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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

KING’S BENCH DIVISION – MEDIA AND COMMUNICATIONS LIST 

Claim No: KB-2025-004650 

Description: Email correspondence between the Applicant and the 2nd Respondent's legal 
representatives, the 2nd Respondent is The Commissioner of Police of The Metropolis, 
including the Applicant’s proposed Undertakings and Settlement Offer, demonstrating attempts 
to resolve the matter and avoid unnecessary litigation. 

Exhibited to: Witness Statement of BW dated 19 June 2026 
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EXHIBIT BW/3 

Email Correspondence  

 
 

Caption: On 11 May 2026, at 12:57 pm, after sending my Formal Notice letter and related 
documents to the Police’s legal team, I received an automatic “out-of-office” reply from David 
Shannon, a paralegal, working in the Police's legal department. 
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Caption: Also on 11 May 2026, at 13:32 pm, after emailing Chloe Cambridge, I received a reply 
from her saying that she's on annual leave. 
 
On 18 June 2026, at 21:53 pm, immediately after scrolling this document down to this section, I 
heard a car drive past my window and seem to intentionally increase the acceleration very 
abruptly producing a loud, sharp noise, causing me a sudden startle. 
 
This is how the Primary State-Actor Respondents, including the Police, seem to unlawfully 
monitor all my devices to gain insight into my legal strategies and then intimidate me just at the 
right time. Once again, this matches the definition of witness intimidation or tampering with 
witnesses.  
 
It could also amount to attempted murder through a slow kill by repeatedly attempting to 
gradually weaken my heart or simply to cause me a heart attack. 
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Caption: On 17 June 2026, at 23:56 pm, I once again emailed the Police's legal team with my 
proposed Settlement Offer & Undertakings, Notice of Active Litigation Misconduct and other 
related documents, as seen in the screenshot above. 
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Caption: On 17 June 2026, at 23:58 pm, just two minutes after sending the email to the Police's 
legal team, I received an automatic “out-of-office” reply from Terry Sullivan, also working in the 
Police’s legal department, as seen in the screenshot above. They seem to use the automated 
loops to evade it as usual when I was once again directed to alternative staff. It's the same 
pattern of tactic being used again and again. This looks therefore like they are intentionally 
evading communication while the harm continues.  
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At approximately 23:59 pm, immediately after receiving the email from Terry Sullivan, I heard 
someone walk past my room, open the main door next to my room and aggressively slam it shut 
without going out. The individual then went back inside the house. It's like this almost every time 
I try to assert my rights, receive a response from the Police’s legal team, raise concerns about 
my daughter, and the like.  
 
They don't seem to hide it either that they're illegally monitoring all my legal strategies via 
hacking or other unlawful means and immediately intimidating me at critical moments. The 
door-slamming continued throughout the night whenever I tried to edit my legal documents. 
 
At approximately 6 minutes past midnight, immediately after typing the previous paragraph and 
putting my phone away to try to get some sleep, I heard someone aggressively slam the main 
door shut, to intimidate me, to disrupt my sleep and to convey surveillance as usual. The time 
ended in the number 6 again. This number has also been used consistently in the harassment 
campaign against me, to symbolically refer to the violation of my human right Article 6 (right to a 
fair trial). It also seems to be used to intimidate me whenever I talk about Keir Starmer and his 
alleged involvement in this. I have also mentioned in the past and in my injunction application 
that I believe he may have violated my human right Article 6 (right to a fair trial) by blocking my 
access to legal representation. The number 6 then seems to be used repeatedly to refer to this 
exact Article 6 violation, or whenever they want to allude to Keir Starmer.  
 
I must therefore say once again that my life is in grave danger due to severe witness 
intimidation. This has got to stop immediately before they successfully cause me irreparable 
harm or even death.  
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Caption: Screenshots of the letter “Notice of Active Litigation Misconduct” sent to the 
Police's legal team on 17 June 2026. 
 
On 19 June 2026, at approximately 15:35 pm, immediately after taking the screenshots of the 
“Notice of Active Litigation Misconduct” sent to the Police's legal team on 17 June 2026 to 
attach to this Exhibit, I heard Eddie return to the property and slam the main door shut. 
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Caption: On 17 June 2026, in the email sent to Terry Sullivan, one of the Police’s legal 
representatives, I also included the “Formal Open Letter to the Police’s Lawyers.” The 
screenshots above show the first 4 pages of it.  
 
For reasons of proportionality and to avoid unnecessarily enlarging the exhibit bundle, only 
selected correspondence and key documents are exhibited. These documents are included for 
the purpose of illustrating the nature and substance of my communications with the Police’s 
legal representatives. Where a document is particularly lengthy, only the most relevant pages 
are exhibited (for example, only the first 4 pages of one letter are included, as seen in the 
screenshots above). The complete versions of the documents, together with any additional 
correspondence, can be provided to the Court upon request. 
 

 
 

 
 

Caption: On 19 June 2026, at 16:15 pm, immediately upon copying the text from another 
document to add to this document, which was the text seen in the previous paragraph, 
regarding my correspondence with the Police’s Legal Representatives, I observed Eddie exiting 
the property and slamming the main door shut once again. 
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