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ANIMAL HEALTH CENTRE —
49-53 TYNEWYDD ROAD, BARRY,

VALE OF GLAMORGAN, CF62 8AZ

Tel No: 01 446 733406 Fax 01 446 748500
Email: maurice@kirkflyingvet.co.uk
www: Kirkflyingvet.co.uk

Veterinary Surgeon:
Maurice J Kirk BVSc, MRCVS
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2 October 2002

Justice and Victims Unit
Home Office

50 Queen Anne's Gate
London SW1H 9AT

Dear Sir .
EX GRATIA COMPENSATION

" ine zary 90's | was falsely imprisoned in Bristol by the Guernsey authorities, which led to Home
—fficz compensation of a financial nature.

milar situation has arisen and | enclose the relevant Particulars of Claim for your understanding,
* ' @m currently pursuing these acts of illegal imprisonments, harassment and/or abuse of process
4h the civil courts. | had overlooked, until now, your procedure to which | now turn, as, once

in, no lawyer will act for me.

)

SV

enciose just a sample of some of the 70 odd law firms who specialise in such matters but who have
refused to act, for whatever reason. As you will see my actions are against the South Wales Police

nvolving a considerable number of imprisonments and well over 100 charges that have been lost or
withdrawn with no appropriate compensation to myself.

il

Avon and Somerset police appear to have closed ranks with them to include a number of

cious prosecutions and false imprisonments. In particular, | was caused to stay at Bristol prison
farch 1897 on information that was proved to be totally false and only verbally tendered by a

mentally sick member of the public, well known to the police and prosecution service, who had a

motive for financial gain. | refer to Christopher Paul Ebbs of Dursley, Gloucestershire. | was

acquitted’ of all the allegations of grievous bodily harm and conspiracy to pervert the course of justice.

Reliance and the Prisoner Escort and Custodial Services, are also identified in a personal injuries
claim, enclosed, when | was ‘seriously injured’ more than once whilst in and out of custody at Bristol
Magistrates, my being later acquitted of all allegations of child abduction, robbery, criminal damage,

driving under the influence of alcohol etc etc.

Under the relevant laws and procedure | would be grateful if someone could intervene as my current
difficulties concerning legal representation may be construed as a breach of human rights.

Yours faithfully

Maurice Kirk =

to: Privy Council - L
i Cargiff County Court — BS 614159/CF101741/CF204141 &5\5 \
Bristol Couniy Court — CF204140 1 )
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Court of Appeal e B2/2006/2307

Abuse of Process Application

FAO
Lord Justice Thomas,
Roval Courts of ~%ustice 24th  July 2007.

London

Summary
In 2003 The Attqrhey General of Great Britain instructed all court files
under his control felating to Maurice John Kirk, both in England and in

— Wales, to be sent o the Treasury Sclicitor with the view of certifying
Kirk, whether plantiff or defendant, s a Vexatious Litigant.

iles have been unavailable either for Mr Kirk to prepare
s barrister. Court files are now. confirmed lost.

Since then court
for trial or brief'}

Kirk’s 45 plus Judicial Review Applications and 7
ings has revealed widespread ‘Abuse of Process’,
sminal condudtjand ‘Failed Disclosure’, all contrary to the laws of both
England and Wales .
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onduct was occasioned official complaint was made to
nthorities supported by documentary evidence.

"o mdication has been given to the complainant that an appropriate .

mwesmzznon hag been carried out either by the Civil Service, employed
== purposss or by the Metropolitan, Avon and Somerset or South

Walzs Police Canstabularies.

The Siore of the South Wales Police to investigate complaint and to
somsmrs wiih the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeonsgby laying false
~ m= ¢ diselosing confidential information in order to obtain his name

e m=—oved fom the register,was unlawful.

: =< e right to ‘practice veterinary surgery” and a fair trial,
~:1= § of the Human Rights Act ratified by HM Queen.
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ppute of a house involving avaricious lawyers,
of Carmarthen warned Mr Kirk of the true purpose of
eal. These lawyers obtained quite huge sums of tax
eir clearly hopeless case for a deceitful defendant.

PICe case exemplified both
ed of lawyers on both s;

Vyer integrity.

the incompetence of HMCS
des with distressed clients

Wendy Hopkins |gf Hopkins and Co, solicitors, of Cardiff allocated an
>ce clerk on the Case, portrayed as solicitor throughout, with disastrous
“mancial consequences.
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d the right ‘to

s to the South Wales Police when he refused and
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the peace’ leavin

d for prosecutors to
e the RCVS despite the prosecution barrister for the
e court saying the conviction (RCVS A7) should never
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f Process Application [ Judicial Review CO/1569/00
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Mr Kirk was stru

The Treasury Sol
proceedings In

i pleaded in the Cardiff witness box, on oath, earlier,
1g Mr Kirk’s questions for fear of incriminating my

f]
off the veterinary register for that conviction.

itor had to also represent witnesses in the RCVS court
D02 and obviously was successful, with Crown

Immunity, in ov
‘entourage’, Seal
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The RCVS 1967
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Extract from

And We do
College that these
all things valid and
and shall be taken
sense for the best
elsewhere by all Ju
of Us, QOur Heirs a
contrary notwithsta

IN WITNESS wher

—.

WITNESS Ourself 3

turning about 10 witness summonses of HM court
included, threatening a bill of £6000 if I dared appeal
eal for his predicted £20,000 bill.

ﬁoyal Charter specifically orders judges in the UK
rson within or is an agent to the Royal College if

067 Royal Charter for the UK Veterinary Profession

—

reby, for Us, Our Heirs and Successors further grant unto the
Letters, or the enrolment or exemplification thereof, shall be in
ectual in law according to the true intent and meaning thereof
nstrued and adjudged in the most favourable and beneficial
vantage of the College as well in Our Courts of Record as
s, Justices, Officers, Ministers and other subjects whatsoever
Successors, any non-recital or other omission or thing to the

g.

We have cause these Our Letters to be made Patent.
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\L\lestminster the nineteenth day of October and in the sixteenth




