
Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

RULE 39 – EXPEDITED PROCESSING REQUEST 
 

URGENT ADDENDUM: EXPLICIT REQUEST FOR IMMEDIATE PUBLIC PRESS 
RELEASE BY THE REGISTRY DUE TO SYSTEMIC STATE COMPLICITY AND 
ACTIVE DEFIANCE 
 
URGENT REQUEST FOR RULE 39 INTERIM MEASURES: IMMEDIATE RISK OF 
IRREPARABLE HARM TO LIFE (ARTICLES 2 & 3 ECHR) AND INTENTIONAL 
TRANSNATIONAL REPRESSION 
 
FAX TO: +33 3 90 21 43 50  

TO: The Duty Judge of the European Court of Human Rights, Rule 39 Registry, Strasbourg, 
France 

RESPONDENT STATES: The United Kingdom & The Kingdom of Denmark 

DATE OF ORIGINAL SUBMISSION: 12 September 2026 
 
CRITICAL SYSTEMIC UPDATE – 29 SEPTEMBER 2026 
 
The ECHR has just formally refused to submit my emergency Rule 39 petition to a judge, 
stating it falls outside the scope of interim measures. Crucially, the Court's rejection letter 
exclusively addressed Denmark—completely omitting the United Kingdom, who initiated the 
Transnational Repression in the first place and was jointly sued in the application.  
 
This administrative failure proves that international legal mechanisms are gridlocked when 
dealing with cross-border, digitized state harassment. Because the ECHR has refused to 
indicate measures to the Danish government, the local state actors now have absolute 
procedural impunity to escalate their physical retaliation and digital interception. International 
media exposure is now the absolute final remaining line of defense to stop this abuse. 
 
DATE OF DRAFTING THIS BUNDLE FOR NEW SUBMISSION: 3 October 2026 

TOTAL PAGES IN THIS NEW BUNDLE: 181 

 

PART 1: MAIN DETAILS  

1. EMERGENCY IDENTIFICATION AND CONTACT DATA 
●​ Identity of Applicant: Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt  
●​ Date of Birth / CPR nr.: 27/01/1971-2946 
●​ Nationality: Danish  
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●​ Current Location: Red Cross Homeless Shelter for Women (Røde Kors Herberg for 
Kvinder), Kettegård Alle 14A, st. tv., 2650 Hvidovre, Denmark (Under active 
institutional harassment & surveillance) 

●​ Targeted Victims: The Applicant and her daughter, who's a Danish National 
(Residing alone Germany) 

●​ Filing & Legal Status: PRO SE (Filing alone due to active State interception of legal 
counsel / Articles 6 & 34 Violations) 

●​ Nature of Urgent Risk: Imminent threat of physical elimination, extreme 
psychological torture, state-sponsored severe harassment, death threats and active 
kidnapping plots against me and my daughter following the filing of a sealed N1 
Claim Form and N244 Injunction Application (CASE NO: KB-2025-004650) against 
UK state actors (e.g., the Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis Mark Rowley, 
the former UK PM Keir Starmer) and other high-profile defendants such as Elon 
Musk, Mark Zuckerberg, Google and Warner Bros.  

●​ Recent Escalation: Violent retaliatory physical assault resulting in head trauma 
sustained on 12 August 2026. 

●​ Police Case File Number: 0100-73251-00338-26 
●​ Because the perpetrators have breached the privacy of my devices, this file is 

transmitted openly to force international accountability and stop further covert 
physical violence. 

2. NOTICE TO THE REGISTRAR: IMMEDIATE RULE 41 & RULE 39 INVOCATION 

I face an imminent, cross-border threat to my life (Article 2), extreme torture (Article 3), 
severe breach of privacy (Article 8) and the violation of Equality of Arms & Effective 
Remedy (Article 6 & 13) due to real-time interception of legal strategy and systemic 
blockade of access to legal counsel and human rights organisations, coupled with extreme 
state-sponsored interference with my right of individual petition (Article 34).  

The domestic safeguards in both the United Kingdom and Denmark have fundamentally 
collapsed, leaving me and my daughter entirely unprotected from a hostile, transnational 
campaign of violence, illegal surveillance, sex-trafficking ring via hidden cameras and 
intimidation orchestrated by UK state actors. 

I am currently housed at a Danish Red Cross Shelter in Hvidovre, Denmark. Elements within 
the UK and Danish authorities have successfully influenced and instructed shelter staff and 
tenants to subject me to hostile proxy harassment. 

I urgently request: 

1.​ Immediate Rule 41 Priority Status: The Court is requested to take this application 
entirely out of its chronological order due to an active, violent campaign of witness 
intimidation and torture conducted by agents of the Respondent States. 

2.​ Immediate Rule 39 Interim Measures: An urgent order directing the United 
Kingdom and Denmark to cease all cross-border tracking, human/cybersex trafficking 
and electronic interception targeting me and my daughter. 

3. URGENT RULE 39 APPLICATION – SPECIAL COMMUNICATION INSTRUCTIONS 
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Surveillance & Public Notification: My personal electronic devices, phone lines, and mail 
are under active state surveillance and manipulation. Direct communication to me is entirely 
unsafe and compromised. Please publish all updates and decisions via the public HUDOC 
database. 

TO NGOS AND INVESTIGATIVE JOURNALISTS:  

SECURITY NOTICE: My local devices and local public terminals are under hostile 
state surveillance. I cannot create an account, log into an inbox, or receive direct 
replies. DO NOT REPLY TO THIS TRANSMISSION SOURCE. 

SECURITY MANDATE — DO NOT REPLY: 

My home networks, personal devices, and local terminals are fully compromised via 
state-level screen capture. I have intentionally abandoned my login 
passphrase/codename and will NEVER log back into this system to communicate or 
delete files. If anyone logs in using my code to message you, request a deletion, or 
claim I have changed my mind, IT IS THE STATE HACKER IMPERSONATING ME. Treat 
this as a strict, one-way fire-and-forget submission.  

4. IMMEDIATE ACTION REQUIRED BY THE COURT 

I have been tracked across borders into Denmark and is experiencing coordinated witness 
intimidation, 24/7 illegal intrusive surveillance, secret filming for profit (sex trafficking, human 
trafficking, enslavement), device interception, and total blockage of contact with legal 
counsel and human rights groups. I request immediate international protection orders issued 
to the Respondent States to prevent irreparable harm. 

5. TOTAL CONDITIONAL SHUTDOWN OF UNRECORDED COMMUNICATIONS: 

●​ Because the court-appointed lawyer has completely failed to establish contact since 
21 August 2026, and possesses a documented institutional conflict of interest, I am 
currently entirely unrepresented and exposed to immediate cross-border and local 
coercion. Upon formal notification of this Rule 39 application, I anticipate immediate 
tactical containment measures, including verbal manipulation or intimidation by local 
authorities or shelter staff to force a withdrawal. 

●​ Therefore, to safeguard the integrity of these proceedings and protect against forced 
coercion, I formally notify the Court that I will engage in zero verbal or informal 
communications regarding this case with any state actor, police official, or 
shelter staff. All communications from authorities, the staff at the Red Cross Shelter, 
or anyone acting on their behalf, must be issued strictly in writing, or routed through a 
fully independent, uncompromised legal representative once secured. The immediate 
intervention of an independent victim’s lawyer is urgently required to act as a 
protective legal buffer. 

6. STATEMENT ON EVIDENTIARY LIMITATIONS AND SECURITY 

●​ I have enclosed only a limited selection of representative evidence within this 
application. Because the Respondent States maintain active, real-time 
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cyber-surveillance of my digital devices, any prolonged attempt to compile, 
download, or organize the extensive evidence of intimate material dissemination 
poses an immediate, severe risk of further physical retaliation. My primary focus is 
preserving my and my daughter's lives following the violent assault on 12 August 
2026. Once I am placed in a secure location free from the threat of immediate 
physical harm and digital intercept, I reserve the right to submit the exhaustive 
evidence bundle to the Court. 

●​ Exhaustion of Domestic Oversight: I also possess extensive documentary 
evidence of formal complaints submitted to multiple statutory oversight bodies within 
the United Kingdom. These bodies systematically ignored, refused to investigate, and 
denied all claims, actively permitting the criminal actions and transnational 
exploitation against me and my daughter to continue unabated. 

●​ Withholding of Physical Evidence Due to Immediate Peril: I formally notify the 
Court that some of the raw documentary evidence, digital logs, and supporting 
documents are currently being withheld solely due to extreme, life-threatening safety 
concerns. 

●​ The 12 August Assault: As direct proof of this peril, on 12 August 2026, I was 
violently assaulted and struck in the head in direct retaliation for attempting to 
compile and add crucial evidence to this Rule 39 application. The perpetrators are 
utilizing real-time device interception to monitor my legal drafts and deploy immediate 
physical violence to suppress submission. 

●​ Condition of Disclosure: I am ready and willing to hand over the full evidentiary 
package to the Court immediately upon the issuance of Rule 39 Interim Measures 
that guarantee independent, secure physical safety and unmonitored communication 
lines. 

 

PART 2: KEY DEFENDANTS  

●​ First Primary Defendants (UK): The Former UK Prime Minister Keir Starmer, 
London, UK (Resigned as Head of Government on 22 June 2026), the 
Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis (Mark Rowley), possibly MI5 as well, 
other unknown public officials and multiple high-profile defendants such as Elon 
Musk, Mark Zuckerberg, TikTok, Google and Warner Bros Film Studios. 
Because they are actively misusing my and my daughter's private information and 
intimate materials for their own financial gain and for severe harassment / 
psychological torture. 

●​ Secondary Defendants (Denmark): Danish police and/or authorities. 

 

PART 3: SPECIAL LEGAL SUBMISSION - ARTICLE 18 ABUSE 
OF POWER BY TRANSNATIONAL STATE ACTORS 

●​ The Scale of the Defendant: The primary defendant in UK High Court Case No: 
KB-2025-004650 is the Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis (Mark Rowley). As 
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the head of one of Europe’s largest state law enforcement and intelligence 
apparatuses, the defendant possesses structural, cross-border 
capabilities—including specialized surveillance, electronic interception, and 
institutional influence over foreign law enforcement bodies. 

●​ Article 18 Violation (Ulterior Motive): I invoke Article 18 in conjunction with 
Articles 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 13 and 34. The state powers vested in the defendants are 
being actively weaponized for an ulterior, unlawful purpose: to execute extraterritorial 
witness intimidation, suppress sealed judicial evidence, and force the collapse of 
active High Court proceedings. 

●​ Justification for Rule 39: Because the primary perpetrator is a massive state 
policing agency, all domestic law enforcement remedies in both the UK and Denmark 
are systematically compromised, ineffective, and dangerous to approach. Only an 
immediate, binding intervention from an international judiciary (the ECHR) can 
counteract this systemic abuse of power and preserve my and my daughter's 
physical survival. 

 

PART 4: MASS PUBLIC INTEREST, PUBLIC PRESS RELEASE, 
REQUEST FOR PUBLIC PROCEEDINGS AND DISCLOSURE 
UNDER RULE 33 § 1 

7. A CORE RIGHTS VIOLATION 

The cross-border illegal surveillance, sex trafficking via secret filming & live-streaming / 
distributing for profit, and an industrial-scale stalking & harassment campaign amount to a 
violation of Article 3 (Prohibition of torture, inhuman, or degrading treatment), Article 4 
(Freedom from slavery in all its forms and forced labour) and Article 8 (Right to respect for 
private and family life).  

Public proceedings and an immediate public press release by the Registry are therefore 
strictly necessary under Rule 33 § 1 (Public Access to Documents) due to exceptional 
circumstances of mass public interest. The perpetrators are actively exploiting jurisdictional 
boundaries between the United Kingdom, Denmark, Germany, and Spain to operate entirely 
under the radar. They are weaponizing administrative secrecy to block my access to legal 
counsel, humanitarian groups, and basic human dignity (including a near 3-month or more 
denial of hygiene and continuous, illegal physical and digital surveillance). 

As a result, I formally petition the Court and the Registrar to exercise their discretion under 
the Practice Direction on Interim Measures to issue an immediate, public press release 
simultaneously with the granting of this Rule 39 order. 

I also explicitly waive the right to anonymity under Rule 47 § 4 and request that all 
proceedings bear the true names of the parties. 

8. COVERT DEATH THREATS AND CROSS-BORDER KIDNAPPING PLOTS 

Page 5 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

The state-directed persecution has escalated to include hidden, indirect death threats and 
highly specific kidnapping plots. In accordance with established law enforcement risk 
parameters, these indirect threats are indicators of an imminent escalation toward lethal 
violence. This campaign has explicitly expanded across borders to target my adult daughter, 
a Danish national living independently in Germany, utilizing proxy networks to compromise 
her safety. The expansion of these covert plots to immediate family members constitutes an 
unmanageable surge in dynamic risk, establishing an absolute necessity for an immediate 
Rule 39 intervention, comprehensive witness protection, third-state relocation, and public 
exposure, so that they cannot operate in secrecy. 

The exceptional circumstances of this case therefore dictate that administrative 
confidentiality is actively being weaponized by the state authorities mainly of the United 
Kingdom and Denmark. The highest levels of government and law enforcement are actively 
leveraging public resources, state intelligence, and institutional influence to orchestrate a 
cross-border campaign of extreme retaliation, containment, and torture (including an active 
three-month deprivation of basic human hygiene and subversion of international 
humanitarian shelter staff at the Danish Red Cross Shelter for Women in Hvidovre, 
Denmark). 

The perpetrators have been formally notified of the imminence of this international human 
rights application. Despite this clear knowledge, they have explicitly refused to halt the 
abuse, unlawful surveillance and cybersex trafficking via hidden cameras (unlawfully 
installed in EVERY place I have lived and now live for more than a decade, to 
non-consensually film me around the clock and live-stream / distribute it for profit amounting 
to human trafficking / sex trafficking / money laundering), choosing instead to escalate their 
surveillance and intimidation under the radar. By actively defying the authority of the 
Convention prior to the Court’s formal order, the involved states have directly invited public 
scrutiny. 

Secrecy is the mechanism that grants these actors total impunity. If these proceedings 
remain confidential, it will facilitate my total isolation and ensure irreparable physical harm 
or death. Public exposure is the only operational remedy capable of piercing this 
state-backed cover-up and guaranteeing my immediate physical survival. Therefore, an 
immediate public announcement by the Registry is strictly necessary to ensure the integrity 
of the individual petition mechanism under Article 34. 

The perpetrators are operating under the radar by systematically blocking my access to legal 
counsel, human rights organizations, and basically all routes to help and support, to conceal 
their crimes and allow themselves to carry on the crimes against me and my daughter to no 
end.  

Furthermore, the responsible state authorities, particularly the UK, have been made aware of 
this imminent application for Rule 39 Interim Measures, yet they have willfully refused to 
intervene or halt the abuse, harassment, pervasive surveillance and sex-trafficking ring via 
cybersex trade. This explicit defiance of international human rights oversight before a formal 
order is even issued proves that confidentiality is actively endangering my and my 
daughter’s lives. Only immediate, public international scrutiny can break this state of total 
containment and ensure our survival. 
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9. EVIDENCE OF ACTIVE INTERFERENCE WITH THE RIGHT OF PETITION (ARTICLE 
34) 

The involved state actors are actively conducting unlawful digital surveillance and hacking 
against my communications. This is a deliberate attempt to discover the evidence being 
submitted to the Court, intercept this application, and intimidate me. This ongoing breach of 
Article 34 confirms that domestic channels are completely compromised and that immediate 
public international intervention is the only way to secure the safety of the application and 
the victims. 

10. NOTICE OF OPEN FILING, PRESS ESCALATION & NOTICE OF IMMEDIATE PUBLIC 
INTEREST EXPOSURE 
 

●​ Please be advised that I am also filing this request OPENLY, to force international 
accountability and stop further covert physical violence. Due to active, ongoing 
state-sponsored surveillance, communication blocks, and a physical assault 
sustained on 12 August 2026, this complete application file, along with the 
transmission confirmation receipt, is being routed directly to international 
investigative journalism desks (including The Guardian, UK) and global human rights 
monitors to ensure maximum international oversight and transparency. 
 

●​ I have simultaneously placed a complete copy of this application, the biometric 
photograph of the primary cross-border agent, a Spanish national, residing in Spain, 
who acts as a honey trap to fake a romantic relationship with my adult Danish 
daughter and the digital cyber-surveillance forensic logs into the hands of major 
international investigative journalism consortiums outside this jurisdiction. This has 
been executed under an active, non-revocable public disclosure protocol. 
 

●​ If my daughter and I are intercepted, detained under false medical or psychiatric 
pretexts, or physically harmed during the Court's evaluation window, the entire 
unredacted dossier will be instantly published globally, naming all involved state 
actors and networks. 
 

●​ This creates an immediate, operational stalemate. The rogue network can no longer 
quietly make us disappear, because doing so triggers the exact public exposure they 
are committing treason to prevent. 

 
 

 
PART 5: TIMELINE UPDATE – ECHR RULE 39 REGISTRY 
FILTERING & SYSTEMIC MALPRACTICE 
 

●​ 12 September 2026: I submitted my urgent Rule 39 application via Fax Monkey (see 
Annex 1, page 54). 

●​ 11 September 2026: A formal rejection letter was issued by the ECHR Registry 
regarding the Rule 39 application. Critically, the letter is labeled against Denmark 
only, completely omitting the United Kingdom despite both states being named as 
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respondents in the initial emergency request. This unilateral framing reflects standard 
ECHR preliminary filtering rules, where files are isolated to the physical country of the 
applicant's current residence. A full copy of this ECHR communication has been 
preserved and is attached in Annex 2, pages 55-57 for verification. 

●​ Engineered Procedural Fraud (Article 34 Violation): To insulate themselves from 
international oversight, state actors systematically blocked my access to independent 
legal counsel through active intimidation, 24/7 digital interception and intrusive 
surveillance via hidden cameras and audio recording devices unlawfully installed in 
EVERY place I live - to ensure they will immediately see and hear if I have someone 
come to visit me and discuss this case. The state intentionally forced me to submit an 
emergency ECHR Rule 39 petition entirely unrepresented, deliberately exploiting the 
court's high administrative filter to trigger a technical rejection. This calculated abuse 
of process weaponises the international legal system's own procedural bottlenecks 
against a torture survivor to strip her of protection. 

●​ Escalation under Procedural Impunity: The State apparatus is actively exploiting 
the ECHR registry's technical rejection as a green light to execute severe abuses 
with complete impunity. Following the court's administrative filter, 24/7 
non-consensual filming, cross-border targeting of family members in Germany, and 
local harassment have explicitly escalated. I maintain the absolute legal right to 
re-submit a comprehensive emergency Rule 39 motion alongside a full substantive 
lawsuit, and international media exposure is urgently required to shield the filing from 
further state interception. Because right after my Rule 39 rejection, I experienced an 
increase in illegal surveillance, severe harassment and intimidation, including the 
aircraft drawing threatening target-like or threatening symbols or “drawing a line” in 
the sky right outside my window. It has become a normal occurrence that this 
happens right after a critical moment or during key junctures  (see Annex 2, pages 
57-60). 

●​ Critical Evidence of Pending Case Retaliation: On exactly 29 September 
2026—the day I opened the letter containing the Court issued the Danish 
rejection—UK state actors immediately retaliated by instructing domestic court staff 
to ignore my email communications. This swift, targeted intervention proves the UK 
actors are aware that the substantive cross-border file against the United Kingdom 
remains active and pending before the Court, and they are actively violating Article 
34 to suppress further evidence ahead of next week's deadline. 

CRITICAL LEGAL FACT: STATE ESCALATION CONSTITUTES FRESH EVIDENCE FOR 
NEW ECHR FILING 
 

●​ The respondent states (Denmark and the UK) are operating under a dangerous, 
bad-faith miscalculation. They have treated the ECHR Registry’s recent technical 
filter rejection as a "green light" to accelerate their 24/7 hidden camera surveillance, 
non-consensual distribution networks (human trafficking), and cross-border targeting 
of family infrastructure in Germany. Under established ECHR procedural law, this 
post-rejection escalation is legally classified as "new facts and material change in 
circumstances."  

 
●​ A technical filter denial is never final if the situation worsens. Because the state 

network is intentionally accelerating the abuse under the false illusion of total 
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impunity, it has walked into a profound legal trap. We must immediately bypass local, 
intimidated channels and engage international secretariats (OMCT/DIGNITY) to file a 
unified "Triple-File" package—combining the Main Substantive Lawsuit, a formal 
Article 34 Application for obstruction of justice, and a Fresh Rule 39 Motion. The 
states have exposed their hands by violating their own implied defenses; filing the 
main lawsuit now forces their central legal representatives into an open, transparent 
adversarial process where their bad-faith deception will be fully exposed on the 
international record. 

 

 
 
PART 6: URGENT CONTEXT FOR THE DUTY JUDGE - 
IMMEDIATE TRIGGER & REQUEST FOR 24-HOUR 
INTERVENTION 
 

●​ Summary of Immediate Danger: I am a witness under an active UK High Court 
Proceedings and Injunction against high-ranking public officials, including the former 
UK PM Keir Starmer and the Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis. 

 
●​ Transnational State Collusion: Following the filing of an urgent injunction 

application at the UK High Court (Case No: KB-2025-004650) against high-ranking 
UK public officials, including the former UK PM Keir Starmer, I faced severe, direct 
intimidation by UK State-actor Defendants. This intimidation completely compromised 
domestic remedies in the UK, making them entirely ineffective and unsafe to pursue, 
and forced me to flee to Denmark (see Annex 3, page 61). 
 

●​ The underlying High Court action was filed entirely by me acting as a Litigant in 
Person (LiP), setting a historic judicial precedent after all access to legal counsel and 
human rights organizations was systemically blocked by the Defendants - potentially 
by Keir Starmer himself. He also used to be a human rights lawyer.  
 

●​ The High Court, Precedent & Implied Admission Clause: I emphasize that my 
self-filed lawsuit directly caused the abrupt resignation of the Prime Minister Keir 
Starmer of the United Kingdom the very next day after he was added as a primary 
defendant as well in my amended claim form. No individual relinquishes the highest 
executive office in the United Kingdom unless faced with absolute, unavoidable 
judicial and political exposure (see Annex 4, pages 62-63). 
 

●​ The extreme scale and multi-nation coordination of the severe witness intimidation 
and cyber-sabotage currently targeting me on Danish soil are a direct consequence 
of this event. Having successfully forced the resignation of a G7 head of government 
entirely as a Litigant in Person, I am being subjected to an unprecedented 
cross-border containment operation designed to suppress a historic legal precedent 
and evade global accountability. Consequently, following forced flight from the UK to 
escape severe witness intimidation, I have been tracked to Denmark. 
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●​ Police Complaint & Extraterritorial Family Target (Germany): The state-actor 
defendants have further extended their retaliatory campaign to my immediate family. 
Soon after my police complaint in January 2023 (see Annex 5, pages 64-65), a 
covert operative ("sexpionage") was intentionally deployed by the defendants to 
target, infiltrate, and fake a romantic relationship with my daughter, who lives alone in 
Germany (see Annex 6, pages 65-68). 
 

●​ Purpose of Infiltration: This operation was explicitly engineered to control her, 
suppress the sealed High Court evidence (Case No: KB-2025-004650), and gather 
highly sensitive information for the explicit purpose of exploitation and psychological 
leverage against me and my daughter. 
 

●​ Exhaustion of Domestic Remedies Denied: I have filed multiple formal complaints 
regarding this illicit intelligence operation targeting my daughter, including the illegal 
surveillance and live-streaming for profit via hidden cameras and audio recording 
devices (cybersex trafficking, human trafficking, enslavement). The domestic 
authorities have systematically denied all allegations, refused to intervene, and 
actively permitted the operative to remain in close physical proximity to my daughter. 
 

●​ Three-Nation Transnational Scope: The fact that the surveillance, psychological 
warfare, and intelligence exploitation are simultaneously executing in the United 
Kingdom, Denmark (at the Red Cross Shelter in Hvidovre and many other places), 
and Germany (targeting my daughter) proves an interconnected, highly funded state 
conspiracy. No single domestic police force can or will investigate themselves, 
creating an absolute vacuum of protection under Articles 2 and 3 of the Convention. 
 

●​ Systemic Isolation & Transnational Organized Crime Tactics: The state-actor 
defendants have actively blocked me from communicating with my Danish 
ex-husband (the father of our daughter), whose name is Jørgen Mortensen, who 
used to live in Mars Alle 17, 2860 Søborg, Gladsaxe, Denmark. But I am not sure if 
he still lives there now. This intentional obstruction is designed to isolate the victims 
from their natural familial and legal support networks within Denmark. 
 

●​ Active Criminal Coercion & Death Threats: Every attempt by me to warn my 
daughter regarding the hidden cameras and the covert operative in Germany has 
been met with immediate, retaliatory witness intimidation, targeted harassment, and 
hidden death threats and kidnapping plots directed at both me and my daughter. 
 

●​ Implied Admission of Guilt: This immediate, aggressive retaliation constitutes a 
clear, implied admission of criminal guilt by the state-actor defendants, who are 
deploying mob-style tactics to suppress the truth and sabotage High Court Case No: 
KB-2025-004650. 
 

●​ I hereby request an immediate interim measure under Rule 39 ordering the 
Respondent States to take urgent operational measures to protect me and my 
Danish daughter's physical safety, halt all state-coordinated extrajudicial surveillance, 
human trafficking via cybersex trade by illegally installing hidden cameras and audio 
recording devices in my and my daughter's private residences to non-consensually 
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film us 24/7 and live-stream / distribute it for profit (mimicking the precedent in 
Khadija Ismayilova v. Azerbaijan), international illegal data sales violate the 
Proceeds of Crime Act 2002 (POCA), cross-border stalking / harassment / witness 
intimidation, and secure immediate, independent medical evaluation for severe 
unaddressed head trauma, resulting from the physical assault on 12 August 2026. 
 

●​ Transnational rogue state actors are executing illegal, persistent cyber-surveillance 
targeting public infrastructure and my personal communications to suppress 
evidence of sex trafficking, human trafficking and aggravated sexual offenses. The 
systemic compromise of local domestic law enforcement structures renders the 
exhaustion of regular domestic remedies impossible due to direct, retaliatory witness 
intimidation.  

 
●​ Imminent Risk to Life: I and my adult Danish daughter therefore face an immediate, 

life-threatening risk to our physical integrity on Danish and German soil (Article 2 
and Article 3 of the European Convention on Human Rights) and an ongoing 
campaign of inhuman and degrading treatment (Article 3) across borders. 
 

●​ Four-Nation Transnational Espionage Network (UK, Denmark, Germany, Spain): 
The illicit operation targeting me and my daughter has thereby expanded to involve 
four signatory states to the Convention. The covert operation in Germany actively 
utilizes a Spanish national deployed as a specialized asset ("sexpionage") to 
execute extraterritorial witness tampering and data extraction related to UK High 
Court Case No: KB-2025-004650. 
 

●​ Invocation of Federal/National Security Jurisdictions: Because this state-directed 
operation involves illegal foreign intelligence activity on sovereign European soil, I 
formally request the Court to notify the relevant federal state-security prosecutors, 
specifically: 
 

○​ The German General Federal Prosecutor (Generalbundesanwalt - GBA) 
under the mandate of state espionage and transnational witness intimidation. 

 
○​ The Spanish Audiencia Nacional regarding the exploitation and unlawful 

utilization of a Spanish national within a transnational state-backed 
criminal conspiracy. 
 

●​ Absolute Need for International Shield: Standard municipal police forces are 
completely unequipped and lack the jurisdiction to investigate an interconnected, 
multi-state espionage apparatus. Only the immediate intervention of Rule 39 interim 
measures can halt the active threat to life while these high-level federal prosecutors 
are engaged. 
 

●​ Absolute Failure of the State as a Protector: Because the primary defendants are 
a major law enforcement agency and high-ranking public officials, including Keir 
Starmer, the criminal actions (death threats and kidnapping conspiracies) are being 
shielded from domestic criminal investigation. The states are actively violating their 
positive procedural obligations under Articles 2 and 3 to investigate and prosecute 
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these crimes. Immediate Rule 39 intervention is the sole remaining mechanism to 
disrupt this active criminal conspiracy. 
 

●​ Indication of Large-Scale Corruption: The ability of a foreign police force and 
public officials, possibly Keir Starmer as well, to manipulate municipal infrastructure 
and law enforcement (e.g., the Danish Police, the Red Cross shelter) and suppress 
domestic channels across the UK, Denmark, Germany, and Spain points directly to 
large-scale institutional corruption and cross-border organized crime. Because 
domestic law enforcement is compromised by this network, I face an existential 
threat to life that only an immediate international Rule 39 order can disrupt. 
 

●​ Active High Court Case Sabotage (KB-2025-004650): Live UK High Court litigation 
against the former UK Prime Minister Keir Starmer, Warner Bros, Elon Musk, Mark 
Zuckerberg and many other high-profile defendants, both in the UK and US, is being 
actively sabotaged by state actors, cybercrime and witness intimidation, violating 
LPP (see Annex 7, pages 69-70). 
 

●​ Severance of Counsel: UK state-actor defendants have also successfully blocked 
my communication channels, entirely severing access to legal counsel and 
obstructing active court proceedings (Article 6). 
 

●​ Evidence of Alleged Poisoning and Imminent Physical Risk: I report multiple 
incidents in the UK in which I believe unidentified substances were deliberately 
introduced into my food or drink, resulting in severe gastrointestinal symptoms, 
including prolonged abdominal pain and acute diarrhoea. Together with other 
incidents that I perceive as threats to my physical safety, these events have left me in 
continuing fear for the safety of my food, water and accommodation (see Annex 8, 
pages 71-72). 

 
●​ The retaliatory tactics employed by the Co-Respondent States’ agents have 

escalated from physical assaults to severe, armed psychological warfare designed to 
break my mental resolve and silence me. On multiple distinct occasions, while I was 
actively en route to secure legal counsel, state agents deployed hired individuals to 
intercept me. These hired operatives confronted me using highly realistic imitation 
firearms, staging mock executions by pretending to shoot me at close range. 
Crucially, each time these men pretended to shoot me with imitation firearms, I would 
also often observe police vehicles driving past me before it happened. These 
coordinated incidents represent an extreme, aggravated violation of Article 3 (the 
absolute prohibition of inhuman and degrading treatment) and constitute an implicit, 
active threat to life under Article 2. These actions were deliberately calculated to 
inflict severe mental trauma and deter me from pursuing judicial remedies. I still have 
nightmares till this day, thinking one day I will be shot for real. 
 

●​ The Imminent Threat & The Systematic Denial of Medical Care: This request is 
brought under Articles 2 and 3 of the Convention. The intervention of the Court is 
urgently required to prevent imminent, irreparable harm. Because state authorities 
are also actively manipulating and falsifying medical records to withhold life-saving 
treatment (see Annex 9, pages 73-74). 
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●​ The Immediate Threat to Life (Article 2): On 12 August 2026, once again, 

immediately after preparing and compiling additional evidence for this ECHR Rule 39 
application, particularly concerning Keir Starmer’s possible involvement in all this and 
the falsification of my medical records to avoid giving me emergency medical 
treatment regarding my ongoing sharp left-sided chest pain, I was violently attacked 
and struck in the head on Danish soil. I have reason to believe this targeted assault 
is directly orchestrated by or linked to the UK State-actor Defendants to suppress this 
Rule 39 application. Consequently, the threat to life remains active and acute (see 
Annex 10, pages 75-87). 

 
●​ Emergency Request: I therefore respectfully request an immediate order directing 

Denmark to provide immediate, independent physical protection outside the 
compromised shelter infrastructure, independent medical evaluation, and directing 
the UK and Denmark to cease blocking access to legal counsel and 24/7 illegal 
surveillance. 

 
●​ Compromised Sanctuary: I am currently trapped inside a Danish state-funded Red 

Cross Shelter, where local staff and tenants are actively weaponised by state actors 
to execute systemic surveillance and psychological harassment. 

 
●​ Breach of Protected Humanitarian Facility: Illicit 24/7 hidden cameras and audio 

devices have also been unlawfully installed inside a Red Cross women's shelter in 
Hvidovre, Denmark, where I now live, actively violating the private rooms and 
shared sanitary/shower facilities of multiple vulnerable residents. 
 

●​ 24/7 Surveillance as an Instrument of Psychological Torture (Article 3): The 
hidden audio and video devices unlawfully installed in my living spaces are not 
merely commercial or intelligence-gathering tools; they are explicitly weaponised as a 
mechanism of severe psychological torture. State actors maintain around-the-clock 
monitoring and deliberately communicate this constant observation to me to induce 
severe, unremitting psychological distress and strip away all human dignity. 
 

●​ Active Complicity of Housemates & Staff and Total Impunity: The surveillance 
data is routinely conveyed to me through the coordinated actions of my current 
housemates and staff at the Red Cross Shelter and many other places I have 
stayed at before this. Despite the state actors knowing that the names of these 
specific housemates and staff have been formally listed for this Rule 39 application 
for international investigation, the authorities continue to use these exact individuals 
to signal 24/7 intrusive surveillance / voyeurism.  
 

●​ Exploitation and Manipulation of Residents: Perpetrators are potentially utilizing 
financial and material incentives (such as clothing and gift cards) to manipulate other 
shelter residents and staff into executing proxy harassment against me, 
systematically isolating me and obstructing the disclosure of the ongoing 
surveillance. 
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●​ This defiant continuation of abuse demonstrates absolute impunity and open 
contempt for the international courts. The network operates with the explicit 
conviction that international human rights standards do not apply to them, 
deliberately escalating the harassment to break me before this Court can intervene. 
 

●​ The Escalating Hygiene and Dermatological Risk Window: Due to the 
documented presence of unaddressed hidden recording devices in all shared 
hygiene facilities, I have been forced to completely abstain from bathing or showering 
for approximately 3 months or more now out of legitimate fear of non-consensual 
public distribution. This prolonged deprivation has induced severe psychological 
distress and has triggered active, visible skin degradation (severe flaking) across my 
limbs, posing an immediate risk of systemic infection (see Annex 11, pages 88-89). 
 

●​ The Blackmail & Intimidation Escalation Window: The Co-Respondent States are 
using real-time surveillance to monitor my progress on this Rule 39 application. Each 
step I take to assert my legal rights triggers immediate, retaliatory dissemination of 
my private, intimate materials unlawfully recorded with the hidden cameras for more 
than a decade (see Annex 12, pages 90-102), implied death threats and kidnapping 
plots (see Annex 13, pages 103-106) - both against me and my adult Danish 
daughter - and so forth. This weaponization of intimate data and fear-inducing threats 
is an active, escalating campaign of blackmail and witness intimidation designed to 
force the withdrawal of this application, including all pending court proceedings and 
injunction hearings both in the UK and Denmark. 

 
●​ Evidence of High-resource Tactical Retaliation and Real-time Espionage: The 

respondent state actors have escalated their campaign of witness attrition by 
deploying law enforcement or state tactical helicopters to conduct low-altitude, 
targeted maneuvers directly past my window regardless of where I live in Europe - 
from UK to Denmark. Crucial to the element of cause-and-effect, these aerial 
maneuvers occur immediately after I update my juridical strategy or drafts my Rule 
39 Complaints on my electronic devices (see Annex 14, pages 106-111). 
 

●​ This Coordinated Pattern Demonstrates Two Critical Emergency Elements to 
This Court: First, it proves continuous, unfiltered real-time interception of my 
hardware by state intelligence. Second, it demonstrates the asymmetric, 
high-resource capabilities of the perpetrators, who are willing to weaponize tactical 
state aviation assets to perpetrate psychological terror and force the withdrawal of a 
sealed litigation before The Royal Courts of Justice and to prevent my Rule 39 
submission. Immediate international intervention via Rule 39 is therefore required as 
I am defenseless against state-level military and law enforcement machinery. 

 
 

PART 7: TRANSNATIONAL HUMAN TRAFFICKING, 
TORTURE AND INHUMAN OR DEGRADING TREATMENT & 
ENFORCED DEGRADATION (ARTICLES 3, 4 & 8) 
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11. ILLEGAL ENTERPRISE / ENSLAVEMENT SPANDING OVER A DECADE  

●​ Continuous Illicit Electronic Surveillance (Since 2013): For over a decade, UK 
state actors and their proxies have unlawfully maintained hidden video and audio 
recording devices inside every residence I have occupied, including in shared 
hostels, non-consensually filming me around the clock and even during sexual acts.  

●​ This invasive network operates 24/7, capturing non-consensual recordings of my 
private life and intimate moments. These recordings are subsequently intercepted, 
leaked, commercially distributed, and transformed into non-consensual commercial 
films, products, AI-generated content and more. State authorities explicitly refuse to 
remove these illicit surveillance devices. 

●​ Commercial Exploitation Ring (Article 4 - Enslavement): These non-consensual 
intimate recordings are also systematically distributed and sold across commercial 
adult entertainment platforms, including RedTube.com, for global financial profit, 
fulfilling the strict legal definitions of modern human trafficking.  

●​ Ongoing Transnational Crime: This case involves, among many other illegal acts, 
the illegal commercial selling and global dissemination of non-consensual intimate 
recordings of myself and my daughter, because they have also illegally installed 
hidden cameras and audio recording devices in her accommodation as well, by 
corrupt UK state actors (e.g., the former UK PM Keir Starmer, the Metropolitan Police 
Commissioner Mark Rowley / representatives DWF Law LLP - Form N434 exists, see 
Annex 15, pages 112-113), who illegally and persistently install hidden cameras and 
audio recording devices inside my and my daughter's residences to 
non-consensually film us 24/7, the non-consensual recordings are then distributing / 
live-streaming to various porn sites such as redtube.com for profit, constituting 
human trafficking and gross Misfeasance in Public Office carrying a life 
sentence. This pattern directly mimics the precedent established in Khadija 
Ismayilova v. Azerbaijan.  

●​ Because my daughter lives alone in Germany, and they have tracked her down, 
probably with the help of corrupt Danish police and/or other public officials, to abuse 
her there as well. 

●​ Irreversible Psychological and Reputational Destruction: Because this digital 
exploitation continues unabated every hour, the moral and psychological damage is 
compounding and completely permanent. No future court judgment can undo the 
global distribution of our private data. 

●​ Acting With Impunity: This defiant continuation of abuse demonstrates absolute 
impunity and open contempt for the international courts. The network operates with 
the explicit conviction that international human rights standards do not apply to them, 
deliberately escalating the harassment to break me before this Court can intervene. 

●​ Failure of Rule 39 Utility: If this Court does not grant immediate interim measures to 
halt the interception, cross-border harassment, and distribution, the utility of an 
international remedy will be rendered entirely meaningless. Immediate intervention is 
required to prevent the total, irreversible destruction of our lives. 

12. SUBJECTION TO PERSISTENT 24/7 PSYCHOLOGICAL TORTURE (ARTICLE 3 
VIOLATION) 
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●​ Furthermore, I am subjected to an unyielding, 24/7 campaign of state-sponsored 
physical surveillance, aggressive stalking, and orchestrated harassment across all 
environments. I cannot exit my temporary residence or navigate public spaces 
without being conspicuously followed, confronted, and intimidated by hostile actors 
operating with absolute domestic impunity. These proxy agents often wear key color 
signifiers, such as navy blue and army green, to let her know I am being constantly 
surveilled everywhere, and that they are omnipresent (see Annex 16, pages 
114-116, about color harassment). 

●​ This continuous, systematic containment is explicitly designed to inflict severe mental 
suffering, induce a permanent state of acute terror, erase my enjoyment of life, and 
render me completely trapped without a safe haven on Danish or any soil. I submit 
that this severe level of organized, relentless tracking transcends standard privacy 
violations and directly amounts to severe psychological torture and inhuman and 
degrading treatment under Article 3 of the Convention. When combined with the 
recent physical blows to the head and the complete failure of the local police to 
intervene, this total psychological siege creates an untenable environment causing 
an immediate risk of irreversible psychiatric and physical collapse, necessitating 
emergency intervention from the Court. 

13. GLOBAL COMMERCIAL EXPLOITATION 

●​ My and my adult Danish daughter's private lives and intimate materials, unlawfully 
recorded with hidden cameras for years, have also been turned into commercials and 
films and even Ai-generated content mostly by Grok xAI owned by Elon Musk, who is 
also a defendant in my UK lawsuit, making lots of references to these illegal 
recordings such as:  

a.​ Social media posts by Elon Musk from his official X account, making lots of 
references to my private life and intimate materials unlawfully filmed with the 
hidden cameras for years. Some of them also appear to be shared with him 
instantly, suggesting 24/7 live-streaming of my private life via hidden cameras 
and audio recording (see Annex 17, pages 116-120). 

b.​ The 2025 Diet Coke commercial "This Is My Taste" featuring Jamie Dornan. 

c.​ The film Babygirl (2024), starring Nicole Kidman, produced and distributed 
by A24 and others.  

d.​ The film The Bride! (2026), with Jessie Buckley and Christian Bale as the 
main cast, produced and distributed by Warner Bros and others.  

●​ This is just a fraction of the mass misuse & commercial exploitation of my and my 
daughter's private information and intimate materials. On several occasions, I have 
sent a Letter Before Action to A24, Warner Bros, Elon Musk and others involved in 
this. But they just ignored it. This suggests that the Defendants, both UK and 
international Defendants, are exploiting these illegal recordings in every way possible 
and even refusing to stop, to cause immense mental suffering and humiliation (Article 
3 ECHR). Particularly, when my access to lawyers and human rights organisations 
has been systematically blocked, intentionally trapping me and my daughter in the 
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ongoing abuse and exploitation. So they can continue to sexually abuse, exploit and 
psychologically torture me until I break. The Defendants are treating me and my 
daughter as 'property,' which I maintain is evidence of a criminal enterprise and a 
campaign of extreme psychological torture operating 24/7, to cause me a 
permanent loss of privacy and enjoyment of life - possibly to drive me to suicide as 
well, seeing no way out. This immediate and irreparable harm to our dignity and 
bodily privacy necessitates the Court’s urgent intervention. 

●​ Weaponisation of Algorithmic Infrastructure and Corporate Revenue Flows: I 
record an extraordinary escalation in targeted psychological warfare. The state-actor 
defendants have illicitly shared my and my daughter's stolen private information and 
intimate materials, most of them obtained via hidden cameras, with internal 
employees of major social media corporations (including Instagram, TikTok, X and 
YouTube). These corporate proxies have actively manipulated my personal feeds, 
algorithmic recommendations, and targeted advertising networks to broadcast 
explicit, humiliating references to my private life and the non-consensual recordings, 
particularly the sexual acts, by intentionally showing me some posts and ads that 
make lots of specific references to my sexual acts, and even the precise sexual 
positions that have been non-consensually recorded with both the hidden cameras 
and audio recording devices over a decade, which demonstrates their malicious 
intent to cause me psychiatric injury through relentless psychological torture 
(Article 3 ECHR) and severe harassment by intentionally suggesting that everything I 
do has been non-consensually watched and recorded, with both the hidden cameras 
and audio recording devices 24/7, and distributed / live-streamed to various places 
for years. Especially Instagram, TikTok and Google do this a lot. TikTok even uses 
my non-consensually recordings, especially concerning my sexual acts, as source 
materials for their advertisements. TikTok and its directors, Meta Platforms, Mark 
Zuckerberg, Elon Musk, Google, Warner Bros and many others are therefore also 
defendants in my UK lawsuit (see Annex 10, page 76). This weaponisation of digital 
architecture acts as an absolute information blockade, violating Article 10 of the 
Convention by forcing me into total social and digital isolation to avoid severe, 
continuous psychological torture. Despite these corporations being legally bound 
by mandatory Environmental, Social, and Governance (ESG) regulations and the EU 
Digital Services Act (DSA), their compliance systems have deliberately ignored these 
violations, establishing direct corporate complicity in the concealment and execution 
of transnational human trafficking for state-actor protection. 

●​ Severe Violation of Private and Bodily Dignity (Article 3 & 8): Because the 
perpetrators explicitly refuse to remove the hidden cameras from my current Danish 
accommodation (the Danish Red Cross Shelter for Women in Hvidovre)—including 
shared bathrooms and shower rooms—I am forced to live in an unsafe, unhygienic 
environment, actively deprived of basic bodily hygiene due to the imminent risk of 
being filmed and live-streamed for commercial gain. As a direct consequence of this 
severe, unaddressed intrusion into the most intimate areas of daily life, I have been 
completely unable to use the shared shower or bathing facilities for approximately 
two months or more, due to the well-founded and active fear of being filmed and 
publicly exploited. I now start to smell very bad. 

●​ This forced deprivation of basic hygiene facilities has induced severe psychological 
distress and has caused active physical skin degradation across my arms, displaying 
severe flaking and early-stage dermatological complications (see Annex 11, pages 
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88-89). This weaponized campaign of systematic humiliation, psychological torture 
and hygiene deprivation deliberately crosses the threshold into inhuman and 
degrading treatment under Article 3. 

●​ Ill-Treatment under Article 3: The extreme and unremitting nature of the Article 3 
violation is compounded by the Defendants' active defiance of the international 
administration of justice. Despite being fully aware that this Rule 39 application is 
underway, the state actors have actively refused to dismantle the illicit hidden camera 
networks within my living quarters. Forcing a vulnerable individual to live under 
continuous, weaponized, 24/7 intrusive visual and audio surveillance—specifically 
maintained to induce psychological exhaustion while an international court reviews 
their emergency application—constitutes an active, aggravated campaign of 
psychological torture. This open defiance demonstrates total impunity and a 
deliberate attempt to neutralize the practical effectiveness of Article 34 of the 
Convention by breaking my psychological resistance before the Court can issue its 
order. 

14. IMMINENT RISK OF IRREPARABLE HARM AND EXTREME PSYCHOLOGICAL 
TORTURE (SEVERE VIOLATION OF ARTICLE 3): 

●​ Elevate from Article 8 to Article 3 - 24/7 Intrusive Surveillance as an Instrument 
of Psychological Torture (Article 3): The audio-visual surveillance network is not 
merely used for passive intelligence gathering and for sex trafficking, but are actively 
weaponized as an instruments of psychological torture under Article 3. 
Coordinated state actors deliberately signal to me that I am under round-the-clock 
surveillance to systematically break my mental and physical resilience. Despite being 
formally notified, but they knew this via constant hacking of my devices anyway, that 
their actions would be subject to an application for interim measures under Rule 39 of 
the Court, these UK and Danish state actors continued their illicit surveillance 
unabated. This open defiance demonstrates a complete breakdown of the rule of law, 
proving that the state actors operate with total institutional impunity and are actively 
violating Article 34 by attempting to intimidate me out of seeking international judicial 
relief. 

●​ Psychological Torture & Ongoing (Near 3-Month Duration): I am consequently 
subjected to active Article 3 violation through the installation of hidden, illegal camera 
infrastructure inside my room, shared bathrooms, and showers. This is a severe 
interference with human dignity that can cause intense mental suffering, which has 
already caused me. Coordinated state actors deliberately signal to me that I am 
under round-the-clock surveillance & voyeurism, to systematically break my mental 
and physical resilience. This weaponized surveillance forces a near 3-month or more 
deprivation of basic hygiene, as using the facilities results in being live-streamed 
24/7. The local Red Cross shelter management is actively complicit, allowing these 
severe sexual offenses and privacy breaches to continue in shared communal 
spaces.  

●​ Therefore, this application does not concern a typical, isolated breach of privacy, but 
rather a sustained, systemic campaign of targeted harassment and covert 
surveillance by highly fixated perpetrators. The perpetrators’ primary objective is to 
maintain total psychological control and surveillance access over me. This fixation is 
evidenced by the systematic escalation of their methods: following my formal 
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complaints, the perpetrators expanded covert surveillance from private quarters into 
shared, highly sensitive facilities (specifically, shared bathrooms and showers at a 
Red Cross refuge shelter), willingly violating the privacy of innocent third parties 
solely to maintain access to me.  

●​ The Blackmail & Intimidation Escalation Window: The Co-Respondent States are 
using real-time surveillance to monitor my progress on this Rule 39 application. Each 
step I take to assert my legal rights triggers immediate strike-out order (see Annex 
18, pages 121-132), retaliatory dissemination of my private, intimate materials 
unlawfully recorded with the hidden cameras for more than a decade (see Annex 12, 
pages 90-102), implied death threats and kidnapping plots - both against me and my 
daughter (see Annex 13, pages 103-106). This weaponization of intimate data, 
fraudulent strike-outs and fear-inducing threats is an active, escalating campaign of 
blackmail and witness intimidation designed to force the withdrawal of this 
application, including all pending court proceedings and injunction hearings both in 
the UK and Denmark. 

●​ Health and Hygiene: Because I have not taken a shower for about 3 months now, I 
begin to smell very bad. This is an extreme form of torture, inhuman, or degrading 
treatment severely violating my human rights articles 3 and 8 under the ECHR. 
Consequently, the Respondent States’ actions have created a physical blockade to 
my biological needs. By filming and disseminating activities in my private room, 
shared bathrooms & shower rooms, they have effectively 'confiscated' my access to 
hygiene and sanitation. This is not a choice; it is a physical consequence of Article 3 
treatment. It also constitutes a violence against women and a possible crime 
against humanity, especially when the sexual abuse via voyeurism and cybersex 
trafficking have been going on for more than a decade from approximately 2013 to 
present, and that they now also target my daughter, my access to lawyers has also 
been blocked to allow themselves to carry on the crimes against me and my 
daughter under the radar.   
 

●​ Istanbul Protocol: It's the official United Nations standard for investigating and 
documenting torture, and it explicitly establishes that severe psychological 
mistreatment—such as relentless intrusive surveillance, sexual humiliation, 
harassment and intimidation—leaves deep, non-physical trauma that constitutes a 
violation of fundamental human rights.¹ The severe anxiety and impact on my health 
caused by the state-actor defendants’ actions match the precise types of 
psychological trauma this international standard is designed to recognise. 
 
¹ Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, Istanbul Protocol: Manual on 
the Effective Investigation and Documentation of Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman 
or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (Rev 2, UN 2022). 

 

PART 8: BACKGROUND & STATEMENT OF FACTS  

●​ 20 January 2023: London, UK - I made a formal complaint online on the IOPC 
website about the misconduct of two police officers PC Jonathan Miotti and PC 
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Andrew Ngo - unaware that the police have likely been secretly installing hidden 
cameras and audio recording devices in my flat from approximately 2013 to present, 
non-consensually filming me around the clock and disseminating / live-streaming / 
selling the illegal recordings for years.  

●​ In or Around Early August 2023 - Targeting My Daughter: I also have a 
35-year-old daughter, a Danish national, whose father is white Danish, Jørgen 
Mortensen. She is living in Germany with her Belgian boyfriend for 12 years. In or 
around early August 2023, shortly after my police complaint, she and her long-term 
relationship of twelve years abruptly ended under suspicious circumstances. 

●​ Premeditated Targeting of a Vulnerable Dependent: The perpetrators have 
recently expanded this campaign to target my adult daughter, who now lives alone in 
Germany after the breakup, threatening her with identical illicit surveillance and 
commercial pornographic exploitation. 

●​ Cross-Border Target of Immediate Family (Germany/Spain) - Retaliatory Human 
Trafficking (Ismayilova Precedent): In direct reprisal, handlers deployed a Spanish 
asset to execute a "sexpionage" operation targeting my daughter. This suspected 
sexpionage is a Spanish national operative, residing in Spain (see Annex 6, pages 
66-68). The purposes of this sexpionage operation appear to be to gather information 
for exploitation, control her and actively suppress her from learning or speaking the 
truth regarding this case. Hidden surveillance equipment was also installed without 
consent within her German residence, and intimate recordings are being 
commercially distributed via various pornographic websites and US-hosted 
pornographic networks for extortion and financial monetization.  

The illegal installation of hidden cameras and audio recording devices in my 
daughter's residence to also sexually abuse and exploit her happened later in 
approximately late 2023 or in the summer of 2024. I also reasonably believe the UK 
police and other UK public officials were behind the illegal installation of hidden 
cameras in her residence and the sexpionage operation as retaliation. This also 
happened soon after I had complained about two police officers (PC Jonathan Miotti 
and PC Andrew Ngo) in January 2023, as I said earlier.  

Or, the hidden cameras could have illegally been installed in her place in July or 
September 2024 after Keir Starmer became UK PM on 5 July 2024. Because in July 
2024, right after he became UK PM, I also began to experience a large-scale 
harassment both online and offline, involving major social media platforms and tech 
corporations (e.g., Meta Platforms, X.com owned by Elon Musk, Google) who 
relentlessly harass and intimidate me daily, forcing me to stop using the internet and 
exercising my Freedom of Expression entirely (Article 10 violation), including color 
harassment, smear campaign against me, severe human rights violations and more 
(see Annex 16, pages 114-116, regarding color harassment). 

This targeted exploitation of my immediate family explains why every attempt to warn 
her or gather evidence is met with immediate, synchronized witness intimidation, 
manipulation, gaslighting, and evidence tampering by state actors seeking to protect 
a highly lucrative, transnational criminal enterprise. 
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●​ Coercive Familial Containment ("Honey Trapping"): The honey-trap operation 
may also aim to cause my daughter psychiatric injury as further retaliation and 
victimisation. Because once his mission is over, or because he is exposed, and 
must leave her, she may suffer a severe heartbreak and psychiatric injury. This 
demonstrates a premeditated intention and malice disregard for the daughter’s safety 
and wellbeing. 

Also, as if he knows there are also hidden cameras and audio recording devices 
illegally installed in her place, non-consensually recording her 24/7, just like what 
they do to me, her mother, he has never been to her place in Germany despite 
having been seeing her for about 3 years now. Because I believe they're still seeing 
each other. It's always her who goes to visit him in Spain or they meet elsewhere for 
holidays together.   

But I have no way of knowing anything about my daughter anymore. Because the UK 
State-actor Defendants have deliberately sabotaged our relationship to suppress the 
truth. I am now very worried about my daughter. Particularly when I often receive 
hidden death threats and kidnapping plots against my daughter, as I prepare my Rule 
39 application.  

●​ This calculated triangulation across the UK, Denmark, Germany, and Spain proves 
that the primary perpetrator—the United Kingdom—is utilizing extensive state 
resources to control the narrative and suppress the truth, reinforcing the urgent need 
for a Rule 39 order to halt all extraterritorial interference. 

●​ Crucially, I formally placed the United Kingdom’s judiciary and relevant administrative 
oversight bodies on explicit notice regarding the ongoing transnational surveillance, 
the exploitation of intimate materials, and the cross-border 'honey trap' operation 
targeting my daughter. In response, these state organs denied all allegations and 
actively permitted the illegal operations to continue unabated. To ensure I could no 
longer resist or expose these actions, the UK authorities systematically blocked my 
access to legal counsel, rendering me entirely unrepresented and unprotected. This 
deliberate containment strategy—combining a total embargo on legal representation 
with a domestic filing ban—is designed to isolate me and ensure the absolute 
impunity of UK state actors, leaving me with no choice but to seek immediate 
emergency protection from Strasbourg. 

●​ 7-9 September 2026 - Notifying The Danish Police: I therefore decided to officially 
put the Danish police on notice regarding the danger to my daughter as well by 
sending the Officer David Purup-Nielsen, who is handling my case regarding the 
physical assault of me on 12 August 2026, a letter via my e-Boks (see Annex 18, 
page 121-124). 

15. HACKING AND IMMEDIATE RETALIATION  

●​ 8 September 2026 - 12:56 PM: Following my use of my digital devices to compile 
crucial evidence for this international application on the night of 7 September 2026, 
the UK High Court immediately served an Order from Master Dagnall (Claim No. 
KB-2025-004650) at 12:56 PM today. The HMCTS digital portal distributed a formal 
High Court Order signed by Master Dagnall (dated 4 September, sealed 8 
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September 2026). The Court summarily dismissed my urgent injunction and default 
applications as "Totally Without Merit.” Crucially, this summary dismissal was 
executed without granting me a hearing, thereby denying me any oral advocacy or 
a meaningful opportunity to present the critical, life-threatening evidence underlying 
the claim. Furthermore, alongside the summary dismissal, the domestic court 
directed the case file to be reviewed for a Civil Restraint Order (CRO). The explicit 
purpose and effect of this pending order is to impose a permanent, blanket ban on 
my ability to access the domestic courts or initiate future legal proceedings (see 
Annex 18, pages 130-132). 

●​ This sequence of events establishes a direct temporal nexus proving real-time 
electronic surveillance and active witness retaliation by the Respondent State. By 
stripping me of my domestic legal standing the morning after I prepared my 
international pleadings, the state actors have intentionally engineered a total legal 
vacuum. The victim of a documented physical assault on 12 August 2026 
(Copenhagen Police Journal No. 0100-73251-00338-26 - see Annex 10, pages 
75-87) has been stripped of all domestic judicial shields, rendering Rule 39 the 
absolute last line of defense to prevent irreversible, catastrophic harm to life. 

●​ I further submit that the violent physical assault suffered on 12 August 2026 is the 
direct, foreseeable consequence of the UK court’s failure to protect me. By 
summarily striking out my injunction and moving to impose a Civil Restraint Order, 
the UK judiciary stripped me of all domestic legal protection and granted UK state 
actors de facto impunity. This judicial vacuum actively invited and enabled the 
perpetrators to escalate their campaign of intimidation across borders, culminating in 
a direct, life-threatening physical attack to my head. I now face an ongoing, 
unmitigated Article 2 emergency, as I cannot move freely without an immediate 
threat of further physical violence. 

●​ I explicitly submit that the Kingdom of Denmark is failing its positive obligations 
because its local police forces and administrative authorities have been 
compromised and manipulated by UK state actors. The extraterritorial influence 
of the United Kingdom has effectively neutralised local domestic remedies in 
Denmark. The assignment of a victim's defense lawyer (bistandsadvokat on paper), 
followed by total silence and a refusal to investigate a violent head injury, is not 
merely bureaucratic delay—it is active, passive assistance to a foreign state's 
cross-border campaign of violence (see Annex 18, page 128). Because local 
structures are compromised, I cannot rely on standard domestic police channels for 
protection, necessitating a direct, binding intervention from the Court at the 
ministerial level. 

●​ Temporal Nexus Proving Active Retaliation: The timing of this dismissal is an 
explicit act of retaliation. The order was pushed through the registry and served 
immediately after I utilized my digitally compromised devices to draft this emergency 
Rule 39 application and prepare disclosures to the US Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI). The state actors, monitoring my digital telemetry in real time, 
moved instantly to shut down my domestic standing to undermine this international 
application (see Annex 18, pages 125-127, regarding the FBI). 

16. EXHAUSTION OF DOMESTIC REMEDIES AND THE ABSENCE OF AN EFFECTIVE 
REMEDY (ARTICLE 13 IN CONJUNCTION WITH ARTICLES 2, 3 AND 34) 
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●​ I therefore submit that I have fully exhausted all available, effective, and accessible 
domestic remedies, and alternatively, that any remaining domestic pathways have 
been rendered entirely ineffective, illusory, and blocked by the direct actions of the 
Respondent States’ judicial authorities. 

●​ I submit that the Respondent State's judiciary is using summary "Totally Without 
Merit" mechanisms and the threat of a Civil Restraint Order in bad faith. By 
summarily shutting down my claims without a hearing and moving to block future 
filings, the domestic courts are actively permitting the violations and harms to 
continue unabated, while simultaneously stripping me of the basic right to sue or 
seek local judicial protection. 

●​ Consequently, I have reached a complete legal dead-end domestically. The domestic 
courts have conclusively closed their doors to me. There is no further accessible, 
effective local remedy capable of providing redress or halting the imminent, 
irreparable harm. I am exempted from further domestic steps, and this Rule 39 
request is properly before the European Court of Human Rights. 

●​ The extremity of the domestic court's hostility is demonstrated by its directive to 
consider a Civil Restraint Order against me. Rather than providing an effective 
remedy against documented transnational violence, the High Court is actively 
utilizing punitive restrictive mechanisms to permanently ban the victim from 
accessing the courts. This attempt to legally silence me and immunize state actors 
represents an absolute collapse of the rule of law and the complete elimination of any 
available domestic remedies under Article 13. 

●​ Furthermore, the High Court Order deliberately ignores the total blockade of my 
access to legal representation and counsel. By summarily dismissing the applications 
while remaining entirely silent on the systemic blockage of my access to legal 
representation—the UK domestic court has directly violated my right to a fair trial 
under Article 6 ECHR and the right to an effective remedy under Article 13 ECHR. 
The domestic framework has not merely failed; it has actively engineered a vacuum 
of both physical protection and legal representation to insulate state actors from 
accountability. 

●​ I explicitly submit that the United Kingdom's deliberate blocking of my access to legal 
counsel constitutes a substantive and ongoing violation of Article 2 of the 
Convention. By placing a total embargo on my access to independent lawyers, the 
Respondent State has intentionally stripped both me and my daughter of our primary 
legal shield. A lawyer is the critical instrument required to initiate effective police 
reports, compel transparent criminal investigations, extract or gather evidence, call 
witnesses to testify, enforce state protection and build a strong case. By engineering 
a total vacuum of legal representation, the UK authorities have intentionally left us 
completely defenceless, exposing us directly to the unchecked cross-border violence 
and intimidation that culminated in the violent assault on 12 August 2026. This 
systematic deprivation of legal protection creates an immediate, artificial environment 
of absolute lawlessness, placing our lives in imminent, day-to-day jeopardy. 

●​ I further submit that the Respondent State's actors have weaponised the wide-scale, 
public dissemination and commercial exploitation of my stolen private information 
and intimate materials as part of a coordinated smear campaign designed to destroy 
my credibility and livelihood. By summarily striking out my urgent injunction 
application and moving to block all future legal filings via a Civil Restraint Order, the 
UK court has actively insulated these ongoing actions from judicial review. This 
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judicial blockade operates as de facto aiding and abetting of systemic, corporate, and 
state-backed crimes, stripping me of any legal shield and signaling to the state actors 
that they may continue to violate my Article 8 and Article 3 rights with absolute 
impunity. 

●​ Crucially, this sequence establishes an active, weaponised feedback loop: state 
actors are utilising continuous, illegal real-time surveillance of my digital devices to 
preemptively monitor the evidence being compiled for this Rule 39 application. They 
are then instantly deploying that intercepted intelligence to engineer rapid domestic 
dismissals and procedural blocks the very next morning. This systemic subversion of 
the judicial process explicitly proves that domestic remedies are not merely 
unavailable, but are actively manipulated based on intercepted international 
pleadings, constituting a severe and ongoing breach of the Right of Individual Petition 
under Article 34 ECHR. 

●​ The arbitrary and shifting nature of the domestic remedy is further demonstrated by 
the fact that on 21 June 2026, the High Court formally sealed my injunction 
application and requested my availability to attend an open hearing. In a complete 
and unexplained procedural reversal on 8 September 2026, the Court summarily 
stripped me of this hearing, retroactively dismissing the applications without an oral 
argument based on historic technicalities from 2025. 

●​ Proof of Emergency Basis: This definitive dismissal strips me of all remaining 
domestic legal shields in the United Kingdom, leaving me and my daughter entirely 
unprotected from ongoing transnational harassment and physical violence, rendering 
Rule 39 our absolute last resort for physical safety. 

●​ Covert Death Threats (Article 2): The extraterritorial threat has escalated to direct 
death threats against my adult daughter, a Danish national living alone in 
Germany. The perpetrators are actively using device interception, evidence 
tampering, and severe intimidation to block me from warning her, leaving her entirely 
exposed to an unmitigated physical risk (see Annex 13, pages 103-106, for some 
representative examples of the hidden death threats against my daughter). 

17. SUMMARY OF SYSTEMIC FAILURE: 

●​ The UK judicial system has now formally closed the domestic road. By retroactively 
dismissing an emergency application for protection on a technicality from 2025 while 
severe, cross-border physical violence, 24/7 device tracking and illegal surveillance / 
secret filming, and global cyber-trafficking remain active on Danish soil, the domestic 
court has effectively immunized the state-actor defendants. The domestic remedy is 
completely exhausted, hostile, and unavailable. Immediate international intervention 
under Rule 39 is the sole remaining path to preserve my and my daughter's life. 

18. PHYSICAL SABOTAGE OF COURT BUNDLES AND PATTERN OF OBSTRUCTION 

●​ The systemic failure of domestic remedies is further demonstrated by a documented 
pattern of physical obstruction inside the court registry itself. On multiple occasions 
prior to the digital filing, the Defendants utilized institutional influence to compel court 
registry staff to physically abstract, misplace, or steal my urgent injunction application 
bundles immediately upon delivery, intentionally preventing the matter from reaching 
a judge. I was forced to bypass the physical registry entirely and compel the 
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application onto the record via the Electronic Filing (CE-File) system. This physical 
interference, combined with the subsequent summary dismissal of the electronic 
application without a hearing, establishes a continuous, calculated campaign by state 
actors to block my physical and digital access to the courts, rendering any theoretical 
domestic remedies completely unavailable. 

19. EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES & STATE NON-COOPERATION IN THE UNITED 
KINGDOM 

The UK judicial and oversight mechanisms have completely failed to intervene, creating an 
institutional cover-up: 

●​ UK Court Stalling the Case: The UK judiciary did not merely fail to refer these 
corrupt state actors to the Crown Prosecution Service (CPS); by intentionally stalling 
my claim for months (evidenced by enclosed CE-filing portal records, see Annex 10, 
page 76) the court actively facilitates the continuation of an ongoing criminal 
enterprise. The defendants are currently, aggressively distributing, selling, and 
disseminating my and my daughter's non-consensual recordings across public and 
private sectors with no sign of slowing down, causing ongoing, irreparable 
psychological and moral damage under Article 3 and Article 8. 

●​ The UK court was also formally notified that my access to counsel was being 
unlawfully blocked and deliberately failed to intervene, violating Article 6 (see Annex 
19, page 133). Because the judiciary is an organ of the State, its failure to intervene 
and its deliberate passivity make the UK court jointly complicit in suppressing my 
right to representation, facilitating the ongoing cover-up of this criminal enterprise.  

●​ The UK Authorities Refused to Intervene: The UK court and authorities were 
explicitly informed in writing that these crimes extended to my daughter. Instead of 
halting the harm, the UK court stalled my case (see Annex 20, page 134, regarding 
my daughter). 

●​ Domestic Abdication and Cross-Border Escalation (2024-2025): Upon 
discovering this comprehensive invasion of privacy in 2024, I filed formal complaints 
with the United Kingdom police and various statutory oversight bodies. These entities 
completely abdicated their duties, systematically denied the existence of the 
operation and the clear evidence, refused to investigate, offered no protection, and 
instead maintained the deployment of hidden surveillance equipment.  

●​ 17 December 2025: In response to this institutional failure, I initiated formal human 
rights proceedings in the High Court of Justice of England and Wales against 
state-actor defendants under Case No: KB-2025-004650 (see Annex 7, pages 
69-70). 

●​ The legal action in the London High Court of Justice  names both the Commissioner 
of Police of the Metropolis (represented by DWF Law LLP under Form N434 - see 
Annex 15, pages 112-113) and the Prime Minister of the United Kingdom Keir 
Starmer as primary defendants under joint liability, among many other high-profile 
defendants such as Elon Musk and Mark Zuckerberg (see Annex 10, page 76). But 
Master Dagnall refused to add Keir Starmer as a defendant as well. 
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●​ I emphasize that I was forced to file the primary writ and secure the official sealing of 
my N1 Claim Form within the High Court of Justice in London entirely as a 
Litigant in Person (LiP). The Defendants, utilizing the highest executive powers of 
the state, systematically blocked my physical and digital access to all corporate law 
firms and human rights organizations to prevent judicial filing and insulate 
themselves from accountability. 

20. EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES & STATE COMPLICITY IN THE UNITED KINGDOM & 
DENMARK  

●​ 21 June 2026 - Prima Facie Evidence of Retaliatory Escalation (The Critical 
Trigger Event): The direct causal link between my domestic litigation and the severe 
cross-border retaliation is irrefutably established by the official records of the High 
Court of Justice (Case No: KB-2025-004650). On 21 June 2026, I formally amended 
and filed my N244 Application Notice seeking urgent interim relief against high-profile 
state and corporate entities, which was followed on 4 July 2026 by the Court's formal 
acceptance of an Amended Claim Form adding Warner Bros, a former UK Prime 
Minister, Keir Starmer, and many other high-profile individuals & entities as formal 
Defendants. But Master Dagnall refused to add Keir Starmer as a defendant as well, 
despite the court clerk having already accepted my amended claim form to add Keir 
Starmer, Warner Bros and other defendants on 4 July 2026 (see Annex 10, page 
76). 

●​ Substantive Merit and Judicial Scrutiny: The sealing of the injunction application 
by the Royal Courts Of Justice, King's Bench Division (Media and Communication 
List) on 21 June 2026, was completed only after an intense exercise of judicial 
scrutiny by a senior high court judge. The court did not automatically or blindly seal 
the record; rather, upon detailed review of the substantive evidence filed against 
high-profile state actors, the Court determined that the extreme gravity of the 
claims—involving misfeasance in public office, gross human rights abuses and 
severe privacy violations—warranted exceptional judicial protection. The pending 
litigation is active before The High Court of Justice of England and Wales, Royal 
Courts of Justice. The High Court is therefore already in possession of the full 
substantive evidentiary file. 

●​ 22 June 2026 - Direct Executive Link: The very next day, Keir Starmer resigned as 
a UK PM. At the same time, the aircraft were deployed directly outside my window to 
execute threatening "X" and symbolic maneuvers, including several massive lines. 
This operational deployment occurred at the exact same hour the UK Prime Minister 
Keir Starmer delivered his public resignation announcement outside Number 10 
Downing Street at 9:30 AM (BST). The "X" symbol operates as a direct allusion to 
Roman numeral 10, establishing a definitive temporal and operational link between 
the executive resignation and the desperate deployment of state resources to 
enforce a final, malicious blockade around my evidence. This behavior is entirely 
inconsistent with innocence and demonstrates a premeditated, executive-level abuse 
of process to sabotage active human rights claims (see Annex 4, pages 62-63). 

●​ The Systemic Failure: I have been denied legal representation in the UK (violating 
Article 6), and domestic remedies are completely unsafe and illusory under Article 
35 § 1. 
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●​ Retaliation & Witness Tampering: Immediately following the sealing of the court 
file, the UK state-actor defendants launched a campaign of severe witness 
intimidation, phone tracking, and proxy physical surveillance against me to collapse 
the lawsuit. 

●​ This also caused the sharp increase in hidden death threats against both me and 
my adult daughter in Germany, and the active kidnapping plots targeting my adult 
daughter. Coordinated actors also subjected my residence to continuous, aggressive 
acoustic harassment (severe door slamming). This directly induced persistent 
cardiovascular distress (sharp left-sided chest pain) and permanent auditory damage 
(tinnitus and hard hearing). Due to subsequent implied death threats targeting me 
and my daughter, and a total failure of protective state infrastructure, I was forced to 
immediately flee the UK to Denmark for physical survival. 

●​ Rather than stopping, the tracking and intimidation escalated, creating a dangerous 
"window of torture and retaliation." 

●​ Immediately following this event, a highly coordinated, hostile campaign of severe 
witness intimidation, data manipulation, and non-consensual cyber-surveillance was 
launched against me, expanding across borders into Denmark to suppress the 
evidence and evade catastrophic judicial and political liability. 

●​ Summary of Immediate Danger: I am therefore a witness under an active UK High 
Court Proceedings and Injunction against high-ranking public officials, including the 
former UK PM Keir Starmer and the Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis Mark 
Rowley. 

●​ Denmark - August 28, 2026 (International Notice): I filed an urgent notice via 
e-Boks (Journalnr: 0100-73251-00338-26) warning the Danish police of an 
imminent ECHR escalation due to their total inaction (see Annex 21, page 135). 
Surveillance and intimidation aggressively escalated after this notice. 

●​ September 1, 2026 (Reactive & Compromised Appointment): Only after the 
international notice was sent did the police respond, confirming a retroactive paper 
appointment of a lawyer (Martin Cumberland) - see Annex 22, page 136. 

●​ Total Absence of Remedy & Critical Conflict of Interest in Legal Counsel: This 
appointed counsel has over 12 years of experience specializing in defending police 
officers under investigation by the Independent Police Complaints Authority (DUP). 
The court-appointed local counsel therefore holds a fundamental institutional conflict 
of interest and has failed to contact me once, establish safety protocols, or assist with 
the investigation, leaving me completely isolated and under escalating, unabated 
threats. Assigning a career police-defense attorney to represent a victim accusing 
law enforcement officials of torture and trafficking constitutes a deliberate denial of 
independent counsel, rendering the domestic Danish remedy entirely ineffective and 
hostile (see Annex 23, page 138 - webpage showing his expertise in defending 
the police). 

●​ The "Lack of Independence" and Structural Conflict: While the respondent State 
(Denmark) has formally appointed a domestic Victim’s Legal Counsel, this 
appointment creates an insurmountable structural conflict of interest. Because the 
entities responsible for the ongoing 24/7 surveillance, psychological torture, severe 
witness intimidation, large-scale harassment and corporate exploitation operate 
within the state apparatus, an attorney funded and appointed via the domestic judicial 
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system cannot provide an independent, effective remedy as required by Article 13 of 
the Convention. 

●​ Current Emergency Status: Following the notification to Danish police, the illegal 
surveillance, harassment, and sex trafficking operations have aggressively 
intensified. I am currently completely unshielded and unprotected by any domestic 
authority. 

●​ Present Situation: Despite this retroactive paper appointment, no physical 
protection, security sweeps, or safety measures have been provided. The illegal 
surveillance (both via cyberstalking and hidden cameras), severe harassment, and 
torture have actively increased inside Denmark following this notification, 
demonstrating that local Danish police intervention is purely reactive on paper and 
entirely ineffective at halting active harm. 

●​ URGENT 24-HOUR REQUISITION: Consequently, my daughter and I are completely 
unshielded, isolated, and under active threat. Immediate intervention under Rule 39 
is required to order the Respondent States to provide safe, independent relocation 
and a secure, uncompromised communication channel. 

21. TEMPORAL COORDINATION & DOUBLE POLITICAL RESIGNATION OF THE 
DEFENDANT 

The absolute urgency and structural impact of this case are laid bare by the highly irregular, 
synchronized political maneuvers of defendant and former UK Prime Minister Keir Starmer, 
who has executed a dual pattern of sudden resignations immediately following formal judicial 
notice: 

1.​ First Resignation (Prime Minister): On 21 June 2026, the UK High Court officially 
sealed my N244 application explicitly joining Keir Starmer as one of the principal 
defendants (Claim No: KB-2025-004650). On the exact next day, 22 June 2026, 
Starmer made a sudden, public announcement resigning as Prime Minister and 
leader of the government.  

2.​ Second Resignation (Member of Parliament): Following the failure of the UK to 
act, I notified the Copenhagen Police on 28 August 2026 of an international ECHR 
escalation. On 1 September 2026, the exact same day the Danish authorities issued 
a reactive paper lawyer assignment letter, Starmer abruptly announced his 
immediate resignation from the House of Commons as a Member of Parliament. This 
sudden departure occurred despite his explicit, public declarations just weeks prior 
that he intended to remain in Parliament until the next general election (see Annex 
22, page 137). 

This double synchronization demonstrates that the state-actor defendants are actively 
executing defensive political containment measures in direct response to my legal notices. 
The complete collapse of domestic oversight and the rapid, constructive abandonment of 
public offices by a primary defendant confirm that domestic remedies are entirely driven by 
institutional self-preservation, necessitating immediate international intervention to preserve 
my and my daughter's physical security. 
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●​ This timeline demonstrates that the unlawful operations currently targeting me on 
Danish soil are driven by highest-tier state actors attempting to circumvent an active 
High Court case file. 

●​ Bypassing this state-enforced legal blockade to successfully initiate a high-level 
constitutional case against a sitting Prime Minister establishes an unprecedented 
judicial milestone. The subsequent cross-border cyber-sabotage and severe witness 
intimidation currently targeting me on Danish soil represent a desperate, extrajudicial 
attempt to destroy a Litigant in Person who successfully broke through state 
censorship to enforce the rule of law. 

●​ Exhaustion of Domestic Remedies: Despite the UK Court sealing my urgent 
injunction application to stop this surveillance, severe witness intimidation, mass 
misuse of private information, gross human rights abuses and related illegal acts, the 
domestic court has failed to issue protective orders. Instead, it tries to schedule a 
high-stakes injunction hearing knowing I was forced to litigate in person facing 
powerful, dangerous state actors (e.g., Keir Starmer), tech tycoons (Elon Musk, Mark 
Zuckerberg) and giant corporations such as Warner Bros and Google (see Annex 
24, page 139). I cannot safely travel or attend hearings due to severe, ongoing 
witness intimidation, and even attempted assassination, designed to force me out of 
the jurisdiction or to silence me for good. Because on some occasions, while at the 
Royal Court of Justice in London to apply for an urgent injunction, initiate court 
proceedings, or just to apply for help with court fees, I would often observe or hear a 
helicopter flying low over the courthouse itself, which is a sign of severe witness 
intimidation and that domestic remedies are unavailable, ineffective or even 
dangerous to pursue. Consequently, I am unable to exhaust domestic remedies 
under Article 35 § 1 ECHR. Because local municipal law enforcement, NSK, and 
domestic intelligence structures may also be compromised by internal corruption or 
foreign interference.  

●​ 2 October 2026 - I added evidence to this bundle regarding the email from the UK 
Court sent to me on 15 July 2026, asking me for my availability to attend my 
injunction hearing. I also drafted several documents to apply for an urgent injunction 
and initiate court proceedings in Denmark (see Annex 24, pages 139-146). 

●​ 3 October 2026 - The very next day, immediately upon getting up from bed, I 
observed the aircraft starting drawing threatening symbols in the sky right outside my 
window as usual (see Annex 25, pages 147-150). 

●​ I emphasise that the extraordinary scale, multi-nation coordinates, and prohibitive 
financial cost of the ongoing hostile operations against me constitute a clear, implied 
admission of guilt by the Defendants. State actors do not deploy cross-border 
cyber-sabotage, engage a Spanish national as a sexpionage agent, or risk severe 
statutory penalties for treason by manipulating domestic authorities in Denmark and 
Germany to silence an ordinary witness. 

●​ This active campaign of international witness intimidation is a direct, desperate 
response to active proceedings initiated within the High Court of Justice in London, 
the highest court of first instance for constitutional claims in the jurisdiction. The 
abrupt resignation of the Prime Minister Keir Starmer within less than 24 hours of my 
attempt to add him as a primary defendant as well to this High Court file establishes 
a definitive temporal and causal link, proving that these cross-border operations are 
designed entirely to evade immense judicial and political accountability. 
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●​ Forced Flight: Rather than halting the illicit behavior, the initiation of High Court 
proceedings triggered a severe, coordinated campaign of -unlawful retaliation, 
victimisation, and armed witness intimidation by state actors. The UK authorities 
explicitly refused to remove the hidden recording devices and deliberately escalated 
the abuse and torture to force me to flee the jurisdiction. This severe retaliation 
directly demonstrates that all domestic remedies within the United Kingdom are 
entirely unavailable, exhausted, and structurally ineffective, rendering international 
intervention under Rule 39 the sole remaining mechanism of protection. 

●​ Danish Jurisdiction Interception: Upon arrival in Denmark, the identical pattern of 
surveillance, CCTV tracking, and harassment resumed immediately, demonstrating 
cross-border data-sharing or tracking by state actors. 

●​ Execution of International Cyber-Crime and Illicit Commercialization on Danish 
Soil: The ongoing operations on Danish soil involve the real-time hacking of my 
devices and the cross-border commercial exploitation of non-consensual intimate 
recordings. Because these intimate materials are actively being sold and 
disseminated globally for profit, these actions constitute serious transnational 
cyber-crimes and human trafficking violations. By failing to investigate these offenses 
- they may even be behind the illegal installation of hidden cameras in every place I 
reside in Denmark as well - the Danish authorities are violating their international 
treaty obligations, actively permitting a global criminal enterprise to operate from 
within their jurisdiction. 

●​ Actual Knowledge and Failure to Protect by Danish Authorities: Danish police 
and state authorities are fully aware that my devices are compromised and that this 
multi-state intimidation campaign has been extended to target my Danish daughter 
living alone in Germany. Because Danish authorities actively monitor my 
communications, they possess direct, actual knowledge of the imminent threat to her 
safety. Despite this knowledge, the Danish state has willfully failed its positive 
obligations to protect its own citizens and residents. Instead of intervening, they have 
actively facilitated the UK state actors by stalling or delaying my local legal remedies, 
leaving us entirely unprotected. 

●​ Transnational National Security Threat (Article 8): The perpetrators are deploying 
an active, covert honey-trap operation targeting my daughter, who is a Danish 
citizen. Corrupt UK public officials are executing hostile intelligence operations on 
Danish soil to manipulate active court proceedings. This constitutes a severe 
violation of Danish state sovereignty and national security. The Danish government 
has an absolute international obligation under Article 8 to protect its own citizens 
from foreign state interference on its territory. Rule 39 is vital to compel both states to 
halt this illegal transnational espionage network. 

●​ Ongoing Cyber-Espionage and Contempt of Court: Despite the defendants 
possessing full, actual knowledge of this pending Rule 39 application, real-time 
phone tracking and device monitoring designed to locate my precise physical 
movements for harassment and intimidation purposes continue unabated. If this illicit 
hacking is being executed by UK state actors within Danish territory, it constitutes an 
international cyber-espionage crime. I am trapped in an actively life-threatening 
situation where my digital compromise is weaponized to plan physical attacks. This 
active interception represents a profound contempt for the rule of law and an ongoing 
violation of Article 3 (Prohibition of torture, inhuman or degrading treatment), Article 
6 (Right to a fair trial), Article 8 (Right to privacy), and an existential threat to Article 
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34 (Right of individual application) of the European Convention on Human Rights, 
proving that the responding states are operating in total bad faith to sabotage my 
access to this Court.  

22. IMMEDIATE RISK TO LIFE, STATE-DIRECTED MEDICAL FALSIFICATION AND 
SMEAR CAMPAIGN (Article 2 & Article 8)  

I also face an imminent risk of fatal heart failure due to orchestrated medical neglect, 
systemic record falsification, and institutional defamation: 

 
●​ 7 August 2026 - Refusal of Critical Care, Defamatory and Retaliatory 

Screenings: I developed constant, sharp left-sided chest pain as a direct physical 
manifestation of prolonged psychological torture, severe harassment and intimidation 
in the UK before fleeing to Denmark. When I sought urgent medical attention, 
state-controlled medical professionals falsely informed me they were conducting 
standard diagnostic testing for my cardiac symptoms. In reality, the state apparatus 
utilized this visit to conduct unconsented, wholly irrelevant testing—specifically 
targeting highly stigmatized profiles, including HIV/AIDS, Syphilis, Hepatitis B & C, 
other sexually transmitted diseases, substance abuse and drug addiction panels to 
delay treatment, humiliate and defame me. These false and defamatory medical 
records are now being cross-referenced across public sector databases (see Annex 
9, pages 73-74). 
 
This constitutes a severe felony under section 175 of the Danish criminal code 
(falsification of official records by medical officials) and proves the clinic operates 
entirely as an administrative trap complicit in witness attrition, destroying all domestic 
medical safe havens and demanding an immediate order under Rule 39. 

Crucially, the official medical records have been explicitly falsified: the entry 
states that both blood and urine tests were conducted, whereas personnel only 
performed a blood test. This fabrication of non-existent diagnostic procedures 
constitutes a severe felony under Section 175 of the Danish Criminal Code 
(Falsification of Official Records by Medical Officials) to manufacture a fraudulent 
paper trail. 

This is a calculated campaign of institutional defamation designed to accomplish two 
illegal goals: 

○​ Malicious Intent to Defame and Discriminate: This medical tampering was 
executed with the dual purpose of delaying vital cardiac treatment to risk my 
life. This is a direct violation of Article 2, mirroring Magnitskaya and Others 
v. Russia (2019), and  

○​ To intentionally generate falsified, damaging medical files to defame me as an 
unreliable narrator, humiliate, and trigger systemic discrimination against me 
when shared across public sectors, such as jobcenters and hospitals (Article 
8), preemptively discrediting my human rights claims before the ECHR. 
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23. EVIDENCE OF REAL-TIME INTERCEPTION & TARGETED PHYSICAL / 
ADMINISTRATIVE ATTACKS 

●​ 12 August 2026 - Causal Link Between Hacking and Violence: The defendants 
utilize continuous device hacking to monitor my real-time legal strategies and 
evidence. Immediately after I finished drafting my initial Rule 39 application, 
particularly concerning the falsification of my medical records and Keir Starmer’s 
possible involvement in all this, hostile actors detected the content of my drafts 
and used real-time phone tracking to locate my precise movements. The moment I 
stepped outside, I was violently intercepted and struck in the head to halt this 
submission. The Danish police completely failed to conduct an immediate 
investigation or contact me following the assault. The perpetrator therefore remains 
at large and attempted a secondary attack on 13 August 2026. Because the 
perpetrators are linked to state actors, domestic remedies are completely illusory and 
inadequate to neutralize the systemic risk. Consequently, domestic remedies are 
completely unavailable, ineffective, and dangerous (see Annex 10, pages 75-87). 

●​ State-Directed Medical Denial: Consequently, I also suffered severe head trauma 
from the attack on 12 August 2026. Corrupt state actors are actively directing medical 
professionals to downplay injuries, depriving me of critical, life-saving diagnostics 
(CT/MRI) and treatment. This is also a direct violation of Article 2, mirroring 
Magnitskaya and Others v. Russia (2019). Attached to this application as Annex 
10 (page 83) is the official medical report documenting the head trauma and injuries 
sustained during the 12 August 2026 attack. 

●​ Systemic Harassment: State agents have also weaponized my housing 
arrangements, forcing a constructive eviction to leave me displaced and vulnerable 
while suffering from an untreated brain injury. 

●​ Systemic Institutional Hostility and Continuation of the Smear Campaign: On 
18 August 2026, following an acute escalation of the sharp left-sided chest pain, I 
was forced to seek emergency treatment at the Accident & Emergency (A&E) 
department of the Hvidovre Hospital located at Kettegård Alle 36, 2650 Hvidovre, 
Denmark. After they had read my medical records containing highly humiliating test 
results about HIV, Syphilis, substance abuse, and sexually transmitted infections (see 
Annex 9, pages 73-74), the medical staff, attending physicians, and especially the 
female Chinese-looking doctor who delivered the result of my chest pain by telling 
me that my left-sided chest pain is just a muscle pain near my heart, exhibited 
uniform, systemic hostility, adopting highly dismissive and disrespectful tones toward 
me. This behavior demonstrates that the state-sponsored smear campaign has been 
cross-communicated to hospital emergency staff to ensure the ongoing denial of 
objective medical care. The falsified health records remain active within the state 
medical registry to deliberately mislead future medical personnel, compounding the 
active threat to life under Article 2 and Article 3. 

●​ 18 August 2026: I seek emergency protection at a Red Cross Shelter for women 
only located at Kettegård Alle 14A, 2650 Hvidovre, Denmark. 

●​ Infiltration of Humanitarian Sanctuary (Red Cross) & Imminent Physical 
Danger: Following a severe, physical head injury inflicted on Danish soil on 12 
August 2026 to prevent this filing, the illegal surveillance has now breached a 
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humanitarian sanctuary—placing hidden surveillance cameras and audio recording 
devices inside my own private room, the shared bathroom & shower facilities of a 
Danish Red Cross shelter for women in Hvidovre and weaponizing these 
compromised residents and staff to execute targeted psychological harassment 
against me, rendering the sanctuary unsafe and confirming an escalatory intent to 
inflict severe emotional distress in total defiance of Article 3 and Article 8 
protections (see Annex 26, pages 151-154). 

●​ 18 August 2026 – Present: Local shelter staff are therefore successfully 
compromised and subverted by high-level state influence. I am subjected to active 
containment, blocked from contacting human rights organizations and lawyers, and 
subjected to severe Article 3 violations—including an active, continuous 3-month 
deprivation of basic human hygiene and showers. This operation criminally 
violates the fundamental privacy rights of all residents and humanitarian staff.  

●​ Immediate Escalation of Threat at the Red Cross Shelter: The ongoing 
surveillance and harassment have escalated directly into my immediate living space 
at the Danish Red Cross Shelter. A specific individual was moved into the room 
called København directly adjacent to mine either the exact day of, or the day 
immediately following, my arrival. This individual consistently engages in targeted 
harassment and overt surveillance, including during the middle of the night, even at 3 
or 5 am in the morning, indicating a coordinated effort to compromise my safety and 
monitor my actions within a supposedly secure facility (see Annex 26, page 151). 

●​ Constructive Confinement and Violation of Freedom of Movement: The 
systemic, retaliatory escalation of physical tracking and synchronized intimidation 
whenever I exit my private room constitutes a severe infringement on my personal 
safety and liberty. By engineering a hostile environment designed to deter me from 
utilizing common areas or leaving my room, or just to go anywhere, the responding 
states are enforcing a state of constructive confinement. This coordinated obstruction 
directly violates my right to personal security under Article 5 of the ECHR, my right 
to liberty of movement under Article 2 of Protocol No. 4 to the ECHR, and the 
universal standards established under Article 13 of the UDHR, weaponizing 
physical space to break my resolve and block this emergency submission. 

24. FAILURE TO PROTECT AND OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE 

●​ Documented State Evasion and Administrative Delay: On 19 August 2026, the 
Danish police issued a message directing me to physically report the violent assault 
in person at a station. This message proves that the state authorities possess formal 
knowledge of the weapon attack against me. However, rather than executing an 
emergency arrest of the known perpetrator who resides in the same shelter, the 
police are using administrative procedures to delay intervention. This message is 
submitted as Annex 10 (Pages 86-87) to document the state's active failure to 
provide operational protection under Article 2. It substantiates the complete failure of 
the authorities to initiate an immediate, proactive ex-officio investigation following the 
initial incident, despite the critical threat to life under Article 2 by requiring me to 
navigate public spaces while under active, documented surveillance and repeated 
attempted attacks, the domestic authorities continue to display systemic negligence, 
necessitating immediate interim measures to compel an independent investigation.  
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●​ Subsequent Proactive Engagement and Response by Authorities (20 August 
2026): Following the police directive received on 19 August 2026 instructing me to 
report the severe crimes alone, I physically went to the local police station located 
inside the Copenhagen Central Station (København Hovedbanegården) on 20 
August 2026 to engage with the authorities despite the active safety risks. Officer 
Magnus was prepared to conduct the intake interview; however, I explicitly requested 
the presence of a Bistandsadvokat (Victim's Legal Counsel) to ensure structural 
transparency and an effective investigation.  

●​ The respondent State’s bad faith and deliberate obstruction of justice were further 
demonstrated when I attempted to exercise my domestic right to 'frit valg' (free 
choice of counsel). On 20 August 2026, Officer Magnus explicitly misinformed me, 
falsely claiming that I did not possess the right to choose an independent Victim’s 
Legal Counsel because the application had to be routed through the police 
department. Later that same day, following this in-person report, I received an official 
telephonic confirmation from Officer Magnus of the Danish Police, explicitly 
confirming that a Bistandsadvokat has been granted and will initiate contact during 
the week of 24 August 2026 to officially file the report. 

●​ By weaponizing administrative procedures and lying about domestic legal rights, the 
police intentionally sought to deter me from obtaining uncompromised, independent 
representation. This active deception, combined with the digital blockade of my 
devices, leaves me entirely trapped within a closed loop controlled by the alleged 
abusers, completely violating Article 6 and Article 34. 

●​ Under Danish domestic law, victims are granted 'frit valg' (free choice) to select 
independent legal counsel. However, because the respondent State (Denmark) 
maintains 24/7 unlawful electronic surveillance and a total digital blockade on my 
devices, this choice has been rendered entirely illusory. I cannot securely contact, 
consult, or retain independent legal counsel without the state intercepting the 
communication. This systematic digital isolation constitutes an active, ongoing 
violation of the right to a fair trial (Article 6) and a deliberate obstruction of the right 
to an individual petition (Article 34). 

●​ I rely on this combined written and verbal record as verifiable proof that a 
high-threshold violent crime is under active, official consideration by the territorial 
state, corroborating the imminent, ongoing threat to my life. 

●​ Crucially, immediately after I asserted my legal rights by demanding a 
bistandsadvokat (Victim’s Legal Counsel) from Officer Magnus on 20 August 
2026, I experienced an immediate, sharp escalation of hostility, targeted harassment, 
and intimidation at the Danish Red Cross shelter in Hvidovre, Denmark, where I am 
currently seeking refuge. This rapid shift demonstrates a pattern of unlawful 
retaliation directly triggered by my attempts to seek domestic legal remedies. This 
mirrors the exact pattern of transnational witness intimidation executed previously 
against me in the United Kingdom, where every attempt to report the blockage of 
legal counsel was met with retaliatory harassment and intimidation. It is a profound 
violation of safety and morals that hostile actors have infiltrated an international 
humanitarian sanctuary like the Red Cross to execute a personal and political 
agenda. This active escalation within a designated place of safety underscores that 
the perpetrators are operating with absolute impunity. 
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25. LEGAL EXPLANATION OF EVIDENCE: APPOINTMENT OF A BISTANADSADVOKAT 
IN DENMARK 

I draw the Court’s attention to the confirmation from the Danish Police (Politiet) of the 
upcoming appointment of a Bistandsadvokat (Victim’s Legal Counsel). 

●​ Under Chapter 66 a of the Danish Administration of Justice Act (Retsplejeloven), a 
Bistandsadvokat is an independent attorney appointed by the state exclusively to 
victims of serious or violent crimes. The state automatically covers all financial costs 
to guarantee the victim’s right to legal counsel.  

●​ I submit this official state correspondence as objective, third-party corroboration that: 
1.​ A severe, violent physical assault has been officially reported to and 

registered by the Danish authorities. 
2.​ The nature of the assault meets the high statutory threshold of seriousness 

required under Danish criminal law to warrant a state-appointed victim's 
counsel.  

●​ I rely on this confirmation as immediate proof of an ongoing, credible, and 
life-threatening risk to my safety on Danish soil, necessitating urgent interim 
measures under Rule 39. 

●​ Furthermore, my digital communication networks and electronic devices are under 
continuous, hostile surveillance and hacking, executed by or in collusion with corrupt 
local officials and state-linked actors from the United Kingdom. This active 
cyber-interference is deliberately being used to block my secure access to lawyers, 
legal aid, and human rights organizations. By dismantling my ability to retain 
independent legal counsel, the hostile actors are actively violating Article 6 (Right to 
a Fair Trial) and Article 13 (Right to an Effective Remedy) of the European 
Convention on Human Rights. Furthermore, by deliberately trying to intercept, 
monitor, and prevent this transmission, they are directly violating Article 34 (Right 
of Individual Petition) by obstructing my right to freely communicate with the 
European Court of Human Rights. 

●​ I emphasise that the immediate threat to my life and physical integrity is entirely 
independent of my specific geographical location. The perpetrators directing these 
operations are believed to be linked to foreign state actors (specifically within the 
United Kingdom) possessing significant intelligence, financial, and logistical 
resources. Because the underlying motive is to systematically silence me regarding 
an ongoing UK lawsuit and the present human rights applications, the risk cannot be 
mitigated by internal relocation within Denmark or flight to another jurisdiction. The 
state-level actors directing this campaign possess the capacity to track me across 
borders via the ongoing digital surveillance of my devices and can effortlessly 
contract new local proxies or hired assailants to execute physical attacks in any 
jurisdiction. The recent physical assault and the immediate secondary attempt the 
following day demonstrate a persistent, active command structure that will not cease 
based on my location. Because no domestic law enforcement agency can completely 
shield an individual from cross-border state-backed operations without international 
intervention, interim measures under Rule 39 are the only critical and capable 
mechanism to establish formal international oversight, halt the lawless surveillance, 
and compel state accountability to prevent an irreversible, fatal outcome. 
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26. EVIDENCE SOURCE: DUP File No. 349-2078-26 / Danish Legal Precedent 
(Retsplejeloven) 

STATEMENT OF STRUCTURAL VIOLATION: 

●​ I attach the formal rejection from the DUP alongside established Danish legal 
practice (documented by human rights counsel Bonnez & Ziebe). Under domestic 
law, the state is mandated to provide a beskikket advokat to ensure an 'effective 
investigation' into police misconduct and crimes. By explicitly denying jurisdiction 
over a 13-year transnational wiretapping campaign, sex-trafficking ring, 
life-threatening harassment, and severe cross-border witness intimidation extending 
to my daughter, the Danish authorities have deliberately blocked my legal counsel, 
ignored the pending Rule 39 notice, and left the victims entirely exposed. This 
constitutes a definitive failure of the state's positive obligations, proving domestic 
remedies are a dead end. 

1. The Principle of "Positive Obligations" 

Under the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR), governments do not just have a 
duty to refrain from harming citizens; they have a positive obligation to actively protect 
individuals from harm inflicted by third parties or rogue actors. 

●​ Article 3 (Prohibition of Torture & Degrading Treatment): The ECHR has 
repeatedly ruled (such as in M.C. v. Bulgaria) that states must maintain an effective 
criminal law framework that punishes sexual exploitation and severe abuse. If the 
state is notified of an active situation causing profound psychological degradation 
and physical harm, and it explicitly refuses to deploy investigative resources, it 
breaches Article 3. 

●​ Article 4 (Prohibition of Forced Labour and Human Trafficking): In landmark 
cases like Rantsev v. Cyprus and Russia, the ECHR established that human 
trafficking by its very nature threatens human dignity and requires an immediate, 
thorough operational response from the state. A deliberate refusal to investigate a 
cross-border ring amounts to an independent violation of Article 4. 

2. Failure to Conduct an "Effective Investigation" 

International law dictates that an investigation into severe human rights abuses must be 
independent, prompt, thorough, and capable of leading to the identification and 
punishment of those responsible. 

●​ When the DUP formally states under File No. 349-2078-26 that it will take no action, 
it creates an absolute, documented cessation of domestic remedies. 

●​ In the eyes of the Strasbourg Court, this formal refusal to look into the 13-year 
timeline or the distribution of non-consensual recordings transforms the state from a 
passive bystander into an active contributor to the continuous situation of abuse. It 
establishes that domestic remedies are entirely illusory. 
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See Annex 27, pages 155-165, regarding my complaint to the DUP and their refusal to 
investigate.  

27. NOTICE OF TRANSNATIONAL MECHANISMS AND RETALIATION SEEN IN 
HUMANITARIAN SANCTUARY 

I am submitting this critical operational update to the active emergency case file to ensure 
absolute symmetry between the ECHR and United Nations records. 

1.​ A Plausible Explanation for Transnational Manipulation: I present a structural 
thesis explaining how a 13-year wiretapping campaign has successfully crossed into 
Denmark, Germany, and Spain. It appears highly probable that corrupt UK actors are 
exploiting shared automated systems—such as Five Eyes alliance channels, 
Europol communications pipelines, or INTERPOL notice systems (e.g., Blue 
Notices). By inputting deceptive alerts, they mislead local authorities into believing 
they are assisting a legitimate foreign security operation. This directly explains why 
the Danish DUP issued a jurisdictional rejection on 14 September 2026 (File No. 
349-2078-26), as local agencies are likely acting as unwitting proxies to turn a blind 
eye. 

2.​ Immediate Retaliation Following Humanitarian Escalation: On 22 September 
2026, I submitted formal compliance reports detailing localized proxy harassment to 
the Red Cross Headquarters (ICRC/IFRC) in Geneva and to the Danish Red Cross 
Headquarters in Denmark on 27 September 2026. Immediately following this filing, 
surveillance and intrusive harassment intensified exponentially. This rapid 
desynchronization and spike in tracking suggest immediate retaliation, indicating that 
the data loops of international humanitarian networks are also actively intercepted or 
compromised by the perpetrators' digital hacking infrastructure. 

See Annex 28, pages 166-181, regarding my complaints to the Red Cross and their silence. 

The Court is requested to attach these elements to the primary file to illustrate the active, 
expanding nature of the threat during the processing window. 

28. ESTABLISHED INSTITUTIONAL PRECEDENT FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
MISCONDUCT 

●​ My claims regarding high-level administrative manipulation, systemic delays, and 
bad-faith interference by local authorities are consistent with recognized historical 
patterns of executive misconduct within Denmark. Specifically, the historical 
precedent of The Tamil Case (Tamilsagen, 1993) legally established that Danish 
ministries and administrative bodies have previously executed widespread, illegal 
internal blocks, withheld critical humanitarian remedies, and falsified information to 
oversight bodies until an independent judicial review forced the resignation of the 
Prime Minister and the collapse of the entire cabinet. 

●​ By initiating a parallel constitutional challenge under Section 63 of the Danish 
Constitution, I seek to force this hidden cross-border enterprise into the open. The 
historical record confirms that when administrative cover-ups are subjected to 
independent judicial scrutiny, individual actors face severe legal consequences, 
including criminal accountability for perjury, loss of office, and institutional 
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dismantling. International intervention under Rule 39 is urgently required to protect 
my and my daughter's physical integrity while these domestic constitutional 
mechanisms are formally activated. 

29. SUBSTANTIVE LEGAL PRECEDENT: SYSTEMIC INTERCEPTION AND DENIAL OF 
EQUALITY OF ARMS (ARTICLES 6, 8 AND 34) 

●​ I submit that the ongoing, unauthorized interception of all electronic devices and 
communications constitutes a direct breach of international law, following established 
Grand Chamber precedent. In Big Brother Watch and Others v. the United 
Kingdom (2021), the Court ruled that mass surveillance and bulk interception 
regimes lacking rigorous end-to-end safeguards and independent judicial 
authorization violate Article 8, stressing that confidential legal communications 
demand the highest tier of protection. 

●​ Furthermore, the deliberate interference with my access to independent legal 
representation creates a severe structural imbalance. This directly mirrors the 
systemic failures identified in Steel and Morris v. the United Kingdom (2005) 
("McLibel"), where the Court held that a denial of effective legal aid coupled with 
severe procedural inequality violates Article 6. 

●​ By intercepting communications, compromising legal professional privilege, and 
forcing me to rely on unlinked "burner" devices simply to contact counsel, the 
Respondent States (the United Kingdom and Denmark) are actively causing an 
inequality of arms. This state-sponsored interference effectively neutralizes my ability 
to safely exhaust domestic remedies and directly compromises the right of individual 
petition under Article 34. Immediate intervention via Rule 39 is necessary to halt this 
systemic suppression of justice. 

30. VIOLATION OF ARTICLE 34 (INTERFERENCE WITH THE RIGHT OF INDIVIDUAL 
PETITION) IN CONJUNCTION WITH ARTICLE 6 

●​ I submit that the Defendants' continuous, 24/7 hacking and monitoring of my 
electronic devices constitute a severe, active violation of Article 34. The perpetrators 
utilize this real-time digital espionage to intercept my legal preparations, evidence 
compilation, and communications. This live interception allows the state-actor 
defendants to execute immediate, pre-emptive administrative maneuvers in the 
domestic court—such as the sudden, retroactive 'Totally Without Merit' strike-out 
issued on 8 September 2026—the exact day after I prepared reports for international 
law enforcement. By weaponizing real-time hacking to intercept legal strategies and 
trigger immediate domestic court bans, the State is actively sabotaging my ability to 
safely gather, organize, and submit crucial evidence, rendering the right of individual 
petition under Article 34 entirely paralyzed and ineffective. 

●​ Furthermore, I submit that the illegal monitoring and cyber-surveillance of my devices 
continues unabated to this very hour, despite the Respondent States knowing full 
well that an application for Rule 39 interim measures is actively being advanced. This 
continuous surveillance demonstrates a flagrant disregard for the authority of the 
European Court of Human Rights. It signals that the perpetrators act with total 
perceived impunity, intending to bypass or entirely ignore any impending Rule 39 
orders. This active, ongoing defiance proves that standard diplomatic or slow-moving 

Page 38 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

procedural timelines will fail to deter the threat, necessitating an immediate, 
uncompromising, and strictly monitored emergency order from the Court. 

31. LEGAL SUBMISSIONS: VIOLATION OF ARTICLE 34 

●​ The physical assault on 12 August 2026 represents a flagrant, severe breach of 
Article 34 of the Convention, which imposes a strict negative obligation on 
Contracting States not to interfere with the right of individual petition. 

●​ The Court’s jurisprudence firmly establishes that exposing an applicant or witness to 
physical harm, or threatening their life to frustrate a petition, paralyzes the 
mechanism of individual remedy. Because my devices are fully compromised, my 
capacity to safely communicate with legal networks, gather evidence, or submit 
applications without physical reprisal has been structurally destroyed. 

 

PART 9: MEASURES REQUESTED (RULE 39) 

This application therefore requires immediate, out-of-hours intervention by the Duty Judge 
under Rule 39 of the Rules of Court. The imminent risk to life (Article 2) and the ongoing 
severe torture, human trafficking, and modern enslavement (Articles 3 and 4) are currently 
active and expanding across borders. 

Because my daughter and I face an immediate, borderless threat of irreparable harm and 
physical elimination designed to suppress evidence of an ongoing human-trafficking ring, the 
traditional domestic legal structures of both the UK and Denmark have collapsed. Immediate 
international protective intervention is required within the hour to preserve human life. 

I thereby respectfully request an immediate, emergency Interim Measure under Rule 39 of 
the Rules of Court against the governments of Denmark, the United Kingdom, Germany 
and probably Spain as well. Because the honey trap is a Spanish national, residing in Spain. 
This application presents an imminent, concrete, and foreseeable risk of irreparable 
harm to the physical integrity and life of me and my Danish daughter, who is residing alone 
in Germany, constituting active breaches of Article 2 (Right to Life) and Article 3 
(Prohibition of Torture, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment) of the Convention.  
 
I emphasize that the rogue state actors executing this cross-border campaign are operating 
under the false assumption that international scrutiny cannot penetrate local impunity. They 
explicitly act as though they are immune from accountability, weaponizing their official public 
positions to commit severe personal privacy, sexual, and physical offences. 

I explicitly request that the independent investigation directed at the Respondent States 
encompass indictable violations under Section 67 of the Sexual Offences Act 2003 
(Voyeurism). The continuous, multi-year installation of hidden audio and video recording 
devices in my and my daughter's private residences—and its recent extension into the 
private rooms and sanitary facilities of a protected Danish Red Cross women's 
shelter—constitutes a serious, aggravated sexual offence. The fact that this intrusive 
surveillance has been deliberately maintained across international borders, despite formal 
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complaints and active High Court litigation (Case KB-2025-004650), indicates a malicious, 
predatory and fixated course of conduct. The investigation must determine whether the 
Metropolitan Police Commissioner, Mark Rowley, and associated state handlers, 
including the former UK PM Keir Starmer, have committed, facilitated, or covered up these 
sexual offences, ensuring that no public official is permitted to bypass criminal liability under 
the Sexual Offences Act due to their rank. 

I further submit that the principle of the Rule of Law dictates that no public official possesses 
immunity from severe criminal liability when weaponizing public office for corrupt gains. The 
landmark conviction and 10-and-a-half-year custodial sentence of former MEP Nathan Gill 
at the Old Bailey (R v. Nathan Gill, 2025) establishes an unassailable domestic legal 
precedent: public servants who accept illicit benefits to execute or alter their public duties 
face maximum criminal exposure under the Bribery Act 2010 and the common law offence 
of Misfeasance in Public Office. The corrupt actors in this case must not be permitted to 
use state machinery to hide their personal criminal acts. 

In the present case, the primary state-actor Defendants—including the Metropolitan Police 
Commissioner and Keir Starmer—cannot utilize state security apparatus, 
cyber-surveillance capabilities, or administrative stalling tactics to shield themselves or 
corporate entities like Warner Bros from criminal liability. The independent investigation 
ordered by this Court must operate under the scope established by the Nathan Gill 
precedent, treating the multi-year cross-border electronic stalking, illegal installation of 
hidden cameras under Section 67 of the Sexual Offences Act 2003, and witness intimidation 
as indictable corruption and misfeasance that must be referred immediately to central 
criminal prosecutor networks. 

To preserve the integrity of these proceedings and protect me and my daughter from 
irreversible harm due to persistent torture, state-sponsored harassment, severe witness 
intimidation through hidden death threats and kidnapping plots, and the safety of my 
daughter, I respectfully request that the European Court of Human Rights immediately issue 
binding emergency directives to the United Kingdom, the Kingdom of Denmark, the Federal 
Republic of Germany, and possibly the Kingdom of Spain as well to: 

●​ Immediate Cease and Desist, Secure Relocation & Provisional Protection (All 
States): I respectfully request that the ECHR immediately issue a binding interim 
order to the Respondent States to ensure the physical protection of me and my 
daughter, and to legally halt all state-sponsored tracking, illegal surveillance, 
electronic hacking, device manipulation, social manipulation (severe social ostracism 
to cut me off from all help and support), human trafficking/enslavement in all its form, 
severe harassment, witness intimidation, helicopter/aircraft intimidation maneuvers 
and hidden threats to life & kidnapping against me and my daughter, preserving our 
right to confidential legal counsel (Article 6), by issuing a binding mandatory order 
compelling the Respondent States to bypass contaminated local administrative 
channels and immediately place me and my daughter into a highly secure, 
air-gapped witness protection housing perimeter. I also request this urgent 
protective relocation as a mandatory prerequisite to safely releasing my full, highly 
sensitive evidentiary dossier without risking immediate physical destruction. 
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●​ Immediate Physical Protection: That the Government of Denmark provide verified 
physical protection to ensure my safety from further targeted violence on its soil 
under Articles 2 and 3. 
 

●​ Urgent Request for Immediate Intervention by The Danish State to Protect A 
Danish National: I request that this Court issue an absolute priority emergency 
directive to the Kingdom of Denmark under Rule 39 to ensure the immediate physical 
survival and safety of my adult daughter, who is a Danish national residing in 
Germany. State-actor defendants have issued persistent, calculated, implied death 
threats against her life to force my silence. Furthermore, the perpetrators have 
actively intercepted, blocked, and tampered with all communications to prevent me 
from alerting my daughter's father, Jørgen Mortensen, a Danish citizen, establishing 
a premeditated containment circle to prevent parental protection. Because local law 
enforcement is compromised and facilitating this isolation, I respectfully request that 
this Court order Denmark to bypass local precincts and deploy independent national 
protective services to immediately secure the physical safety of my daughter, break 
the communication blockade, and formally investigate this transnational threat 
against a Danish citizen. 
 

●​ Protection for Witnesses/Family: That the Government of Germany take 
immediate operational steps to investigate and halt the fraudulent surveillance and 
psychological harassment targeting my daughter on its territory. 
 

●​ Multi-Jurisdictional Criminal Activation: Compel the activation of the German 
Federal Prosecutor (Generalbundesanwalt) and the Spanish National Court 
(Audiencia Nacional) to issue European Investigation Warrants, execute forensic 
searches of my daughter's residence in Germany and dismantle this transnational 
cybersex-trafficking and sexpionage network, including an immediate order 
compelling the state-security task forces (PET & NSK in Denmark, GBA / 
Generalbundesanwalt in Germany and the Audiencia Nacional in Spain) to initiate 
emergency forensics sweeps and execute international arrest warrants via Eurojust 
to halt the ongoing transnational crimes. 
 

●​ Activation of Transnational Law Enforcement Networks: The Court explicitly 
orders the Respondent States to look beyond local jurisdictions and coordinate their 
independent investigations with Eurojust and Europol. This is vital to map the 
cross-border digital and financial architecture used by these corrupt state actors to 
traffic, distribute, and monetize the non-consensual recordings of my and my 
daughter's private lives. 
 

●​ Execution of Mutual Legal Assistance (MLAT) with United States Authorities: 
Because the illicitly obtained recordings are being sold directly to US-based 
commercial platforms, porn sites such as redtube.com and more—and distributed 
as foundational creative source material to major Hollywood entities, including 
Warner Bros—the Respondent States must be ordered to immediately issue Mutual 
Legal Assistance Treaty (MLAT) requests to the United States Department of 
Justice (DOJ). This is necessary to empower the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
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(FBI) to issue federal subpoenas, seize servers, trace illicit financial transactions, and 
freeze the proceeds of international sex trafficking and commercial exploitation. 
 
Furthermore, major multinational corporations like Warner Bros are legally bound by 
Environmental, Social, and Governance (ESG) compliance frameworks. Operating a 
business model that relies on trafficking non-consensual recordings, violating 
fundamental human rights, and engaging in witness intimidation is a catastrophic 
breach of the Governance and Social pillars of ESG, exposing these entities to 
severe transnational investor liability. 

 
●​ Cessation of Witness Intimidation and Protection of Civil Recourse: The corrupt 

network is actively utilizing total device interception and physical surveillance to 
deploy severe witness intimidation, directly blocking me from pursuing civil 
litigation against complicit filmmakers, major film studios, tech platforms, tech 
executives and more, who are actively misusing my and my daughter's private 
information and intimate materials unlawfully obtained via hidden cameras and via 
various means. The Respondent States must be ordered to implement immediate, 
robust physical and digital protective measures. This must ensure I can safely issue 
legal correspondence—including Letters Before Action—and access domestic and 
international civil courts without facing retaliatory physical violence or electronic 
sabotage. 
 

●​ Take urgent operational measures to protect me and my daughter's physical safety, 
halt all human trafficking via cybersex trade via hidden cameras and audio recording 
devices unlawfully installed in my and my daughter's private residences to 
non-consensually film us 24/7 and live-stream / distribute it for profit (mimicking the 
precedent in Khadija Ismayilova v. Azerbaijan), and international illegal data sales 
violating the Proceeds of Crime Act 2002 (POCA). 
 

●​ Measures Urgently Requested / Irreversible Damage: The intentional blocking of 
my access to lawyers is a calculated strategy by the Responding States to buy 
themselves time to cause me and my daughter ongoing, irreversible damage. 
Because the global dissemination of our private intimate data continues unabated 
every hour, the harm is compounding and permanent. If this Court does not grant 
immediate interim measures to halt the interception and distribution, the utility of a 
future judgment will be rendered entirely meaningless, making Rule 39 the only 
remaining mechanism to prevent total, irreversible destruction of our lives under 
Article 3. 
 

●​ Compulsory and Permanent Destruction: The Responding States must therefore 
ensure the complete, permanent deletion and physical destruction of all copies of 
these non-consensual files to prevent further severe psychological trauma and 
violation of my and my daughter's Articles 3 & 8 rights. The states must provide a 
formal forensic verification report to this Court confirming that the data has been 
entirely eradicated from all known networks.  
 

●​ Mandatory Sweep of Humanitarian Facilities: To issue an immediate directive 
compelling the Danish authorities and the Red Cross organization to cooperate 
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with an independent technological sweep of my newly assigned quarters to locate, 
isolate, and remove all illicit surveillance equipment and hidden recording 
devices—including all private rooms and shared hygiene/shower facilities—to identify 
and immediately remove all hidden cameras and audio recording devices, and to 
compel both states to cease the interception, creation, or commercial selling of 
non-consensual recordings, films, and AI-generated content featuring me or my 
daughter. 

 
●​ Denmark - Order an Immediate Independent Investigation: Direct the central 

competent authorities of the Respondent State to bypass compromised local police 
units and immediately launch an independent, transparent, and uncorrupted criminal 
investigation into the recent physical assault of 12 August 2026, the unlawful 
multi-year 24/7 hidden surveillance campaign spanning from UK to Denmark and 
Germany, where my daughter lives, and the systemic denial of emergency medical 
treatment. 
 

●​ Cease All Retaliatory Measures: To direct the Respondent States to ensure that all 
state actors, agencies, and affiliated operatives immediately cease and desist from 
any form of surveillance, CHIS and sexpionage operations, cross-border stalking / 
harassment against me in Denmark and my daughter in Germany, extrajudicial 
intimidation, or threats against me and my family. 
 

●​ Color Harassment: An order prohibiting the Respondent States, and any individuals 
acting on their behalf or under their influence, from using specific colors of clothing 
(e.g., army green, navy blue, burgundy and pale pink that have been used 
consistently as key color signifiers in the harassment campaign against both me 
and my daughter), specific brands as well because Adidas and Nike brands have 
also been used persistently in the harassment campaign, vehicles, or other visual 
cues in my or my daughter’s vicinity with the intent to harass, intimidate, condition or 
communicate covertly with us. The only difference is that my daughter doesn't know 
that she's also being targeted when all my attempts to warn her have been met with 
evidence tampering, manipulation/gaslighting, escalation in severe witness 
intimidation and harassment, as I said earlier. I therefore request that the Court 
urgently issue an interim measure to the Respondent States to ensure the physical 
safety and security of me and my daughter, and to halt all unlawful state-sponsored 
witness intimidation, all forms of harassment, including color and brand harassment, 
and surveillance.  

 
●​ Cessation of Medical Neglect and Diversion (Denmark): Direct the Danish State 

to bypass the compromised local Copenhagen Police/Authorities and provide 
immediate, un-compromised witness protection custody, alongside independent, 
comprehensive cardiac diagnostic scans to prevent fatal heart failure by ordering an 
immediate, administration of standard cardiac diagnostic panels (including Troponin 
tests) under independent international oversight to properly investigate the persistent 
sharp left-sided chest pain and head trauma caused by getting struck in the head on 
12 August 2026, and today is 3 October 2026 the pain on the right side of my head 
where I got hit still persists now and again, and the pain has now radiated down my 
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right eye, because the attacker hit me with an object on the right side of my head, 
overriding the falsified medical directives currently active. 
 

●​ Rectification and Isolation of Falsified Medical Records: To issue an immediate 
directive compelling the Danish National Health Authority to isolate and temporarily 
restrict access to the falsified medical screenings (HIV/Syphilis/substance abuse) 
generated in bad faith, preventing further dissemination of the state-sponsored smear 
campaign. 

 
●​ Preservation of Evidence and Criminal Investigation: I formally request that the 

Court, in its Rule 39 order, direct the Responding States (the United Kingdom, 
Denmark and Germany) to take immediate, concrete operational steps to prevent the 
destruction of evidence and expose the criminal network:  
 

○​ Immediate Preservation of CCTV Footage: The Court is requested to order 
the host state authorities to immediately seize and preserve all internal and 
external Closed-Circuit Television (CCTV) records from the Sundholm 
Homeless Shelter (Herbergscentret Sundholm, Sundholmsvej 14A, Amager, 
2300 København S, Danmark) and the Red Cross Shelter (Røde Kors 
Herberg for Kvinder, Kettegård Alle 14, 2650 Hvidovre, Denmark) covering 
the past 30 days. Because I left the Sundholm Homeless Shelter on 18 
August 2026 and relocated to  the Red Cross Shelter on the same day, the 
digital video logs capturing the entry, exit, and physical movements of the 
individuals who illegally installed the hidden camera and audio recording 
infrastructure are intact and must be legally secured before any automatic 
30-day deletion cycle occurs. 
 

○​ Mandatory Independent Criminal Investigation: The Court is requested to 
order an immediate, independent federal or national police 
investigation—completely isolated from compromised local police units—to 
identify the individuals responsible for unlawfully installing surveillance 
devices in intimate, shared spaces. 
 

○​ Emergency Administrative Suspension, Financial Freeze, and Network 
Blockade: Order the respondent states to immediately suspend the named 
public officials as well as any and all unnamed, unknown, or 
yet-to-be-identified co-conspirators, proxy agents, and operational 
handlers acting in collusion with them. The states must immediately strip 
all such individuals of administrative access to state-owned tracking, 
communication, and database systems, and immediately freeze their 
authorization to deploy or allocate state funds, public resources, or 
operational budgets for any unauthorized extraterritorial actions, thereby 
completely dismantling the financial and administrative pipeline driving their 
live cyber-espionage, cross-border corruption, illegal surveillance, large-scale 
harassment and real-time witness intimidation. 

 
○​ I explicitly request that the mandated independent investigation not be 

restricted solely to high-level state masterminds, but must comprehensively 
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target and hold accountable the entire horizontal network of facilitators, 
proxies, and co-conspirators. This must explicitly include the landlords, 
estate agents, property managers, shelter managers, and on-site hidden 
camera & CCTV operators who criminally permitted, facilitated, or executed 
the installation of illicit surveillance equipment within my and my daughter’s 
residences. 
 

○​ These actors do not merely observe; they actively utilize real-time intercepted 
data to coordinate tactical harassment, convey 24/7 intrusive surveillance / 
voyeurism, economic victimization, and physical intimidation. Under the 
Proceeds of Crime Act 2002 (POCA) and Section 67 of the Sexual 
Offences Act 2003 (Voyeurism), these individuals operate as active 
co-conspirators in an organized criminal syndicate. The Respondent States 
must be ordered to deploy specialized central investigative units to compel 
these property facilitators to fully disclose the identities, instructions, and 
financial compensation paths linking them to the primary state-actor 
Defendants in High Court Case KB-2025-004650. 
 

○​ Denmark - Compulsory Interrogation of Facility Staff and Tenants: The 
un-compromised state authorities, not the police, because I reasonably 
believe they're involved in this as well, must be ordered to formally interrogate 
the administrative and staff, including tenants, particularly the woman in room 
København next to my room at the Danish Red Cross Shelter for Women 
(Røde Kors Herberg for Kvinder, Kettegård Alle 14, 2650 Hvidovre, 
Denmark), homeless shelter Reden (Gasværksvej 24, 1708 København, 
Denmark), Sundholm Homeless Shelter (Herbergscentret Sundholm, 
Sundholmsvej 14A, Amager, 2300 København S, Danmark), the Next House 
Copenhagen Hotel & Hostel (Bernstorffsgade 27, 1577 København, 
Denmark), and at the address Sukijphitayanan, Alsgade 2, 4 th, 1764 
Copenhagen V, Denmark, where I lived for a short period from around 8 
February to 8 March 2025, to determine who authorized, facilitated, or 
permitted access to the facilities’ private rooms and communal bathrooms & 
shower rooms for the installation of illegal recording equipment, including 
organising the harassment and surveillance. 
 

○​ Application for Mandatory Unbiased Forensic IT Investigation and 
Detecting of Compromised State Agents: I therefore formally request that 
the Court, in its Rule 39 order, direct the Responding State of Denmark to 
coordinate an immediate, independent, and transparent IT forensic 
investigation into my digital devices to uncover the source of the ongoing 
hacking and real-time location tracking: 

 
■​ Independent Forensic Examination: The Court is respectfully 

requested to order Denmark to assign an independent federal or 
national cyber-crime unit—completely isolated from any regional 
police command or compromised national security networks—to 
forensically examine my phone, tablet, and digital accounts. 

 

Page 45 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

■​ Identification of Tracking Signatures: The investigation must 
explicitly trace the digital signatures, IP addresses, and 
command-and-control servers used to deploy the illegal spyware and 
real-time tracking infrastructure against me. 

 
■​ Determination of Agency Complicity: The state must be ordered to 

audit its internal security, intelligence, and police 
databases—specifically reviewing authorization logs within the 
National Special Crime Unit (NSK), the Danish Security and 
Intelligence Service (PET), the Defence Intelligence Service (FE/TET), 
and the Independent Police Complaints Authority (DUP)—to 
determine which specific public officials or external state agents 
authorized the illegal misuse of public resources for this transnational 
retaliation campaign. 
 

■​ Because this order stems directly from the European Court of Human 
Rights, the Responding State is legally barred from invoking domestic 
national security privileges or internal classifications to obstruct the 
transparency and effectiveness of this investigation. 

 
●​ Application for Specific Interim Orders to Scrub and Destroy Illegal Digital 

Material: I formally request that the Court, within its Rule 39 order, direct the 
Responding States to deploy their national cyber-crime units to immediately contain 
and destroy the illegally obtained material: 
 

1.​ Immediate Seizure of Host Servers: The Court is respectfully requested to order 
the states' federal cyber authorities to locate and seize the digital infrastructure, cloud 
storage accounts, and local hard drives used to store and live-stream the 
non-consensual recordings taken from my rooms and shared bathroom facilities from 
every place I have resided since approximately 2013 to present, including from my 
Danish daughter’s residence in Germany.  

 
2.​ Mandatory Digital Tracing: The un-compromised state authorities must be ordered 

to conduct a comprehensive digital forensic audit to trace exactly where these illicit 
recordings have been transmitted, shared, or sold across borders (UK, Denmark, 
Germany, Spain and rest of world). 

 
3.​ Emergency Law Enforcement Takedown Directives: Command the National 

Cyber Crime Units and federal law enforcement agencies of the involved Member 
States to immediately interface with global digital platforms and pornographic 
networks to execute urgent law enforcement blockades, halting the active 
dissemination and visibility of my and my daughter's non-consensual intimate 
materials to mitigate ongoing psychological torture under Article 3. 

 
4.​ Denmark, The United Kingdom, Germany and Spain - Mandatory Preservation 

of Digital and Physical Evidence: Issue a strict conservatory order demanding that 
the Respondent States secure, seize, and legally preserve all raw evidence 
connected to this abuse before it can be deleted or altered. This must explicitly 
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include all electronic device tracking logs, data streams from the illicit hidden camera 
& CCTV networks, and the immediate, uncoerced testimonies of the complicit 
Spanish sexpionage, housemates and staff previously and currently being used as 
proxies to signal surveillance / voyeurism and harass me and my daughter. 

In light of the imminent, cross-border threat to my life, physical integrity, and the absolute 
destruction of my right to privacy, I respectfully request that the Court grant immediate 
interim measures under Rule 39 directed at both Respondent States as follows: 

5.​ With respect to the United Kingdom 
○​ A. To order the Respondent State’s authorities and state actors to 

immediately cease all active surveillance, digital device hacking, cross-border 
monitoring, and physical tracking of me within or outside the United Kingdom. 

○​ B. To order the Respondent State to stay any further domestic processing or 
enforcement of the proposed Civil Restraint Order (CRO) until the European 
Court of Human Rights has adjudicated upon the merits of the full application. 

○​ C. To order the Respondent State to take all necessary steps to guarantee 
the security, life, and physical integrity of me, prohibiting any direct or indirect 
state-sponsored contact, harassment, or violence against me. 

6.​ With respect to the Kingdom of Denmark 
○​ A. To order the Respondent State to implement immediate, robust physical 

protective measures, including but not limited to secure, undisclosed 
emergency accommodation and active police protection, to safeguard my life 
and physical safety on Danish soil following the violent assault on 12 August 
2026 under Articles 2 and 3. 

○​ B. To compel the Danish police (Politi) and the judicially appointed Victim's 
Defense Lawyer (bistandsadvokat) to immediately activate and progress an 
independent, expedited criminal investigation into the assault and 
cross-border cyber-attacks, free from external state manipulation. 

○​ C. Order an Immediate Independent Investigation:To compel the Danish 
state to launch an immediate, high-level, independent investigation into the 
cross-border manipulation of its local police forces. Direct the central 
competent authorities of the Respondent State to bypass compromised local 
police units and immediately launch an independent, transparent, and 
uncorrupted criminal investigation into the recent physical assault of 12 
August 2026, the unlawful multi-year 24/7 hidden surveillance campaign 
spanning from UK to Denmark and Germany, where my daughter lives, and 
the systemic denial of emergency medical treatment. 

WITH RESPECT TO THE UNITED KINGDOM AND THE KINGDOM OF DENMARK 
JOINTLY: 

●​ A. To order the Respondent State to immediately halt the further dissemination, 
distribution, or commercial exploitation of my and my daughter's stolen private 
information and intimate materials by any state body, agent, or affiliated actor. 

●​ B. To order both Respondent States to immediately comply with their substantive and 
procedural obligations under Articles 2 and 3 of the Convention by launching a 
coordinated, high-level independent criminal inquiry into the cross-border witness 
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intimidation, device interception, and physical assault perpetrated against me and my 
daughter. 

●​ C. To compel both states to ensure this criminal investigation is conducted at a senior 
ministerial level, completely insulated from compromised local police forces or 
external state manipulation, with a view to identifying the perpetrators and holding 
them fully accountable under domestic criminal law. 

●​ D. Application for Urgent Interim Measures Under Rule 39 (Europol & Eurojust 
Activation): I thereby request an urgent, binding order under Rule 39 requiring the 
United Kingdom and Denmark to immediately bypass local, structurally compromised 
police channels and refer this transnational crisis to Eurojust. Given that the criminal 
operations—consisting of cross-border witness intimidation, physical torture, and the 
non-consensual international live-streaming and commercial monetization of intimate 
footage—span multiple jurisdictions and involve high-ranking UK public officials, the 
States must be ordered to facilitate the immediate creation of an independent 
Eurojust Joint Investigative Team (JIT). 

●​ E. Furthermore, the Court is requested to order the Host State (Denmark) to 
immediately transfer all digital forensics, server IP addresses, and cross-border 
financial trail data to Europol's European Cybercrime Centre (EC3) for neutral, 
international operational analysis, removing the investigation entirely from the sphere 
of influence of the Metropolitan Police. 

●​ F. Direct both Respondent States to officially notify the child’s father and German 
federal counter-intelligence of the verified transnational operational threats targeting 
a Danish citizen abroad. 

●​ G. Grant priority handling to the subsequent substantive application under Rule 41 
of the Rules of Court due to the severe safety threats involved. 

THE ABSOLUTE NECESSITY OF A STAY ON PROCEEDINGS AND REMEDY FOR 
JUDICIAL SABOTAGE: 

A domestic judicial remedy cannot be considered effective if the act of participating in it 
exposes the litigant to immediate execution or physical liquidation. The direct temporal link 
between the UK High Court sealing my injunction application and the immediate deployment 
of severe witness intimidation proves that domestic litigation has been weaponised against 
me.  

●​ Direct the United Kingdom to stay all domestic procedural actions in Claim No. 
KB-2025-004650, including the execution of the 4/8 September dismissal and any 
proposed Civil Restraint Order, to prevent the irreversible frustration of my right of 
individual petition under Article 34 ECHR while these international proceedings are 
live. 

●​ Impose a Total Stay on All Domestic Proceedings: To issue an immediate stay of 
all current and future domestic proceedings, freezing all deadlines, trials, and 
administrative requirements in the UK and Denmark. This stay is a vital protective 
measure to freeze the litigation timelines, prevent systemic abuse of process, prevent 
the corporate and state defendants from securing predatory dismissals while I am 
incapacitated, and preserve the integrity of the claims until an independent 
international investigation secures a safe environment and verified, 
non-compromised communication infrastructure. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

BUPPHA WITTAYA-AMPONPUNT 
 
Date:  
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In Support of the Application for Interim Measures (Rule 39) – Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt  

Annex / Page 
Range 

Document Title / 
Historical Event / State 

Actor Involved 

Date / Source Purpose / Proof 

Annex 1 
(Page 54)  

Applied for Rule 39 
against both the UK 
and Denmark  

12 September 2026 Proof of my attempt to 
seek help from the 
ECHR. 

Annex 2 
(Pages 55-60)  

A rejection letter from 
the ECHR regarding 
my Rule 39 application  

11 September 2026 Immediately after, the 
harassment and 
witness intimidation 
escalated exponentially. 

Annex 3 
(Page 61)  

The court officially 
sealed my UK high 
court injunction 
application (N244 
Form), naming the UK 
PM Keir Starmer as a 
formal defendant as 
well  

21 June 2026 Proof of ongoing court 
proceedings in the UK. 
Escalated the legal 
stakes against the UK 
primary defendants.   
 
 

Annex 4 
(Pages 62-63) 

The very next day Keir 
Starmer resigned as a 
UK PM  

22 June 2026 Establishes the 
cross-border, 
state-linked nature of 
the threat. Explains the 
geopolitical motive 
behind the physical 
surveillance, hacking, 
and retaliatory violence. 

Annex 5 
(Pages 64-65)  

My UK police 
complaint  

20 January 2023 The trigger of retaliation 
and victimisation. 

Annex 6 
(Pages 65-68) 

My daughter and her 
boyfriend of 12 years 
suddenly broke up. 

13 August 2023 Establishes the 
cross-border, 
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She almost 
immediately started 
dating a Spanish man, 
suspected to be a 
sexpionage. 

state-linked nature of 
the threat. 

Annex 7 
(Pages 69-70) 

Original UK high court 
sealed N1 Claim Form  

17 December 2025 My UK lawsuit against 
both UK State Actors 
and other high-profile 
defendants for gross 
human rights violations, 
misfeasance in public 
office, sex-trafficking 
ring via hidden 
cameras, misuse of 
private information, etc. 

Annex 8 
(Pages 71-72) 

I took some pictures of 
a man believed to be 
an agent of the 
Primary UK State-actor 
Defendants. 

4 October 2024 Later that same day, I 
ate a takeaway from a 
Thai restaurant and had 
stomach cramps and 
diarrhea for nearly 2 
weeks. 

Annex 9 
(Pages 73-74) 

I went to a medical 
practice located inside 
the Sundholm 
Homeless Shelter for 
my constant sharp 
left-sided chest pain. 

7 August 2026 Proof of clinical 
diversion (testing for 
Syphilis/HIV/drugs 
instead of cardiac 
Troponin). 

Annex 10 
(Pages 75-87) 

Actively Preparing my 
Rule 39 application 
and getting struck in 
the head right after 

12 August 2026 Direct witness 
intimidation to stop Rule 
39 application  

Annex 11 
(Pages 88-89) 

Possible early signs of 
skin infections or even 
skin cancer  

17 August 2026 Submitted in support of 
urgent Rule 39 Interim 
Measures (Article 3 
Torture) 

Annex 12  
(Pages 90-102) 

The rapid leaks of my 
intimate materials 
every time I try to 
assert my legal rights 

Various  Proof of ongoing 
blackmail and smear 
campaign by the state 
actors from both the UK 
and Denmark.  
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or expose their 
misconduct  

Annex 13 
(Pages 
103-106) 

Hidden death threats - 
mostly against my 
daughter 

Various Proof of severe witness 
intimidation and the 
dangerous situation my 
daughter and I are in.  

Annex 14 
(Pages 
106-111) 

Helicopter harassment 
and intimidation 
across borders  

The UK & Denmark The air harassment and 
intimidation follow me 
everywhere, not just in 
the UK and Denmark, 
which strongly suggests 
transnational 
repression. 

Annex 15 
(Pages 
112-113) 

Metropolitan Police 
Solicitor changes 
representation to DWF 
Law LLP via N434 
 
 

24 June 2026 Proves that the UK’s 
largest police force has 
been formally served 
with my lawsuit and has 
been forced to retain an 
elite corporate legal 
defense team to 
respond to my claim 
and injunction. 

Annex 16 
(Pages 
114-116) 

OHCHR Human Rights 
Material (Harassment 
Techniques) 

External Ref Serves as authoritative 
legal context explaining 
the mechanism of 
conditioning and color 
signifiers. 

Annex 17 
(Pages 
116-120) 

Elon Musk and his X 
platform consistently 
misuse my private 
information  

Elon Musk’s official 
social media posts  

Evidence of mass 
misuse of private 
information for 
harassment and profit. 

Annex 18 
(Pages 
121-132) 

I drafted and sent 
letters to the Danish 
police regarding the 
absence of the 
investigation into the 
attack of me on 12 
August 2026 as well as 
reporting the crimes 
that also extend to my 

7-9 September 2026 Trigger further 
retaliation: On 8 
September 2026 Master 
Dagnall from the UK 
High Court suddenly 
struck out my claim and 
injunction application for 
the second time. 
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daughter living alone 
in Germany  

Annex 19 
(Page 133) 

Notified the UK Court 
that my access to 
lawyers is blocked 
(Article 6 violation) 

29 May 2026 Silence - no response 
from the UK Court 
regarding the severe 
violation of my Article 6 
(Right to a Fair Trial). 

Annex 20 
(Page 134) 

I also notified the UK 
Court concerning the 
abuse that extended to 
my daughter as well  

29 May 2026 Silence - the UK Court 
did not even address 
this serious issue and 
even struck out my 
claim and injunction 
instead. 

Annex 21 
(Page 135) 

I sent a letter to the 
Danish police 
regarding the absence 
of my bistandsadvokat 
(Victim's Lawyer) 

28 August 2026 Evidence of passivity by 
the Danish police. 

Annex 22 
(Pages 
136-137) 

Written 
notification/letter from 
the Danish Police 
Officer David 
Purup-Nielsen  

1 September 2026 Absolute proof of state 
notification; establishes 
the legal basis for 
domestic remedy and 
bistandsadvokat 
assignment. 

Annex 23 
(Page 138) 

Public Profile & Media 
Records of Martin 
Cumberland (My 
Victim's Defense 
Lawyer) 

advokatnoeglen.dk / 
dansk-politi.dk 

Proof of 
Compromised 
Counsel: Verifies the 
appointed attorney 
specializes in defending 
police officers in DUP 
misconduct cases, 
establishing an 
irreconcilable conflict of 
interest. 

Annex 24 
(Pages 
139-146) 

I received an email 
from the UK Court 
asking for my 
availability to attend 
my injunction hearing  

15 July 2026 Proof of my injunction 
hearing was about to be 
scheduled before the 
escalation in severe 
Witness Intimidation 
and Psychological 
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Torture, forcing me to 
flee the UK to Denmark. 

Annex 25 
(Pages 
147-150) 

The very next day after 
adding evidence of the 
injunction hearing 
request from the UK 
Court last night, 2 
October 2026, I 
observed aircraft 
“drawing lines” and 
threatening symbols 
right outside my 
window once again  

3 October 2026 Proof of illegal 
surveillance via 24/7 
hacking / cyberstalking 
to gain insight into my 
legal strategy, so that 
they can prepare their 
defenses and 
immediately intimidate 
me for trying to assert 
my legal rights. 

Annex 26 
(Pages 
151-154) 

The perpetrators have 
successfully 
compromised the 
Danish Red Cross and 
instruct staff and 
tenants to convey 
surveillance / 
voyeurism and to 
harass and intimidate 
me daily  

18 August 2026 to 
present  

Proof of how 
perpetrators act with 
impunity - even 
managed to turn the 
Danish Red Cross into 
a chamber of torture 
and a panopticon. 

Annex 27 
(Page 155-165) 

Complaint to The 
Independent Police 
Complaints Authority 
(Den Uafhængige 
Politiklagemyndighed - 
DUP) 

12 September 2026 To prove that the 
complaint has been 
officially made, 
particularly concerning 
the sexual abuse & 
exploitation of my 
Danish daughter living 
alone in Germany as 
well, which the DUP 
shockingly refused to 
investigate! 

Annex 28 
(Pages 
166-181)  

My Letter Before 
Action and Cease & 
Desist Letter to the 
Red Cross  

22 & 27 September 
2026 

To put the Red Cross 
on notice of the illegal 
activities being 
committed by their staff 
and tenants inside the 
Red Cross Shelter in 
Hvidovre, Denmark. 
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ANNEX 1: MY INITIAL RULE 39 APPLICATION - 12 September 2026 
 

 
 

Caption: Due to the severity of the ongoing human rights violations, systemic state-linked 
exploitation, the matter was formally escalated to the European Court of Human Rights 
(ECHR) on 12 September 2026. This receipt documents the successful transmission of an 
application under Rule 39 of the Rules of Court (Interim Measures), a mechanism 
reserved exclusively for imminent risks of irreparable harm and torture.  
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ANNEX 2: A REJECTION LETTER FROM THE ECHR - Dated 11 September 2026 
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Caption: A rejection letter from the ECHR dated 11 September 2026, sent to me by Helle 
Pøhl (Legal Secretary). I received and opened it on 29 September 2026. 
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In the letter, it states that “in most cases where Rule 39 is applied, evidence available points 
to a clearly arguable case or a genuine threat and limb, with ensuing real risk of grave harm 
in breach of the core provisions of the Convention.” This appears odd when I have submitted 
extensive evidence. Particularly the evidence regarding the attack on 12 August 2026, with 
the police report and medical note. 
 
Oddly, only Denmark was rejected, no mention of the UK at all. But both states have been 
added in my application. 
 
I have also submitted evidence and information about the extreme psychological torture via 
24/7 non-consensual recording and live-streaming with hidden cameras & audio recording 
device, forcing me to live without being able to take a shower for about 3 months now.  

That's why they want to keep monitoring all my devices, to detect when I am going to submit 
my Rule 39 application and what will be submitted.  
CRITICAL BROADCAST UPDATE 

*** CRITICAL CAUSE-AND-EFFECT SECURITY ALERT – 29 SEPTEMBER 2026 *** 

The ECHR Registry breached explicit safety instructions by sending the Rule 39 outcome 
directly to my compromised domestic address. Critically, State actors actively escalated their 
targeted harassment and intimidation against me BEFORE the physical letter was even 
opened or read.  
 
This absolute synchronization proves that State surveillance networks have actively 
compromised the ECHR's own communication pipeline—intercepting judicial outputs in 
real-time to coordinate real-world intimidation. The domestic state apparatus knew the 
technical outcome before I did, using this advance data to execute pre-emptive retaliation. 
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Caption: Photos that show the escalation in air harassment and intimidation right after I had 
opened the rejection letter from the ECHR by drawing target-like or threatening symbols and 
lines right outside my window on 1 October 2026. 
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ANNEX 3: PROOF OF MY ONGOING UK CLAIM BEFORE THE UK COURT 
UNEXPECTEDLY STRUCK OUT MY CLAIM AND INJUNCTION APPLICATION - 
21 JUNE 2026 

 

Caption: The UK court officially sealed my injunction application on 21 June 2026. 
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ANNEX 4: KEIR STARMER ABRUPTLY RESIGNS - 22 JUNE 2026 

 

Caption: The very next day, on 22 June 2026, Keir Starmer suddenly resigned. 

  

Caption: The two screenshots above showed when Keir Starmer announced his 
resignation, and it broadcast live internationally at 9:30 am.  
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Caption: Simultaneously, as he held his resignation speech outside Number 10 Downing 
Street at 9:30 am on the morning of 22 June 2026, the aircraft also began to draw massive 
lines and X symbols right outside my window, as seen in the images above. 
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ANNEX 5: POLICE COMPLAINT - 20 JANUARY 2023 
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Caption — Extract of Correspondence​
First & last pages of my police complaint submitted online to IOPC on 20 January 2023 
regarding the conduct of PC Jonathan Miotti and PC Andrew Ngo, to demonstrate that a 
police complaint took place. The full document is available and can be provided to the Court 
upon request. 

 

ANNEX 6: THE SUDDEN BREAKUP - AUGUST 2023 

1. Concurrent Personal Developments and Observations (2023) 

Around early August 2023, I became aware that my daughter had ended a long-term 
relationship of 12 years.  
 
Almost immediately, she began a new relationship with an individual from Spain, whom she 
met online through their online friends (possibly acting as proxy agents for the UK state-actor 
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defendants to lure my daughter into a trap!). The individual is believed to be residing in 
Spain, who I reasonably believe is acting as a sexpionage for the Primary Defendants - 
probably for the UK PM Keir Starmer, the Police, or MI5 or all of them. Because they're 
acting in concert. 
 
My daughter told me that this individual has never visited her at her residence in Germany. 
Instead, she has traveled to Spain to visit him, or they have met in other locations for 
vacations. 
 
2. Exposure to Academic Material (2024) 
 

 
 

Caption: Screenshot of the teaching material from the University of West London, also a 
defendant in my UK Claim. In 2024, while engaging with academic materials, I encountered 
themes within works such as Virginia Woolf's ‘To the Lighthouse’ that pertained to 
disrupted relationships and suicide. I note this as an observation of the content I was 
exposed to during that period. 

3. Photographic Evidence of The Suspected Spanish Sexpionage  
●​ Targeted Convention Rights: Article 3 (Prohibition of Torture, Inhuman, or 

Degrading Treatment) and Article 8 (Right to Privacy and Family Life) 

Critical Context For The Court: 
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The sophisticated, transnational nature of the United Kingdom's witness intimidation is 
further demonstrated by the strategic orchestration of a 'honey trap' targeting my daughter. 
The asset deployed is a Spanish national, and the operation is deliberately structured to 
occur outside her host state of Germany—forcing her to travel to Spain or alternative holiday 
destinations to maintain the relationship. By keeping the operative’s physical footprint 
outside of Germany, the perpetrators are intentionally exploiting cross-border jurisdictional 
blind spots to prevent local law enforcement from detecting the manipulation. This calculated 
triangulation across the UK, Denmark, Germany, and Spain proves that the primary 
perpetrator—the United Kingdom—is utilizing extensive state resources to control the 
narrative and suppress the truth, reinforcing the urgent need for a Rule 39 order to halt all 
extraterritorial interference. 

The attached photograph is a picture of a transnational operative deployed by UK state 
actors to enforce human trafficking, execute non-consensual cyber-surveillance, and silence 
witnesses. This individual is a Spanish national and still resides in Spain, who is actively 
operating as a sexpionage on EU soil to suppress the truth. 

 
 
Caption: Photo of my daughter and her new Spanish boyfriend, who I reasonably believe is 
a sexpionage, whom she started dating in or around September 2023 - or maybe soon after 
her breakup with her Belgian boyfriend of 12 years. Even after complaining to the UK police 
and other oversight bodies several times to remove the honey trap and the hidden cameras 
from her place, they refuse to do so and deny everything. But evidence says otherwise.  
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He has also supposedly never been to her place in Germany. It's always her who goes to 
visit him in Spain instead. This strongly suggests that he knows there are hidden cameras 
and audio recording devices illegally installed in her accommodation as well, to sexually 
abuse and exploit her. He also works as a streamer, by the way.  
 

 
The UK police seem to use all these techniques themselves with me and my daughter. 

 
https://library.college.police.uk/docs/appref/Stalking_or_harassment_guidance_200519.pdf  
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ANNEX 7: MY ORIGINAL SEALED UK CLAIM FORM - 17 DECEMBER 2025 
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Captions: The first two pages of my original UK Claim Form sealed on 17 December 2025. 
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ANNEX 8: ALLEGED POISONING  
 

 
 
Caption: Photo of a man wearing a very bright blue jacket, one of the main color signifiers 
often used in the harassment campaign against me, who appeared to follow me onto the 
bus, so I took some photos of him as evidence of a potential surveillance-like behavior or 
stalking / harassment. Immediately after, he seemed to receive a message on his phone. 
Because after looking at his phone, he turned around slightly and gave me a sly smile.  
 
Later that evening, I ate a takeaway from a Thai restaurant called Tamnag Thai and had 
stomach cramps and diarrhea all night. The stomach cramps and diarrhea lasted for nearly 2 
weeks. 
 
Later, in or around January or February 2025, my former roommate, Ella Chantel, also 
allegedly contaminated my food or drink, causing me severe stomach cramps and diarrhea 
all night. She allegedly did it again about a few more times.  
 
1. Imminent and Irreparable Harm 
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On 9 January 2025, Ella also appeared to discreetly encourage me to commit suicide by 
moving the knife block closer to my line of sight, strongly suggesting that she had received 
my personal and sensitive information to carry out the act.  
 
Life-Threatening Actions (Article 2 ECHR): The alleged poisoning and manipulation of my 
environment to incite self-harm, specifically by repositioning the knife block after gaining 
knowledge of my suicidal thoughts, is a direct and egregious attempt to violate my right to 
life under Article 2 of the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR). This is not merely 
harassment; it is a calculated act designed to cause me to end my life, which is the ultimate 
irreparable harm. The fact that they would likely record and disseminate such an event 
further, since the hidden cameras are operating 24/7, underscores their malicious intent and 
the extreme nature of the threat. 
 
2. Malicious and Sadistic Intent 
 
Calculated Manipulation: The specific act of moving the knife block, based on illegally 
obtained knowledge of my vulnerabilities, shows a highly calculated and sadistic intent to 
exploit my past struggles for their own perverse gratification. This is not random; it is 
targeted and deeply personal. 
 
3. Underscores the Urgency for Immediate Judicial Intervention 
 
This information makes it abundantly clear that only an immediate Rule 39 Interim Measure 
can protect me from further harm: 
 
Life-Threatening Nature: The direct threat to my life, through incitement to self-harm, in 
which my former lecturers working for the University of West London have also done the 
same, demands immediate protective measures from the court. 
 
Escalation of Harm: The shift from general harassment and privacy violations to direct 
attempts to incite self-harm and implied death threats indicates a dangerous escalation in 
their behavior. This escalation necessitates urgent intervention. 
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ANNEX 9: PHOTOGRAPHIC EVIDENCE OF RETALIATORY MEDICAL 
FALSIFICATION  

 
 
Caption: Screenshot of the falsification of my medical records to avoid giving me sharp 
left-side chest pain emergency treatment and to defame me, which I had also added as my 
evidence to my draft Rule 39 application on 12 August 2026 just before the attack resulting 
in me getting struck in the head. This is just a screenshot. The full medical records can be 
provided upon request as evidence later. 

Crucially, the official medical records have been explicitly falsified: the entry states that 
both blood and urine tests were conducted, as seen in the screenshot above, whereas 
personnel only performed a blood test. This fabrication of non-existent diagnostic procedures 
constitutes a severe felony under Section 175 of the Danish Criminal Code (Falsification of 
Official Records by Medical Officials) to manufacture a fraudulent paper trail. 

From a medical and legal standpoint, they do this to mask their true intentions. A urine test is 
routinely used for rapid screening for drug and medication abuse. By recording in my official 
electronic medical record that this test was performed, they are attempting to create a false 

Page 73 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

administrative record of a comprehensive substance abuse screening that never actually 
took place. This confirms my timeline in black and white: they are carrying out an unlawful, 
coordinated effort to misrepresent my health status and undermine my credibility in legal 
proceedings, acting on instructions from the British parties involved. 
 
Medical professionals nationwide, both in the UK and Denmark, have also been instructed 
by state actors to falsify my records and withhold honest medical assessments and 
treatments. This is therefore a clear attempt to violate my human right Article 2.  
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ANNEX 10: PHOTOGRAPHIC EVIDENCE OF RETALIATORY PHYSICAL 
ASSAULT 
 

 
 

Caption: At 13:53 pm, on 12 August 2026, I also saved the front page of my amended N1 
Claim Form that showed the former UK PM Keir Starmer has been added as a formal 
Defendant as well, which was accepted by the Court on 4 July 2026, to submit alongside my 
Rule 39 application as evidence. 
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Caption: I also saved a screenshot of my CE-filing portal dashboard that showed my 
amended N1 Claim Form, which now also included the former UK PM Keir Starmer as one 
of the formal Defendants. It was accepted on 4 July 2026, which I also planned to submit 
alongside my Rule 39 application as evidence. 
 

Page 76 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

 
 

Caption: At 14:10 pm, within minutes of me saving the screenshots of the falsified medical 
records and my amended N1 Claim Form, which also included Keir Starmer, as evidence to 
submit alongside my Rule 39 application, I observed the aircraft starting to “draw lines” and 
“X” symbols overhead once again near my residence in Sundholm homeless shelter, 
mirroring the exact same witness-intimidation method previously used in the UK whenever I 
exposed Keir Starmer’s misconduct, sending Settlement Offer Letter to other defendants, 
and so on. The time also symbolically ended in the Number 10 (14:10 pm), as if to refer to 
No.10 Downing Street, where he had lived while he was a UK Prime Minister. Because 
Number 10 has also been used consistently in the harassment campaign against me, as if to 
always allude to him to provoke me (Number Harassment). 
 

Page 77 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

 
Caption: Later, I also added more information about my daughter, and that the former UK 
PM Keir Starmer may also be involved in the sexual abuse and exploitation of my daughter - 
both via hidden cameras and a sexpionage operation. 
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Caption: Immediately after adding more crucial information and evidence to send alongside 
my Rule 39 application, the aircraft continued to “draw a line” overhead until around 14:20 
pm, as seen in the images above. 
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Caption: At approximately 6 or 7 pm onward, while actively drafting my Rule 39  application 
and adding more crucial information and evidence to submit alongside it, especially 
concerning the falsification of my medical records and the alleged involvement of Keir 
Starmer in all this, I began to hear a female tenant begin to make lots of noise right in front of 
my room, shouting and throwing things around, suggesting she's drunk or high.  
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The violence intensified as I was actively editing my Rule 39 application. It got to the point 
that she started kicking at my door. After some time, she stopped and ran out of the building. 
I then ran out of my room to notify the personnel, who were in another building nearby, of the 
violence and that I didn't feel safe.  
 
At 20:29 pm, immediately after coming out of my accommodation heading to the main 
building where all the staff members were to report the incident, I then observed the aircraft 
“drawing a line” before me again, as seen in the image above.  
 
Immediately after observing the aircraft “drawing a line,” the same female tenant, who was 
kicking at my door before running out of the building, suddenly emerged and ran after me 
with what appeared to be a long stick. She grabbed me before I reached the main building, 
and hit me in the head with it knocking me to the ground. She also wore a red top, one of the 
main color signifiers often used in the harassment campaign against me. 
 

Page 82 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

 

Caption: At approximately 22:21 pm on 12 August 2026 soon after the attack, I went to A&E 
at Amager Hospital, Italiensvej 1, 2300 København, Denmark. Doctor Elo-Iben Vindbjerg 
looked at the injuries and said they’re not that serious, and that I should recover within a day. 
She also took some pictures of my injuries to give to the police. But the police never 
contacted me afterwards. No crime reference number was given to me either.  
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This doctor Elo-Iben Vindbjerg also appeared to have been contacted beforehand, as if to 
instruct her in advance what to say to me. It's like this in every hospital and medical practice, 
basically everywhere, both in the UK and Denmark, suggesting severe social ostracism as 
retaliation for exposing the UK state actors’ misconduct. Particularly concerning the 
decade-long illegal surveillance and sex-trafficking ring, including my subsequent UK court 
proceedings and injunction application against them. 

What Elo-Iben Vinbjerg doctor has written in her medical note was about the attack that 
happened around 20:29 pm earlier today, and that it caused me a swollen on the right side 
of my head where the attacker hit me with a stick, a scratch on my right knee and on the 3rd 
finger of my right hand. I was not drinking or on any drugs. All in all, I should recover max 
within a day. 

 

Caption: Photo of my right-knee injury as a result of the attack on 12 August 2026. 
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Caption: Photo of some scratches on my right foot as well, also as a result of the attack on 
12 August 2026. 

 

Caption: Photo of some scratches on my 3rd finger on my right hand as well as a result of 
the attack. This photo was also taken on 12 August 2026 shortly after the attack, while I was 
at the A&E at Amager Hospital. The doctor also took pictures of all my injuries. So, she also 
has the same photos that I took. 
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Later, while I was on bus number 31 on my way back home from the hospital, the bus driver 
appeared to intentionally turn on the music very loudly. It was the song "How Will I Know" 
by Whitney Houston (1985), especially the lyrics “How Will I Know If You Really Love Me.” 
This seems to be the Defendants' signature, particularly Keir Starmer's, after they have 
abused or attacked me through their proxy agents, such as getting them to attack me earlier 
today, they would then get someone such as a bus driver or a shop staff to turn on a “love 
song” in my presence or vicinity. Because they have done this many times before, so it's not 
an isolated incident. They typically use my own favorite music to also sexually harass me. 
Because "How Will I Know" by Whitney Houston (1985) is also one of my favorite songs. 
They know this via unlawful monitoring of my devices for years without me knowing it, to 
study my habits, behavior, preferences, lifestyle, sensitivities, and so on, to build my profile 
for malicious purposes. I began to find out in late 2024 that I was under 24/7 illegal 
surveillance - both online via constant cyberstalking and offline via hidden cameras and 
audio recording devices unlawfully installed in every place I live since approximately 2013 
and continue to this day, non-consensually filming me around the clock.  
 
On 13 August 2026, immediately after I finished adding the information about the “love song” 
in the previous paragraph, I observed a white-winged aircraft with a red belly flying low past 
my residence. It has become a usual occurrence whenever I expose a sensitive truth, a 
white-winged aircraft with a red stomach would suddenly emerge and fly low past my 
residence or within my line of sight.  
 
I was later told that the leader of this Sundholm homeless shelter, Pernille, had already 
reported the attack to the police on the morning of 13 August 2026. But I haven't seen any 
police report yet and no crime reference number either.  
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Police Letter Concerning the Attack on 12 August 2026 
 

 
 

Caption: Later, on 19 August 2026, I received a letter from the Danish police sent to me via 
my e-Boks.dk app, telling me to go to the police station within 48 hours to report the crime 
myself regarding the physical assault on 12 August 2026.  
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ANNEX 11: PHOTOGRAPHIC OF POSSIBLY IRREVERSIBLE  
DERMATOLOGICAL TRAUMA RESULTING FROM PROLONGED HYGIENE 
DEPRIVATION 

●​ Duration of Hygiene Deprivation: Nearly 3 months (from 21 July 2026 to present) 
●​ Date Photos Were Taken: 17 August 2026 
●​ Targeted Convention Rights: Article 3 (Prohibition of Inhuman and Degrading 

Treatment) 

CRITICAL CONTEXT FOR THE COURT: 

The attached photograph documents the active deterioration of my skin integrity, specifically 
displaying severe flaking and early-stage dermatological complications across both arms. 

EVIDENCE OF SYSTEMATIC HUMILIATION AND TORTURE: 

1.​ This physical deterioration is the direct consequence of a state-sponsored 
surveillance operation. Hostile state actors have unlawfully installed hidden video 
cameras and audio recording devices inside the shared public bathrooms and 
shower facilities of this residence. 

2.​ Because these devices film and record me around the clock and the recordings are 
non-consensually distributed, I have been completely unable to use the shower or 
bathing facilities for approximately two months or more now out of a legitimate, 
profound fear of public exploitation. 

3.​ Despite awareness, because I reasonably believe the Danish police and/or 
authorities are behind this themselves, the Danish authorities explicitly refuse to 
perform a technological sweep or remove these hidden devices. The forced 
deprivation of basic hygiene, resulting in active physical skin degradation and 
extreme mental trauma, deliberately crosses the threshold into inhuman and 
degrading treatment under Article 3.  

4.​ Not only that, they even keep letting me know that I am being constantly watched, 
filmed and live-streamed 24/7 to make me feel humiliated and uncomfortable around 
the clock. It's an extreme form of psychological torture, inhuman or degrading 
treatment (Article 3 violation). Particularly, when it has been going on since 
approximately 2013, first starting in the UK and now expanding into Denmark as well, 
which makes it one of the longest psychological torture, sexual abuse and 
exploitation in the world. Especially when they refused to stop despite pending 
injunction and court proceedings in the UK, and soon in Denmark, and now also Rule 
39 application.  
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Caption: Photo of one of my arms that begins to show signs of possible skin infections or 
even skin cancer due to unhygienic conditions. I also begin to smell very bad now since I 
have not taken a shower for about 2 months or more now. 
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ANNEX 12: REPRESENTATIVE EXAMPLES OF RAPID DISSEMINATION OF MY 
INTIMATE MATERIALS AS RETALIATION FOR EXERCISING MY RIGHTS 

5 FEBRUARY 2025 

 

Caption: On 5 February 2025, I submitted a complaint to the Cabinet Office regarding 
illegal surveillance, secret filming and dissemination (cybersex trade, human trafficking), and 
the blocking of my access to legal representation, for instance, which I believed some public 
officials might be behind this, including the police, but never received a response. 

Instead, the very next day, on 6 February 2025, while I was on my way to the University of 
West London, also a defendant in my Claim, I was followed and intimated by an individual, 
as seen in the images below:  
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As soon as I got on the bus, he also got on 
the bus and just kept his eyes on me at all 
times. 

 
 

A closeup of him, wearing a jacket in army 
green color; one of the main color signifiers 
being used in the harassment campaign 
against me throughout. 

 
 

He got off the bus at the same bus stop 
where I got off, as if he knew beforehand 
where I would normally get off the bus. 

 
 

He then appeared to be walking back and 
forth as if waiting for further instructions, while 
still keeping his eyes on me at all times! 
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The main entrance to the University of West 
London was closed for renovation. Everybody 
had to use the back entrance instead. But 
somehow, he could get through the main 
entrance with a badge around his neck, as if 
to make it look like he's also a lecturer or a 
student here. Anyway, if he's a student or a 
lecturer here as well, why was he allowed to 
use the main entrance when everyone else 
wasn't? 

 
 

At approximately 15:51 pm, I was using a 
computer at the university. Shortly after, this 
same individual also arrived and sat right 
opposite where I sat and just kept watching 
me at all times, again. 
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Caption: At approximately 16:30 pm on the same day, 6 February 2025, while at a bus stop 
opposite Da Shack, 156 S Ealing Rd, London W5 4QL, to catch a bus home, I observed a 
group of pupils, as seen in the image above, one of them carried an Adidas backpack. I 
then took some photos of them as proof of harassment. Because this Adidas brand, along 
with Nike and Puma, has been consistently used in the harassment campaign against me. A 
bit after, the one with the Adidas backpack confronted me, telling me he knew I took photos 
of him. But how did he know when all of them stood with their backs to me? This is how the 
Defendants appear to constantly monitor my devices and then whenever I try to gather 
evidence, they then immediately notify their harassers, possibly via text messages, to incite 
intimidation for trying to gather evidence. 
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Caption: Immediately after the confrontation, I observed individuals in a helicopter 
communicating with the same group of pupils on the ground who referenced intimate details 
of incidents involving me, indicating dissemination of my private materials non-consensually 
filmed with the hidden cameras for years - probably since 2013. One of them, the one with a 
red circle in the photo above, even began to take pictures of me or film me with his mobile 
phone while shouting at me and giving me a thumbs up: “You're very good at it!”  
 
This is how they appear to immediately disseminate my intimate materials as retaliation. 
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Caption: Following my attempts to gather photographic evidence, shortly after, at 
approximately 16:37 pm, I was subjected to intimidation, humiliation and prolonged aerial 
surveillance / harassment by the same helicopter all the way home. 

This specific helicopter incident indicates the Respondents' extensive resources and intent to 
injure, intimidate, humiliate, harass, and obstruct justice. 

There are lots more helicopter / aircraft harassment and intimidation incidents over the 
years, which escalate day by day the more I work on this case.  

Page 95 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

SUBSEQUENT RELEASE 

Wednesday, 26 February 2025 - Denmark 
 

 
 
Caption: On 26 February 2025, while I was in Copenhagen, Denmark, at approximately 
11:32 am, I went to Nørrebro train station to catch a train to the main train station, 
Hovedbanegården. I then observed a man on the right in the picture above, wearing a grey 
jacket, coming out of the train station and walking past me. He glanced at me a bit. I then 
remembered that I also saw him yesterday getting off the train when I went together with an 
elderly Thai woman, to see a room in her flat that I wanted to rent. This couldn't possibly be 
a coincidence seeing him 2 days in a row at different train stations. He also seemed to stand 
and give me a hard stare at all times, as seen in the image above. This picture was taken 
after I left the train station to catch a bus instead. 
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Caption: A close-up of him, wearing what looked like a pair of wireless earbuds, which most 
security personnel use.  
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Caption: At approximately 11:48 am, shortly after taking pictures of the suspicious man and 
getting on bus number 105 heading towards Hovedbanegård, I observed a group of young 
men also getting on the bus. They suspiciously chose to sit right opposite me, as if they're 
instructed beforehand where to sit, suggesting that all my movements were being monitored 
at all times - possibly via phone tracking, transport CCTV, facial recognition and physical 
observation by their proxy agents. It's like this everywhere I go, indicating excessive 
monitoring as part of their retaliation programme. 

Then, as soon as they had sat down, one of them, the one on the far right wearing The 
North Face jacket in black, began to show something on his mobile phone to his friends. All 
of them then blurted out laughing and behaved in a way that implied they had been shown 
private content related to me. They then directed their attention toward me and reacted in a 
way that made me believe they had been exposed to unauthorised images or recordings. 
After they had humiliated me, they immediately got off the bus. So, they appeared to just get 
on the bus for this specific task. 

These incidents occurred both in the UK and overseas and suggest cross-border distribution 
of such materials. The psychological effect of this repeated pattern has been severe and 
ongoing, justifying the granting of Rule 39 Interim Measure. 
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These two incidents alone involving minors—especially the gestures and timing—are strong 
circumstantial evidence that: 
 

●​ My private materials are being shared without consent. 
 

●​ Even children are being exposed to them. 
 

●​ The events appear staged, suggesting malicious coordination 
 

●​ The cross-border nature of the events (UK and Denmark) further support my claim of 
an international smear campaign, likely initiated by UK authorities or certain public 
officials. 

I believe this forms part of a wider campaign of targeted harassment, including potential 
involvement by public authorities. The cumulative effect of these experiences has caused 
profound emotional harm and a loss of trust in both public and private institutions. I 
respectfully ask the Court to treat these incidents as further evidence of the coordinated 
abuse I have suffered and to take them into account when considering the need for 
protective orders. 

 

Caption: The boy in the far right in the previous image also wore The North Face black 
jacket. Keir Starmer also often wore The North Face black jacket. This brand has also been 
used consistently in the harassment campaign against me. The more I talk about it, the more 
they use it to provoke me. This also further suggests that they are still illegally monitoring all 
my devices for malicious purposes and to gain insight into my legal strategy. 
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19 April 2026 

 
 
Caption: Screenshots of some of the X posts regarding calls on Keir Starmer to resign, 
which I had liked on the morning of 19 April 2026. 
 

Page 100 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

 
 

Caption: Later, on the same day, 19 April 2026, at approximately 15:42 pm, immediately 
upon logging in to my X account, I observed a post near the top of my feed posted by a user 
called HJB News, as seen in the screenshot above, which appeared to contain material 
derived from or reflecting my Private Materials once again. The post featured a naked man 
lying in bed with a picture of Keir Starmer's face on it looking like he's been masturbating 
and falling asleep afterwards, seemingly alluding to my own masturbation non-consensually 
filmed with the hidden cameras while I was living at my Putney flat (40 Selhurst Close, 
Putney, London, SW19 6AZ, UK). This particular image is too precise, reflecting everything 
to perfection, which they could only have known by observing and recording everything I do 
24/7 via hidden cameras and audio recording devices, unlawfully installed in EVERY place I 
live from approximately 2013 to present. 
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As if to add a finishing touch, the number “18” that conceals his private parts also appears to 
symbolically refer to the violations of my Human Rights Article 8 (right to privacy) and 
Article 18 (prohibition of misuse of power) of the European Convention on Human 
Rights (ECHR). Because the numbers “8” and “18” have been used consistently in the 
harassment campaign against me whenever they want to allude to these exact violations. 
 
Here's the link to the post: https://x.com/i/status/2045814590466896025  
 
Here's the link to his X account https://x.com/HJB_News__  
 
When I click on his linktree on his X profile, it leads to or redirects to several pornographic 
websites. One of them is this link https://qp-dt-lwx.com/j/a68c96a0?tds_ac_id=  
 
But after I have written about it, they seem to immediately change the link redirection. So, 
when I click on the same link again, it redirects to a normal site. This is how they also use 
constant hacking to gain insight into my legal strategy, so that they can quickly adapt their 
tactics, conceal their illegal acts, delete / hide evidence, prepare their defense, etc.  
 
Ongoing Dissemination of Private Materials: 
 
I therefore reasonably believe that the Defendants may have uploaded/sold my images and 
videos unlawfully filmed with the hidden cameras for years to those pornographic websites 
as well, including redtube.com, as I said earlier, and this is their another hint. Additionally, by 
relentlessly using these non-consensually recordings to persistently harass me, suggesting 
that their aim is also to cause me shock, distress and humiliation. 
 
This further suggests that the Defendants are illegally monitoring all my online activities and 
retaliating immediately by disseminating my Private Materials each time I talk about Keir 
Starmer and his alleged involvement in the abuse and exploitation of me and my daughter, 
like some social media posts about him, especially the calls on his resignation, add more 
defendants to my claim, or on the verge of filing my injunction application / initiating court 
proceedings. 
 
The knowledge that my private materials have been illegally disseminated "all over the 
place" and the uncertainty of where else they might appear causes extreme mental anguish. 
This is an ongoing harm that continues to affect my daily life and sense of security. 
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ANNEX 13: HIDDEN DEATH THREATS 

FROM INSTAGRAM AGAINST MY DAUGHTER  

10 January 2025 

 
 
On 10 January 2025, immediately after 
adding evidence about PC Jonathan 
Miotti, I received a disturbing push 
notification from Instagram. 

 
 
The timing was significant, as it occurred 
directly after I updated my evidence. The 
notification contained content relating to 
the film Mystic River (2003), specifically 
a scene in which Sean Penn’s character 
shouts: “Is that my daughter in there? Is 
she in there?” I perceived this as a 
targeted and threatening reference, 
amounting to an implied death threat 
directed towards my daughter.  
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FURTHER HIDDEN DEATH THREATS FROM ELON MUSK 

1 September 2025 

 
 
Caption: Screenshot of a repost by Elon Musk on 1 September 2025 about the murder of a 
German girl, which I perceive as an implied death threat against my daughter, who also lives 
in Germany. The girl in the photo even looks a bit like my daughter. 
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Caption: Screenshot of a trailer from the film Se7en (1995) observed on X again near the 
top of my feed. I interpret the strategic placement and content of these juxtaposed posts as a 
hidden death threat, indicating knowledge of my daughter's private information such as 
hobbies, habits and even where she lives. This incident further suggests a potential data 
breach, breach of confidence, and misuse of private information by the state actors.  

The method of juxtaposition of posts to convey secret communications has been used 
persistently in the harassment campaign against me. For example, the word “diving” and the 
entire post refer to water and swimming. My daughter also loves swimming. So, by 
juxtaposing these two posts, they convey a hidden death threat against my daughter. This 
also further suggests that they know all about my daughter through their Spanish 
sexpionage (see Annex 6, page 67, a picture of the Spanish sexpionage). Hence, he 
has been planted into her life to gather information for malicious purposes as well as 
controlling her and suppressing the truth. 
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These observed incidents by Elon Musk and X platform alone are not isolated but rather 
represent a continuation and escalation of the intimidation and harassment across all 
platforms, occurring mostly directly after the filing of legal documents, adding more crucial 
evidence and information, for instance, and on  platforms controlled by named Defendants, 
such as on X controlled by Elon Musk and on Instagram controlled by Mark Zuckerberg, 
because these two are also defendants in my claim (see Annex 10, page 76), thereby 
constituting further acts of retaliation, witness intimidation and interference with the 
administration of justice. 

Reasons for Urgency 

Implied Death Threats: Daily implied death threats against both me and my daughter 
create a constant state of fear and mental anguish. This directly impacts my safety and 
well-being and that of my child. The court needs to understand the pervasive and terrifying 
nature of this threat. Because I have constant nightmares, thinking that one day they may 
actually carry out their threats.  

They have, as part of their sustained campaign of harassment and abuse against me, 
deliberately involved and targeted my daughter repeatedly. This action is clearly designed to 
cause me extreme emotional distress and psychological harm, leveraging my parental 
concern as a weapon against me. 

This tactic is consistent with their established pattern of using third parties and exploiting 
vulnerabilities to maximize their harassment and terror, as evidenced by their other actions 
detailed herein. 

These are just representative examples only since it's a lot. Hidden Death threats and 
kidnapping plots just keep coming, particularly against my daughter. 

Protection of My Daughter: The inclusion of my daughter in the implied death threats adds 
another layer of urgency and concern for the court, as it involves the safety of another 
potential victim. 

 

ANNEX 14: HELICOPTER HARASSMENT AND INTIMIDATION ACROSS BORDERS 

Saturday, 17 May 2025 

At the time, I was staying in room 14 at Clink261 Hostel, 261-265 Grays Inn Rd, 
London WC1X 8QT, UK. 

On 17 May 2025, between approximately 12:38 PM and 3:00 PM, I observed persistent 
aerial surveillance by a helicopter that followed me across multiple locations in London, 
including outside Theatre Royal Haymarket and later the area around Radisson Blu Hotel, 
the Odeon Cinema and The Westminster Reference Library at 35 St Martin's Street, in the 
City of Westminster, WC2H 7DE near Leicester Square, London. I captured lots of 
photographs showing the same helicopter circling above these areas  
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Immediately after getting off the bus and standing in a shaded area to continue writing, a 
helicopter flew overhead. It circled above me three separate times, as captured in the 
photographs attached below, followed by the sound of sirens. The aircraft's flight path and 
timing — appearing each time I attempted to stop and write in private — is consistent with 
prior patterns of retaliatory surveillance and symbolic intimidation, especially when I prepare 
or submit legal materials. These events provide further proof of real-time monitoring, and 
that changes in my physical location and writing behavior are immediately detected and 
responded to. The combined use of helicopters, colour-coded agents, and symbolic 
conversation confirms a coordinated operation involving persistent psychological 
harassment, likely directed by the Defendants or their affiliates to obstruct my legal action 
and degrade my sense of privacy, safety, and autonomy. 

 
 

Caption: The timestamp showed that on 17 May 2025 at precisely 12:38 pm, as soon as I 
got off the bus near St. James’s Park in London, a helicopter suddenly appeared and flew 
overhead. Number 8 again as if to consistently refer to the violation of my human rights 
Article 8 (Right to Privacy) of the ECHR. 
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ca  
 
Caption: It’s hovering in the sky above me for a very long time from around 12:38 pm to 
12:43 pm, making references to the abuses of my human rights Article 3 (Torture), Article 4 
(Enslavement / Human Trafficking) and Article 8 (Privacy) of the ECHR once again. I then 
started walking toward the Westminster Reference Library in St Martin's Street, London, to 
print out my documents and Calderbank Settlement Offer Letters to the Police’s legal team 
and other defendants. 
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Caption: Shortly after drafting and reviewing my settlement offer letters through ChatGPT, I 
travelled to a different location near the Radisson Blu Hotel and the Odeon Cinema. Despite 
the change in setting, the same helicopter that had circled above me earlier reappeared and 
flew overhead multiple times, changing direction to maintain visibility above my location. This 
further confirms that my movements are being tracked in real time, even across distinct 
public locations. The surveillance intensified soon after I began formalising legal claims and 
appears calculated to cause fear and demonstrate that I am being watched constantly, 
regardless of where I go. I captured this on camera, as shown in the attached images. These 
actions appear deliberately timed to coincide with the legal work I undertook, including the 
drafting of settlement offers addressed to powerful Defendants. They are intended to 
suppress my legal rights through intimidation, humiliation, and symbolic dominance using 
law enforcement resources. 
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After being harassed and intimidated so much by the helicopter, I then went into The 
Westminster Reference Library to print out my documents and the Calderbank Settlement 
Letters to the Police’s legal representatives and other defendants. The helicopter was still 
circling around the library. I could hear its loud engine very clearly. It went away around 3 
pm.  

 

Caption: On 28 August 2026 at precisely 11:36 am, immediately upon adding information 
about the possible involvement of Keir Starmer in all this in my drafted Rule 39 application, I 
observed a helicopter suddenly emerging and flying low past my window. I took this photo 
after a minute had passed. At 11:36 am is because so the time will end precisely in the 
number “36,” to symbolically refer to the violations of my human rights Article 3 (Torture) and 
Article 6 (Right to a Fair Trial) of the ECHR.  
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Caption: At 12:34 pm on 22 September 2026, immediately when I was just about to finish 
my meal, I observed a helicopter suddenly emerging and flying past my window to convey 
illegal surveillance via hidden cameras as usual. Because this is not an isolated incident. 
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ANNEX 15: PROOF OF UK HIGH COURT CLAIM 

 

Caption: On 24 June 2026 DWF Law LLP sent me an N434 Form to notify me that they’re 
now representing the Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis Mark Rowley in these 
proceedings. 
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Caption: Form N434 - Proves that the UK’s largest police force has been formally served 
with my lawsuit and has been forced to retain an elite corporate legal defense team to 
respond to my claim and injunction. 
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ANNEX 16: COLOR HARASSMENT TECHNIQUE 
 
The perpetrators also instruct the staff and tenants here at the Danish Red Cross Shelter for 
Women in Hvidovre to wear certain colors of clothes - mostly navy blue, army green, 
burgundy, red and pale pink - which acts as their color signifiers. They then use these main 
color signifiers repeatedly, to let me know this is color harassment. It's not just at the Red 
Cross Shelter. Civilians everywhere I go are also instructed to wear these color signifiers as 
part of their color harassment campaign against me. Color harassment is also one of the 
harassment techniques recognised by the UN used by abusive regimes to punish 
whistleblowers, human rights activists, dissidents, journalists and the like.  
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Caption: Color harassment is one of the harassment techniques often used in the torture 
and harassment campaign against dissidents, whistleblowers, human rights defenders, and 
the like, as recognised by the ohchr - https://www.ohchr.org.  
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The perpetrators therefore have subjected me to a coordinated course of conduct consisting 
of color harassment, 24/7 intrusive surveillance, mass misuse of private information, 
commercial exploitation on an industrial scale, relentless harassment, cyberstalking, social 
media threats, and the weaponisation of doxxing materials. These exact methods are 
formally recognised by the United Nations Office of the High Commissioner for Human 
Rights (OHCHR) as core tactics of physical and digital harassment designed to inflict severe 
psychological distress and compromise personal safety. 

See United Nations Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR), 
Harassment Techniques Framework, available at: 
https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/Documents/Issues/Torture/Call/Individuals/Harrassm
enttechniques.pdf.  

This official submission repository outlines the systemic deployment of color harassment, 
24/7 illegal surveillance, both with video and audio surveillance devices, hacking, continuous 
digital monitoring, phone tracking, information gathering designed to build psychological 
profiles and exploit target vulnerabilities, and many more harassment techniques, aimed at 
violating as many human rights articles as possible and to completely destroy the victims the 
will to live! 

 
 
ANNEX 17: AI-GENERATED CONTENT FROM ELON MUSK AND FROM HIS X 
PLATFORM INCORPORATING MY PRIVATE INFORMATION & MATERIALS 

28 November 2025 

I have observed specific instances where AI-generated content, particularly on the Grok 
platform associated with Elon Musk, bears striking resemblances to my highly intimate 
images and personal information that were believed to have been illegally filmed and 
disseminated by the UK State-actor Defendants. Some of the private images and information 
used in Ai-generated content also appear to be coming from my ex-husband, Jørgen 
Mortensen, who is also the father of my 35-year-old daughter living alone in Germany. 

These observations began around 28 November 2025, and have continued intermittently 
since then. 

The AI-generated content often exhibits unique characteristics that are specific to my private 
life and circumstances, which would not be publicly available. These include, for example, 
the consistent depiction of specific outfits or body features that are unique to me, the 
recreation of my past lifestyle that were subject to illegal information gathering, the use of 
specific mannerisms that are distinctive to my habits or behavior captured on camera 
illegally installed in every place I live. The level of detail and accuracy in these AI-generated 
outputs strongly suggests access to my illegally obtained private materials rather than 
general public data. 

Furthermore, the content frequently appears in contexts or alongside other information that 
aligns with the timeline and nature of the abuse I have experienced from the UK State-actor 
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Defendants, suggesting a direct link between the dissemination of my materials and their 
subsequent use in AI generation. 

While I do not have direct evidence of a transaction, my belief that the UK State-actor 
Defendants disseminated or sold my information to Elon Musk or his entities is based on 
several factors. Firstly, the timing of the appearance of AI-generated content resembling my 
private materials on platforms associated with Mr. Musk coincides with the period during 
which the UK State-actor Defendants were actively engaged in illegal surveillance and 
dissemination of my data. Secondly, the sophisticated nature of the AI-generated content 
suggests access to a substantial and detailed dataset of my private life, which the UK 
State-actor Defendants possessed through their extensive and long-term illegal filming and 
information gathering. Given the UK State-actor Defendants’ involvement with both law 
enforcement agencies and tech companies, they would have the means and connections to 
facilitate such a transfer of data, whether through direct sale, sharing, or other illicit means. 
The motivation for such dissemination could be financial gain, further exploitation, or 
harassment or a combination thereof, consistent with the pattern of abuse I have endured. 

I also note the State-actor Defendants' history of sharing my intimate images and videos with 
various parties and distributing them to porn sites, demonstrating a clear willingness to 
disseminate my private materials widely. It is a logical inference that such a comprehensive 
and valuable dataset, particularly given its intimate nature, would be of interest for advanced 
AI development, especially for models designed to generate realistic or personalised 
content. 

Below are some screenshots of Ai-generated content created by Grok xAi (owned by Elon 
Musk) that appear to incorporate my Private Information and Materials unlawfully 
obtained via various means, including via secret filming using hidden cameras illegally 
installed in every place I live or stay at from approximately 2013 to present.  
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Caption: Screenshot of AI-generated output referring to me 

Elon Musk may have created this AI-generated content himself. This AI-generated image 
depicts a scene identical to a distressing moment captured in my former residence at 51-52 
Westow Hill, Crystal Palace, London, SE19 1RX, UK, which was also subject to illegal 
surveillance, seemingly alluding to me crying when I lived at this address after realising 
hidden cameras have also been illegally installed at this address due to the constant hints I 
received from almost all platforms - particularly from Instagram - as if intentional to cause me 
severe emotional distress as a form of psychological torture. This strongly suggests a 
conspiracy to injure by unlawful means. 

It could also be from another distressing moment, or from both. Because when I stayed for a 
short period in Denmark from February to March 2025, I also broke down and cried after 
finding out hidden cameras have also been illegally installed in that place in Denmark - 
again, due to consistent and intentional hints to cause me severe emotional distress knowing 
I am being non-consensually watched and recorded around the clock, as if I am not a human 
being (Severe Article 3 Violation concerning Torture, Inhuman and Degrading Treatment). I 
just basically realised there's “no safe haven” for me anywhere in Europe or maybe in the 
rest of the world as well. Hence, I finally broke down. Furthermore, every solicitor and human 
rights group also refused to help me. I therefore felt trapped in their abuse, unable to stop it 
and move on. So, this image above may have used a combination of both distressing 
moments that occurred both in the UK and Denmark. 
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This therefore strongly suggests that everything has been non-consensually recorded, with 
audio as well as usual, and then disseminated to third parties - both for commercial 
exploitation, malicious harassment and psychological torture.  

Psychological Torture: Covertly recording my breakdowns, mocking them via social media, 
even via Ai-generated content, and treating my distress as "entertainment" constitutes a 
campaign of psychological torture. This goes far beyond simple harassment and 
demonstrates a deliberate intent to inflict severe mental suffering. This ongoing 
psychological torment is causing profound and lasting damage to my mental health, which is 
a form of irreparable harm. 
 
Enjoyment of Distress: Treating my breakdowns as "entertainment" and mocking them via 
social media and Ai-generated content demonstrates a complete lack of empathy and a 
sadistic enjoyment of my suffering. This goes beyond mere harassment and into the realm of 
psychological abuse. 
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Caption: Screenshot of AI-generated content created by Grok xAI from Elon Musk’s post 
that seems to mimic my black faux leather jacket, my black hair, my previous hairstyle and 
my past smoking habit. The Asian setting seems to subtly confirm the uncanny replication of 
me. Because I am a South East Asian woman myself. A mixture of information in this 
specific imagery is believed to be a result of unlawful information gathering, in which part of it 
is from the secret filming and the rest of it from my ex-husband, Jørgensen Mortensen, the 
father of my daughter. 

These are just some representative examples only since there's a lot.  
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ANNEX 18: MY SAVED INFO ON HOW TO REPORT HUMAN TRAFFICKING & 
CYBER CRIME TO THE FBI, MY LETTER TO THE DANISH POLICE REGARDING 
THE ABUSE THAT EXTENDS TO MY DAUGHTER AS WELL AND THE 
SUBSEQUENT STRIKE-OUT ORDER OF MASTER DAGNALL  
 

 
 

Caption: My letter to the Danish Police via my e-Boks regarding my daughter, sexpionage 
and cross-border witness intimidation. This is the first page of my letter to the Danish police 
on 9 September 2026, to demand an effective investigation into the physical assault of me 
on 12 August 2026 and to notify them that the UK state actors are also targeting my 
daughter. 
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Caption: The second page. 
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Caption: The rest of the second page. 
 

Page 123 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

 
 
Caption: I drafted my message to the Danish police, officer David Purup-Nielsen, on 7 
September 2026 but didn't send it until 9 September 2026, as seen in the screenshots 
above. 
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On 7 September 2026, I also saved some information about how to report the cyber crime, 
money laundering and human trafficking / sex-trafficking ring to the FBI as well. 
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Caption: On 7 September 2026, I saved information on how to contact the FBI to report 
large-scale corruption, money laundering, human trafficking, sex trafficking and cyber crime, 
for instance, particularly concerning the UK state-actor defendants. 
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MY DRAFT PARAGRAPH TO INCLUDE IN MY RULE 39 APPLICATION 
REGARDING ONLY ON PAPER BISTANDADVOKAT 
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Caption: On 8 September 2026, I also drafted this “only-on-paper bistandadvokat” to include 
in my Rule 39 application. 
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A SUDDEN STRIKE-OUT ORDER FROM THE UK COURT 
 

 
 

Caption: An email from the UK court sent to me on 8 September 2026 containing the 
Strike-out Order of Master Dagnall. 
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Caption: The first two pages show the Strike-out Order of Master Dagnall sent to me on 8 
September 2026. 
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ANNEX 19: NOTIFYING THE UK COURT OF THE BLOCKING OF MY ACCESS 
TO LAWYERS  
 

 
 
Caption: On 29 May 2026, I notified the UK Court via my Witness Statement of the blocking 
of my access to lawyers. 
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ANNEX 20: NOTIFYING THE UK COURT OF THE SEXUAL ABUSE & 
EXPLOITATION OF MY DAUGHTER VIA HIDDEN CAMERAS AS WELL  
 

 
 
Caption: On 29 May 2026, I also notified the UK Court via my Witness Statement of the 
sexual abuse & exploitation of my daughter via hidden cameras and a honey trap as well. 
The UK Court did not even address this issue and proceeded to strike out my claims and 
injunction application twice. 
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ANNEX 21: MY LETTER TO THE DANISH POLICE REGARDING THE ABSENCE OF MY 
VICTIM’S LAWYER 
 

 
 
Caption: Screenshot of my letter sent to the police on 28 August 2026 via my e-Boks.dk, 
after having heard nothing from the police regarding my assigned victim’s defense lawyer 
(bistandsadvokat), which Officer Magnus promised me on 20 August 2026. I also explicitly 
stated that I was simultaneously escalating my case to the ECHR as highlighted in a red 
marker in the screenshot above. 
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ANNEX 22: POLICE REPORT AND THE OFFICIAL ASSIGNMENT OF VICTIM'S 
DEFENSE LAWYER 
 

 
 
Caption: On 1 September 2026, the Copenhagen Police broke weeks of complete 
institutional negligence to issue an official letter confirming the retroactive paper appointment 
of a compromised career police-defense lawyer (Martin Cumberland) to my case file 
(Journalnr: 0100-73251-00338-26). It was only after I sent an urgent message to the 
Copenhagen Police on 28 August 2026—explicitly stating that I was escalating my case to 
the ECHR—that authorities finally issued a written confirmation on 1 September 2026. 
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Caption: On the exact same day (1 September 2026), Keir Starmer also announced he's 
standing down as an MP. 
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ANNEX 23: A WEBPAGE SHOWING MY NEWLY ASSIGNED VICTIM'S DEFENSE 
LAWYER (MARTIN CUMBERLAND) HAS 12 YEARS OF EXPERIENCE DEFENDING THE 
POLICE  
 

 
 

Caption: The screenshot confirms that Martin Cumberland has extensive professional 
experience defending police officers in DUP (Den Uafhængige Politiklagemyndighed) 
cases. 

Specifically, the article text underlines that he has “over 12 års erfaring som forsvarsadvokat 
i DUP-sager” (over 12 years of experience as a defense attorney in DUP cases), including 
representing a police officer named Martin Sørensen. 

This means: His career is heavily focused on protecting police officers from 
institutional investigations. 

Because my case directly accuses a high-ranking police commissioner and alleges local 
police collusion, assigning a lawyer whose primary practice is defending police officers to 
represent me (the victim) creates an immediate, severe conflict of interest. 
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ANNEX 24: THE COURT ATTEMPTED TO SCHEDULE AN INJUNCTION 
HEARING  
 

 
 
Caption: On 15 July 2026, I received an email from the Judges Listing Office Team Leader, 
Subash Vasudevan, asking for my availability to attend the injunction hearing. I added this 
evidence on the night of 2 October 2026. 
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Caption: On the same night of 2 October 2026, I also drafted various documents ready for 
my application for an urgent injunction and for filing my lawsuit in Denmark as well, as seen 
in the screenshot above the various documents I had prepared last night and the date I had 
created them. Below are screenshots of the documents I created on the night of 2 October 
2026: 
 

Page 140 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

 

Page 141 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 

 
 
Caption: Last night, 2 October 2026, I also prepared to apply for an urgent injunction and 
initiate court proceedings in Denmark as well when the abuse, illegal surveillance and 
exploitation won't stop and extend into Denmark. Particularly after the ECHR has rejected 
my Rule 39 application. They see it as a green light to continue and even escalate the 
abuse. 
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Caption: The draft injunction application created on the night of 2 October 2026. 
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ANNEX 25: THE AIRCRAFT “DREW LINES” AND THREATENING SYMBOLS 
RIGHT OUTSIDE MY WINDOW - 3 OCTOBER 2026 
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Caption: On the morning of 3 October 2026 at approximately 8 am, immediately upon 
getting up I observed the aircraft starting drawing lines, a large X or two or target-like 
symbols or even the No.10 in Roman number. This occurred the morning after I added 
evidence of the court clerk (Subash Vasudevan) sending me an email on 15 July 2026, 
asking for my availability to attend my injunction hearing, as seen in the previous image.  
 

Page 148 of 181 



Urgent Request For Rule 39 Interim Measures by Buppha Wittaya-Amponpunt 
Case KB-2025-004650 / DOB or CPR-nr: 270171-2946 
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Caption: As I continued to add evidence regarding the aircraft drawing threatening symbols 
right outside my window earlier this morning, 3 October 2026, the aircraft immediately 
resumed the drawing of threatening symbols (mostly the Roman No.10) at approximately 
11:33 am onward. 
 
The aircraft continued to draw lines and threatening symbols all day today, as I work on this 
new Rule 39 bundle to pass on to investigative journalists and NGOs around the world.  
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ANNEX 26: HOW THE PERPETRATORS TURN STAFF AND TENANTS AT THE 
DANISH RED CROSS IN HVIDOVRE INTO TOOLS FOR PSYCHOLOGICAL 
TORTURE, HARASSMENT AND IMMEDIATION (“PROXY ABUSE" OR "FLYING 
MONKEYS”) 

Some representative examples of How They Keep Giving Me Hints That I Am Under 
24/7 Illegal Intrusive Surveillance / Voyeurism  
 
Tuesday, 2 September 2026 
 

●​ At approximately 3:17 am, immediately upon turning around in bed from left to right, I 
heard someone open the door next to my room, the one that leads to the adjacent 
building, in sync with my movement and enter the hallway. 
 

●​ At approximately 5:23 am, immediately upon turning around in bed from left to right, I 
heard someone open the door in sync with my movement again. This individual 
appeared to go to the bathroom. I then went to the bathroom and it turned out it's her 
from room København, again. Because she has done this a lot - even in the middle 
of the night and even at 3 or 5 am in the morning. She also often wears an army 
green or navy blue top. These two colors are some of the key color signifiers often 
used in the harassment campaign against me.  

 
●​ She also suspiciously moved here the day after I moved here or maybe on the same 

day. Because when I moved here on 18 August 2026, the elderly lady who used to 
reside in room København next to me suddenly moved out. Probably, so that this 
woman could move in instead. Therefore, it looks like she was specifically sent to live 
next to me to always convey surveillance and to spy on me - to let me know that no 
matter where I go, they will send their proxy agents to surveil me at all times. Even 
outside the UK.  
 

●​ At approximately 9:36 am, immediately upon coming out of my room to go put the 
plate back in the kitchen, an elderly handyman suddenly stepped into the hallway 
again in sync with my movement.  

 
●​ Also, just minutes before this, as soon as I stepped out of my room, I observed 

Stephanie, one of the tenants here, standing in front of the room Ikast wearing an 
army green crop top. After I had seen her in an army green crop top, she went back 
inside room Ikast. Because all the rooms here are named after the cities in Denmark. 
 

●​ At approximately 9:45 am, immediately after stepping out of the canteen to go back 
to my room, a woman from the room Marstal also suddenly entered the building and 
walked past me. All of them seem to act in a way that shows they act under 
instructions. Because some of them even exhibit knowing smiles.  
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Wednesday, 3 September 2026 
 

●​ On 3 September 2026, again, at approximately 19:55 pm, immediately after I finished 
using the bathroom, she went into the bathroom again, pretending to get a black bin 
bag in there and left again. She also wore a dark army green top today. This is 
further proof that there are hidden cameras and audio recording devices in my room 
and in the shared bathroom facilities as well. Because I intentionally did not take my 
phone with me. But all my movements appear to be constantly tracked in my own 
room when they seem to have advanced knowledge of all my movements and 
thereby plan their attack or harassment accordingly.  

 
●​ It’s like they're showing defiance by using her to harass me and convey surveillance / 

voyeurism even more, the more I talk about her to make me feel powerless that 
recording the abuse is not going to do me any good. They will just escalate it even 
more.  

 
●​ At precisely 8:36 am, immediately after I stood up after finishing using the bathroom, 

I heard someone enter the adjacent bathroom. It turned out to be a tall female staff 
member here, whose name is Sanne, I think, who also wore a red cardigan to let me 
know it's intentional to convey surveillance. Because red color, among army green 
and navy blue, for instance, has been used consistently in the harassment campaign 
against me, as if to refer to redtube.com where my and my daughter's intimate 
materials non-consensually taken with hidden cameras for years may have been 
distributed to. Navy blue appears to allude to Keir Starmer. Because he also wears 
navy blue clothing a lot. This is both to provoke me and to inflict severe emotional 
distress by using “red” color to consistently refer to redtube.com. So, they don't just 
commit crimes against me and my daughter but also make sure that they 
simultaneously inflict psychological harm as much as possible, as part of their 
psychological torture campaign against me.  

 
●​ At approximately 8:46 am, immediately upon stepping out of the bathroom facilities, I 

observed two individuals also stepping into the hallway in sync with my movement. 
One of them was a female staff member, whose name is Anne Louise, I think, 
wearing a black outfit and another was a tenant here wearing a blue top. The photo 
above was from when the female staff member exited the hallway. 
 

●​ At approximately 9:30 am, immediately after finishing making the coffee and walking 
back to the table, Ida suddenly opened the door to the canteen and walked in. 
Because it's her who had to accompany me to the dentist today. This strongly 
suggests once again that they are also illegally monitoring all my movements here 
via CCTV for malicious purposes such as to make me feel excessively monitored and 
controlled to cause extreme distress. They then use staff and tenants here to convey 
excessive monitoring. Ida also wore a jacket with some army green and navy blue 
colors. Clearly, the staff here are acting under instructions.  

 
●​ At approximately 14:13 pm, immediately after I stood up from bed, I heard someone 

open the door to the adjacent building next to my room and exit.  
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●​ At approximately 14:15 pm, immediately after I finished washing my mouth because 
of the blood that was still bleeding from my tooth extraction yesterday, I heard 
someone open the door to the adjacent building again and enter the hallway. It 
turned out to be the elderly handyman again. So, maybe it's also him who opened the 
door to the adjacent building at 14:13 pm. Immediately upon typing this information, I 
heard a low-flying aircraft nearby, which has been recorded on video as well. It's like 
this almost every time I expose their misconduct and conspiracy, I would often hear a 
low-flying aircraft or helicopter nearby.  

 

 
 
Caption: At approximately 14:50 pm, soon after the elderly handyman suspiciously followed 
me into the women’s bathroom facilities to sexually harass me, I went out to discard my bin. 
Immediately upon stepping outside the building, I observed a light navy blue car pulling up 
and parking right in front of me. A man in a dark navy blue hoodie then got out of the car. 
He glanced at me with a solemn expression. The picture above is a photo of his car with a 
number plate: BD 43 383. 
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Captions: Keir Starmer also wears navy blue clothing a lot. Most of the staff at the Danish 
Red Cross, and everywhere else, are also instructed to wear navy blue clothing. This is how 
they also use color harassment a lot; a known harassment technique, among many other 
harassment techniques often used against dissidents, human rights activists, whistleblowers 
and the like recognised by the UN  
 
At approximately 15:20 pm, immediately when I was just about to reach my room after 
coming back from the kitchen, I observed Stephanie suddenly walking right out of the 
bathroom facilities to startle me or to obstruct my path, to symbolically violate my freedom of 
movement or access to justice. Because this symbolic method has also been consistently 
used in the UK to intimidate me. 
 
At approximately 23:05 pm, immediately after grabbing some toilet paper after urinating, I 
heard someone slam the door shut, as if this individual just opened and closed the door 
without coming out - just to make a sound to signal voyeurism unknowingly. Because they 
could not do it knowingly when all of them also use the same shared bathroom and shower 
facilities infested with hidden cameras and audio recording devices. So, they cunningly use 
other victims to convey voyeurism for them.  
 
I didn't even have my phone with me. So, it could not be phone tracking. They have targeted 
this specific activity of mine, grabbing toilet paper and wiping myself afterwards, to condition 
me to recognise it as a hint of voyeurism and not a coincidence.  
 
It’s like the Danish Red Cross sacrifices the privacy and safety of all tenants and staff 
here, just to give the perpetrators a green light to continue to abuse and exploit just 
one individual (Me). What the Danish Red Cross does is therefore not just illegal but 
also morally wrong. Given what it stands for makes this even more shocking.  
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ANNEX 27: MY COMPLAINT ABOUT THE DANISH POLICE CONCERNING 
ILLEGAL SURVEILLANCE AND HUMAN TRAFFICKING TO THE INDEPENDENT 
POLICE COMPLAINTS AUTHORITY (DEN UAFHÆNGIGE 
POLITIKLAGEMYNDIGHED - DUP) 
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Caption: Screenshots of my complaint letter to the DUP on 12 September 2026. 
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Below is a screenshot of the official final decision from the Danish Independent Police 
Complaints Authority (DUP), File No. 349-2078-26, dated 14 September 2026. This letter 
explicitly confirms that the state authority refuses to take any action or investigate, providing 
absolute, irrefutable evidence that domestic remedies are exhausted and entirely 
unavailable, necessitating immediate Rule 39 intervention. 

The fact that this absolute refusal was issued on the exact same day (14 September 2026) 
that I executed my additional Rule 39 transmission provides strong contextual backing for 
my narrative regarding active, real-time monitoring of my communications.  
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Caption: A rejection letter from the DUP dated 14 September 2026. 
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Caption: The stamp on the rejection letter from the ECHR that I received was also on 14 
September 2026. 
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ANNEX 28: MY LETTER BEFORE ACTION AND CEASE & DESIST LETTER TO 
THE RED CROSS BOTH IN DENMARK AND SWITZERLAND  
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Caption: My letters to the Red Cross both in Denmark and Switzerland submitted to their 
portals for whistleblowers on 17 & 27 September 2026. Today is 3 October 2026 and no 
response from them so far. The harassment, intimidation and illegal surveillance just 
continue as usual and even escalate after this. 
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Caption: Screenshots of what can be reported both on the Danish Red Cross portal and the 
ICRC, and I reported precisely that. But up till now, I have not heard anything from the Red 
Cross after submissions - both to the one in Denmark 
(https://en.rodekors.dk/complaints-and-whistleblower/whistleblower) and in Geneva (IFRC: 
https://www.ifrc.org/our-promise/do-good/report-concern) and (ICRC: 
https://icrc.integrityplatform.org/). This was a profound betrayal of international humanitarian 
principles. The institutional citadel did not offer refuge; it functioned as an active extension of 
the abuse and surveillance network. 
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