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Disclosure by CpS/Conspiracy
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[see website photos of their notes] of police
ofthe court, on instuctions ofBarry poti"" ,tutio,
' [see transcript] signalling to the arristing.ffi;;;;

after each question and before the answer arring ,rors

opped and jury ordered to find a ,Not Guilty, verdict
for sug^gesting what might to be done, unari A" *rff

ofpeqjury and other unlawful conduct.

compensation.

after Mr Kirk's Release from prison, convenienfly
as a conviction to get him struck off beeause the

the incident was Mr Kirk's best example,
caused him to have to spend so much of'his
the fiIth also immune to prosecution by Royal

Disclosure by CpS/Conspiracy

Kirk asked_ the RCVS, next door to Horseferry
to wihess, first hand, the hearing. The complainani,

, bigger even than Mr Kirk, was denied u. u *iL.r, fo.

in plaster, struggling with court papers from Lord
T RCJ, brushes past a member of rail services at

{!h_}1eaW suit cases, late for a tain, The police at the
Mr Kirk for an apology and there would be no more

' charge was only pursued by CPS following a
' of being 'drunk' failed in another magistrates court,

ther side of London, was dismissed by a Stipendiary
she realised why the police continued to refuse to
doctor or hand over custody records. It may have been
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