
Mr M Glasgow
3 Tansley Court

Highfield Lane
Newbold

Chesterfield

The Registrar
European Court of Human Rights
Council of Europe Date- QS* July 201 3
67075 Strasbourg-Cedex
France

Dear Registrar

My details, name and address can be found to the top right hand of this page and my
nationality is British,

The country against which I am making my application is the United Kingdom.

The facts that have given rise to my application are that in 2006 I was assaulted at
the Chesterfield Royal Hospital by someone claiming to be a solicitor who stood trial
along side of me as co-defendant where I was convicted and he was acquitted. I
was then given a 12 month custodial sentence in 2007.

The co-€lefendant was called as a defense witness.

DECEIVED INTO HAVING NO WITNESSES
During the trial I was badgered into signing a declaration (of which I retain a copy)
that I didn't wish for two witnesses to give evidence on my behalf t>y the barrister
pretending to be working in my defense, he said that if I didn't sign the declaration
then he wouldn't be prepared to have the only witness he wanted to give evidence to
take the stand, so I would have no witness at all.

The witness then gave evidence on behalf of the prosecution and appears on the list
of witnesses included on the Judges summing up as witness for the prosecution.

WITNESS INTIMIDATION
I also have a recorded conversation with one of the deterred witnesses where he
states that the other witness was told don't give evidence and to keep his mouth shut
or he will go to prison as well, this is before the trial is over.

I lodged an appeal from within prison which was refused by the single Judge. I then
forwarded the appeal to the Royal Courts of Justice where a Full Court Hearing was
held in the Criminal Division where I was refused leave to appeal.

FRAUDULENT WITNESS STATEMENTS
Then I made an application to the Criminal Cases Review Commission (CCRC) who
informed my by letter that it was already known that the evidence used against me in
order to bring about a conviction was fraudulent (as are all the other statements) but
refused my application.
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It then became apparent through the comparison and cross-referencing of the
witness statement of nurses and visitors claiming to have witnessed the events at
the hospital that they were also fraudulent due to major inconsistencies and that
those who gave evidence at the trial were in fact employed phony witnesses,

POLICE OFFICERS HAND WRITING
I then lodged civil litigation against the person that had assaulted me. The person
pertaining to be a solicitor produced their own defense case statements where it
became evident that the statement allegedly given by him in 2006 was fraudulent as
the two signatures were completely different.

t then obtained the signature of the police officer that had signed the statement in his
own handwriting as the solicitor.

AKA & NO SCAR IN VIDEO
I then sourced video footage where this alleged clinical negligence solicitor uses a
different name and showing him not to have the scar that is stated he has been told
is permanent within one of his two his Record of Taped Interviews (ROTI).

SOMEONE OTHER THAN HE IS
It has materialized through research and the production of screen prints of 192.com
that all throughout the co-defendant claimed to be someone other than he is and that
he is using variants of the name used at trial,

NO LEGAL AID - NO DEFENCE
I have in my possession a copy of the defense copy of the prosecution file I obtained
whilst in transition from my original solicitors to the next solicitors and it contains a
copy of FORM B titled Statement of Means for right to representation in criminal
proceedings in the Crown Court and the first paragraph states: Now that you have
been granted publicly funded representation in the Crown Court and is signed by me
and dated 2/10706.

I submitted a freedom of information request under the Freedom of Information Act
2000 for an inventory of solicitor firms/organizations that have claimed Legal Aid on
my behalf from the year 2000 and during a telephone conversation held on the 19th
June 2013 was told that the Legal Services Commission have no legal aid funding
certificates on their system.

I then received an e-mail on the 20th June 2013 stating that no solicitors firm has
applied for public funding on my behalf in either legal help, civil or criminal legal aid
cases.

I also have a digital recording of my next solicitors completing the legal aid form.

MALICIOUS PROSECUTION
J have been maliciously prosecuted and there has been a concerted effort in a
conspiracy to pervert the course of justice by everyone I have complained of and
complained to.
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SUPREME COURT OF GREAT BRITAIN
I lodged a Notice of Appeal with the Supreme Court of the United Kingdom on the
26th June 2013 and subsequently received a response dated 1 July 2013 stating the
Court has limited jurisdiction in criminal cases and that permission to appeal to the
Supreme Court in a criminal matter may only be granted if it is certified by the court
below that a point of law of general public importance is involved.

On 'page 5' 4. Permission to appeal PART B it is stated on the Notice of Appeal: The
appellant applies to the Supreme Court for permission to appeal. There doesn't
need a certificate to be granted from the Appeal Court as PART B indicates.

The substantial, fresn, new, compelling and credible evidence was not available at
the Appeal hearing that I attended which was held on the 29th October 2008 and as
such there could not have been a certificate granted at that time.

It is my belief that he Supreme Court has jurisdiction in all Courts below in England
and Wales (Nation State) whether they are civil or criminal cases that's why it's
called the Supreme Court.

I have now exhausted every avenue of obtaining justice in the United Kingdom and
for that reason I request the application form required for me to make an application
to the European Court of Human Rights.

The articles of the Convention that I say have been breached are:-

Chapter I Dignity
Article 1 , Human dignity
Article 3, Right to the integrity of the person

Chapter II Freedoms
Article 6, Rignt to liberty and security
Article 10, Freedom of thought, conscience and religion
Article 1 1 , Freedom of expression and information
Article 12, Freedom of assembly and of association
Article 13, Freedom of arts and science
Article 16, Freedom to conduct a business

Chapter VI Justice
Article 47, Right to an effective remedy and to a fair trial
Article 48, Presumption of innocence and the right of defense

Chapter VII General Provisions
Article 54, Prohibition of abuse of rights

Yours sincerely

/Vf

> i

Martin Glasgow
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