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EXHIBIT H

Quick
Note
Rough Notes for Now in this Section

General Information

e This part of this Email / Document / Witness Statement / Insurance Claim holds the Now Claimants: -
“Police Criminal Records / Acro Report for the years of: - “2017, 2020, 2021, from the police national
dispatch system.

2013
The Reason the Now Claimant Requested the ACRO Report is Because:

1/ The Now Claimant and his mother in the year of 2013 took their first glance of the Now Claimants
Criminal Record because of the: - “Gazebo Case.” and this is when they both noticed errors in the
Criminal Record.

What occurred is that on the 25/06/2013 the police detained the Now Claimant at the: “Police
Station” after arresting him for an accused incident involving a: —Gazebo”

The police officers thought the Now Claimants stole the Gazebo, but he did not and the date the
police said the alleged offence happened is the 04/05/2013.

The Now Claimant has supplied below a complete list of Court and Police Station dates minus any
emailed-correspondence about the Gazebo Case and they are as follows: -

e Gazebo Case Remand Dates: --

2/

3/

4/

a) 25/06/2013: “Police Station”

b) 26/06/2013: “Court & the World of Scrubs”
c) 27/06/2013: “World of Scrubs”

d) 28/06/2013: “Judge & Chambers “Granted Bail”
e) 10/07/2013: “Bail Conditions”

f) 16/07/2013: “Bail Conditions”

g) 16/08/2013: “Bail Conditions”

h) 09/09/2013: “Bail Conditions”

i) 19/11/2013: “Bail Conditions”

j) 20/11/2013: “Bail Conditions”

k) 23/12/2013: “Bail Conditions”

1) 08/04/2014: “Bail Conditions”

m) 01/07/2014:
5/ When in the police station the police custody officer would not grant the Now Claimant bail due to: -

“I won the Case, No more Bail Conditions.”

“Failing to Surrender,” being present on his Criminal Record.




6/ The Now Claimant disputed the Failing to surrender to be an error when talking to the custody
officer at the time, but the custody officer said this the Court will sort it out later.

7/ The police held the Now Claimant in the police station overnight and brought him to the Court
House on the 26/06/2013.

8/ The Now Claimant and his Legal Team and Support Network all knew that the reasons for the Now
Claimants detentions were inaccurate and contended them in Court, but the Judge presiding over the
Court proceedings stayed adamant in the made decision of refusing bail and then on after remanded
the Now Claimant to HMP: “The World of Scrubs.” Due to the same error that the police refused
bail for and that being of: —Failing to Surrender,” being present on the Now Claimants Criminal
Record, on the day in court the judge refused to accept any verbal evidence from the Now Claimants
and his Litigation Team and/or Support Network as being true.

9/ By the Date of the 28/06/2013 the Now Claimant legal team and his support network had prepared a
well-documented application for bail and brought it before the: “Judge & Chambers,” as the Now
Claimants legal team had a copy of the Criminal Record and could prove it to be inaccurate and the
Judges granted the application for bail granted for the Now Claimant but still only under stringent
bail conditions.

10/ Throughout and because of the Gazebo Case proceedings the Now Claimant and his mother and law
firm had all committed themselves to try to get the errors taken off the Criminal Record so, the same
mistake could not happen again.

11/ Between the Now Claimants and his Litigation Team and/or Support Network they all together,
questioned more details withinside of the police Criminal Record printout to being errors.

Sending Emails Across to Check and Rectify Any Inaccuracies in the year of 2014

12/ By the Date of the 12/02/2014 the Now Claimant and his mother were sending emails across to
check and rectify any inaccuracies they found in the Criminal Record, and this included contacting
the relevant Courthouses about the arrest summons numbers contained in the police printout of the

Criminal Record.

13/ The Now Claimant and his mother questioned guilty verdicts in the Criminal Record and/or the
arrests happening at all.
14/ Their queries were in respect of two Courthouses records, due to the police always charging the

Now Claimant inadvertently without any fair prospect of a guilty conviction against him.

15/ The two Courthouses records that both the Now Claimant and his mother questioned with the high
relevance amongst the multitude were and are: -

a) Tottenham Magistrates Court Lordship Lane London N17 6RT because as an adolescent youth
the Metropolitan Police Force brought the Now Claimant to the doors of (a) as this was the local
magistrates court that HM then deployed to the establishment.

b) Highbury Corner Magistrates Court 51 Holloway Road London N7 8JA because after the closure
of (a) the Metropolitan Police Force transferred all cases to this court but not all files.

16/ The Now Claimant mother and himself keep sorting the errors out by way of emails and attending
the courts as the below exhibit proves.
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Odjidja, Benedicta B

From: Forster, John

Sent: 07 March 2014 16.09

To: Odjicja, Benedicta B

Subject: FW. Simon Cordell Errors on Cases.

Benedicta,

Here are the dates and corresponding court numbers for the Cordell matters:-
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Please contact me if you need further information or assistance.

Regards,

07032014

17/ The correspondent above displays the date of the 07/03/2014 and is an email from her Majesty’s
Magistrates Court at Tottenham, Lordship Lane.
18/ The Court told the Now Claimant Mother that she could collect a copy of the staff’s notes of the
checked registries from within the Court and other associated materials and that is what happened.
The Bits of The Evidence Found Supporting the Criminal Record to Be in Error as Follows: -
19/ The Now Claimants mother sent and received mutable emails backwards and forwards from the
courts based on the police Criminal Record printout from the Gazebo Case till finally, the Courts
worked out the following to be in error.
a) 21/05/98 Not in the Courts Record.
b) 05/01/01 Not in the Courts Record.
¢) 17/08/02 Not in the Courts Record.
d) 24/04/03 Not in the Courts Record.




e) 25/01/08 Failing to surrender to Police custody. “The Judge Dismissed this charge and the Now
Claimant also, notes that this is the day before his birthday.”

20/ The Gazebo Case continued until 01/07/2014 when the Now Claimants won the Case, and the Judge
removed the Bail Conditions in complete.
a) Gazebo Case Start 25/06/2013
b) Gazebo Case “Won.” 01/07/2014

21/ The police would not listen to the Now Claimant and his mother when they tried to get the errors
removed from the Now Claimant Criminal Record.

Scattered Pages of An Asbo Folder Still Showed the Now Claimants Criminal Record to Be in

Error, 2014.

22/ Throughout the meantime the Metropolitan Police Force and Enfield Council filed a frauded Asbo
Court Order application into the court against the Now Claimant.

23/ The Metropolitan Police tried to serve the frauded Asbo Court Order Application on the Now
Claimant but failed.

24/ The Now Claimant contacted his mother as he would not go into the block of flats Corridor were the
police had left the folder and instead asked her to attend and she agreed to do so, but not until the
following day as she was too busy.

25/ Due to the police leaving the Asbo Bundles of the floor, The next day when the Now Claimants
mother arrived, she found a copy of her son’s Criminal Record again and by this time, the Now
Claimant and his mother had seen more than enough to do something about it all.

26/ The Found Scattered Pages of An Asbo Folder Still Showed highly classified documentation that the
police had left on the floor in an unconcealed location such as the corridor of 109 Burncroft Avenue.

27/ The Now Claimants and his mother could work out that the Now Claimants Criminal Record was in
Error and the rest of the Found Scattered Pages of An Asbo application, showed fraud.

28/ The way in which Enfield Council and the Metropolitan Police Force dropped these documents and
left them lying on the floor made it obvious that they were not going to acting in a professional
manner towards the Now Claimant and his family.

29/ The Enfield Council and Metropolitan Police: - “Failed Service of Asbo Court Order On the; -
12/09/2014.

30/ The Asbo Application Scattered Pages showed that the Enfield Council and Metropolitan Police
wrongly accused the Now Claimant of alleged incidents that Run Consecutively to the Gazebo Case
while he was on police bail conditions to say inside of his home and the incidents are Inconsistent to
the truth.

31/ The Now Claimant and his mother decided to address these issues to the Judge at the Highbury
Corner Magistrates Court 51 Holloway Road London N7 8JA.

32/ Because the Asbo Application contained a copy of the Now Claimant’s Criminal Record and with
the Errors still withinside of it that they had already proved to be in error and all while the Enfield
Council and Metropolitan Police and the Crown Prosecution Team had not even submitted: - “a bad
character application,” to the judge at the Highbury and Islington Court for the Criminal Record to
be present in the Asbo applications folders, the Now Claimant and his mother started to take what
was being ignored and forced on the Now Claimant by the Enfield Council and Metropolitan Police
force much more seriously.

33/ The Judges at the Highbury and Islington Court would not listen to the Now Claimant and his
mother and made a mockery of the Criminal Record being present in the Asbo Application by
allowing the prosecutor to submit a late: - “bad character application,” that the Judge turned down




anyway but somehow the Judge still allowed the same filed Asbo application that was never served
to continue in court.
34/ The officials wrongly used a copied printout of the Now Claimants: - “Police Criminal Record,” to
darken his character in court against him and the _ held the following: -
a) Wrongful Conviction of Failing to Surrender.
b) Wrongful Conviction Entries.
¢) No Furthered Action Cases.
d) Disposed of Cases.
e) Times and date.
35/ Police filed the copy of the Now Claimants Criminal Record in the Asbo Application in such a way
to deceive any reader of the following:
f) To discredit the Now Claimants character and in turn not showing the true facts of police
harassment.
g) To find a guilty conviction to gain one up in the paperwork and against the Now Claimant.
h) Because the Now Claimant
36/ Ozzie
37/ 117 Mathiyalagans
38/ Stain
39/ Dawn Alan Debra Andrews

2012, 2013, 2014, till 2015
40/ Through the Gazebo Case and the Asbo Proceedings the Metropolitan Police Force Members keep
maliciously targeting the Now Claimant in: - “Any Way They Felt They Could Get Away With” and
this caused the Now Claimant to suffer wrongly from the following: -
a) Trailer Case
b) Gazebo Case
¢) The Metropolitan Police and Crown Prosecution lost the nine Driving Bans at Appels that the
Now Claimant had to fight to get overturned.
d) Forged Asbo




46/ The Now Claimant then afterwards applied for an Appeal and the Enfield Council and Metropolitan
Police force worked together to stop him saying what he and others could prove against them by
build the following: -

a) The Enfield Council & The Metropolitan Police used and built the Frauded 1% Possession Order
b) The Enfield Council & The Metropolitan Police used and built the Frauded 1*' Injunction Order
¢) The Enfield Council & The Metropolitan Police used and built the Frauded 2nd Injunction Order
d) The Enfield Council & The Metropolitan Police used and built the Frauded 2™ Possession Order
¢) The Enfield Council & The Metropolitan Police Re opened the Frauded 2™ Possession Order

47/ The Enfield Council Refused to

The Next Police Arrest after the Gazebo Case is in the year of 2016
Neighbors The Christine & Carron Case who were helping Stain 111 Burncroft Avenue hurt me
14/08/16
The Christine & Carron Case “Won.” NFA (No further action) 28/10/16
And
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The Now Claimant and his mother Contacted Police And requested the Now Claimant Acro
Report 2017
48/ Because of the mentioned facts above the Now Claimant needed a complete copy of his Aeto Report
for the year: - “2017,” Backdated to the first record and asked his mother to request the files on his
behalf and the Courts fees she helped to pay, while the Courts invoiced away!
49/ When the Now Claimants mother received the first copy of the: - “/Aere Report,” she straight away
noticed the same inconsistencies, from the police printout and even more so, such as.
a) The police induced the Asbo in the 2017 Copy of the Now Claimants Criminal Record, and this
made her contact the police and ask questions.
b) The police explained that they will remove thew Asbo from the Criminal Record when it is time
served.

50/ and this made her go on a mission to solve the errors with what she knew to be wrong and was
already dealing with and more.

51/ The Enfield Council and Metropolitan Police and the Crown Prosecution Team locked the Now
Claimant up in doors with a Frauded Asbo Application and its related Malicious Court Process and
these factors caused the Now Claimant life to be in ruins and with a long-term negative impact.

52/ When the Now Claimant received his copy of the: - “Criminal Record’]

53/ The Aero Report looked quite bad in the Now Claimant name due to the size of the files and its
contents of nature this raised her suspicion even further than the Wrongful submission of Failing to
Surrender being inside of the scattered pages of the Asbo Bundle left by police, + “Conviction
entries,” + “Times and date,”

54/ This made the Now Claimant and his mother feel that the Aerg Reports context was out of
proposition and with the reason being they keep their own records intact and this led to further
investigations of the document.

The offence in the Asbo states: - “Illegal Raves” and the Now Claimant went to Court with his legal
team to defend against this illegal aspect.

The Now Claimant legal team and himself were at court prepared to defend against: - “The
Organisation of Illegal Raves” and not: - “The Organisation of Raves.”

The Crown Prosecution Team could not prove an illegal aspect had taken place and the judge should
have thrown the case out of the Court but refused to do so.

The police never arrested the Now Claimant for this allegation and never had an interview with him
causing: - “No fair investigation,” to take place.




5) The Enfield Council and Metropolitan Police and Crown Prosecution were fully aware that: - “The
Organisation of Illegal Raves” is an arrestable offence and that if the Now Claimant was arrested and
interviewed in accordance with the Pace Codes of practice and the relevant stationary laws then the
Cps would have found no case to answer to for the Now Claimant as the evidence was circumstantial
at it best.

6) The “maximum sentence” under the Raves Bill Act 1994 is two and a half months if arrested.







The ACRO shows that I have been

a) A
When looking at the original files.




<l

a)




|
i




ol




e The Judge and Prosecution changed the Asbo condition when I was not at the at the Court nor was my
Solicitor or any other representation for myself.
They made this change of conditions at the appeal trial and due to the Judge changing his honored word.
A couple of days before the 1st trial date of the appeal at Wood Green Crown Court my Solicitor tried to
dismiss me as her client, she asked the Judge when I was there, he asked me how I felt about this, and |



http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1974/53

gave more than good enough reason for her not to be able to leave, the Judge agreed with me, and I keep
the same firm. He put conditions down that the firm cannot leave me unless Michael Carroll, the director,
comes to Court himself and explains with good reason he would want to do so, a new trial date got set for
months later again.

The day before the next trial we all had to attend Court for a preliminary hearing to make sure all was set
for the next day, I and my mother were both at the Court at suitable times as the doors opened to the
public. We waited outside the Court room for quite a long time until the Judge called us into the
Courtroom by asking the Court Ashur.

The Judge told me that I would not have a Solicitor for my trial the next day as he had allowed her to leave
as she no longer wanted to stand in for me. I asked the Judge about his order from the prior time when this
happened before and if Michael Carroll attended and he told me no. The Judge explained that if I cannot
get a Solicitor by the next day, I must act for myself, or he will find my guilt in my absinth.

My mother and I found another Solicitor firm and addressed the appeal the next day. My new Solicitor
asked for an extension of time as he does not know anything about the case and it had been going on for
some time making the files very large in size the Judge bullied the new Solicitor and told him no the new
Solicitor explained that he would not be able to have my best interests in heart without the extension of
time but the Judge was adamant in his order, my Solicitor asked the Judge for 5 minutes so, he could
telephone his company partners for a decision and after a while the Court started again, and he could no
longer act on my behalf.

My mother would not let me attend Court for the trial the next day but what she did do was request a copy
of the Court transcribe as she did also, in the magistrates’ Courts. When the transcribes arrived the Courts
had missed the first day out of when my new Solicitor attended but added the days I could not go. This is
when the Judge changed my bail conditions, but no person afterwards would ever explain what had
changed.

It is also, when sally Gilchrist the legal director for Scotland yard who stands for the whole of the United
Kingdom and whales as the legal governor, who was my case handler through the whole-time scale of the
Asbo personally.

She attended all Court cases with the prosecutor and other staff and on the appeal trial date when I was not
present in the transcribes admits that there are no victims or any person who would sign a statement or
attend Court and continued to explain how she based all the evidence in the whole Asbo case on the forged
police cads what is against the law.

When the Judge changed the conditions, he said, as I can read, that the past conditions were a breach of my
human rights as I and my mother had been complaining about from the start of proceedings and not that
the below made them much better.

One more thing to say, the transcribes for the appeal stage do not make sense, when trying to read. I have
updated them on in the server at

Please read after going through this document first. They are under Asbo or at the bottom of all the tables.
https://horrific-corruption-files.serveblog.net/flipbook-indexs/flipbook-allwithlinks-indexs/

Also, read “private homes and gardens”
https://horrific-corruption-files.serveblog.net/a%20snippet-from-the-licencing-act-2003/

Condition 7: from any shop or garage or fuel supplier which is open to the public at such times.
Then in such an event, you may enter but you must not remain on such property for longer than 30 minutes
and you

Condition 8: may do so on only one occasion during each separate nine-hour period between 22:00 and
07:00 daily



https://horrific-corruption-files.serveblog.net/Flipbook-Indexs/Flipbook-AllWithLinks-Indexs/
https://horrific-corruption-files.serveblog.net/A%20Snippet-from-the-Licencing-Act-2003/

End of Snippet

Also see Snippet Raves Act 1994 Section 63
https://www.cps.gov.uk/sites/default/files/documents/legal guidance/
THE-CRIMINAL-JUSTICE-AND-PUBLIC-ORDER-ACT-1994.pdf

Open and look at page 3

Sentence guidelines and section 63 = All the events I got set up for were in buildings and police
statements say with Section 144, LASPO’s present.

55/ The Now Claimant Has Exhibited his evidence of findings as number “8” in the Table that is below
this table, and he named the file as: “The Combined Criminal Recorded File” with a searchable
arrest summons of: “13/0000/00/625125u”

How to use this joint file

Open the file with word and in the bottom right corner you will see three icons next to the word focus,
click on the last one web layout then use the mouse and right click in Microsoft Word, press control f to
open navigation bar on the right and make sure you selected it in headers.

Then click on

“Work Out Code” text at the top of the document right click and go to “expand /collapse” and go to
collapse all headings. Use the arrows at the beginning of text to dropdown the files and reclose them
afterwards.

The work out file is my algorithm that I have created to understand things a little better. We will come
back to that in a moment.

The rest of the links below are the filing index for the police national computer system when regulating
civilian’s personal data.

The links marked in red are self-explanatory.

The green text that starts at number “1” is the times that police have arrested the Now Claimant and has
the information about these times including the outcome.

I have added all three - reports for the years 2017, 2020, 2021 and they are in each arrested e.g., “1” in
header navigation bar & main document.

Once you have had a look around right click on the heading again and collapse it all, then open the work
out code.

This will show a table

The dates start at the top with the most current event that has taken place then go down the document
backwards in time.

Without going into everything that the table shows I will get straight to the point.

68 Arrests show under “Nub” Under the title marked as “NFA Date” you will notice all the cases that |
have one and the dates associated with them arrests.

This information includes on the spot penalties and shows how long ago the police have not found the
Now Claimant guilty of any offence.

The times that the police have arrested the Now Claimant he is not proud of, but he can explain what
happed extremely easy on these occurrences and they do not amount to any reason for the police or Enfield
Council to punish or set him up the way that they have.



https://www.cps.gov.uk/sites/default/files/documents/legal_guidance/%0bTHE-CRIMINAL-JUSTICE-AND-PUBLIC-ORDER-ACT-1994.pdf
https://www.cps.gov.uk/sites/default/files/documents/legal_guidance/%0bTHE-CRIMINAL-JUSTICE-AND-PUBLIC-ORDER-ACT-1994.pdf




