe 31st October 1995 a Honda Acta Van 43083 used by the Plamtlﬁ' fora

veterinary ambulance was discovered by officers of the Defendants in Vere
Street, Barry and a PC Swerson advised the Defendant's station of it

and in breach of their duty pleaded in paragra h 3B

whereabouts, Negliventiy,



by persons unknown to the Plaintiff from that address but was subsequently
reported by Inspector Webster that the vehicle was not at Mrytle Grove, Barry.
Apgain on investigation the vehicle had been moved from that address The
Defendants took no action or aftempt to protect the stolen items and the
Plaintiff has therefore suffered loss and damage.

In May 1995 the Plaintiff was stopped and defained by the Defendant’s

8.23
Officers in Barry and required to produce his driving documents which he did,
He was_maliciously charged with failing to produce and found Not Guilty
(Police Ref 33139/A).

8.24 In February 1996 the Plaintiffs_Citigen Gitseen motor car C86 NAN was

stolen. It was eventually located in a local scrap yard. The Defendants

neglivently in breach of the ditv ple have failed
and refused to provide any details of their investigations thug Ppreventing the

Plaintiff from pursuing any compensation claim, N

paragraph SA above refiised 1o investigate these

offences and the offender was never arrested and the Plaintiff Jost various

Bcrsom:l items.

S.26_ In June 1993 the Defendants purported to_arrest the Plaintiff for jlleqa




_his withesses,

8.29 . During the period M larch 1996 to the 31st Julv 1996. the P

3intifs prem ises at

Llantwit Major were burgled on at least five occasions Al of which were
_reperted to the Defenda 3 th, i : 1

.00 the 3]st March

Julv 1996, The Defendnnts ne,fzhgentiv in breach.

of the duty pleaded in
paragraph 5A ahove refused to cmw%
‘-"#M N

course of the hur«-lanes unntm! gl

He wnx L!mr-rc,d with the offence of pemurnru.r wmm”ed Waste on the

land on

he 15 Apons IW(‘

and tound multv The nﬁ‘enw mouh! 1ot have occurreq if

the Defendants had m\unnuted the buurhuu.s and the Plaintif¥ j¢ therefore

entitled to d.:ma"es

£,

the PlaiptiiY an the dates hereinafier set out:

i an Januarv 1993 when (he Plaintiff was faisely and mahcnouuiv

charged with driving g vehicle without insurance and with No Test

Ary



at the Plaintiff had valid i 1nsurance and the _vehicle, being registered

_in Jersey, did not require a Test Cemﬁcate

On 20" May 1993 an officer of the Defendant arrested the Plaintify for

no apparent or lawﬁll reason and u:ﬂawfully took him in h

ii)
andeuffs 1o

the Fairwater Pohce Station where ‘he was- unlawfully detained in

<custodv apd charged with:

assault with intent to resist arrest contrary to section 38 of the

a)
Offences against the Person Act 1861; |,
b) having an offensive Weapon without lawful authority o
reasonable excuse contrary-fo section 1(1) Prevention of Crime
Act |
_"'-"—Il—'-*f.
) being a person whom a Constable had Ieasonable excuse 1o

believe had committed an offence in relation to the usge of a

motar vehicle on a road failed to supply details 1o the Constable

of the vehicle contrary to section 165(3) Road Traffic Acy 1981,

,md The Crovwn Prosecution Servi ue subseguentlv. on or about 3()' Julv 1993

dnswnnnucd prove=dings apainst the Plaintiff’ in relation to (a) and (b, above
{refer to paruraph 8.6 above} and did not proceed with the ch

above,

icer, stopped the

iii) __On 22™

action. He was requived to produce hlS motoring

lawful reason for his
Station. Ne-venheicss on

documents. which he did at the. Barry Police
: =2-he wig charged with having no licence, Sych

i charge

was subseq uenrlv withdrawn (réfer to parngraph 8.9 above)

ame and address and the name and address of the owner

“harge at (¢

“Plamnﬁ‘ at St Nu.holas Read South GIamon.'m without giving any
—-—-"‘-‘—'—l—u___

N



©On l October 1993 the thnﬁ was stopped By an officer of the
Defendant whﬂst  driving a Tnumph Spitfire and on 3" October 1903

‘[;-

was wrongfully char, arged with driving such vehjcle whilst disqualified

from holding or obtamm .2 driving licence confrary to section

]0.)(””33 Road T uﬂ,ct %R.anq ith using the sajd ¢ car mthom

msumnce contrary to. sectron 143(2) of the Road Traffic Act 1088

Such charpes were subsequeritly withdrawn.

On 3"'J October 1993 the Plaintiff was stopped by an officer of the
Defendzmr n lnist ndme a BMW motor C}cle and was Wrongfully

R

t,haraed \\nh dnwnﬂ the :-axd motor cvcle wh;lsl disqualifie( i1ed from

holding or nhlauungn a_driving hccnce contrary fo section ' JO3(1)(D)

Road ad Traffic Act ] 988 and with using the - said motor cyele \\Jthout

i

insurance SOUUAY 1o section 143(2) of. the Road Tmi“ac Act 1988,
e r——

Such charzes were subsequentiv w:thdm\m

i) On 4™ October 1993 the Piamnﬁ‘ when driving away from the P
. : olice

Station. _having_ been detained overnight. was again stopped apd
e,

arged with drivi without j Insurance contrarv to b
charg nyving wi Section 143(2) of

the Road Traffic Act 1983 and driving whilst disqualified from holding
g
g hcem..e cantrary lto_section 103(1yb, b/ Road

or obmmmu a drivi
Traffic Aer 1988, buz.h n.h'irm.,s were subsequentiv withdrawn.

vii) __On 13" December 1993, the Plaintiff having been stopned and required
to _produce his motoring documents and havi’n_' roduced them, wag

unlawtully charged with & a:hmz o preduce such documents, Such
.—m‘-négm_ —— e

quently. w:thdrawn

chacpe was subse,




Him with driving without insurance.  Such charge was subs

withdrawn.

ix)  Opot Aungust 1994 the Plamt:ff when seeking his dog
station,

at the police
was manhand]ed by_one Inspector Davies and pushed or

equently

dragaed op to the door m‘ the Coroner’s

Officer’s ear cmnmg into
The Plaintiff was then Wronufum

~charzed with criminal damage. Such charge was gy

___Withdrawn,

-

contact with the door minor.

X) In May 1993 the Plaintiff was stopped and detamed bv

the Defendant’s

wng documents,

\»hu.h he did. He was changed with fm]mg 10 produce and found N
(:mltv (Police qu 33 139/A)

T ———

LOfficers in Bm'rv and reqmred to produce Ins dn

ot

) On 12" May 1996 the Plaiptiff was.stopped and charged with using g

motor vehicle on a road without insurapce eontrary to section 143(2) of
the Road Traffic Act 1988, driving without due tare and attention and
- e e ter—
£rossing a Solid W:hi'tc h'ne

The PIamnfE was s.onwcted m
Iristrate s court_and _tht;___gonwchon m l'espet:
e et st £ Y e —_——_-—

the
t nf drlvmn W 1thout
< ITISUTANCE Was quashed on appeal as the Plaintify had to the know led;

u1 the Detend'mr il vahd meurmzce at gli tnneq _

0. Further it is alleged and averred that the Defendant has falsely imprisoned the

Plaintit} on the dages hereinafter set out:

i) The Defendanr was unla“-'ﬁillv detamed in custody from 14:20 oy "U"'
May 1993 unti 10:35 on 2™

May 1993. or thereaboyts, {refer to

Jparagraphs 8.6 and 9 (i) above),

bseguenﬂy

=



WM@\&HS unlawtully detained in custody on 3 " October 1993,

~_between 17:40 and 19: SO or thereabouts, (refer to Paragraphs 8.1] and

_k9 (v) above).

The Dei’en.c,_la?;_}_\f_as_;_l_n[_qx_vﬁlllvt detained in custodv on 4™ October 1993

in}

_between 07:50 and 14:30 or

thereabouts; (refer io Paragraphs 8.17 and

L2(vi) above).

The Defendant was unlawﬁ,llly dehmed ln Ll.lStOd} on gth August 1994

V)

etween 08 08:00 zmd 12:45 or thereabouts (refe: to paragmphq 8.15 815 and

.é._.._F

Ofviii) ¢ *ﬂm\ e).

The Defendant was unlawfully detained in custody on custody g 9

‘:) H—

August 1994 between 13:00 and 16:00 or thereahouts, (refer 10

~Paragraphs 8.16 and 9(ix) above).

Vi hwr Lhi Defendant was unlawfully detained in custody on custody on 1™

August 1994 or thereabouts, (refer to paragraph 8.17 ahove)

-ﬁi I PARTICUI.ARS OF COST

These details will be disclosed on discovery

¢ Ses Schedule aumcheg

~1612. The plaintiff therefore claims of the Defendants:.

&)
b)

Damages
.EXcmplaiy Damages

Gasts
Interest pursuant to Section 69 of the County Court Act 1984,



Dated the 12th September 1996

Amended the st September 1997

‘;__Re"AnEdEd the 1st day of April 1998,

DAVID SPENS

Bobbeits Mackan
17 Berkeley Square
Clifion g
Bristol BS8 1HB
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IN THE CARDIFF COUNTY.COURT CASE NO.BS 614158-MC65
CF101741
CF204141

BETWEEN

MAURICE JOHN KIRK

Claimant
and

EXHIBIT SHEET

This is the exhibit marked “RLH2" in the Position Statement of Richard

Leighton Hill

i

SIGNED: cvvornsn B ieiresssomesvesssasessenseseasmsestonsosens

DATED: o1, 8L, %
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In the

General form of judgment or _
County Court
Plaintiff |
| Case No. swwpmsic | BS614150
-Bobbetts_Mackan
17 Berkeley Square { Plaintift Maurice John Kitk
Clifton . y
Bristo] : Defendant South Wales Constabulary
BS8 1HP Plaintiffs ref. | BCC/DME/6740.10
DX 37011 CLIFTON (BRISTOL — - — ‘
® ) Defendant’s ref. | INM EJP BR SOU 5 65

Le _.l Meﬂd,
T el .

tting at Bristo] County Court, 2nd Floor, Greyfriars,

Before District Judge Stuart-Brown si

Bristol, BS1 2NR.
Upon hearing Counsel for the Plaintiff and upon hearing Counsel for the Defendant

Y
5 £
A 7

-5%""4"}-,. ﬁ!“"’f. &
paragraphs 8.4, 8.5:8.10;8.18,
28 disclosing no reasonable cause

S ORDERED THAT

1) There be leave to file the re-amended Particulars of Claim save that
8.19, 8.20, 8.21, 8.22, 8.24, 8.25, 8.27 +8.28 and 8.29 be struck out

of action,

2) The amended pleading to retain the original sequence and numbers of paragraphs and to be filed and
served by 09 June 1998. '

3) The Defendant to file and serve their amended defence by 07 July 1998,

4) The application to transfer to Cardiff County Court be adjourned generally with liberty to restore.

5) The matter be listed for further directions, on application with & time estimate. The matter be reserved

to District Judge Stuart-Brown,
6) Order 17 directions do not apply.

‘ R
7) The Plaintiff’s do pay the Defendant’s costs of and occasioned by this application and the costs of the
application to strike out part of the claim as disclosing no reasonable cause of action.
8) Certified fit for Counsel.
Date Order Made: 19 May 1998
Order Drawn: 28 May 1998
Defendant
_Dolmans
17 Windsor Place
Cardiff

CF14PA DX 33005 CARDIFF
am und 4 pm Monday Friday,

Tbe court office at BRISTOL COUNTY COURT, GREYFRIARS, LEWINS MEAD, BRISTOL, BS1 2NR is pen betwer 10
Whez rorresponding with the court, pleass sdddress foris or letters to the Court Manager and guote the case number, Tel: 01179204414
‘Produced: by: Kiretin 5 6

General Form of judgment or order



Before His Honour Judge Seys Llewellyn Q.c. sitting at Cardiff Coun

Park Street, Cardiff, CF10 1ET,

_ Géneral Form of Judgment or Order Inthe
Cardiff
| County Cour
Claim Number [BS614159
Date 1 December 2010
MAURICE JORN VKIRKV RK
SOUTH WALES CONSTABULARY |
o ef APO.MS.SWP001-138
Case No: BS 61459-MC65, CF101741, CF204141
nty Court, Cardiff Civil Justice Centre, 2

Upon having previously heard the Claimant in person and having received written submissions from him and on
his behalf (as set out at paragraph 6 of the Judgment of 30th November 2010):

And-upon hearing Leading Counsel for the Defendant;
It is ordered that:-

1. Paragraph 3 of Action CF204141 be struck ot as disclosing no reasonsble canse of actiop,

! Piragraph 8.12 of Action BS 614159-MC65;

m- respect of the 6ﬁence of drmng without insurance;
c. Paragraph 9 ofAcuon CF101741, save that the C aimant
of lus motorcar

The foﬂawmg paragraphs be struck out-as being an abuse of process:-

, namely by 4pm

' é-aspects which he seeks to appeal and the
granﬁed

'm' gt ‘n‘ﬂ;ﬂ','u """ cm "" ty com.' st wmmhmeemzmsumcm& mommopenbuwmmmmu
mrt Cm'dfff 020 20376475

p-m.MmdnyWrrﬁay%en

Produced by:MivR Pl
g7



Dated 30 November 2010



IN THE CARDIFF COUNTY COURT CASE NO.BS 614159-MCE5
' CF101741
CF204141
BETWEEN

MAURICE JOHN KIRK
o Claimant

THE CHIEF CONSTABLE OF THE SOUTH WALES CONSTABULARY

Defand_g_g_n!

EXHIBIT SHEET

This is the exhibit marked “RLH3” in the Position Statement of Richard
Leighton Hill

SIGNED: Qi



e e et e e

SOL/RLH/EKO/{ 732
18th November 1956

The Superintendent,
VALE OF GLAMORGAN

K oceurred in 'E Division, in

rejoriy of the incldents referred fo by M. _ ,
thismspﬁienﬁibéekreﬁha'mmmyofmwm;lhopewmba
of use fo you In dealing with the metter,
lwlllwﬂte.-toyouunderseparatemtoob!afnﬂ!ﬁrﬂemnt
ide I am mindful thet it may often be

documents relating to each incidant; ‘
difficult to coffate the varjous documents, particularly as Mr. Kirk's solicitorg
t deal of information in relafion to each

R. Leighton Hill
for Force Solicitor



s, -

SOL/RLH/EKO/1732
18th November 1896

IN CONFIDENCE
The Superlntendent.

VALE OF GLAMORGAN

Imwmmﬂmerreferencetomeabmnmdmls naking a clvil clalm
agalnstﬂwFomalnmpedofanMMwhichmmedonanJanumﬂm

Mr. Kirk alleges that he was stopped on the A48 at Cowbridge
authority. mwmuimdwmmm:mmdmmmmpmmsﬁﬁm

Mr. KGirk further alleges that he so produced the. documents but that the police
denied that he had done so. As a result of this, Mr. Kirk wesprosecuted at Barry

Magistrates’ Court for the falling to produce offence. 1 uriderstand thef he was fined
in the sum of £450. Mr. mmlaterappaaledagalnstﬂﬁseonvIﬁmvmlmmhm

at Cardiff Crown Court on 5th June 1883, This appeal was allowed.

In order that | mey deal with the mafter | would be obliged if you could please
let me have a full report togsther with copies of the followirig:-

Custody record.and arrest informafion sheet.

1.
2. Any pockst book entries made by any officers invalved in the matter.
3. Anyflie of evidence Including any tape recordings of interviews.

Continued ..
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4. Anycorrespondence with the Crown Prosecution Service reganding the
matier,

$.  Any other supporting documents.

Please also note that in view of the claim all original documentation regardin
this matler, including the above, should be preserved and should not be destroyed °
or otherwise disposed of without prior reference fo me.

I would be obliged to receive the above by 2nd December 19986.

R. Leighton Hill
for Force Solicitor



1

"“‘Wﬂlmdoammmnfwmmmm T
1. Copy of HORTAY . ”
2. Copy of Conviction record

When ﬁn'ther!!fﬂtmaﬂar.u'! mﬁféﬁfﬁmnbym,
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SOL/RLH/EKO/M732
18th November 1908

IN CONFIDENCE

The Superintendent,
VALE OF GLAMORGAN

lwﬂtéwnhﬁumerrsfarenoetomeabmnamodwholsmldngacmxm
against the Fomeinmspadofaﬁmdderﬁwhldiommdonmmm 1663,

Mr. maﬂagesmathswasamﬁdmﬁehlsswwfnmmoubau
tyre offence. He was prosacutedforhlsoﬁencamfomdgmuyof
the same at Bany Magistrates’ Court. However he eppeale d against conviet)
which was heard af the Cardiff Crown on 17th Dacember 1993, lundemmdm
the appeal was successful and the conviction was set aside.

lnordermatlmydealwlmhamﬁerlwouldbeOblmsdifyoucomdplggse
let me have afull report, together with copies of the following:-

Custody record and arrest information sheet.
Any pocket book entries made by any officers irmlvedmmgm,-

Any file of evidence including any tape recordings of intorvisws,
m"mn

1.
2.
3

e — e —
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4. Any comespondence with the Crown Prosesution Seivice regarding the
matter,

5. Any other supporting documents,

Please also note that in view of the claim al original documentation regerdi
this matter, including the above, sho

uld be preserved and shoulg not be deshoyedng
or otherwise dispossd of without prior reference to me.

I would be obliged fo receivs the above by 2nd December 18886.

R. Leighton Hijl
for Force Solicitor

Ay
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SOL/RLHEKO/1732 ,
16th November 1996

IN-CONFIDEMCE

The Superintendent,
VALE OF GLAMORGAN

:-mmmm-mmmmmmmamam
against the Force in respect of an incident which occurred on 23rd June 1693,

Mr. Kirk alleges that he was arrested by officers stationed at Bridgend Police
Station. He alleges that there was no lawful reason for the arest and that he was
subsequently required o produce his moforing documents at Barny Police Station.
He &lleges that he produced the documents but the police denled that he had done
80.

As you are aware, this is one of 23 seperate claims made by Mr. Kirk and
aithough the arrest appears to have occurred by officers of 7 Division l enticipate
thet you may have further detalls of the same at your Division. In this respect, in
order that | may deal with the matter | would be obliged If you could please ist me
have a full report, together with copjes .of the following:-

1. Custody record and arrest information sheet
Any pocket book sniries made by any officers invoived in the matter.

Any file of evidence Including any tape recordings of intarvieys,

2.
3.

ral
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4. Any commespondence with the Crown Prosecution Service regarding the.

matier.

5. Any.other supportirig documerits.

Please aiso note that in view of the clai

this matter, including the above, should be preserved and shouid not be destroyed
or otherwise dispased of without prior reference to me.

I would be obliged to receive the above by 2nd December 1996,

R. Leighton Hill
for Foroe Solicitor

—



On 23.6.93 P.C, 520 ROGES“MCMM‘ 0T Stopped A
whilst driving a Ford Escort 178 TOW on the A48, 11 Sector stoppeq

r Sopped . KRk -
WGM:M-M e s T
lssued KIRK a Vefilcle Defect Rectificatiori form. He wasnot amvested, - LOH0S. The
Enquirles with the A.S, U, ment-mmhdacogyofmﬂo_ T
e possibilfity that number was mkread nquiry Clerk or ' \
< Therelsno P.C.525 ROGERS In this forr, ~ 1Y Chrk or possby atered ¢ ¢

69



SOL/RLHEKO/1732
18th November 1995

IN CONFIDENCE

The Superintendent,
VALE OF \GI.-.-AMORGAN

{ write with further reference o the above named who Is making a eivif claim
amhﬁﬁeFminmmwmmmmmmmmsm

1993. ‘

Mr. Kirk alleges that he was stopped by the police at St. Nicholas Road for no
lawiui reason. He was required to produce his documents and aiieges that
he subsequently did so at Barry Police Station. Hewassubsemqmymawmﬁ,
the offence of having no driving licence which was later withdrawr, | understand
that the charge may have occurred on 4th Oclober 1993,

In order that ! may deal with the malter | wouid be obliged If you could please
let me have & full report, together with caples of the following:-

1. Custody record and arrest lnfonnatfon sheet.

Any pocket book entries mads by any officers Involved in the magier,

Any file of evidence including ary tape recordings of interviews,
Continued ..

2
31
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. Ay Comrespondence with the Grown Prosecution Service regerding the
5. Any other Supporting documents,
Please also note that in view

of the claim all original
this matter, including the aboye shouid be

) Preserved and shoyjq not be destroyed
or otherwise disposed of without prior reference to me,

R. Leighton Hiil
for Force Solicitor
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SOL/RLH/EKO/1732 ,, L
18th November 1008

IN CONFIDENCE

The Superintendent,
VALE OF GLAMORGAN

I write with further reference to the above named who Is making a civil claim
against the Force in respect of ari Incident which occurred onor abgd Oclober

Mr. Kirk aileges that his BMW motor cycle was stolen an 16th October 1993
and reported to Barmry Police Station as a stolen vehicle. He states that the police
subssquently recovered the metor cycle but failed o acviss him of the same, He
was subsequently informed as to the correct position by a third party ang was able

to recover the BMW motor cycle from the police,

In order that | may deal with the matter | would bs obliged if you couid please
have a full report, together with coples of the following:-

let me ha
1. CUSmdyrecordendan'esi ymation sheet.
2. Ay pocket book entriss meds by &y officers invoived in the matter,

8 Any file of evidence including eny taps recordings of inferviews,

Contingsd..
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4.  Any comespandence with the Crown Prosecution Service regarding the
matier,
5. Anyother Supporting documents,
Please also note that n
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SOL/RLH/EKO/M732
18th November 1995
IN CONFIDENCE

The Superintendent,
VALE OF GLAMORGAN

In ordarthatlmaydeamithmematterlmuldba
let me have a full report, togsther with coples of the foll

ou?n.;'-{'gfd“ You could please
1. dustodyreooruandauast_informaﬁmm ,
2. Any paeke! book entries made byanyoﬁoarslnvolved In the meiigr.
3 Any'ﬁ!; of evidence inciuding any tape recordings of htemm



h2-

4, Any oormpondenee with the Crown Prosecution; Service regarding the
matter.

5. Anyother Supporting documents,

Please also note that in view of the clairn all origina/ docum
this matter, Incjug, ing the.

entation regarding
abovs, should be pt'eservodand shnuldnotbed b
or oﬂ'lemfse disposed of Mthom ;

R



South Wales?ﬂff?e. -

Working with the Communigy
CHIEF CONSTABLE

Retfcyt
gm,x sicn Na/mufum%&wm S23m

December 5, 1995




SOL/RLH/EKO/M732
16th November 1998
IN CONFIDENCE
VALE OF GLAMORGAN

Mr. Kirk alleges thet he wag stopped and arrested by‘r!?o{leg

Kerslake for driving whilst disqualified, This accurred at approximate
hewas-:subeequent_lytakentoaamy Polite Station where he-mmnedhmay
untll 12.45 p.m. before bejng released without charge,

In order that | may deal with !hematter I would be abliged if you could please

let me have a full report, together with caples of the following:-
1. Custody record and arrest information sheet.
2. Any pecket book entries made by any officers invoived in the matter.

8. Any file of evidenc including any tape recordings of interviews,

ly 8.00 a.m. and

sd



e,

5. Anyother Supporting documents,

Please also note that iy view of the claim )y original fon regarding
this matter, inoluding the above, should be Presarved and should not e destroyed
or otherwise disposed of without prior reference to me,

lmaldbeobﬂgedbmoelveﬂ?eaboveby&d%mmber 1996,

...

R. Leighton Hij]
for Force Solicitor
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SOL/RLH/EKO1732
18th November 1996

IN CONFIDENCE

I write with further reference to the above named who Is making a elvil.claim
against the Force in respect of an incident which occurred on ©th August 1994,

Mr. lﬂrkaliagesihathwlngbeenmibasedﬁum

police custody at Berry

Poiice Station in respect of incident no. 13, he was subsequently stopped gnd

pushed by a police officer. He alleges that he was immediately
1.00 p.m. Hewas later released from
explanation.

offence of criminal damage at
custody at 4.00 p.m. without any charge or

In order that | may deal with the matter I would be obliged if you could please
let me have & full report, together with copies of the following:- '

1. Custody record and arrest information sheet.
2. Any pocket book entries made by any officers Involved in the mafter:

3.

Any file of evidence including any tape recerdings of intervisws,



(L T

Please also nots tht in view of the claim ajf original documentagigy, regardit
‘ iding the above, should be preserved ang should riot be destmyedng
Wwithout prior reference to me.

lwould be obliged to recejye the above by 3rd December 1 296,

R. Leighton Hiji
for Force Solicitor

R
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SOL/RLH/EKON732 | i
18th November 1895

IN CONFIDENCE

The Superintendent,
VALE OF GLAMORGAN

1 write with further reference to the above named who is making & civij ciajm
ageinst the Force in respect of an incident which ooourred on 104 August 1994

——

" Iriorder that | may deal with the metisr 1 would be obilged If you coulg plesse
let me have a full report, togethsr with copies of the following:-
1. Custody record and arrest Information sheet.

Any pocket book entries mads by eny offiers nvolved in the mafger

Any file of evidenoe Including any tape recordings of inferviews

2.

3.

A
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4. Any comespondence with the Crown Prosecution Service regarding the
matter. | .

5. Anyother supporting documents,

Please also note that in view of the claim all original on regarding
this matter, including the above, should be preserved and should not be destroyed
or otherwise disposed of withoyt prior reference to me.

I would be obliged to receive the above by 3rd Detember 1966.

R. Leighton Hill
for Force Solicitor

A9
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South Wale

unrkﬁcg ;qi(h the Community Cydweithio Gyde’r Gymuned
CHIEF CONSTABLE A TBURDEN, QPM, BSc (Hons) PRIF GWNSTABL

Ref/Cyt: SG/CH/32 Yr. ref: SOL/RLH/EKO/1732

Direct Line/Llinell Uniongyrchol:
Extension No./Rhif Estyniad: 32303

December 5, 1996

Mr. R. Leighton Hill,
Force Solicitors Office,

Police Headquarters,
Mid. Glam.

Maurice John KIRK
Incident Nos, 13, 14 and 15
I refer to your communication conceming the above named. The above three incidents are
connected and have been grouped together.
Documentation in respect of each of them is listed bélow and forwarded for your perusal,

INCIDENT 13

1. Custody Record 62EA/2495/94 which refers to the arrest of KIRK by PC 1324 KERSLAKE
ON 9.8.94. Record shows KIRK refused any details whilst in police custody and was

charged before release.
Copy of Pocket Book entry for PC 1324 KERSLAKE

Copy of crime report EA/95/10381 detected crime reported by PC 1344

IRIS Inc. No. 327 01'9.8.94 showing PC 1324 following and stopping KIRK in
Triumph Spitfire.




INCIDENT NO, 14
1. Custody Record 62EA/2500/94 showing reason for arrest and reason for release,
2. Copy of Pocket Book entry for Insp. 1909 Howard DA VIES the arresting officer.,

3. Copy of complamt made by KIRK a against Inspector DAVIES 1909 and T
P.S. SMITH 1419 in respect of this incident,

INCIDENT NQ. 15
1. Custody Record 62EA/2500/94 showing arrest of KIRK by P.S. SMUTH 1419
2. Copy of Pocket Book entry by P.C. FRANCIS 1694,

Should any further information in respect of these matters be revedled it will be forwarded
o you,

qi
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SOL/RLHEKO/1732

16th November 1905
IN CONFIDENCE

The Superintendent,
VALE OF GLAMORGAN

—— .

in order that | may dea
letme have afull report, gether

1. cwﬁodyrecord and arres! Information; ehest.
2. Anypocket book eniries made by any officers Inyolved in the matter,

3. Any file of evidenoa--ineﬁ.‘ld'ma any tape recordings of interviews,

Continveo ..

99|
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Any correspondence with the Crown Prosecution Service regarding the
matter. '
5, Any other supporting documents.

of the-claim all original documentation regarding

should be preserved and should nof be destroyed

this matter, including the above, should |
or-otherwise disposed of without prior reference to ma,

{ would be obliged to recsive the above by 3rd December 1988,

R. Leighton Hill
for Force Sclicitor



L Reportsubmited by p.c. yopnsop 1o -
51’53'13"'%1:{@ Barry, respect of stteadmos oy

2.

Mmhmﬁmﬁewmk‘
vasionofevmmmmeﬂm Poli meledfﬂumoebmm M

qd.
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SOL/RLHEKO/1732

16th November 1908
IN CONFIDENCE

ir. Kirk. Asdponsemmoaofm. Mr.l(frkw'as--mwnrhhospltal .
alleges that the polica refusad to take
particular, did not ajrest, detain or charge him.

In order that | may deal with the matter | would be obiiged if yoy could piegse
let me have a full report, together with copies of the following:-

2.

3.

Anypodcet book entries made by-any officers invoived in the matter,
Any file' of evidence inciuding any tape mmg,gfmmm.

Continyed

at. |

e
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4. Any comespondence with the Crown Prosecution Service regarding the
matter. _

5. An_yoﬂ-lersupporm-;g documents.

Please aiso note that i view of the claim afl original documentation regardin
this matter, including the above, shouid be preserved and should not be destroyed
or otherwise disposed of without prior reference to me.

I would be obliged to receive the above by 3rd December 1 998,

an /



CHIEF CONSTABLE A T BURDEN, BSc (Hons)
SG/ZM32  Yr Ret sommon%?"

Direct Ling /Liinell Uniiongyrchol: 32219
E*’tetisimNp.thifmd:
6th December, 1996

Force Solicitor, |
Pofice Headquarters,
BRIDGEND,

duetohkmﬂﬂonatﬂ:e.mafjg- 52 POTce Siraeon Sapad



SOL/RLHEKOHM 732 _
.. 18th November 1595
IN CONFIDENCE
The Superintendent,
VALE OF GLAMORGAN

i write with further refarence to the above named who is making a oivil ol
against the Force in respact of an Incident which occurred on 24th July 1995,

Mr. Kirk alleges thet Mr, Payf Stringer tried fo gain access to his velerinary
hospital armed with a length of wood. He alleges that the police refused to take any
action against Mr. Stringer or pravide protsction for Mr. Kirk, his property or third

parties.
In order that | may deal with the matter | would be oblmdffyoucomplasaa
let me have a full report, together with copies of the following:~

1. Custody record and airest information sheet.
Any pockst bseksnﬁas made by any officers involved in the matter,
Any file of evidence including any tape recordings of interviews,

2.
3.

Continued ..



-‘2-'

4. Any comespondence with the Crown Prosecution Service regarding the

5.  Anyother supporting documents,

Please also note that in view of the claim aif original documentg
this matter, Including the the above, sf

rdin
hould be preserved and should not bm o
or otherwise disposed of wtthoutpﬂor oe to me

I would be obﬂggd to receive the above by 3rd -Deoamber 1988

R. Leighton Hiif
for Force Solicitor
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SOL/RLH/EKO/1732
18th November 1998

IN CONFIDENCE

The Supsrintendent,
VALE OF GLAMORGAN

[ write with further reference to the above named who I8 making a civil ciaim
against the Force in respect of an incident which occurred on 7th August 1985,

Mr. Kirk allegas that Mr. Paul Stringer broke windows and caused damage o
Mr. Kiri's property at 51/58 Tynewydd Road. He alleges that the police were called
and again refused to take any action against Mr. Stringer. -

In order that | may deal with the matter I would be obliged if you could please
let me have a full report, together with copies of the following:-

1. Custody record and arregt information shest.

2. Any pocket book entries mads by any oficers Involved In the matier.

3.  Anyfile of evidence inciuding any tape recordings of interviews,
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AT BURDEN, pM, BSc (Hons)

gyl Ref. SOLRLE/ERO/ 732
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South Wales
; CRIME REPORT

PAGE 1

-—---.l--—-- e e e -

No:EA/98/ 684 1
T

------- g,

Us: DETEOTR,

Crid Ref:311901
Committed: On/Between 07/06/95 Wednesday
and/prior to ooas 7/067/95 Wedne,
Rorted at: 0006 07/06/95 Kednesday To: Pcfaizo/mv:osm
Means: FOUND BY rorrem
Reporting Officer: PC/3120/D§VIESOH
Xref/Index Reason Description
1 ﬁﬁés& Rnéfmssm PAUL GERRARD up
2 RELATED _ KIRD mm
' PROPES 1 ITEM mmstolensoooaecso !
¢ ey SUBTECT  N6S5{  mrRrmges pol GERRARS . D29 $60. 00
y L T e sy e V = : = n---..--_‘__ ——
‘mvestigating Officer 2¢/3210/mprmy Sub-div/pept pr
oo Allocated B,r CI58¢ pEFAULD Time/
& Date Report
100287 o .




4
ounty .  Sub.div mA Bt/fngs

Process URN Q43657 Process Mode  CHARGED
Time/Date 00710 07/06/9% P OFfirar T
Relationship 'I? Victin rocess Officer pc/azw/mm
Pre Court Event: CHARGED AND BATLED

Time/Date 0859 07/06/95 I-ocat:lnnmgamr POLICE STryoy

Date:
Plaa:

Ajudication: 1(1)
( uration/Amount
Jualification:

PC/3120/DAVIDSON UNI 0008 07/06/95
CIV/50113/TAYLOR UNI 0841 12/06/95
1542 12/06/05
cIo
UNT
ey

1550 15/06/95
1443 30/06/55
18/01/96

Tty



PAGE 3

Scene Visited . To 3
Racial Motive Victin Suppoct v House m ous
Liason With LIO Liaisen With FCIO Repiat Toorted
PNC 150 Submitted Dealers Visited Local hform
C.C.T.V. Viewed Other Evidence Found Photo's Taken .
SWALLOW Viewed Photo's Shown | Scene Re-visited
CPO Requested Comp Agrees TIC iiries Cony
Last Dpdated

Number of Offender Identificaticns made
Officer authorising Ident

officer's Reports:-

e eteess 18 Sobe e R o o
901 0695CV m STXGA T
~ 0B:41:11 12 Jun 1995 CIV/S0113/TRYIOR ALLOCATOR ——mve

‘eNCT SUB
-~ 15:41:57 12 Jun 1995 D8/527/RUNNALLS ALLOCATOR weorene

K ECTED AND RESUBMITTED
~-=7-7 15:49:54" 15 Jun 1995 DS/S27/RMOALLE ALLOGATOR ...
RETATED PEREONS -

n Complainatt Witnes R, No: 01

Dob/age: 45
Bex: MALR

Phone: 01446 733406
: NONE

mj_ﬁ;;issu
I erviewed: ¥  By: PC/3120/DAVIDSON Statement Taken: N
~ ropERTY a -
Damaged 3 5p,
Model ACTY

tAr



- dun ae p

- ——————

PAGE 4
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South Wales PAGE 1
CRIME

rremmeeeeen . Crime wo:ma/g5/7i008

it A Statyg. UNDE R
Location:

-
-

Committed: On/Between 1800 16/09/95 Saturda
and/prier to 0900 foasas oat o

18/09/95 Tuesday
i ported At: 0920 19/09/95 Tuesday Tos

Weans: OTHER TELEPHONE CALY By AcgRIEvED
Reporting Officer: PC/56/EDWaARpg

1 BA/95/1108
5 SHE

Grig Ref:311501

PC/56 /EDwWaRpg

3 PROPERTY 1 ITEM

-

.. Tnvestigating Officer PC/56/8DWARDS T

Sub-div/bept guy
e, Allocated By PC/363/waLs,
"2 Date Report Due Time/

10166

s

P



e

. Jficer's Reports:-

'.,,;4.--...-- 13:04:17

5 e —
| Clrewlation TNt .
T Cancelj o=
C&C 0920 19/09/95 0335 cee ' uatim
OFFICERS INVOLVED T —— ———
PC/56/EDWARDS o
‘ UNY 1100 19/09
oo cmadl UNI 1438 20/09/1355 t iy
mmmxwm:;s I S
r
Scens Visited 4 Ecane Searched o o
Racial Motive N Vidt:!.mmort g Bo'-lse To Bouse 4
gggﬂ?gﬂﬂfh I-ff - Liaigon With FcTO RoCO Requested
Submi Dealers Visited ropeat Victin
C.c '.I'.V. ViWBﬂ oth‘r Mdm m Im Iﬂfﬂmnt'

Number of Offender
Officer Authorising Iden

rmxwmosmm

;g £38: 13 20 Bep 1995 pcfssslmm ALLOCA!

Identificatims made Last Mpdataq

20 Bep 1995 /'
AL c:rv 51596 /MILLER mma:cmm

"--—---—-




PAGE 3
RP.No: 01

/Age: 12/p3/,
Pob/age: 12/03

-

Category DAMAGED




PAGE 1
South Waleg
CRYIME

it __bCrime No: mfssmoas
R IMT) AI; MGE m sza Dmmc status :--.......-.._________
cation: _
foes 52, TY NEwypp ROAD
( 'Y Grid Ref:
| Committed: On/Between

2030 19/09/95 Puesday
and/prior to
#.sorted At: 2040 19/09/95 + Tuesday
Means 999 CALL BY ANOTHER

Reportinﬁ Officer' PC/8s, /EDWARDS

f/Index -
'TxrgA/QB/ 1108 LOCAIION

To:  PC/56/RDWARpg

:,.,. "estigat:l.ng Officer pc/ 146/8083 Bub, ~dty/ —
Allocated By PC/363/wary, e/
Daté Report Due Time
10140




-
.
-

o
- PAGE 2
B CIRCUZATYONS - T
C:ch.'ulation Can;ef.;;g;; S
C&C 2034 19/09/95 1249 CiC
- e om Lm --“'_-""'“',""'*. v o ' g
PC/56/EDWARDS UNI 1100 20/09/95 EP oF
( ~C/146/R0S8 - UNT 1432 20/09/95 B %’g
T INVESTIGATION DETATLE —~—~=~==n--
Scene Vigited L 4 Ecene Saarched: Y Bouge
Racial Motive N Victim Support } 4 Soco Rg!:‘n,tgd ;,r
Liason With LIO N ‘Liaison With Fero Repaas Victim
PNC 150 Submitted Dealerg v:tsited Loca) me
c.c.r.v. Viewed Other . Photg*

'\__...._.-..... 13:09:40 20 Bep 1995 c:rwswss- MILLER 1N

t‘*:l:‘O'J: g

32‘ 05 oct'ms pc/aeslm ALY o

i 111’7-



ALSO FRoM 146.0CCDPANT OF ND 50, TYNYWYDD g

RP.No: 02

Dob/age:
sex:

-bterviewed: ¥  By: PC/56/tvwanps Statenent magen:
;o Taken

RP.No: 03

Dob/Age;

Statenant Taken:

#oan



Damageq 5 ¢g5,0p




PAGE 1

Sub~division: A i Bt/Bnigg | “E;“‘““g;;;;;g;’-g;g;
Location:
52, TYNEWYDD ROAD
¥ CGrid Ref:311909
Committed: On/Betwaen 1518 16/09/95 Saturday
brior to

iported at: 151g 16/09/95 Saturaay To: DC/2600/ 308
Means: 999 cary, BY ANOTHER
Reporting Officer; DC/2600/30nms

; - e

Ingestigating Officer D8/1264/Comryy Bbdtv/papt. ez

£.2

T Allocated By Crsge DEFADLY _

Date Report Due 2171050 *ime/20/10/95

10123

st n K “"'"--l-u--.-_ - -
- —— — o




' ' NOMINAL DETATLS
Urn N13678
Surname BURNS Forenames TERRENCE JAMES
Title MR Sex MALE = Fthnic App WHITE EURODEAN Hedight 1,75to
Dob/Age 08/08/46 FPob BARRY Natimauty UNITED KINGDOM
Occupation UNEMPLOYED CRO/CN Regult -
Address 2
raunty Sub.div Ea Bt/Sn4 9

PROCESS DETATLS

Process URN Q54400 Process Mode CHARGED
Time/Date 1738 16/09/95 Process Officer DB/1 264/corTrE
Relationship To Victim .
Pre Court Event: CHARGED AND DETATNED

1300 17/058/95 Location BARRY POLICE STATTON

Time/Date
RESULT QF PROCESS
08/12/95  Court: VALE OF GLAMORGAN DIV

Date: _ ,
Plea: Foundy

Offence: DAMAGE - ARSON ENDANGERING LIFE

Act: Criminal Damage Act 1971 Secticn: 1(z)
Adjudication:

Duration/Amount Compensation: $
Qualification: TIC:

i e

’ OFFICERS INVOLVED = =o=====seemee
DC/2600/JONES CID 1518 16/09/95 Y REP OFF
CIv/50113/TAYLOR UNI 1508 17/09/95 INV OFF
DE/927 /RUNNALLE ¢ID 1319 18/09/95 NV OFF
DS/1264/COTTLE CID 0905 20/10/95 PROC OFF
---——-_' T e ST IMSTIGATIW Dmms ----------------------

Y Scene Searched Y Houge To Houge v

Bcene Visited



-

Racial Motive N Victim Support
PNC 150 Submitted  x Dealers Visited
C.C.T.V. Viewed N Other Evidence Found
SWALLOW w.::gd N Photo's Shown

CPO Requesta: N Comp Agrecs mrc
Domestic Violence N Drugs Involved

Number of Offender Identifications made Iast Updated.
Officer Authorising Ident stk Updated
ST e

Officer's Reports:-

TSIt T g s ER RS AL . 10091005,

- 4:3¢:d% P o --

4901 0995dd tar * i
-= 18:07:49 17 Sep 1995 PC/363/MALL DVESTICATTON wcomwm.

H )
NC1/PRINTS SUEMITTED TO NIB RE-N13678.
1995 DC/2583/ASTON Arrocameg ...

—eemmmreen--= 13:19:26 18 Sep

—J‘. - L T
RELATED PERSONS

Status: RB. No: 01

Forenames: M Dob/age: 12/03/45
MALE

Occuvpation:
Address:
BARRY

Injuries: NONE

foterviewed: Y By: DC/2600/J0NES
"Brief Detalls:- DETATLING CPFENCE

Statemant Taken: ¥

G S o - 0 - s s i i

T U e - b g

P504432

ORN' bt
Status  DAMAGED
Ident. Marks ROOM AND PTTTTNGS IN
Damaged 3 2000.00

Values:

o]



N
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SOL/RLH/EKO/1732 _
18th November 1995

IN CONFIDENCE

The Superintsndent,

VALE OF GLAMORGAN

‘Lwrite with further referenice to the above named who Is making a civi} claim
egainet the Forcs in respect of an incident which occurred on6th August 1995,
_On this occasion, Mr. Kirk alleges thet he was attacked once more by Mr,

Paul Stringer. He states thet the police were called but refused to take any action

in order thet | may deal with the matter I would be obliged If you could pleass
let me have a full report, together with coples of the foliowing:- d ple

1. Custody record and arrest information sheet. ‘

2. Anypogketbookanmesmadabyanyomminmlvedmmemauer.
3. Anyﬂleofevldenceindudhganytme 1

e ——————




—— YT e - s ————— -t

-2~

4. Any corespondence with the Crown Prosecutior Sarvi oe regarding the

5. Any other supporting documents.

Please aiso note that in view of the clalm all originat documentation regarding
this matter, including the above, should be preserved and showuld not be destroyed ga e
or otherwise disposed of without prior reference to me.

I would be obliged to recelve the above by 3rd December 1998,

R. Leighton Hil
for Force Solicitor

e WA

e ——————



South Weles Police

A T BURDEN, QPM, BSc (Hons)
SGIMBZ Y. Ret. SOLRLEREO T #RIF CWNSTABL,

rvn, The ofier I the case was .C, 31 o 21280
fhe date Is enclosed. | am unable t ocags g

With the amount of clafms My mgmaam:emm b the one.
refers io & G5 compaainty Incident & the one e

Subnmedformhfomnm mation.

Enc.Z1930/Dec.
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SOL/RLHEKO/732

16th November 1998
IN CONFIDENCE

The Superintendent,
VALE OF GLAMORGAN

i write with further reference to the above named who Is maki

vrite w her reference ) the _ : g a civil claim
against the Force in respect of an incident which ocourred inMay 1895,

Mr. Kirk alleges that he was stopped and dstsinsd by sificers &t Barry Poljce
Station. He was required io Produce his driving documerits which he alleges he dig
but was subsequently charged with the offence of failing to Produce guch
documents. Mr. Kirk states that he was subsequenti lity &t Bam
Magistrates’' Court, Mr. Kirk indicates that the matter was dealt with under p lic
reference number *33139/A". ' o

In order that | may desl with the metter | would bs obliged f you coukd ploase
let me have a full réport, together with copies of the following:- |

1. Custody r'ecor_d;and-arraﬂ-fnfqmaﬂﬁn sheet,

Ay pocket baok eniries made by ary offcers Involved i the mager

2
3. Anyfileof Gvidence including any tape recordings o i

A



=

4 Any correspondence with the Crown Prosecution Service regarding the
matter,

5. Anyother supporting documents.

Please also note that in view of the claim all originai documentation
this matter, including the above, should be preserved and shouid not be destroyed
or Oﬂ*lBrMse-diSPDsed of without prior reference to meo,

I woid bs obliged o receive the above by 3rd December 1596,

R. Leighton Hily
for Force Solloitor

iy~



I made further enqulries with the Records Section o agistrates’
. checking thelr records for 1995 and January xm;mmﬁmfmc““““
; appearedbefmﬂmnmrqpeaoffmngmpmdme-mdmm * KIRK faving

In view of the foregoing I am unable to fuither the.enqulry and submis
ﬂl:nioﬁuﬁan. T:be reference no: *33139/A* was of no signfficant to

?

this
dﬂl&lﬁemm

Encs.
Z1931/Dec

Botith Wales Follce . & Divy
Heddlu De Cysuy . Rbanbarth




Heddlu De Cym

Wales Police )

 Working wzth the ‘Community 7
; ~ ATBURDEN, QPM, BSc (Hons) PRIF GWNSTABL

CHIEF CONSTABLE

Ref/Cyt. ~ SO/ZMBZ  YrRef.
ongyrchol:

Extension No./Rhif Bstyniad:

U | Qouth s |

Conztr oo | )
Fles gl v o | December 6, 1995

Mr. R. Lelghton Hitl, #‘;‘ e T (&?M
Force Soliitor, T sotiniars, A hte
Police Headquarters, | Ofioe ﬁ/ |

BRIDGEND. ' s Qe

Dear Sir, _,.?z;-; bﬂ,

ze: Mr. Maurice John KIRK =

Whilst making enqusitles into the 23 ciyil claims made by Mr. KIRK various other
discovered. This Information is not connected with the individual clatms, but
referred to other Incidents during the same period of tirne. I forward copies of the following:-

L. D.V.L.A. print out of ficence enquiry.
2. 3 HORT/2 print outs

3. Correspondence ref, Animal Health Veterinary Hospital,
4.  Further reports re, Animal Hospital,

5. Fle re. complaint against Julie BARRETT, C.P.

7.
8
9.

o &

Reports re, complainit agalnst
Custody Record EA/457/94
Custody Record EA/401/95
Custody Record EA/1819/95

Encs

Z1949/Dec

"~ South Walas Folice . F Divieion Valot Glamorgan . Barey Palics Station, . Giadommns Rud. by GRS
Heddlu De Cymru. Rhanbaith ‘B’ . Bro Morgannwg , Gorsaf Heddlu Y Barri . Gladstone Rosd , v Baui . CR63 17D,
Teiephone/Teliffon 01446 734451 . Facsimile/Ffacsimili 01446 731616 : YL

Al correspondence should ke addvosesd tn "Tha sy iton. 320



IN THE CARDIFF COUNTY COURT Claim No. B5614159-MC65

CF101741
CF204141
BETWEEN:-
MAURICE JOHN KIRK
Claimant
-and-
THE CHIEF CONSTABLE OF SOUTH WALES POLICE
Defendant
EXHIBIT
This is the Exhibit marked “RLH/4” referred to in my Affidavit. QAM

Sworn t}:uszS day of April 2016
VIRdAL SO &/("A_k_va \:\E'W@\AD(&

At
\
\/\A\A
AREE S, awxv&ﬁya\m C%\pc'z
Befote me /Z._ ) C . c«.ﬂ-@ﬁ:: i

Solicitor /-“Cesmtssioner for Oathrs




Ely Police Statiom,

Cowbridge Road West,

CARDIFF,
Lo e
Monday 10%h March 1997
Lowr RV
R. Leighton Hill 6*9«
7
Force Sclicitorts Office £1f,3.f1

Police Headquerters

Bridgend

Sir, Soliciior

R A

]

With Reference to your letter SOL/RIH/SLI/YFI2 (copy attached)

I am unable to obatin a copy of the file of evidence submitted
in the case of Maurice John KIRK(reference DA/1955/93).Flease
find sttached a copy of the Custody Record and & duplicate section
9 stetement I Lave prepared.

When 1 receive a copy of the tape recording of Kirk's interview
I will forward a itranscrint.My recollection of the interview.is
that Kirk deelined to confirm our suspicions as to his identity
and it was for this reasom that he was not grasated bsil.

Gorroboration statements can be cbéained from other officers
in relestion to these events if required but my evidence contains -

7S
details of events throughout the incidert and Kirk's detention.

P.L.Thomas,D.C. 3052 //Z.'?I



IN THE CARDIFF COUNTY COURT Claim No. BS614159-MC65

CF101741
CF204141
BETWEEN:-
MAURICE JOHN KIRK
Claimant
-and-
THE CHIEF CONSTABLE OF SOUTH WALES POLICE
Defendant

EXHIBIT

Rt

This is the Exhibit marked “RLH/5” referred to in my Affidavit.

Sworn this day of Apj:il 2016

¢ Vole & o Ledio~s QJ
‘\ww« | WVW of Gumorgim.
A ot g X2t \@
Beforé me g (_/ V72 elde i Hoawlb
Solicitor / Geﬁmmmms




Form MG 1

Witness Statement
[CJ Act 1967, 5.9 MC Act 1980, 5.102 MC Rules 1981, r.70)
Statement of ... X2 ﬂOMH
Age if under 21 OVEAL D.q  |if over 21 insert ‘over 21'). Occupation . )9(6"#”’( M% mz-

This statement [consisting of "> pages each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and belie

and | make it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, | shall be liable fo prosecution if | have wilfully statec
anything which | know to be false or do not believe to be true.

Dated the /Oﬂ day of MM 1997
Signature ... // %

j@mﬁ,ﬁéﬁm Gl it Sl (IALLS e -5

Meve, oo e A /c’ o2 W4 eilible

... Signature Witnessed By ... s
PT.O.

Signature ...



........................................... B N =2 R e N oA




Signature /{% ...................................... Signature witnessed by

rmiimd AARS



oo cop D trapedhid... be. ey oo et = T

9{3%4/ .......... by ploeiny oy LM Loo helend g .

N : EF S = / 4 “5
P
Signature fPZ/ ™ /CW .................... Signature witnessed by ... .

Auaust. 1843



Form MG

Page No. c
p —_

o~

..................... L A At Youl | o paiie g

Signature ... 2 A
August, 1993



IN THE CARDIFF COUNTY COURT Claim No. BS614159-MC65

CF101741
CF204141
BETWEEN:-
MAURICE JOHN KIRK
Claimant
-and-
THE CHIEF CONSTABLE OF SOUTH WALES POLICE
Defendant
EXHIBIT
This is the Exhibit marked “RLH/6” referred to in my Affidavit. ; .

Sworn this 98 day of April 2016

At Viake Wg
r%@&o\ Y4 "4Y) Qm%qwm‘qm
UVVM_ \’WLI}b( I%?Z\/d- ~

Before me : . QN ' ;

-

Solicitor / (etISSIOner Tor Uaths




Form M(

Record of Tape Recorded Interview

Person interviewed mdﬁ{? .. 6’10“/\ .. kld[{ ....................... Police Exhibit No: ...........
Place of interview ... .. A (KU‘) A5 . g/"‘ .. SE( K. Number of pages ’%‘3&'

...........................................................

j Signature of interviewing
Date of interview .2@ / S 93 officer producing exhibit

.........................

interviewing Oficer(s) \DG‘ﬂr //"TWJDC ................. KI—H Oﬂﬂ_j ....... / C 303'"1_
Other persons present &" ) g"/] . DJ; [/‘Wﬁm ............................................
Tape Person Text
c.ounter speaking
times .
Lo Xeabbms | AT e
1M e stittems | (Han. . Hn e Frted. Jooked . drm. oy
..................... for Mo Mt Kk K . A D o on.
..................... @ojmjfﬁqﬁiﬁﬁgfwﬁﬂc@%{
..................... MKW%,?W%;fym‘A
...................... fjwv\w«'-/’m
(28| Kot |/ . T\ e Gt FDLLSSES Y. TNE.
..................... (oS S S Ml S hidk, T ERouT
...................... flosT of My CuSTopy  Mm fgour 2:30
..................... THS, | AFTEL AN | UNTIC Aoy T TREVTY
RURUURE SRS (AT EIEnT. BREN I Aoy, ExmocSE)
..................... BUCARN, | ALO LT, N7, s e, MY LIGurs,
- /
1S3 Ktk NOT™ ISHVG- TO BE  MISyvdbeSord L Larkd

-------------

-------------

LR R R A

---------------------

------------------------------------------------------------------------

--------------------------------------------------------------------------

L L R R I L R R R I R T T R

--------------------------------------------------------------------------

--------------------------------------------------------------------------



Form MG15

Record of tape recorded interview of M- 1t K

Tape Person - Text
counter| speaking
times

---------------------------------------------------
........

----------------------------

------------------------------------
LR BN R

------------------------------------------

----------
.............

G g R e ot
3k kit LD ISH TO ke, fem




Record of tape recorded interview of L( ( Z {(

.....................................................

Tape Person
counter| speaking

times

.....................

---------------------

.....................

.............

........................... LS WRY LT Sl rEcTT
TUHES | DLk | THERE BATING oL ME
WHEN T LETU gy | 1o MY, JUAGEey. o
PRAT. . Gmé AL € JCATing  besd ]
I ' ye

LLb s TO ThE poc (€ SfhgaTion

.............................................................



Form MG15

Continuation sheet No. . 3 .....

Record of tape recorded interview of ........ L\ ! '{ . K .................................
Tape' ' Person Text
counter | speaking

times




Record of tape recorded interview of 3( (KK

Tape Person Text
counter| speaking
times

........................ LEANV  DETTHVE D

........................... ol L0
......... dpuaiy T (m

L]
...............................................................



Form MG15.

Continuation sheet No. . ST

e Ui K
Record of tape recorded interview of ........ ... i i e
Tape Person Text
counter| speaking
times

o3 peetttrmy..... 7 [“é%q/w%w ‘.;«4 5@ /nrm



Record of tape recorded interview of

.....................................................

Tape Person

counter| speaking
times




Form MG15

Continuation sheet No. 7 ......

Record of tape recorded interview of ...... C(“{ C< .....................................

Tape Person Text

ciounter speaking

times

SUUTTY SRR ﬁe&w{%/&&amﬂfém/m%o(? .........

623 [kl | QMY | TUE sectrmvCE 0F Tuam 2 oy e

..................... TRED . METHAT . R
..................... Blednfb | THEY.. 220 T A, &1 2
....................... I A st s i e e e e e e e e sBisene e e e e F ot e e m e emmernn
(233 KL Dot oveaagl Joke T
(234 (hetk | WO B0 AR
336 P | Dy acsep 2 e S A L A e S
..................... Yo JonQ.. omal. piar,, eelelytes, oben .
M,fé’@ .. A e
1265 otk |0 TANITIALC Y. E. 20D MoOTo
oy, |DCefdms| o elied o s SR T
R B A NO, fRECAUSE, Ty, TUEY  ADDELKE mé
...................... CATU MY ML AR TTHERE RS, TeR L.
...................... Mo . MELD. . fok  ME O FALTUGL | COMMANICASE
....................... O CTM . UM i oo S e S T 5 » T
S N2t Clhe . Gt g g Ao T
SR KL | Stvttge, | Alice O lter) . v THE
VRPN AT STATIOV. o L flad V... SIPME. T TUE e
..................... #7.. A5t [founN) | ABCaT. . AT A GuESS

............... BN TUE.. Lt 6HT. THROUE | THE dindotd
PR RO | Lo woued 7 MDA TEENoon AT
...................... Mo e S inG TaAT S
e MORLL S KiK. AV AE | T SRk
...................... Awd TOLD . BVEEY B DN
UUUIRS DUUUURUURY S Mr - konlk, o soled okonts ! % forg
................ W&)Z/ﬁ%&
1637, | pc et ... M/czm‘;mgwwww%w?
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Form MG15

Continuation sheet No. .. y ..
Record of tape recorded interview of (LK

.....................................................

Tape Person
counter | speaking
times




.........

Record of tape recorded interview of ........ ﬁf N 52 ...................................
Tape Person Text

counter | speaking

times

Ty U I WAS I L eSSESS oy, [T ko enayr Ay,
SUPTUT URUUURT I VbartS, (N Cl e IEY, D TUEY, Kapow)
SRS RN § TNAT LTS Y AT ) Mo
i | AT A O L CE | BT AL RAVE
| Lo Kltoor/  IVRAMED  OF  TULS | (VPEMATION/
....................... Puke p- | TUE YT By Howed  OF M
....................... CUSTRIM ..., oMe TUL Y | CoTATED | TH<

........................................................................



Form MG15

..........

Record of tape recorded interview of ............. é( L
Tape Person Text

counter| speaking

times

........

.....................

.............

.............

.............

........

--------------

........

.............

--------

........

Mo KAk, fots, L oo ol Golioe T, |

...... TaSPecTon  TALee. Mo, DousT imdmé

................................

.....................................................................

ERPELT  TTHES . SR, L. Bt Ve e THE
Lt SPAT o0V A T ASEMALE Y ASKUE.
N A ACwosT | DAy T DAY SRS L )
TheT. Blkg 1S AL OUTRiDE MY
Suteee~ AT . EeX... . 0 A LLeECUCAL LASIS
) S AN B TUE. ELY. AL
LON A B Cue e AT T NS N
LML ey N CombeinT of

L R R R R L L L T T T T -

e
.......................................................................




Form MG15
Ly

Continuation sheet No. .........

Record of tape recorded interview of ..... C( L ’(- e e e e e SRR <o e e e nee e e

Tape Person ' Text
counter | speaking
times

T L TAIT 0T TR PE DATIASE T

...............................................................................................

..............................................................................................
...............................................................................................
...............................................................................................
..............................................................................................

..........................................................................................

................................................................................................

YAY2, e sedtms | A ek e ST S L) e T
Colal Kl D,
et |2 sttt o o) el i, Ao T e T
7G6) kok L L. Doy la  &pdw, 19U kel THATT
(VL0 6hthind . Iith. vetuihe feeed T

747 (T 5. OT M T7ExED A0, T

...............................................................................................

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------

................................................................................................

CERCRCIE R ] RSP S, s a m e m 4 2ty % et s e =225 e 8 mwennenman=rerane=farrsreeerrrerenere el ah e s e s




Form MG15

Record of tape recorded interview of

.....................................................

Tape Person Text
counter| speaking
times




Record of tape recorded interview of

Tape

Person

counter
times

speaking

......

........

--------

........

--------

...........

............

............

e

--------------

.............

..........

---------

---------------------------------

.....

.....................

------------------------------------

------------------------------------------------------------

.....................
---------------------------

-----------------------------------------------------------------------

..........................................................................

.........................

.........................................

...........................................................................



Form MG15

Record of tape recorded interview of ..... ! d( s ’CK ....................................
Tape Person Text
counter| speaking

times




Form MG15

Continuation sheet No. .. D3
Record of tape recorded interview of ......... ‘5{ R
Tape Person Text
counter | speaking
times

-------------------------------------------------------------------
L]

S RN . o= 2. et sl Toliol

o A STt (B seloceks. Spaseed....
205 Kk | OU. ... k. ro5. ADUSED | 7o Ao

....................... ... T8, TAKL. . O vhe  TUL. Ouilmonng
SO Coto.. D @i, adost R Tromss ).
..................... A7 A S (1 (R
2}¢Z,DC6-¢¢%/§TFU ...... M’V‘(ﬁa‘é{k,}(m %qw .................
244 | K1ek [~ '




Continuation sheet No. . /é ...
Record of tape recorded interview of ...... K L B
Tape Person Text
counter | speaking

times




Tape

...........................................

counter

times

Person
speaking

........

L

.............

-------------

------

........

--------

.............

........

-------

.............

.........

-----------

-----------

--------------------------

......

---------------------------------------------------------------

-------------------------------------

-------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------

...............

----------------------------------------------------

------------------------------------------------

..............



Record of tape recorded interview of é( L AK

Ta

pe Person

Form MG15

-----------------------------------------------------

counter
times

' Text
speaking

1111111

........

rrrrrrrr

---------

..............

--------------

............

..............

..............

---------

-------------

-------------

------------------------------------------------------------------

------------

----------------------------------
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Form MG15

Continuation sheet No. .. (? .

Record of tape recorded interview of ........ Kirk, . - I M
Tape Person Text
counter| speaking

times




Form MG15

Record of tape recorded interviewof ............. %1 "€£< .............................
Tape’ Person Text
counter| speaking

times




Form MG15

Continuation sheet No. . 2. [{...

Record of tape recorded interview of ............] L( .(. '6 (< .............................
Tape Person Text
counter| speaking

times




Record of tape recorded interview of ....... 0{ S 'CK ...................................

Tape Person . Text

cpunter speaking

times
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Form MG15

Record of tape recorded interview of ......... K L K K .................................
Tape Person Text
counter| speaking

times




Form MG15

...............................

Tape Person Text
counter| speaking
times




Form MG1!

Record of tape recorded interviewof ........... 6(1 ,{ﬂ( ...........................
Tape Person Text
counter | speaking

times




Form MG15 A

Record of tape recorded interviewof .................. M .(. /(’ L( .........................
Tape Person : Text

counter| speaking

times

2 L kekk | T SufT. S DL AT S Youe
T RS I MLox T QAESTeN (£ NoY | Al T
........................ Sern/C o FANVE T

........................................................



Record of tape recorded interview of

Tape

Person

..................

.........

counter{ speaking

times




Tape

Person

Form MG1i

Continuation sheet No. .. 2%,

.....................................

counter| speaking

times




Form MG15

Record of tape recorded interview of . .. K‘ "éw ...............................
Tape Person Text
c_ounter speaking
times
....................... ComSrmedron... . W, Ao, %ﬁf‘ﬂe
..................... M%MW%AMZQ&M
............................ NPT S
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....................... SO RSN 12 o TURT. LI .
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..................... VML, MOk Eisett e U Ty
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..................... peT T e S
G| Kok | LA T TTHAT. 0N Yous Lisv 7
wsz| St Kl et come B 7 Ao e
....................... Yerc, Jeb. eonmomag | for, o LTy 2
Cger i kiek | VOSSO A oo
fes) | Behns|.. & AR, ngenan, ) Kk 1) Ut corel
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..................... ym}j‘%mw
bled | beyni. |0 o . TR Serntg T, IS e
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IN THE CARDIFF COUNTY COURT Claim No. BS614159-MC65

CF101741
CF204141
BETWEEN:-
MAURICE JOHN KIRK
Claimant
~-and-
THE CHIEF CONSTABLE OF SOUTH WALES POLICE
Defendant
EXHIBIT

This is the Exhibit marked “RLH/7” referred to in my Affidavit.

Sworn t‘msi)ES day of April 2016
A Vore Soliedigng
“FR o~ 0o \ Beue s Rd
%”% e, Arq g o
Befote me ; C . \J( “onals i

Solicitor /<




SOL/RLH/SLJ/1732
21 June 2000

The Superintendent,
TERRITORIAL POLICING

For the attention of Mrs. Barbara  Parish

Re: Maurice John Kirk

| am presently dealing with a civil claim against the Chief Constable in
relation to this matter.

I would be obliged if you could let me have copies of tape recorded
interviews as detailed below:-

Maunce John Kirk
at Fairwater Police Station
on 20" May 1993

DA/1955/93

I would be grateful to receive them by 30™ June 2000,

R. Leighton Hill
for Force Solicitor

28



IN THE CARDIFF COUNTY COURT Claim No. BS614159-MC65

CF101741
CF204141
BETWEEN:-
MAURICE JOHN KIRK
Claimant
-and-
THE CHIEF CONSTABLE OF SOUTH WALES POLICE
Defendant
EXHIBIT
This is the Exhibit marked “RLH/8" referred to in my Affidavit.

Sworn this xg-%day of April 2016

e Solle fowc
Sante G o
% QA6\|><'~’— ‘

Before me SRy o\l)-dd'- Hoaaw
_‘§7 . Q—
Solicitor / Commissioner for Oaths




Working with the Community

P ¥ 5
suuTi YAk e Gymuned
CHIEF CONSTABLE AT BURDEN, QP , BSc (Hons) PRIF GWNSTABL
Gﬁ, _2 6 JUN/GRD
Ref/Cyf: COPU/DJAIARDIFF. ,
Direct Line /Llinell Uniongyrchol: (01656) 8
Extension No./Rhif Estyniad: 20300

23" June, 2000.

4 S -
Mr. L. Hill,

-~
Force Solicitors’ Department, "'/"fg Lo,
HEADQUARTERS. 02w
Je.tw
Maurice John KIRK ey

| refer to your letter dated the 21% June, 2000, in relation to the above-named.

I can confirm that ali tapes held at Head
accordance with force policies, with the excepti
such as murder. In view of this, | am unable to

quarters have been destroyed in
on of those held for serious crimes
assist you in this matter.

it may

well be that divisions are retaining tapes that were not sent to
Headquarters,

@-&):_\b @-’T-l-L)\/\
Chief Superintendent D. A'Heme,
Crime and Operations Policy Unit.

South Wales Police Headquarters . Cowbridge Road . Bridgend , CF31 38U,
Pencadlys Heddlu De Cymru . Heol y Bont-faen . Penybont . CF31 35U,
Telephone/Teliffon 01656 655555 . Faesimile/Ffacsimili 01656 869399 . Telex 498104

T S AL TR



IN THE CARDIFF COUNTY COURT Claim No. BS614159.-MC65

CF101741
CF204141
BETWEEN:-
MAURICE JOHN KiRK
Claimant
-and-
THE CHIEF CONSTABLE OF SOUTH WALES POLICE
Defendant
EXHIBIT

This is the Exhibit marked “RLH/9” referred to in my Affidavit.

Sworn this diay of April 2016 Q\A‘V\

A VAR Sollckove

VAL K
L/\/wr‘\/\ V\:QAG ‘
Before me % 9‘ &‘L et
. C e W

Solicitor / Cemmisstoner f61 Oaths ;’"ﬁ &':%%é"é«p




NOT PROTECTIVELY MARKED

Motoring Unit

Cardiff Bay Police Station
James Street

Cardiff

CF10 5SEW

10 April 2013

Tape Reference DA/1955/93 Maurice Kirk <20 May 1993
Assanlt Police and pessess offensive weapon

The above are Summary Offences

*The South Wales Police force policy stated that the following retention periods for audio
cassette/disks applied:

Working copy audio tapes/disks are kept for 12 months then destroyed
Master copies for Major crimes retained indefinitely.
Master copies for other crimes retained for 10 years then destroyed

Master copies for summary offences retained for 5 years then destroyed as per Weekly
Order 51/1994 Part 2.

For Eastern BCU there was a local agreement:

Working copy audiotapes/disks are kept for 12 months then destroyed
Iviaster copies for Major crimes retained indefinitely.

Master copies for other crimes retained for 10 years then destroyed.

Master copies for summary offences retained for 7 years then destroyed.

NOT PROTECTIVELY MARKED



NOT PROTECTIVELY MARKED

From 2007 the Retention and Destruction of Records and Documents states:

Tapes
Audio

(2) Master copies — summary offences five (5) years, other crime seven {(7) yeaxs and

major crime indefinitely.
(b) Working copies — one (1) year.

There is no Jonger a record available of the 1993 Tépe Library.
Upon reaching the 5 year expiry date the tapes/DVD’s ate put info sacks o be crushed.

Tape Librarian
Julie Parker 51420
Motoring Unit

NOT PROTECTIVELY MARKED




Melanie Standley

From: Maurice Kirk <maurice@kirkflyingvet.com>

Sent: 01 May 2016 11:48

To: Pahl, Rosie; Cardiff County, Hearings

Cc: Melanie Standley

Subject: BS614159 etc Maurice Kirk v South Wales Police (Tape Response) Ref
Dolmans:MA:SWP0001-00138

Attachments: 16 04 30 Tape claimant response.docx

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Please find enclosed 30th April 2016 letter in response to 15th April 16 court order

Maurice J Kirk BV Sc
Tel 07708586202
www kirkflyingvet.com

mauricejohnkirk. wordpress.com
mauricef@kirkilvingvet.com




Cardiff County Court BS614169 etc
South Wales

30™ April 2016

Dear Sir/Madam,

Maurice Kirk v Chief Constable of South Wales Constabulary

Purported Disclosure of 20" May 1993 Police Interview Tape

Pursuant to 15" April 2016 Court Order

1. The claimant proposes his property, one copy or ‘working copy’ of his 20™ May 1993
interview tape, made whilst in custody, be returned to him forthwith.

2. Itis of surprise to neither the claimant’s family nor his followers for this pathetic ‘one off’
gesture, twenty-three years later, of a purported ‘disclosure’ from so many still unlawfully
withheld custody tapes, videos and other such relevant records hiding eye witnesses.

3. Not just 10 years of Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons enquiry, affecting HM Privy Council
Judicial Committee’s conclusions, is to be considered but it has also affected over sixty odd
claimant filed Judicial Review applications at the Royal Courts of so called Justice in London.

4. The court should now photograph the held ‘cassette’, have it DNA tested and finger printed,
it is humbly suggested and full results made public.

5. Asubstantive appeal is to be filed for full disclosure of what else has been ‘held back’ from
the other claimant’s delayed civil actions during these past twenty-three years.

6. What else has been distorted by our tax payer’s funded Chief Constable’s ‘in-house’ ‘Special

Legal Case-Work Department’? Orders for re-painting a Lewis machine-gun and having their
victim sectioned MAPPA 3/3, under 1983 Menta! Health Act, emanated from right there.

Maurice J Kirk BVSc (Claimant)



