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My complaints against the Sussex police have never been properly investigated.

Mr. Carr’s assessment is evasive and at times deceitful.

Mr. Carr had no right to do his own independent investigation. The PCC had assigned the investigation 
to Sussex police. When they asked for dispensation to drop the investigation he should have looked at 
their reasons and decided whether they were acceptable and in compliance with his instructions of 30 
May 2009, and answer accordingly. If the PCC wanted to take over the investigation they should have 
done so formally. For him to behave the way he did was a blatant abuse of procedure.

Under the Police Reform Act 2002 paragraph 4 (1) (b) Schedule 3, because the complaints allege dis-
honesty in senior officers, the PCC should not have given complaints to Sussex police in the first place.

I want the court to overrule Mr. Carr’s decision and appoint another police force or “appropriate 
authority” as set out in the Police Reform Act 2002 to carry out a full and proper investigation of  
my complaints.

In view of Mr. Carr’s behaviour I do not consider that the PCC would be an appropriate authority.

The Court may wish to delay deciding this application until my complaint against the Ministry for 
Justice currently with the Parliamentary Ombudsman is decided and also await the Ombudsman’s 
decision on my complaint against the Minister for police at the Home Office . See Tab 8

and

Former DI John Kevin May to be called as a witness.

Mr. Terrence McCarthy-Fox to be called as a witness.
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I submitted complaints to the PCC against Sussex police. These were sent to Sussex police to investi-
gate on 6 July 2006. They applied for dispensation to drop the complaints. Eventually in April 2007 
the PCC refused the application and instructed Sussex police to investigate. Mr. Alan Coole and Sgt. 
Nick Chambers met with me on 3 May 2007. Although he already had been given complete documen-
tation by the PCC he requested that I write it out all over again for him, and added that I should include 
any other complaints that I had and name names. I did this and personally delivered the completed and 
bound folder to his office on 16 May 2007. So far as I know no investigation was done and I never re-
ceived any 28 Day progress reports as required by police rules and promised by Coole on 3 May 2007.  
I heard absolutely nothing from Sussex police for over 10 months.

On 22 March 2008 I received a letter from DS Parrott that, as head of investigations, he had decided 
that “there will be no more investigation initiated from within this department”. I mailed a complaint 
against this to the PCC that same day. On 15 May (7� weeks later) I received a letter from Oliver 
Carr of the PCC enclosing an official appeal form. I completed the form and mailed it back to him that 
day. On 14 June I received a letter from Mr. Carr informing me he had upheld my appeal.

On 27 June 2008 I received a letter from DS Parrott informing me that he had decided “investment of 
any more time and resources investigating my complaints could not be justified. On 14 July 2008 I ap-
pealed to the PCC against this decision. On 30 May 2009 I received a letter from Mr. Carr stating he 
had upheld my appeal, a copy of that decision is in the bundle see Tab 1.

I heard nothing further from Sussex police till 7 November 2009 when I received a letter from DS 
Parrott informing me that he was once again applying to the PCC for a discontinuation of my com-
plaints. See Tab 3. Since they received my original complaints on 6 July 2006 until that letter I am 
not aware that any investigation has ever been done and I certainly have never received any of the re-
quired 28 day progress reports. On 19 February 2010 I received a letter from Mr. Carr saying he had 
agreed to the application.  See Tab 5

A detailed refutation by me of the reasons given by Mr. Carr is in a separate folder. I am not a lawyer 
and do not know British legal conventions on how this should be set out so I have done it in a narrative 
form that I think is clear, logical, and easily understandable.

I have taken the text of Mr. Carr’s reasons set out in full size in Tab 5 and reproduced the text to 10 
point Times New Roman type. My comments are inserted in the text at the appropriate places in 12 
point Arial type.
Where I thought supporting documents should be included I have noted this and given their location in 
my comments. If I make any claim and do not include documentary proof please let me know what 
you want and you may be sure I will provide it.
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I have not yet received the Parliamentary Ombudsman’s decision on my complaints against 
the Ministry for Justice and the Home Office. Details of what these complaints are and what 
they are about are set out in Tab 8.

I have no idea when they will rule or whether or not I will ever receive answers.

However, if they are decided in my favor it will have some effect on the issues raised
in this application for Judicial Review.
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