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Eamil to Chancellor of 30/11/2018 --- Spoliation of evidence 

Date: Thu, 10 Oct 2019 18:23:26 +0100 

From: Paul Millinder <pm@intelligenceuk.com> 

Organisation: INTELLIGENCE UK 

To: steven.gibbon@justice.gov.uk, Davis, Adam (DJO-JO) 

<Adam.davis@judiciary.uk>, Ford, Natalie <natalie.ford@justice.gov.uk>, 

RCJCompaniesOrders <ChanceryJudgesListing@justice.gov.uk> 

Dear Mr Gibbon, 

For avoidance of doubt, below is one of the several emails I sent referring to the fact that I 

made the Court abundantly well aware that Staunton himself had "u-turned on the 

claims".  This was submitted on 30th November 2018, two months prior to the hearing.  

The email contains the list of claims made, including the £4.1 million, 4th count of fraud by 

false representation.   The Judgment of Vos however, completely evades any mention of that 

or the fundamental frauds and dishonesty that was proven beyond reasonable doubt. 

Now, I ask that you see to it that all of the evidence I have requested is sent back to me in 

CPR complaint exhibit format so I can refer back to it accordingly.  

Many thanks, 

Paul Millinder: 

Subject:  Re: Fwd: CR-2017-000140 - Application Notice -- Serious misconduct complaint 

against Mr Justice Arnold -- Disclosure failings 

Date: Fri, 30 Nov 2018 15:42:30 +0000 

From: Paul Millinder <pm@stopcorruption.co.uk> 

Organisation: Litigio LLP 

To: Drewett, Pauline <Pauline.Drewett@Justice.gov.uk>, 

peter.morgan.2671@northumbria.pnn.police.uk 

<peter.morgan.2671@northumbria.pnn.police.uk>, Communication Centre Enquiries 

Mailbox <contact@northumbria.pnn.police.uk>, coxg@parliament.uk 

<coxg@parliament.uk>, john.penrose.mp@parliament.uk 

<john.penrose.mp@parliament.uk>, Paul Stewart <Paul.Stewart@wbd-uk.com>, Julian Gill 

<Julian.Gill@wbd-uk.com>, Michael Brown <Michael.Brown@wbd-uk.com>, Ulick 

Staunton <UStaunton@radcliffechambers.com>, Tony Hannon 

<tony.hannon@insolvency.gsi.gov.uk>, ChanceryJudgesListing 

<ChanceryJudgesListing@Justice.gov.uk>, Davis, Adam (DJO-JO) 

<Adam.Davis@judiciary.uk> 

Here you go, this is "out of the horse's mouth" straight from Mr Staunton himself. 

Mr Staunton has completely u-turned on the claims he and his client made, including the false 

misrepresentation claim that Mr Staunton made to cause the WUP of Empowering Wind 

MFC Ltd on 19th September 2016. Mr Staunton did in fact also lie in his skeleton to the 

Chancellor, to re-iterate (you refuse to provide evidence to the Judge), I quote; 
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Rs do not bring any claim against A, or Empowering or Earth Energy, save that Rs 

claim £25,000 from Earth Energy under the consent order of 16 January 2017. 

 

"Save for the £25,000", that I do not owe them when all of the Defendants had a duty of 

candour and failed to have disclosed to the Court the fundamental letter (attached) from 

Penningtons Manches LLP with a "shopping list" of material exhibits they deliberately 

withheld from the ex-parte hearing. 

 

Any Judge, acting reasonably, would not therefore have made the order of 16th January 2017 

after seeing that letter. The material withheld, by virtue of their titles alone, could be nothing 

other than deliberate non disclosure of a substantial portion of the witness evidence contained 

with the Stat Demand that I served on them, predominantly, to flush them because they also 

failed to disclose to me, copies of the first claim (Exhibit 8) Mr Bloom made to Mr Hannon 

in December 2016. Then we have the second claim; £541,308 and the third; over £4.1 

million. 

 

I list the claims: 

 

25th June 2015 - £255,000 

19/09/2016 --- c£256,000 (Made by Staunton himself) 

17th December 2016 - £255,000 

January 2017 - £541,308 

2nd February 2017 - c£4.1 million (The third false misrepresentation claim Staunton 

has been defending since 21st December 2017, he knew the first was false) 

21st November 2017 - (High Court Enforcement levy distress on goods) £619,774.48 

24th November - 4th January 2018 - c£29,000 

 

Is this some kind of comedy act? A standing joke? It is an utter sham disgrace frauds 

collusion, blackmails and conspiracy to pervert the course of justice all rolled into one topped 

off with further collusion and corruption of our justice system against the public interest to 

protect the dishonest cowards from prosecution. 

 

All of those responsible will be prosecuted without notice you bring our entire justice system 

into disrepute. This is going to go nuclear, that's all I will say for now. 

 

Yours faithfully, 

Paul Millinder 

 

On 10/10/2019 17:21, Paul Millinder wrote: 

Dear Mr Gibbon, 

This is another part to forward on to them please; 

This Court is a Public Authority for the purpose of the DPA 2018.    A subject access request 

applies in relation to data held by the public authority in civil proceedings whereby in any 

event I am a litigant and party to those proceedings.  
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There has been a significant and protracted willingness of this public authority to withhold 

evidence it has in its possession that concerns me.  Aside from the standard duty to disclose, 

this is, for all intents and purposes information I am entitled to pursuant to the DPA 2018.  

If there is loss of control of that data I request then there is a clear dada protection breach.   I 

refer to CPR 19.6. In that respect, Womble Bond Dickinson is a data controller and so is 

Middlesbrough Football & Athletic Company (1986) Ltd and I have been requesting to 

inspect the proofs of debt claims they have made since 4th January 2017.  They have 

continually failed to disclose.  

On the same basis, I have been requesting disclosure of the evidence held in the office of LJ 

Vos, respective of emails that I have sent that are in possession of the public authority.  

What I am getting at, in essence is that this public authority has been withholding evidence 

that I require in proceedings.  It has been denying me my standard right of disclosure 

pursuant to the rule of law, namely Part 31 whereas I am entitled to disclosure of the evidence 

that has been in the other party's control and I say that in relation to the proofs of debt that 

have been withheld from me, together with the emails that were conveyed to Mr Hannon, 

containing those claims and any "correspondence" that came with them.      This Court has 

been withholding the same evidence that Hannon is under a continuing legal duty to have 

disclosed, but refused to do so and lied and denied that the claims existed when it is proven 

they have been in his possession since 1st December 2016.  

It is for this reason the likes of Adam Davis and co have stopped acknowledging receipt of 

my emails, because they know I will use the fact that they have had the evidence against 

them. But, that is also counter productive, because I will use it against them anyway.  

Indeed, the corruption and dishonesty has caught up with them all.  

It is a fraud to conceal frauds and indictable offences.  

Kind regards, 

Paul Millinder 

 

On 10/10/2019 15:37, Paul Millinder wrote: 

 

------- Forwarded Message --------  

Subject:  Re: REQUEST FOR DISCLOSURE --- Spoilation of evidence --- (3rd time of 

asking) /// Failure to disclose evidence in their possession 

Date:  Thu, 10 Oct 2019 14:57:35 +0100 

From:  Paul Millinder <pm@intelligenceuk.com> 

Organisation:  INTELLIGENCE UK 

To:  Ford, Natalie <natalie.ford@justice.gov.uk>, Davis, Adam (DJO-JO) 

<Adam.davis@judiciary.uk>, Drewett, Pauline 

<pauline.drewett@justice.gov.uk>, Ford, Natalie 

<natalie.ford@justice.gov.uk>, investigations@Justice.gov.uk, 

force.control@northumbria.pnn.police.uk, Lisa Osofsky 
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<Lisa.Osofsky@sfo.gov.uk>, Raymond Emson 

<Raymond.Emson@sfo.gov.uk>, ago.privateoffice@attorneygeneral.gov.uk, 

Contempt.SharedMailbox@attorneygeneral.gov.uk, RCJCompaniesOrders 

<ChanceryJudgesListing@justice.gov.uk>, Heaton, Richard (Perm Sec) 

<richard.heaton@justice.gov.uk>, Nugee, Mr Justice 

<MrJustice.Nugee@eJudiciary.net> 

 

I require a copy of the emails I had sent to the Chancellor's office and the Chancery Listings 

on 12th November 2018 and until 18th November 2018 in the interim concerning this 

specific matter;  

I refer to tab 2, being Staunton's skeleton for the hearing of 14th November 2018;  

I quote from page 12: 

37. Para 110 of the ske. The assertion that Rs did something wrong in respect of the wind 

turbine project is one that may provide a foundation for a claim by Empowering, not 

A. The para ends with an assertion that “the Defendant” cannot bring any claim against “the 

Applicant”; this is not understood. Rs do not bring any claim against A, 

or Empowering or Earth Energy, save that Rs claim £25,000 from Earth Energy under the 

consent order of 16 January 2017. 

At the time, I immediately identified this and I sent emails in asking the Chancellor to 

consider it.  He failed to do so.  Now, I want to see those emails and I have a right to do so.  

I want to see the evidence I sent to the Court in relation to this admission by Staunton, who 

made the first claim on 19th September 2016 to cause the WUP of Empowering Wind MFC 

Ltd in the sum of £256,269.89 and then he attended Court to defend the claim exceeding £4.1 

million originating my application of 16th November 2017 and it is somewhat linked to the 

fact that Vos makes absolutely no mention of the 4th count of fraud by false representation 

within his judgment and neither does he state that; 

* Any agreement by me to supply power is conditional and; 

* Any invoicing or payment is also conditional upon my "full satisfaction of" the 

connection agreement the defendants agreed during the option period then u-turned on 2 

years later after making a ransom demand for payment that was never even owed.    

Then I asked to see the evidnece I sent you that proved the position from the outset. The one 

titled "skeleton form of statement to prove fraud and dishonesty" 

I ask that you do a search for it and send me that back.  It was to be considered with the 

spoilated application of 28th September 2018.   

Please do that, by return I need that evidence.  

Thank you. 

--- Paul Millindder  
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On 09/10/2019 12:43, Paul Millinder wrote: 

Messrs Royal Courts of Justice, 

I have not received the disclosure of evidence I have requested nor any response to any of my 

emails containing evidence of proven fraud and dishonesty.    

Please do send me that evidence referred to below. 

Thank you. 

Paul Millinder;  

On 04/10/2019 15:03, Paul Millinder wrote: 

Messrs Royal Courts of Justice, 

I request that you provide me with disclosure of the emails I sent you and in particular the 

evidence I sent you titled "Skeleton form of statement" -  Search your inbox and provide 

me with a copy of that by return.  

I ask that you provide me with a copy, the form of a CPR compliant exhibit of each of the 

emails I have sent to you, Natalie Ford, Adam Davis and Pauline Drewett from 9th January 

2017 and until today's date. 

If I do not have this disclosure, I shall obtain a production order in the magistrates court 

anyway and your willingness to fail to disclose, in particular the one titled "skeleton form of 

statement" shall be construed as your intentional non-disclosure of key evidence in criminal 

proceedings.  

That "skeleton form of statement" proved the fraud and dishonesty long ago.  Dig that out 

and send it back to me now, by return, for starters.   

I ask that you do it, Pauline Drewett and you, Natalie Ford and Adam Davis.  A copy is 

retained by Chancery Judges Listings. Even though Newman sought to dispose of it I know 

you do have a copy of it in your possession.  Please send it back to me as is.  

Also, dig out the emails I sent from 12th November 2018 through until 22nd November 2018 

and send me those back also, along with all of the emails concerning the application that 

came before Vos.  

Thank you. 

Paul Millinder 
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-------- Forwarded Message --------  

Subject:  RE: CR-2017-000140 - REQUEST FOR RECORDED TELEPHONE INTERVIEW 

WITH NUGEE 

Date:  Tue, 25 Jun 2019 10:16:49 +0000 

From:  Clark, Gary <Gary.Clark@Justice.gov.uk> 

To:  Paul Millinder <pm@stopcorruption.co.uk> 

CC:  Tony Hannon <Tony.Hannon@insolvency.gov.uk>, 

ustaunton@radcliffechambers.com <ustaunton@radcliffechambers.com>, Liukku, 

Jari Matti <Jari-Matti.Liukku@europol.europa.eu>, Stansfeld Anthony 

<Anthony.Stansfeld@thamesvalley.pnn.police.uk>, lynne.owens@nca.x.gsi.gov.uk 

<lynne.owens@nca.x.gsi.gov.uk>, lisa.osofsky@sfo.gsi.gov.uk 

<lisa.osofsky@sfo.gsi.gov.uk>, Raymond Emson <Raymond.Emson@sfo.gov.uk>, 

Simpson, Wendy <wendy.simpson@Justice.gov.uk>, Julian Gill <julian.gill@wbd-

uk.com>, Paul Stewart <paul.stewart@wbd-uk.com>, michael.brown@wbd-uk.com 

<michael.brown@wbd-uk.com>, kevin.gray@wbd-uk.com <kevin.gray@wbd-

uk.com>, Jonathan Blair <jonathan.blair@wbd-uk.com>, neil.bausor@mfc.co.uk 

<neil.bausor@mfc.co.uk>, mark.ellis@mfc.co.uk <mark.ellis@mfc.co.uk>, 

steve.gibson@mfc.co.uk <steve.gibson@mfc.co.uk>, Peter Morgan 2671 

<Peter.Morgan.2671@northumbria.pnn.police.uk>, 

cressida.dick@met.pnn.police.uk <cressida.dick@met.pnn.police.uk>, 

Mark.Rochester@met.police.uk <Mark.Rochester@met.police.uk>, 

Duncan.Wynn@thamesvalley.pnn.police.uk 

<Duncan.Wynn@thamesvalley.pnn.police.uk>, 

Contempt.SharedMailbox@attorneygeneral.gov.uk 

<Contempt.SharedMailbox@attorneygeneral.gov.uk>, Gee Bryony (AGO) 

<Bryony.Gee@attorneygeneral.gov.uk>, geoffrey.cox@attorneygeneral.gsi.gov.uk 

<geoffrey.cox@attorneygeneral.gsi.gov.uk>, Ford, Natalie 

<Natalie.Ford@Justice.gov.uk>, Terry, Giselle <Giselle.Terry@judiciary.uk>, 

Davis, Adam (DJO-JO) <Adam.Davis@judiciary.uk> 

 

Mr Millinder, 

Please desist from making these childish threats to arrest or summons judiciary or 

members of court staff as we all know you have neither the ability or the means to 

enforce it.  To be frank, it is laughable and reduces any argument you may have.  I 

strongly suggest you modify your communications in order that they may be considered in a 

calm, rational way.  I have already explained to you that any application you make will be 

considered and answered in due course.  This continuous barrage of assertions of collusion 

and corruption is frankly ridiculous and unlikely to be taken seriously. 

 Gary Clark 

Clerk to Mr Justice Nugee   

HMCTS | Royal Courts of Justice | 7 Rolls Buildings |  

Fetter Lane | London | EC4A 1NL 

Phone: 020 7947 7200  
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Web: www.gov.uk/hmcts 

 

For information on how HMCTS uses personal data about you please see:  

https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/hm-courts-and-tribunals-service/about/personal-
information-charter 

Here is how HMCTS uses personal data about you.  

Dyma sut mae GLlTEM yn defnyddio data personol amdanoch chi 

  

  

From: Paul Millinder [mailto:pm@stopcorruption.co.uk]  

Sent: 25 June 2019 10:18 

To: Clark, Gary <Gary.Clark@Justice.gov.uk>; Julian Gill <julian.gill@wbd-uk.com>; Paul 

Stewart <paul.stewart@wbd-uk.com>; michael.brown@wbd-uk.com; kevin.gray@wbd-

uk.com; Jonathan Blair <jonathan.blair@wbd-uk.com>; neil.bausor@mfc.co.uk; 

mark.ellis@mfc.co.uk; steve.gibson@mfc.co.uk; Peter Morgan 2671 

<Peter.Morgan.2671@northumbria.pnn.police.uk>; cressida.dick@met.pnn.police.uk; 

Mark.Rochester@met.police.uk; Duncan.Wynn@thamesvalley.pnn.police.uk; 

Contempt.SharedMailbox@attorneygeneral.gov.uk; Gee Bryony (AGO) 

<Bryony.Gee@attorneygeneral.gov.uk>; geoffrey.cox@attorneygeneral.gsi.gov.uk; Clark, 

Gary <Gary.Clark@Justice.gov.uk>; Ford, Natalie <Natalie.Ford@Justice.gov.uk>; Terry, 

Giselle <Giselle.Terry@judiciary.uk>; Davis, Adam (DJO-JO) <Adam.Davis@judiciary.uk> 

Cc: Tony Hannon <Tony.Hannon@insolvency.gov.uk>; ustaunton@radcliffechambers.com; 

Liukku, Jari Matti <Jari-Matti.Liukku@europol.europa.eu>; Stansfeld Anthony 

<Anthony.Stansfeld@thamesvalley.pnn.police.uk>; lynne.owens@nca.x.gsi.gov.uk; 

lisa.osofsky@sfo.gsi.gov.uk; Raymond Emson <Raymond.Emson@sfo.gov.uk>; Simpson, 

Wendy <wendy.simpson@Justice.gov.uk> 

Subject: Re: CR-2017-000140 - REQUEST FOR RECORDED TELEPHONE INTERVIEW 

WITH NUGEE 

Importance: High 

 Mr Clark, 

I refer to my submissions below, the spoilated evidence and facts referred to in para 7.3 and 

para 7.6 below and I request a recorded interview (call it a telephone hearing) but I call it a 

call that will be recorded as evidence in a criminal investigation in respect of that spoilated 

evidence and in relation to his deliberate attempt to mislead me following what Jones had 

done by copying Hannon's nonsense. 

I refer to: Millinder - Reasons for Order 18.6  where Nugee J has spoilated all of my 

evidence, facts and witness statements but has then gone on to attempt to cover for Hannon's 

fraudulent non disclosure by seeking to misrepresent me in relation to (specifically) the 

application of Rule 14.6 of the Insolvency Rules 2016 that places a legal duty of disclosure 

on him (from the time he accepts the proof in the insolvency for voting) and the application 

of Part 14 of the Insolvency Rules 2016 but also where he listed, but failed to deal with any 

about:../../../../Documents%20and%20Settings/kdh41k/Application%20Data/Microsoft/Signatures/www.gov.uk/hmcts
https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/hm-courts-and-tribunals-service/about/personal-information-charter
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https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/hm-courts-and-tribunals-service/about/personal-information-charter.cy
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of the submissions I made pleading fraud and dishonesty in those multutide of emails listed 

from pages 2 - 7 of his reasonsing and; 

I refer to my Statement of Case; Statement of Case_19_06_2019_CR-2017-

000140_11111111  where there were more than adequate grounds from which to have 

granted permission to appeal (but also to have set aside mala fide orders founded by fraud) 

where there has been deliberate spoliation of evidence (manifest mistakes) whereby all of the 

purported judges involved sought to conceal the same fundamentally obvious frauds, 

fraudulent non disclosure, dishonesty on the part of all of the defendants, malicious winding 

up with intent to pervert the course of justice and blackmails x 3.  

I refer to; Millinder permission to appeal refused 19.6.   In paragraph 2 you seek again to 

discredit my evidence and the facts but you spoilated that evidence so therefore your order is 

void ab initio, indeed it was founded by fraud, collusion and deceit with intent to pervert the 

course of justice.  There is nothing to appeal, because the evidence, the facts and the 

preliminary issues have been evaded by the corrupt purported judges throuhgout these 

proceedings and therefore indeed, CPR 3.1.7 is the appropriate mechanism to deal with it.  

I place you on notice:  

If you do not take up my offer for the recorded telephone interview I will either make 

application for a warrant of arrest or I will summons you to Magistrates for cross 

examination in relation to the offences where I plead that you have fraudulently abused 

your position with intent to pervert the course of justice and when you know that your 

actions in doing so were both with intent to mislead (dishonest) and would have a real 

tendency to interfere with the proper administration of justice.  I will do that without 

further notice and I will have a large press presence at the Magistrates if you do not 

take me up on this recorded call by 4PM on Thursday 27th June 2019.  

Anything you do say will be taken down and may be tendered as evidence and used 

against you in Court.  

Indeed, I will get accountability where you have conspired against me with these 

criminals, whether you like it or not.  Nobody is above the supremacy of the rule of law, 

least of all those that are sworn into office to uphold it and in fact do the opposite.   

Yours faithfully, 

 Paul Millinder 

On 25/06/2019 08:36, Paul Millinder wrote: 

Dear Mr Justice Snowden and all law enforcement copied, 

Some may wonder why I am making so many detailed and intricate separate submissions, 

some may already know.  The reason is because I am going to reference back to them 

accordingly to unravel this spiders web of collusion, deceit and what is essentially a 

conspiracy to defraud and to pervert the course of justice orchestrated by corrupt common 

purpose lawyers and the purported judges that have been working for them.  

pmill
Highlight

pmill
Highlight

pmill
Highlight

pmill
Highlight



9 
 

For this submission I am going to start at the beginning, being the application before ICCJ 

Jones and I am going to refer again to CPR Part 3.1.7; 

1. It is evidenced that Pelling, Arnold, Nugee and Vos LJ all sought to deny me the right to 

revoke (set aside) mala fide orders founded by fraud and deceit, but also where there are clear 

and obvious manifest mistakes with all of the orders I sought to have set aside.    I will come 

on to how that have all sought to evade evidence in some finite detail, but before I do that it is 

first necessary to define the rule; 

1.1 In a case where an order / judgment is entered by consent the court can vary or set 

aside that final order under CPR 3.1(7) where new evidence has come to light. Likewise 

it can vary and set aside the order where fraud is distinctly pleaded and 

proven.  Indeed, fraudulent non disclosure is distinctly pleaded and proven, but they 

have not set any of the orders founded by fraud aside.   This was the founding case in 

relation to the application that was heard first by Nugee J on 5th February 2018 and 

subsequently where it was found that the Assignment (the absolute assignment of £530,000 

referred to in Part B of the Statutory Demand and the Assignment, signed by me the Assignee 

and Assignor, met the requirements of S136 of the Law of Property Act 1925); 

1.2 Bloom of Middlesbrough FC the Body Corporate and his conspirers Womble Bond 

Dickinson (UK) LLP, along with Staunton, withheld the fundamental assignment from the 

ex-parte hearing along with 171 other pages of witness exhibit that would have otherwise 

proven the demand.   Indeed, there was spoilation of evidence therefore, clear and obvious 

spoilation of evidence and there was a manifest error (undoubtedly deliberate) in Nugee J's 

judgment of 5th February 2018;  

1.3 In that respect, the second application of 28th February 2018 sought to deal with that 

manifest error and the new evidence.  It specifically referred to the fact that the Assignment is 

a valid assignment of the abortive costs and that Nugee J also erred because there was a 

continuing duty on my opposing litigants to have disclosed any change in 

circumstances.  That duty of full and fair disclosure continued to apply.  My email 

submission looking at that application in some detail is the one of 21/06/2018 at 11.05AM 

and titled - CR-2017-000140 - Application of 28th February 2018 / 1st March 2018 --- A 

CONSPIRACY TO PERVERT THE COUSE OF JUSTICE WITH ORCHESTRATED 

WINDING UP OF THE APPLICANT 

1.4 Indeed, the issues raised in that application were never tried by any judge of this 

Court.   Pelling was colluding and had spoilated all of the evidence to prove the position and 

he replicated the same manifest error relative to the Assignment.  He did so deliberately 

because he was indeed complicit in the protracted conspiracy to defraud me of my claim and 

the £530,000 abortive costs the defendants considered they could steal from me (using the 

malicious winding up as the vehicle from which to do so) on the basis of the same £25,000 

that was subject to proceedings in that very same application referred to in para 1.3 

above.   The £25,000 petition never even existed but they sought to defraud me out of 

£530,000 that was already proven in the Statutory Demand after withholding all of the 

evidence from the ex-parte hearing that would have otherwise proven it anyway;  
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1.5 Staunton's dishonesty prevailed, as a result of the corrupt judiciary and they let him 

assert that the application of 28th February 2018 was identical to the application that 

came before Nugee J.  It is proven beyond reasonable doubt however that the application is 

entirely different and it also sought to deal with the false representations (S2 of the Fraud Act 

2006) and the three unwarranted demands collectively, but also the blatant dishonesty of 

Staunton and the rest of the defendants combined.  Staunton then lied again and 

fraudulently misrepresented the cross claim that extinguished the alleged petition debt that 

did'nt even exist in any event even without it.  The petition was vexatious and was subject to 

challenge.  That in itself provided substantive grounds for relief, but the relief was denied by 

these criminals, who went on to cover the fact that that winding up order of 28th March 2018 

was founded by fraud originating from the misrepresentation of Staunton.  Vos sought to 

avoid it, Arnold sought to avoid it and so did Nugee, but in fact it is proven beyond 

reasonable doubt that the order was founded directly as a result of fraud and it is also proven 

that; 

1.6 As a result of the deliberate and malicious spoilation of evidence (evasion of fundamental 

evidence) those subsequent orders of Pelling, Arnold, Vos and Nugee are void ab initio (they 

were founded as a direct result of collusion and deceit which is also a fraud)  but so is 

conspiracy to pververt the course of justice and conspiracy to defraud me out of £530,000 and 

the revenue that would have otherwise been gained from the turbine but moreover, nobody 

ever tried those facts in court because of that deliberate evasion of evidence by these 

criminals;  Jones, Briggs, Pelling, Arnold, Vos and Nugee in that order.  

1.7 Now I come on to the originating application that came before Jones and I refer to that 

Statement of Case the he deliberately ingored. I have attached it, along with other evidnece 

he spoilated with intent to pervert the course of justice (aside from then misrepresenting the 

rule of law, namely Part 14 of the Insolvency Rules that Vos and than Nugee sought to 

replicate.  It was deceitful and they all surely knew that their actions would have a 

genuine tendency to interfere with the proper adminstration of justice and that in 

addition, their actions in concealing fraud and fundamental evidence in my favour is 

also genuine bias with favour and with malicious intent to cause very substantial loss 

through their fraudulent abuse of position and in conspiracy;  

1.8 I refer to my enclosure in the prosecution of Jones (This is for law enforcement and Mr 

Justice Snowden only); Skeleton_Exhibits_Clive_Hugh_Jones_15_05_2019. My skeleton 

clearly identifies the criminality of Jones but I just want to work on the level of deliberately 

disregarded evidence and I refer to Tab 5, being my Statement of Case that Jones spoilated: 

1.9 At the bottom of page 2 I clearly referred to Hannon's Technical Manual, Chapter 16.73 

that was current at the time of the hearing.   Hannon had a duty to have "verified the creditor's 

true position prior to admission of the proof for voting purposes "where it was clear that there 

was more than one proof of debt".   He refused to do so but he did admit the first, then the 

second and then the third proofs of debt, from the same originating source of debt as the first, 

namely the unwarranted demand (blackmail) of 25th June 2015 after Middlesbrough FC had 

made a ransom demand then when I did not pay they refused the connection rendering the 

project useless.  It was indeed blackmail and in any event, the claim was a fraud, the first 

claim was a fraud and so was the third that originated from it; 
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1.10 Paragraphs 2 through to paragraph 3.11 on page 6 is evidence to prove that the grid 

connection was jointly agreed and negotiated during the Option Period.  Indeed that is 

somewhat inextricably linked to the arguments of the Statutory Demand and the 3 fraudulent 

claims originating from the first of three unwarranted demands with menaces.   Nugee 

wanted to say it was all a "mistake" whilst making me personally liable for costs, hence 

I am making them all personally liable for the criminal offences they have committed 

against me, against the interests of justice and against the public interest they are 

utterly collusive dishonest common purpose cowards.  

 2. I now ask the Learned Judge and police to read Paragraph 4 on page 6 through to 4.11 on 

page 7. This submission refers specifically to Exhibit 13 , (attached);  my letter to Robert 

Buckland QC whilst he was solicitor general. I refer to that letter (enclosed).  I ask the 

Learned Judge and law enforcement to read that letter, it was sealed on 17th November 2017 

in those proceedings and it was included in the bundle before Jones, but however the 

application was "To be heard by a High Court Judge" because it was to be the first hearing 

on notice relative to the ex-parte hearing but it was circumvented by Jones and Briggs who 

are insolvency criminals, not High Court Judges;  

 3. Buckland, like the rest of the criminals, ignored that letter and the fundamentally obvious 

submissions because he too is part of this corruption and his actions in abuse of position also 

had a tendency to interfere with the proper adminstration of justice, but he is connected with 

the defendants.   He did not at the time declare conflict of interest, he just sought to dispose 

of the evidence of fraud and wrongdoing like the rest of these criminals in public office have 

done; 

 4. I now come on to the next exhibit referred to; Exhibit 14.  This was yet another Statement 

deliberately disregarded by Jones, but in fact it is rather material because it is my Statement I 

also provided to the corrupt solicitor general and it is inextricably linked to the fraudulent non 

disclosure and the false representations 1, 2 & 3 that originated from the first of 3 

blackmails.  I request that the Learned Judge and law enforcement pay particular 

attention to that submission also, it has been spoilated.  

 5. I move page to page 7 of my Statement;  Paragraph 4.10 refers to Exhibit 12 and Exhibit 

12a, being letters to Hannon, but actually you should all look at 12. Exhibit 

7_sealed_16_11_2017  sealed and served on Jones that he also deliberately ignored but yet 

contents are somewhat inextricably linked to those two letters he also ignored.  I ask that the 

Learned Judge reads those letters:  Exhibit 12 PM Letter to OR Dated 25.09.17 and;  

6. Exhibit 12a - PM Response to OR 20.09.17  and the linked advice referred to with it; 

Tab 06 - 20170818 PLL to Offical Receiver.  It is therefore proven beyond reasonable 

doubt that Hannon knew the claims were a fraud from the outset but he lied, he dishonestly 

withheld the first and second proof of debt that he is under a continuing duty to have 

disclosed and he later lied and denied that they existed when it is proven that they do.  This 

brings me on to the nonsense of Vos covering the frauds; 

7. I refer to my submissions against Vos that was also spoilated by Nugee (what a 

coincidence), being the email I sent on Tue, 18 Jun 2019 09:09  titled CR-2017-000140 - 

Geoffrey Vos --- Prosecution Statement --- (For Law Enforcement Officials copied) --- 

Directions & Questions in relation to mala fide judgment; 
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 7.1 The Statement I made identifies on multiple counts where Vos has sought to deliberately 

evade fundamental evidence of dishonesty with a complete disregard for the facts, the 

evidence and the frauds.  Indeed, there are manifest errors that would adequately justify 

setting aside his orders pursuant to CPR Part 3.1.7 but also those submissions prove that the 

ECRO is a false instrument and was also founded by fraud; 

7.2 Para 1.6 of that submission refers to the fact that Staunton admitted that the claims were 

false during the ex-parte hearing of 9th January 2017.  Vos however, in full knowledge that 

the claims were a fraud, allowed Staunton to retract his skeleton and to replace it prior to the 

hearing, because it contained yet another outright lie and I quote this part below but before I 

do, I refer to the witness statement I filed on 7th May 2019 that I had requested Nugee to look 

at.  What a coincidence that this statement, that referred to all of the defendants in conspiracy 

to pervert the course of justice was not sealed and was ignored in its entirety by Nugee when 

I had specifically filed it and emailed it to him aswell asking him to consider it with my 

applications.  He failed to do so and he spoilated all of that evidence to prove corruption 

because indeed, he too is a defendant;  

 7.3 I refer to that Statement: WS_perverting_.   I also refer to this;  

 Documents 

Name Request 
Confidential Comments  

WITNESS 
STATEMENT_07_05_2019.pdf 

 
Witness Statement dated 7th May 
2019 - Perverting the course of 
justice 

Document link 

Exhibit 1D - App_01_03_2018.pdf 
 

Exhibit 1D - App_01_03_2018 --- 
The application of 28th February 
2019 

Document link 

Exhibit 2D - 
Second_Third_Witness_Statements.pdf 

 
Exhibit 2D - 
Second_Third_Witness_Statements 
- 2nd and 3rd Witness Statements 
and evidence that was deliberately 
disregarded by Pelling QC and 
Richard Arnold. 

Document link 

Exhibit 3D - The Connection.pdf 
 

Exhibit 3D - The Connection Document link 

Exhibit 4D_CR-2017_008690.pdf 
 

Exhibit 4D_CR-2017_008690 - The 
ruinated application before Clive 
Hugh Jones of 15th November 
2017 

Document link 

Exhibit 5D.pdf 
 

Exhibit 5D as referred to in 
Statement of 7th May 2019 

Document link 

7.4 Being a substantial amount of evidence that is all inextricably linked to the foregoing that 

Nugee completely evaded, but yet same proves serious fraud, corruption and perverting the 

course of justice.   I know that most of the law enforcement officials have a copy of that and 

those submissions so you will know as well as I do of their relevance;  

 7.5 Here is reference that the filing was approved by the Clerk:  

This is a notice to inform you that the filings filed in CR-2017-000140 have been accepted by 

the Clerk on 21-05-2019 07:14 AM. You can view this filing here.  

https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=375849&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445516472
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=375849&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445516472
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=375849&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445516472
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=375849&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445516472
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=375849&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445516472
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=375849&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445516472
https://efile.cefile-app.com/webflow/criteria?itemID=375849
pmill
Highlight

pmill
Highlight



13 
 

Clerk's Comments: Thank you for your documents, please note that to view all documents, 

(including endorsed documents), on the court file you should search the case using the given 

case number through the 'case search'. If your documents relate to a hearing, please note that 

you will need to lodge a hard copy for use at the hearing as part of the hearing bundle. 

Oluwabukunola 0207 947 6102  

REF: 212991558419245083  

7.6  The spoilated witness statements and exhibits referred to above was however far from 

isolated on the part of Nugee, he also sought to evade the concise statements I made to prove 

dishonesty of Hannon, as did Vos and the rest of the criminals; Arnold, Briggs, Jones and I 

refer to this filing that was also approved on 14th May 2019;  

 WITNESS_STATEMENT_PM_14_05_2019_02_HA

NNON.pdf 

  
WITNESS_STATEMENT_PM_14_05_2019_02_
HANNON 

Docume
nt link 

Exhibit_Hannon_14_05_2019.pdf 
  

Exhibit_Hannon_14_05_2019 - Exhibit referred to 
in Witness Statement of 14th May 2019 

Docume
nt link 

Witness 
Statement_Response_Hannon_17_04_2019.pdf 

  
Witness 
Statement_Response_Hannon_17_04_2019 

Docume
nt link 

EXHIBIT_16_04_2019_PDF_Portfolio.docx 
  

EXHIBIT_16_04_2019_PDF_Portfolio - Exhibit 
with Statement of 17th April 2019 

Docume
nt link 

WITNESS STATEMENT_07_05_2019.pdf 
  

WITNESS STATEMENT_07_05_2019 Docume
nt link 

Exhibit 1D - App_01_03_2018.pdf 
  

Exhibit 1D - App_01_03_2018 - referred to in 
Statement of 7th May 2019 

Docume
nt link 

Exhibit 2D - Second_Third_Witness_Statements.pdf 
  

Exhibit 2D - Second_Third_Witness_Statements - 
referred to in Statement of 7th May 2019 

Docume
nt link 

Exhibit 3D - The Connection.pdf 
  

Exhibit 3D - The Connection - referred to in 
Statement of 7th May 2019 

Docume
nt link 

Exhibit 4D_CR-2017_008690.pdf 
  

Exhibit 4D_CR-2017_008690 - referred to in 
Statement of 7th May 2019 

Docume
nt link 

Exhibit 5D.pdf 
  

referred to in Statement of 7th May 2019  

 7.7 I uploaded some of the very important evidence again for avoidance of doubt because I 

knew they would seek to evade it. I was right.   Now I move back to this part that Vos 

allowed Staunton to retract (also included in the spoilated Witness Statement of 7th May 

2019).  Nugee, following in conspiracy with the rest of the criminals evaded that witness 

statement because he would have known as well as I do that the crimes are distinctly pleaded 

and proven beyond reasonable doubt and that by doing so, with deliberate intent, he too is 

therefore guilty of another count of perverting the course of justice;  

 7.8 And here is another mass of evidence that was spoilated by them: 

 Type Filing - Witness Statement/evidence/Affidavit 
  

 

Filing 
Comments 

This is a confidential filing, subject to litigation privilege for judicial consideration only in 
relation to ongoing proceedings in the Magistrates Court. - For The Honourable Chancellor's 
consideration in relation to Mr Hannon - A copy of this submission has been served on the 
defendants in those proceedings. 

  

 

https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=371665&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561445962088
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Documents 

Name Request 
Confidential 

Confidential 
Reason Comments  

Main Index & 
Exhibits_PM_09_01_2019.pdf 

 
Other I refer to tab 2M, 

being my Witness 
Statement and 
detailed 
submissions for 
the Magistrates 
Court. Page 7 
contains a table 
of contents / 
grounds. I refer 
specifically to 
pages 16 and 21. 

Document link 

 

7.9 That one, I had specifically asked Vos to deal with and consider prior to the hearing of 

8th March 2018 but he did not, he deliberately evaded that evidence of fraud altogether.  I 

refer to that Witness Statement he evaded (the updated version) the original was for the 

hearing at York that BEIS incercepted with intent to pervert the course of justice (they 

did).  This one (attached): Tab 2M - Paul 

Millinder_Witness_Statement_Application_13_03_2019; 

7.10 I refer to paragraph 7 of page 2 of that 31page witness statement and I quote the passage 

from Staunton's skeleton that came before Vis that he allowed him to retract and replace 

minus the lie:  

 “Rs do not bring any claim against A, or Empowering or Earth Energy, save that Rs claim 

£25,000 from Earth Energy under the consent order of 16 January 2017.” 

 8. It is therefore proven beyond reasonable doubt that Jones, Briggs, Pelling, Arnold, Vos 

and Nugee are all white collar criminals and each are guilty of conspiracy to defraud and 

conspiracy to pervert the course of justice but that each are also guilty of fraud by abuse of 

position as in Section 4 of the Fraud Act 2006 whereas they occupy a fiduciary duty to all of 

the litigants they come into contact with and they have dishonestly abused their positions, 

with malicious intent to cause loss to another and to procure pecuniary interest by deception 

and whereas they have wilfully breached their judcial oaths in office in full knowledge that 

their actions would have a direct effect in perverting the course of justice and it is proven that 

this was their intention.  

 9. Therefore it is proven beyond reasonable doubt that these criminals must be arrested and 

removed from office forthwith, in the public interest and in the interests of justice along with 

the three Bodies Corporate; 

 9.1 Middlesbrough Football & Athletic Company (1986) Ltd; 

 9.2 Gibson O Neill Company Ltd: 

 9.3 Womble Bond Dickinson (UK) Ltd:  

  

https://efile.cefile-app.com/workflow/page?workflowTypeCode=90015&endState=true&itemID=318561&bundleForm.indexes%5bfilingIndex%5d.value=0&formDate=1561446548331
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9.4: Anthony Hannon, Sarah Albon and David Chapman of the Insolvency Service:  

 9.5 Alfonso Tucay and Jeffrey Chapman of the Bar Standards Board; 

 9.6 Greg Clark MP of BEIS and David Gauke of the MoJ;  

 9.7 Geoffrey Vos - Clive Hugh Jones - Nicholas Briggs - Richard Arnold - Christopher 

Nugee - Philip Mark Pelling of the High Court at the Rolls on Fetter Lane 

 9.8 Inspector Ian Younger and PS Kevin Stockdale of City of London Police; 

 9.9 Jim Hinchcliffe, Junaid Riaz and Andrew Fairbrother of Met Police; 

 9.10 with those officers referred to in 9.8 and 9.9 above each charged with conspiracy to 

pervert the course of justice and the offence of Section 26.1(a)(b)  

 10. I do hope this makes the position clear and I would a telephone hearing with Mr Justice 

Snowden to run through this evidence (expected 2 hours) on the record to deal with it and the 

long awaited remedy.  

 That will rid our society of utterly collusive, dishonest criminals that purport to act in 

the interests of justice but in fact are simply state terrorists that do precisely the 

opposite and indeed, the impact of it should serve as a warning to other cowards in 

public authorities that ever contemplate doing the same in future.   

 The action is clearly and fundamentally in the public interest to prosecute.  

 Now, in the mean time, I am wanting my money back these criminals have destroyed 

the last six years of my life, causing the break up of my family and separation from my 

12 year old daughter as a result of their fxxking nonsense criminality.    

 Money cannot replace that, but I have had absolutely no remedy whatsoever, only 

more corruption and dishonesty from these dirty cowards that are all defendants that 

have been working against me and I quote;  

Form of oath of allegiance. 

The oath in this Act referred to as the oath of allegiance shall be in the form following; that is to say,  

“I, , do swear that I will be faithful and bear true allegiance to Her Majesty Queen Victoria, her heirs and successors, 

according to law. So help me God.”  

3Form of official oath. 

The oath in this Act referred to as the official oath shall be in the form following; that is to say,  

“I, , do swear that I will well and truly serve Her Majesty Queen Victoria in the office of So help me God.”  

[F14Form of judicial oath. 

The oath in this Act referred to as the judicial oath shall be in the form following; that is to say,  

https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Vict/31-32/72/part/1/crossheading/oath-of-allegiance-official-and-judicial-oaths#commentary-c567182
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“I, , do swear that I will well and truly serve our Sovereign Lady Queen Victoria in the office of , and I will do right 

to all manner of people after the laws and usages of this realm, without fear or favour, affection or illwill. So help 

me God.”]  

Thank you and I look forward to hearing  from you. 

Yours faithfully, 

Paul Millinder;  

  

On 24/06/2019 08:40, Paul Millinder wrote: 

Supplimentary Statement - The ECRO False Instrument - also founded by fraud and 

collusion  

Dear all, 

 I want to make things even clearer.  There is deliberate spoilation of evidence throughout 

these malicious protracted proceedings whereby all of the orders were founded by fraud and 

collusion so I need to make it extremely clear;  

 1. I have already proven that all three of the claims made against Empowering Wind MFC 

Ltd are false representations made with dishonest intent to procure pecuniary interest by 

deception and that the motive was to defraud me out of my claim that is already proven that 

the defendants cannot possibly defend.  It was indeed for that reason (they could not defend 

the statement of the demand because it is already proven) that they dishonestly withheld 172 

pages of witness exhibit from the ex-parte hearing, including the assignment so therefore I 

have proven that the order of 16th January 2017 was founded by fraud and so was the order 

of 21st December 2017 (Jones) and the order of 26th March 2018 (Jones); 

 2. The order of 9th January 2017 contains a cross undertaking for damages. I refer to that 

order; Order dated 09.01.2017.  The cross undertaking reads: 

 "If the Court later finds that this order caused loss to the Respondent and 

decides that the Respondent should be compensated for that loss, the 

Applicant and its Parent Company, Gibson O Neill Company Ltd, will comply 

with any order that the Court may make" 

 3. The order of 16th January 2017 is founded by fraud.  The winding up of 28th March 2018 

was also founded by fraud, fraudulent misrepresentation on the part of Staunton and that too 

is proven beyond reasonable doubt and therefore indeed so was the order of Briggs of 11th 

April 2018 and therefore it is proven beyond reasonbale doubt that none of my applications 

were totally without merit but that in fact all of the orders were founded by fraud, deceit and 

collusion and therefore the ECRO and the orders of Pelling are void ab initio and cease to 

exist from the outset and that also; 

pmill
Highlight

pmill
Highlight

pmill
Highlight
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 4. I am missing any remedy whatsoever but where there is wrongdoing, there must me a 

remedy and this is going to necessitate a very substantial one in aggravated damages where it 

is also proven beyond reasonable doubt that the winding up of both Empowering Wind MFC 

Ltd, but then Earth Energy Investments LLP was founded by a malicious winding up petition 

that was also void ab initio but that was convened with malicious intent to pervert the course 

of justice and therefore, My Lord, Mr Justice Snowden, I invite you to award me an 

additional £2 million in aggravated damages in line with that cross undertaking for both 

the frauds and the malicious winding ups that were convened with intent to pervert the course 

of justice and that in addition;  

 4.1 the Claim of 1st November 2018 be reinstated and that I am awarded £18.7 million 

plus interest accrued from that date at the standard rate of 8% until the judgment debt 

is paid in full.  

 Order of Sequestration:  

 5. I seek an order to sequestrate the assets of both Middlesbrough Football & Athletic 

Company (1986) Ltd, its Parent Company as referred to in the order of 9th January 

2017 and Womble Bond Dickinson (UK) LLP in my favour and that these companies be 

wound up for engagement in serious corruption and fraud against me for this protracted 

period of time whereas it is in the interests of justice to do so, forthwith, to prevent other 

innocent parties from risk of serious harm and; 

 6. That Mr Staunton and Mr Hannon are made personally liable (attached by means of this 

statement) as per: 

 7. CPR 46.8 - Personal Liability of legal representative for costs:  

 7.1 Furthermore, this Application seeks joinder for costs against Staunton and Hannon, 

pursuant to CPR Rule 46.8;  

 7.2  Practice Direction 46.2 provides that: 

 

7.3 Where the court is considering whether to exercise its power under section 51 of the 

Senior Courts Act 1981 (costs are in the discretion of the court) to make a costs order in 

favour of or against a person who is not a party to proceedings, that person must – 

 

(a) be added as a party to the proceedings for the purposes of costs only; and 

 

(b) be given a reasonable opportunity to attend a hearing at which the court will consider the 

matter further. 

 

7.4 General principles 

 

7.5 The starting point for the guidelines governing the exercise of the section 51 discretion is 

Symphony Group Plc v Hodgson [1994] Q.B. 179.  
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7.6 The precedent as explained and interpreted by the Privy Council in 2004 in Dymocks 

Franchise Systems (NSW) Pty Ltd v Todd [2004] UKPC 39, [2004] 1 WLR 2807. Although 

costs orders against non-parties are to be regarded as "exceptional", exceptional in this 

context means no more than outside the ordinary run of cases where parties pursue or defend 

claims for their own benefit and at their own expense.  Where, however, the non-party not 

merely funds the proceedings but substantially also controls or benefits from them, it will 

usually be fair for the non-party to pay the successful party's costs.  

 

7.7  In Deutsche Bank A.G. v Sebastian Holdings Inc [2016] 4 WLR 17, the Court of 

Appeal stressed that each case turns on its facts and the only immutable principle is that the 

discretion must be exercised justly. The absence of a warning to the non-party is simply one 

factor which the court will take into account.  

 

7.8.    If a non-party promotes and (usually although not necessarily) funds proceedings by an 

insolvent company solely or substantially for their own financial benefit and not for that of 

the company, they should generally be liable for the costs if their claim, defence or appeal 

fails (Dymocks Franchise Systems (NSW) Pty Ltd v Todd [2004] UKPC 39, [2004] 1 WLR 

2807). However, an order will not be made against a major shareholder or dominant director 

in a company without something additional such as a fresh injection of capital to fund the 

litigation.  The individual must be, in effect, the real party to the litigation and it is submitted 

that such is the case in these proceedings before this Court.  

 

7.9   In Deutsche Bank A.G. v Sebastian Holdings Inc [2016] 4 WLR 17, the defendant 

company’s sole director had used the company as his personal trading vehicle to hold and 

dispose of funds on his behalf as he saw fit. As Lord Brown observed in Dymocks Franchise 

Systems (NSW) Pty Ltd v Todd [2004] UKPC 39, [2004] 1 WLR 2807, whether it is 

appropriate to exercise the jurisdiction to make an order for costs against a third party 

depends on the particular facts of the case, but in a case where the court is satisfied that the 

third party is effectively controlling the litigation, supporting it, whether financially or by 

giving evidence, and is doing so with a view to obtaining a personal benefit of some kind if it 

is successful, it will usually be entitled to regard him as the real party to the action. If that is 

the case, it will normally provide strong grounds for making an order that the third-party bear 

some or all of the other side's costs if the litigation is unsuccessful.  

  

8. I therefore request that Mr Hannon and Mr Staunton are each ordered to pay my costs in all 

of these proceedings, on a 50/50 basis, summarily assessed in accord with all of my N260 

costs assessments filed in CE file in the proceedings: CR-2017-000140 / CR-2017-008690 / 

CR-2018-001137 in the sum of £260,000  

 Thank you and I look forward to hearing from you.  

 Yours faithfully, 

 Paul Millinder 
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On 22/06/2019 08:03, Paul Millinder wrote: 

Dear all, 

I am going to keep spelling it all out in black and white, because in all of the hearings before 

purported judges, they have ignored all of the evidence, the facts and the applicable rule of 

law; 

I need to prove dishonesty, that the order of 28th March 2018, the winding up of Earth 

Energy Investments LLP was founded by fraud;  

1.  I have already got over the first hurdle in proving beyond reasonable doubt that the alleged 

petition debt was subject to challenge on the day of the winding up hearing.   Nugee listed the 

application referred to below for a hearing on 21st March 2018, the Applicant was wound up 

just one week later; 

2. Four days after I had made the directions application to Nugee, on 7th February 2018, Gill 

presented the covert winding up petition and failed to serve a copy on me.  I did however 

serve a copy of the directions application on him and his two colleagues, Paul Stewart and 

Michael Brown of Womble Bond Dickinson (UK) LLP as well as Staunton.  They all 

therefore knew that proceedings were on foot and that Nugee had not determined the 

directions application letter I had made on the day they presented the winding up petition for 

the £25,000 they obtained in fraudulent non disclosure; 

3. I refer to the enclosed directions application letter to Mr Justice Nugee that was made 2 

days after the first hearing on notice in the ex-parte hearing.  The letter is sealed on the same 

day it was written; 

3.1 The second paragraph of that letter refers to the fact that Jones, a Registrar circumvented 

my application that sought to deal with the fraudulent non disclosure, the unwarranted 

demands and the false representations collectively.   Jones denied me that right when I said it 

was all linked to the ex-parte hearing he said "well it may be but I can't judge" and "in other 

proceedings honesty and dishonesty may come into it but for my purposes it is not going to 

matter". All of that is evidenced on the transcript, but in fact dishonesty does matter because 

his orders were founded by fraud.  Fraud on the part of the fraudulent claims x 3 but also 

fraud on the part of him abusing his position to effect pecuniary interest for the defendants 

whilst he dishonestly misrepresented the applicable rule of law (namely Part 14 of the 

Insolvency Rules 2016) with intent to pervert the couse of justice; 

3.2 I refer to; Order_Fraud_Costs_Jones_22_10_2018  Jones is guilty of fraud by abuse of 

position as in S4 of the Fraud Act 2006 where he has dishonestly abused his position to effect 

pecuniary gain for another, namely Hannon, Womble Bond Dickinson (UK) LLP and 

Middlesbrough FC when on 22nd October 2018 he sought o make me personally liable for 

costs in the sum of £44,437.04.  Jones, who occupies a fiduciary duty to all of the litigants he 

comes into contact with, dishonestly misrepresented the applicable rule of law, deliberately 

evaded all of the evidence of fraud on the part of the defendants, the fiduciary duties of 

Hannon as liquidator who frauduelntly withheld the 1st and 2nd claims, ignored 

(Sealed_Exhibit 16_Confidential_Filing_approved-06.12.2017) that set out the 

background proving that the claims are inextricably linked to the ex-parte hearing, ignored 

the letter of claim that was also expressly linked to the application (sealed on 17th November 
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2017) that was served on Hannon;  PLL to Official Receiver 16_11_2017, invented his own 

version of the rule of law that incorporated me providing Hannon and him with a proof of 

funds, prior to removing the third false misrepresentation exceeding £4.1 million (where the 

office holder has refused to interfere in the matter) and whilst failing to have disclaimed the 

Energy Supply Agreement (that is an onerous contract of no benefit to creditors) (when 

Hannon had refused to interfere in the matter), because doing so would have the same effect 

as removing the fraudulent claim exceeding £4.1 million that was convened with intent to use 

insolvency as a means of defrauding creditors.   Hannon, Jones, Pelling, Arnold and Vos 

sought to keep the fraudulent claim there indefinitely to prevent my fellow creditors and I 

from ever calling a meeting of creditors to replace the dishonest common purpose criminal 

that has been working against our interests in dishonestly abusing his position.  Indeed, 

Arnold should have set aside the order of Jones that was founded by fraud, but instead, as the 

rest of the criminals have done, he said "he can see no grounds to set it aside" and certified 

the application as totally without merit when the application was indeed founded by fraud on 

multiple levels.   

3.3 I invite all to carefully read that letter that was served on Hannon prior to me issuing 

proceedings.  

3.4 I move back to the letter to Nugee I ask all to read it very carefully. You will note it 

focuses on the misconduct of Jones in relation my application he circumvented with intent to 

dispose of it (perverting the course of justice) and you will note it is focused on the fraudulent 

non disclosure by Womble Bond Dickinson (UK) LLP, Staunton and Middlesbrough Football 

Club, as well as the unwarranted demands and the third fraudulent claim made by Gill.   It 

was for that reason that Gill then decided to use the winding up petition as a means of 

disposing of the application (it was a direct and pre-meditated scheme to pervert the course of 

justice), so that the cause of action I was taking that was before Nugee, fell back to Hannon 

when they wound up for £25,000 that was firstly subject to challenge, secondly was 

extinguished by the cross claim, thirdly was an abuse of process because there is a competing 

interest in litigation and lastly; 

3.5 Because the order before Barber was founded by fraud  - Fraudulent 

misrepresentation on the part of Staunton, who clearly knew he faced strong criticism for his 

dishonesty at the hearing before Nugee (as evidenced in the letter) so he made the concious 

and pre-meditated decision to lie about the cross claim, but yet it is later evidenced in the 

proceeding before Briggs that he knew about the cross claim all along.   I made this 

submission already in fact in some intricate detail, but again Nugee wilfully disregarded the 

facts and the evidence that was so clearly referred to.    These criminals just ignore all of the 

evidence and twist things out of context to suit their own malicious acts that are clearly 

against the interests of justice.  

3.6 Therefore, in fact there are four reasons from which the corrupt insolvency registrar, 

Briggs had from which to have rescinded the malicious winding up order that was in any 

event founded by fraud and with the overall motive being to pervert the course of justice, but 

he ignored all of those and listed it before Pelling who was connected with the defendants.  It 

was orchestrated, pre meditated conspiracy and it is proven; 

3.7 It is therefore also proven that all of the orders were founded by fraud, collusion and 

dishonesty.  
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3.8 Pelling however and the corrupt purported judges have been conspiring to pervert the 

course of justice. Pelling did in fact certify the application before Jones as totally without 

merit as he did the application to rescind but yet fraud was distinctly pleaded and proven.    It 

is therefore proven that the ECRO is indeed a false instrument as in: 

The Forgery and Counterfeiting Act 1981 section 3: -  

3 The offence of using a false instrument. 

It is an offence for a person to use an instrument which is, and which he knows or believes to be, false, with the 

intention of inducing somebody to accept it as genuine, and by reason of so accepting it to do or not to do some 

act to his own or any other person’s prejudice.  

 3.8 Therefore Pelling is guilty of firstly spoilating evidence with intent to pervert the course 

of justice. Secondly one count of fraud by abuse of position when on 28th June 2018 he made 

this order: _DOC_150909818(1)_Sealed Order Hearing 28 June 2018.   He did so 

dishonestly, in abuse of position whereas he occupies a fiduciary duty as all judges do, to me 

and all of the litigants he comes into contact with in accordance with his oath, he deliberately 

and dhonestly ignored the applicable rules of law, the facts and the evidence with intent to 

procure a pecuniary interest for the defendants of which he is affiliated by deception in the 

sum of £51,000.  

4. I have already distinctly pleaded and proven beyond reasonable doubt that the petition debt 

did not exist on four different grounds and therefore it is proven beyond reasonbale doubt that 

Vos, Arnold, Pelling and Nugee are each guilty of conspiracy to pervert the course of justice 

where they have acted dishonestly, to deny remedy and to make a gain and cause a loss to 

another and in doing so they have fundamentally breached their judicial oath undertakings to 

Queen and Country and of which they are in essence if there was still such an offence are also 

guilty of treason, but conspiracy to defraud and perverting the course of justice shall have the 

same effect, it is just a shame we did away with hanging them from the tower.  

This completes my supplimentary submission of 22/06/2019 at 8.03AM and I declare the 

facts and statements made by me in this Statement are true and accurate to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and I do so in knowledge that same shall be tendered as evidence in 

Court.  

Signed digitally ***  Mr Paul Millinder 

On 21/06/2019 11:05, Paul Millinder wrote: 

Dear all, 

Lastly, I refer to the enclosed PDF portfolio containing the application of 28th February 

2018. (Exhibit 1D - App_01_03_2018) 

This is the one that they all worked so hard to evade, cululating in the illegal, malicious 

winding up for the £25,000 obtained in fraudulent non disclosure when the petition debt did 

not even exist.  
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The application notice is at Tab 01A - The application was;  "To set aside the Order of 16th 

January 2017 due to fraudulent non disclosure at the ex-parte hearing and to set aside the 

related Order of 05/02/2018 as all facts were not taken into consideration" 

Tab 02A is the skeleton with the application. It is necessary for me to address this to show 

how fundamtally different it was from the application that came before Nugee J in the interim 

applications court for 1 hour and 40 mins;  

 1. Para 2 sets out that Nugee J erred by not setting aside the order for fraudulent non 

disclosure.  The rule on full and fair disclosure continued to apply up until the first hearing on 

notice in those proceedings and on 11th January 2017 the defendants (Womble Bond 

Dickinson (UK) LLP and Middlesbrough FC were made abundantly well aware of a 

significant change in circumstances, namely their deliberate non disclosure of the "shopping 

list" of material exhibits as referred to in the Penningtons letter.   

 2. The defendants deliberately withheld that Penningtons complaint of non disclosure 

(Exhibit Penningtons 11.01.2017) from the Court but they were undeer a contining duty to 

disclose any change in circumstances.  The complaint of non disclosure is clearly material; 

 3. Had the defendants made that disclosure to the Court as they were supposed to, no judge 

in their right mind would have granted the order of 16th January 2017 because it would have 

been abundantly clear that the "shopping list" of material information had been withheld and 

that I did not agree to pay their costs.    In addition, it would have been clear that Bloom's 

witness statement was factually inaccurate and dishonest because he too dishonestly withheld 

the assignment of the abortive costs that founded the Statutory Demand in the first instance.   

 4. So that non disclosure alone is material, aside from the shopping list of deliberate non 

disclosure because had it been disclosed, the order of 16th January 2017 would not have been 

made.   It really is as simple as that.   

 5. I refer to para 8 and I quote:  

“fraud vitiates all transactions known to the law of however high a degree of solemnity”. 

 It should have done, but the corrupt judges have been working for the defendants, spoilating 

evidence and denying all remedy even though the position is proven beyond reaosnable 

doubt.  They have literally been allowing dishonest criminal lawyers and insolvency 

practitioners to get away with murder.  They do have blood on their hands.     With that in 

mind, I note that Arnold is still sitting in Court today.   They really must be arrested 

and removed today, in the interests of justice, to protect other innocent parties from 

risk of serious harm. 

 12.1 also quotes the precedent that fraud unravels all:  

 1. The Claimant refers to the Lazarus Estates v Beasley [1956] 1 Q.B. 702 case, Lord 

Denning contends that: 

“No Court in this land will allow a person to keep an advantage he has obtained by fraud. 

No judgment of a court, no order of a Minister, can be allowed to stand if it has been 

obtained by fraud. Fraud unravels everything. The court is careful not to find fraud unless 

it is distinctly pleaded and proved; 
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 6. Fraud is distinctly pleaded and proved, but the judges have been covering for the 

fraudsters.  

 Now onto the major differences:  

 7. Paragraph 6 refers to the false representations and para 7 refers to the fact that it is 

completely unrealistic to assume that I would agree to pay the defendants a single penny after 

they have caused me these seruous losses.   Para 7 also refers to the fraudulent claim made by 

Staunton causing the winding up of Empowering Wind MFC Ltd.  Indeed, that winding up 

was therefore also founded by fraud.  

 8. Paragraph 9 refers to the assigned abortive costs and the fact that the assigned costs cannot 

possibly be disputed.  It is proven, the defendants did do what I allege them to have done.  

 9. Paragraphs 10 through to 19 refers to the dishonesty of Staunton both at the ex-parte 

hearing and during the hearing before Nugee.   It is no wonder therefore that Staunton then 

dishonestly misrepresented Registrar Barber to cause the winding up, he was in effect also a 

defendant as evidenced; 

 10. Paragraphs 20 and 21 refer to the 3rd false representation claim that Gill made from the 

same "originating source as the first" namely the unwarranted demand with menaces of 25th 

June 2015.  It was Gill who then presented the covert (ex-parte) winding up petition without 

first serving a copy on me.  He too knew he was a defendant hence the motive in them 

junmping through hoops and working in collusion to dispose of it is also proven, as is the fact 

that Pelling then came along, all the way from Manchester Civil Justice centre, because he is 

connected to the defendants, to spoilate that application which he certified as totally without 

merit when in fact it is proven beyond reasonable doubt that the application should have been 

successful had the judges not been totally dishonest and corrupt. 

 11. Paragraphs 24 through to 31 refers to the second unwarranted demand with menaces in 

the sum of £619,774.48 - Pelling wanted to cover this up, as did the defendants, because it is 

in fact the 2nd of three unwarranted demands with menaces.  

 12. Para 32 asserts that the Claimant (Earth Energy and I are owed £530,000 and over £10 

million in damages) 

 13. It is plainly evidenced that the application is fundamentally different to that of the 

application that came before Nugee on 5th February 2018 and in fact it is related to that 

hearing and the dishonest statements made by Staunton (whom I have reason to believe is 

friends with Nugee, they live very close to one another).  

 14. I move to Tab 03 - The directions application letter to Nugee dated 7th February 2018 

(just 4 days before Gill, who was served it then made the covert winding up petition). He 

knew full well that any such claim for £25,000 was both not owed and was in any case 

subject to challenge.   I ask that the Learned Judge reads that letter in full, it formed a part of 

the application.   On doing so, you will agree with me that it is an utter nonsense to assert that 

the application was the same as the application that came before Nugee, but Pelling did 

certify it as totally without merit on that basis.  
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15. Tab 08A contains my skeleton when I found (from Charlotte Brice rather than the 

defendants), they failed to serve their ex-parte application to dismiss my application on me, 

but I made that skeleton and served on them at the same time as I presented it to the judge, 

resulting in the judge dismissing the defendant's application to strike out my application; 

 16. Paragraph 3 refers to an obvious manifest error in the judge not considering the 

significance of non disclosure of the assignment.  Para 4 rightfully states that the assignment, 

also contained and referred to on Part B of the Statutory Demand meets the criteria set out in 

Section 136 of the Law of Property Act 1925 meaning that the assignment is valid and the 

undisputed dent is due for payment.  

 17. Paragraph 5 refers to Bloom's witness statement being dishonest. 

 18.  Para 6 refers to discussions and correspondences taking place between the defendants 

and the court without my knowledge or involvement, yet I am the applicant; 

 19. Paras 10 and 11 refer to the ex parte directions application made by the defendants; 

 20. It should further be observed that the skeleton is dated 18th March 2018, 10 days before 

the illegal winding up of the Applicant.   

 21. Paragraph 12 refers to the first unwarranted demand and the second; 

 22. Paragraphs 15 - 21 refers to the fact that the claims made against Empowering Wind 

MFC Ltd could not possibly be established pursuant to the Energy Supply Agreement; 

 23. Paragraphs 22 - 33 sets out the position and the signifcnce of the material non disclosure; 

 24. Paragraph 34 refers to collusion betwen Radcliffe Chambers and the Insolvency 

Registrars, including Briggs and Jones.  

 25. Paragraphs 35 and 36 refers to the fraudulent misrepresentation of the defendants causing 

the winding up of Empowering Wind MFC Ltd. In fact it is plainly evidenced that it was all 

orchestrated corruption and conspiracy from the outset.  It must have been premeditated by 

Bloom and Womble Solicitors from a very early stage and I have no doubtm from around 

June 2015.  

 26. Paragraph 37 refers to my right to issue the Statutory Demand for the undisputed 

abortive costs.  

 With all that in mind, the corrupt judges have allowed these criminals to steal £530,000 from 

me, plus interest, with the orchestrated winding up of my company for the same £25,000 

obtained in fraudulent non disclosure.   They have conspired to pervert the course of justice 

to cover it up for all of this time, later seeking to utilise the ECRO (Extended Civil Restraint 

Order) which is wholly unlawful in its own right to do so whilst Vos, the purported 

Chancellor of our High Court seeks to discredit me, acting to ignoring the fundamentally 

obvious frauds and in failing to determine the application before him that sought to deal with 

those frauds, whilst maintaininf the ECRO against me when he knew full well that none of 

my applications were without merit.  
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 This is how these criminals are defrauding, both me and the public now I demand that 

they are all arrested and removed forthwith.  Many thanks. 

 Yours faithfully, 

Paul Millinder 

 On 21/06/2019 10:01, Paul Millinder wrote: 

Dear Mr Justice Snowden (and all law enforcement copied), 

1. I refer to my application:  N244_21_06_2019_1 

2. The Witness Statement with it:  Witness_Statement_21_06_2019___1 

 3. The Statement of Case ignored by Nugee: Statement of Case_19_06_2019_CR-2017-

000140_11111111 

 4. Email chain identifying manifest errors in the order of the purported Chancellor that was 

also ignored by Nugee: Email_Manifest_Errors_Vos_18_06_2019 

 5. My Skeleton of 7th June 2019 also ignored by Nugee: 

SKELETON_Applicant_07_06_2019  and the exhibit with it: EXHIBIT_PM_07_06_2019 

 6. The order of Nugee refusing to set aside mala fide orders founded by fraud and manifest 

errors: Millinder ECRO Application Order 18.6  his reasoning with that order that I have 

highlighted and referred to in my Statement of Case in (2) above.  

 7. The order of Nugee refusing permission to appeal: Millinder permission to appeal 

refused 19.6 

 8. The spoilated claim that was to be heard with the application of 28th September 2018. 

N1_Claim_01_11_2018_WS_Claimant_Statement_Prejudice 

 9. The simple fundamentally obvious question also remains;  How can the Lease that was 

unlawfully forfeited by Middlesbrough FC on 15th August 2015 be assigned?   Hence, I 

do believe there is nothing to assign because the cause of action in the claim already vests in 

me from 25th June 2015 when the Club made the unwarranted demand then forfeited the 

Lease when Force Majeure applied in the operative provision.   

 10. The Energy Supply Agreement is simply an onerous contract of no material benefit to 

creditors anyway and furthermore, I elected to treat it as terminated on 15th June 2015 and 

same is clearly evidenced in my exhibit: 06.Tab 5 - Exhibit JRB BD 15.06.2015; 

 11. The defendants did clearly know (it is evidenced that they did) that the Energy Supply 

Agreement would terminate on the date they unlawfully forfeited the Lease, but they sought 

to raise that unwarranted demand with menaces after refusing the connection.  I will at least 

give them some credit, I think that even they knew that without a connection the turbine 

could not operate!   But they made the unwarranted demand and the false representations 

anyway.     
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 12. Lastly, I think they also knew that given that they ruinated the project which was the sole 

trading interest of Empowering Wind MFC Ltd, they also knew full well that the winding up 

was as a direct consequence of their actions and now look at the mess they have caused.  I 

really am most disconcerted at the level of corruption.  

 13. I ask that you dismiss Hannon from his duties as Official Receiver forthwith, for the 

reasons made abundantly clear and to protect others he comes into contact with from his 

fraudulent abuse of position and blatant dishonesty against the interests of creditors.  

 The next email I will send will be the application of 28th February 2018 that the criminals 

attempted to assert was the same as the one that came before Nugee J on 5th February 

2018.  I will prove beyond reasonable doubt that the application is in fact entirely different.  

 Yours faithfully, 

  

Paul Millinder 

On 21/06/2019 09:22, Paul Millinder wrote: 

Dear Mr Justice Snowden, 

I am just finalising an application to you.   Nugee is substantially conflicted and he has been 

fraudulently abusing his position with intent to pervert the course of justice.   My 

submissisons prove that beyond reasonable doubt but also that the ECRO is a false instrument 

that is, quite categorically void ab initio for the reasons that will become expressly clear to 

you when you receive the application in about half an hour.  

Furthermore, Nugee cannot be a judge of his own cause and I refer to the common law 

principle of nemo judex in causa sua and that statement with my application for permission to 

appeal that also serves as a prosecution statement against him that I have already delivered to 

law enforcement.  

We have a case of serious corruption within our judiciary, this is in fact going to be the 

biggest corruption case in the history of the United Kingdom and you can help me unravel it.  

I know you are a good and honourable judge.   You directed in your ruling and judgment that 

the letters I wrote to you were to be dealt with in the hearing of the application of 28th 

February 2018.  They were ignored by Pelling who is connected with the defendants.      

I am expecting all of the putative defendants to be arrested;  Pelling, Briggs, Jones, Vos, 

Arnold and Nugee very shortly for conspiring  to pervert the course of justice and frauds by 

abuse of position where they have sought to maliciously abuse their positions to conceal 

serious fraud and indictable offences committed by dishonest lawyers.    The winding up was 

convened with intent to pervert the course of justice and that is proven also beyond 

reasonable doubt.     It is also proven beyiond reasonable doubt that these criminals that have 

infilterated our justice system have been embarking on a scheme of "remedy denial" and 

spoilation of all of the evidence, statements and facts whilst dishonestly misrepresenting the 

rule of law they are paid to uphold.  
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Hence, I outright refuse to deal further with Nugee he is a criminal that has been spoilating 

evidence, misrepresenting the rule of law and working for the defendants throughout.    The 

ECRO is, in any event void ab initio so the application can come straight to you.   I will have 

it to you within the hour. 

In short it is all a big fraud originating from Middlesbrough FC's unwarranted demand 

with menaces of 25th June 2015. All bets were off from that date, all of the orders were 

founded by fraud and that blackmail (Exhibit 8) transformed into the first proof of 

debt, then the second - £541,308 and then the 3rd exceeding £4.1 million and the 

criminals within this public authority have been conspiring to conceal it for all of this 

time, that too is proven beyond reasonable doubt.      We have 3 unwarranted demands 

with menaces, 3 false representations and fraudulent disclosure with intent to steal my 

£530,000 after these criminals ruined the last 6 years of my life and wasted my money on the 

wind turbine project through fraudulent misrepresentation in contract law.   

They u-turned on the connection offer that was jointly negotiated and agreed during the 

Option Period whereas if not satisfied with the commercial or technical arrangements 

the aggrieved party could have negated without financial commitment.  They did not, 

they took my £200,000 for the Lease, Connection Deed and Energy Supply Agreement, 

then, two years later they u-turned on the grid connection after making a ransom 

demand for payment that was not even owed.  When I did not pay (and offered to 

resolve the dispute by placing the sum subject to the dispute in Escrow) they refused the 

connection that was entire purpose of the contracts in the first instance and made an 

unwarranted demand with menaces.  It really is as simple as that.  

In essence, they needed not to worry, because they were reliant on this cabal of 

interconnected dishonest criminals within the court to cover for them afterwards.  Hence, I 

am 100% accurate when I say that they were seeking to reverse engineer insolvency law that 

is designed to recover assets for creditors (contingent or otherwise) to steal from them 

(namely me).  

I did make the claim also, ,but Arnold disposed of that illegally on the proviso of the ECRO 

false instrument because he knew as well as I did that the defendants could not defend 

it.  Their motive being to conspire to pervert the couse of justice with intent to defraud me of 

the £18.7 million claim that is already proven.  

I ask that you carefully study the evidnece referred to below in the interim.  Many thanks and 

I look forward to hearing from you.   Nugee has deliberately evaded it all, hence my grounds 

for setting aside the orders pursuant to CPR Part 3.1.7 was absolutely correct and the right 

way of dealing with it, aside from the fact that all of the orders were founded by fraud that is 

distinctly pleaded and proven.   

Yours faithfully, 

Paul Millinder 
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-------- Forwarded Message --------  

Subject:  SPOILATION OF EVIDENCE : Reply from Mr Justice Nugee -- Application 

No 1 - pursuant to the ECRO false instrument --- MARKED URGENT AND 

MUST BE DEALT WITH FIRST --- TODAY 

Date:  Wed, 19 Jun 2019 11:39:33 +0100 

From:  Paul Millinder <pm@stopcorruption.co.uk> 

Organisation:  Litigio LLP 

To:  Clark, Gary <Gary.Clark@Justice.gov.uk>, Ford, Natalie 

<natalie.ford@justice.gov.uk>, Drewett, Pauline 

<pauline.drewett@justice.gov.uk>, Gauke, David 

<David.Sec.Gauke@justice.gov.uk>, Davis, Adam (DJO-JO) 

<Adam.davis@judiciary.uk>, vannina.ettori@judiciary.uk, Terry , Giselle 

<giselle.terry@judiciary.uk>, cressida.dick@met.pnn.police.uk, 

lisa.osofsky@sfo.gsi.gov.uk, Raymond Emson 

<Raymond.Emson@sfo.gov.uk>, Duncan.Wynn@thamesvalley.pnn.police.uk, 

Stansfeld Anthony <Anthony.Stansfeld@thamesvalley.pnn.police.uk>, Peter 

Morgan 2671 <Peter.Morgan.2671@northumbria.pnn.police.uk>, 

lynne.owens@nca.x.gsi.gov.uk, Liukku, Jari Matti <Jari-

Matti.Liukku@europol.europa.eu> 

  

MR CLARK, 

HERE IS THE EVIDNECE TO PROVE THE FRAUD AND THE FIRST OF THREE 

UNWARRANTED DEMANDS WITH MENACES THAT MR JUSTICE NUGEE 

SOUGHT TO EVADE WHEN IT WAS PUT IN FRONT OF YOU AND MADE SO 

ABUNDANTLY CLEAR THAT A SHOOL KID COULD DETERMINE THE FRAUD.  

WHAT THE HELL ARE YOU ALL DOING EXACTLY?  

WHAT ARE YOU THINKING OF AND WHO ARE YOU TRYING TO FOOL? 

NOW I WILL GO TO THE PRESS AND EXPOSE YOU ALL FOR WHAT YOU 

ARE.  

THERE IS A CURE FOR CORRUPTION AND IT IS CALLED TRANSPARENCY 

--- PAUL MILLINDER 

 

-------- Forwarded Message --------  

Subject:  Re: Reply from Mr Justice Nugee -- Application No 1 - pursuant to the ECRO 

false instrument --- MARKED URGENT AND MUST BE DEALT WITH 

FIRST --- TODAY 

Date:  Mon, 17 Jun 2019 12:38:45 +0100 

From:  Paul Millinder <pm@stopcorruption.co.uk> 

mailto:pm@stopcorruption.co.uk
mailto:Gary.Clark@Justice.gov.uk
mailto:natalie.ford@justice.gov.uk
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mailto:David.Sec.Gauke@justice.gov.uk
mailto:Adam.davis@judiciary.uk
mailto:vannina.ettori@judiciary.uk
mailto:giselle.terry@judiciary.uk
mailto:cressida.dick@met.pnn.police.uk
mailto:lisa.osofsky@sfo.gsi.gov.uk
mailto:Raymond.Emson@sfo.gov.uk
mailto:Duncan.Wynn@thamesvalley.pnn.police.uk
mailto:Anthony.Stansfeld@thamesvalley.pnn.police.uk
mailto:Peter.Morgan.2671@northumbria.pnn.police.uk
mailto:lynne.owens@nca.x.gsi.gov.uk
mailto:Jari-Matti.Liukku@europol.europa.eu
mailto:Jari-Matti.Liukku@europol.europa.eu
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Organisation:  Litigio LLP 

To:  Clark, Gary <Gary.Clark@Justice.gov.uk>, Stansfeld Anthony 

<Anthony.Stansfeld@thamesvalley.pnn.police.uk>, 

lisa.osofsky@sfo.gsi.gov.uk, Raymond Emson 

<Raymond.Emson@sfo.gov.uk>, cressida.dick@met.pnn.police.uk, 

Richard.Barnes3@met.pnn.police.uk, 

Duncan.Wynn@thamesvalley.pnn.police.uk, Peter Morgan 2671 

<Peter.Morgan.2671@northumbria.pnn.police.uk>, 

perry.stokes@cityoflondon.pnn.police.uk, lynne.owens@nca.x.gsi.gov.uk, 

Liukku, Jari Matti <Jari-Matti.Liukku@europol.europa.eu>, Julian Gill 

<julian.gill@wbd-uk.com>, Paul Stewart <paul.stewart@wbd-uk.com>, 

michael.brown@wbd-uk.com <michael.brown@wbd-uk.com>, 

ustaunton@radcliffechambers.com <ustaunton@radcliffechambers.com>, 

Tony Hannon <Tony.Hannon@insolvency.gov.uk>, RCJCompaniesOrders 

<ChanceryJudgesListing@justice.gov.uk> 

CC:  Simpson, Wendy <wendy.simpson@Justice.gov.uk>, Ford, Natalie 

<Natalie.Ford@Justice.gov.uk>, neil.bausor@mfc.co.uk, 

mark.ellis@mfc.co.uk, steve.gibson@mfc.co.uk, keith.lamb@mfc.co.uk 

  

Mr Clark, 

I refer to our telephone conversation and the email below.  

I also refer to my previous email requesting a telephone hearing to determine the order for 

disclosure of the evidence that has been deliverately withheld from me by the criminals since 

6th January 2017 that is somewhat inextricably linked to the ex-parte hearing and noted that 

the defendants did not tell the judge that they had deliberatley withheld the first and second 

proof of debt from me.  Funny that, but in fact it was for that reason, amongst the fact that I 

wanted to recover some of my abortive costs that fell due on 15th August 2015 when 

Middlesbrough FC unlawfully forfeited the Lease, that I made the Statutory Demand 

originating those proceedings.  

These criminals occupying positions of trust within this public authority have been working 

to cover it all up for all of this time.  I really am most disconceted. Do these clowns get paid 

to defraud the public or to uphold the rule of law ot the highest standards?   They have played 

games with me for long enough now I am going to deal much more robustly.    

I am going to make this submission very clear indeed, to assist him;  

I am not the one worthy of discredit, the corrupt judges are, all 5 of them because they have 

been working to conceal frauds and indictable offences against the public interest whilst 

making me liable for their fraudulent abuses of postion and the defendants disproproately 

inflated costs founded by fraud.    If Nugee J had dealt with it properly the first time around 

from 5th February 2018 much of this could have been avoided.    They will be put in prison 

with the rest of the defendants whether they like it or not and if anyone else wants to assist 

the defendants in the same way in abuse of position, they too will join them.  Simple, but 

effective.  
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mailto:Peter.Morgan.2671@northumbria.pnn.police.uk
mailto:perry.stokes@cityoflondon.pnn.police.uk
mailto:lynne.owens@nca.x.gsi.gov.uk
mailto:Jari-Matti.Liukku@europol.europa.eu
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mailto:keith.lamb@mfc.co.uk
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Firstly, I am going to refer to some of the other missing pieces of the jigsaw that Bloom of 

Middlesbrough FC also deliberately withhelf from the ex-parte hearing.  You will see how its 

all linked, we have that domino effect, fraud unravels all:  

A.  Emailchain Bloom April 2015_Escrow - On 15th April 2015 I wrote to Bloom in an 

attempt to resolve the delay caused by their ransom demand for payment that was causing 

unreasonable delay to the project.  In short, they were demanding I paid them money that was 

not due for the period effected by Force Majeure.     On 16th April 2015 Bloom accepted that 

agreement in principle "subject to" more caveats inserted by him.  My offer was to place the 

sum subject to dispute (even though I did not agree with it) into Escrow pending resolution 

by an independent arbitrator so that the turbine could be constructed.   It was in the interests 

of both parties to mitigate loss and to have done this.     Two weeks later, Bloom then refused 

the connection, rending the project useless so there was no point in arbitration because 

without a connection the turbine cannot supply power.   

A1. What this does do however is prove beyond reasonable doubt that Bloom knew full well 

that prior to u turning and refusing the connection that was jointly negotiated during the 

Option Period,  he knew full well that any such claim for c£255,000 was disputed on genuine 

and substantial grounds.     He knew therefore that he had no position to have then raised a 

demand for that money, period.  He had no position to have raised the demand before 

refusing the connection, let alone after outright killing the project by doing so and retaining 

my £200,000 in the process.    

B.  Now I move to Tab 7 - EX 3A - Turbine Subject to Contract.  This is another piece of 

evidnece that Bloom and his cohorts deliberately withheld from the ex-parte hearing.  This is 

the email from him dated 18th September 2014 with his agreement to delay payment for rent 

(that was not due anyway) until "commissioning".   This is also material, because he knew 

full well that the turbine could not be commissioned because he refused the grid connection.  

C.  With all that in mind, I take the piece from my submission of 16/06/2019 to complete this 

part:  

C1.  I now refer to 06.Tab 5 - Exhibit JRB BD 15.06.2015.  This is the email chain between 

Middlesbrough FC management, Womble Solicitors and I just 10 days prior to them making 

the first unwarranted demand with menaces (Exhibit 8)   - The third paragraph details that the 

Club have prevented me from performing on my contractual obligations (Force Majeure).   - 

The fourth paragraph refers to them "intending to invoice me for payments that are clearly 

not due" - The fifth paragraph refers to me providing written notice that they are in "material 

breach of the Connection Deed, as well as the Lease and ESA as it is preventing me from 

carrying out the rights granted under such contracts. I cannot build a wind turbine that 

has no grid connection and neither can I lose the OFGEM FIT tariff because you decide 

to change the goal posts on the 11th hour." 

 

C2.  It is clearly evidenced therefore that the MFC management team and the management 

team of Womble Bond Dickinson (UK) LLP had full knowledge that any such alleged claim 

for £256,269.89 could not possibly be due in those circumstances.  They went ahead and 

made the unwarranted demand 10 days later irrespectively.  They transformed that into a 

false representation claim to cause the winding up of the sole purpose company and in full 

knowledge that the claim could not possibly be established, they made the second claim in 
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the sum of £541,308 and the third exceeding £4.1 million from the same originating source 

of debt as the first.  

C3.  It was that first proof of debt (Exhibit 8) and the second claim (I have not had sight of 

yet) that Hannon and the defendants have deliberately withheld from me since 6th January 

2017 but yet it is clearly evidenced that the false representations are inextricably linked to the 

Statutory Demand originating their fraudulent non disclosure.  It does indeed meet the 

requirements of proof set out in Rule 14.4 of the Insolvency Rules 2016 and that "a proof of 

debt is the document on which a creditor submits its claim".  It is therefore proven beyond 

reasonable doubt that Exhibit 8 is the first proof of debt that Hannon and the defendants 

deliberately withheld that is the same amount presented by Staunton in Bloom's "Notice of 

Intention to Appear".  

There we have it, My Lord, it's as easy as A,B,C.   Now, on to that application:  

1.  I refer to my Witness Statement: Witness Statement P.Millinder_13_04_2019.   I will 

leave out the malfeasance and acts of corruption by Arnold J, you can cover them in your 

judgment if you want but I am going to deal with him in the magistrates and Crown Court 

anyway with the rest of these criminals, including Vos, Pelling, Briggs and Jones.    I move 

straight to paragraphs 12 - 17 of page 3.   There we have it, it is all very clear, concise and to 

the point.  Hannon and my opposing litigants had a legal duty to have disclosed (Hannon 

pursuant to Rule 14.6 of the IR 2016 and my opposing litigants were under a continuing duty 

to have disclosed any change in circumstances relating to the ex-parte hearing right up until 

the first hearing on notice ), they deliberately and dishonestly withheld those proofs of debt in 

full knowledge that the claims were fraudulent.  

2. I move briefly to my exhibit:  EX PM1_26_03_2019 Tab 1 is the email from Campbell of 

Hannon's office dated 9th January 2017 same day as the ex-parte hearing telling me "he has 

not been able to release details of the proof of debt".   Pages 2,3,4,5 and 6 evidence that I was 

requesting the proofs of debt submitted by Bloom of MFC and that request is inextricably 

linked to the Stat Demand originating their ex-parte hearing.    

3. They could not defend the demand, because the demand cannot be 

disputed.  Middlesbrough terminated the Lease after breaching the contracts and rendering 

the project useless.  Force Majeure applied on the operative provision and they had agreed in 

any event, in writing to offset rent until commissioning.  The turbine could not be 

commissioned without a connection.   They did know that.   

4. Tab 2 of my exhibit refers to Campbell's email of 26/01/2017.  He still refuses to disclose 

the first proof of debt but makes reference to the second claim.  If we move back to Tab 1 

page 4, we have an email from me dated 6th January 2017 to Gill of Womble Solicitors (who 

went on to make the third false representation in the sum exceeding £4.1 million on 2nd 

February 2017). I specifically ask him for a copy of the proof of debt as "the purported debt 

as now increased to circa £500k" 

5. Turning to page 6 of Tab 1 we have my email to Bloom concerning the demand.  I quote 

this from that email which Bloom also omitted from the ex-parte hearing: 

I note also from your points 1 & 2 yesterday that MFC would appear to be a court within 

itself and you are the judge, as you have ruled that the 
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debt is due and payable. In reality all you have done is abused process and issued invoices 

on a false debt. What you did subsequently is not only an abuse of process, it amounts to 

serious 

legal misconduct of a solicitor representing the Club, to match your misconduct and 

misrepresentation from October 2012. 

6. There we have it, my case is proven beyond reasonable doubt.   Not, on the balance of 

probabilities, but beyond reasonable doubt the defendants, Hannon,  Staunton, Womble Bond 

Dickinson (UK) LLP and Middlesbrough Football & Athletic Company (1986) Ltd are guilty 

of fraud by false representation on 3 counts, as in Section 3 of the Fraud Act 2006 and;  

7. Hannon is guilty of fraud by abuse of position as in Section 4 of the Fraud Act 

2006.  These are arrestable, chargable and imprisonable offences, aside from the 3 

unwarranted demands with menaces and the conspiracy to pervert the course of justice.  

8. Therefore, My Lord, it is proven beyond reasonable doubt that the order of 16th January 

2017 was founded by fraud and that the orders of Jones were also founded by fraud and so 

was the ECRO, the order of Pelling, Vos and all of the mala fide orders made by Arnold.   

9. Therefore, I am asking you, My Lord, to put an end to this nonsense and to grant me the 

order for disclosure today without further delay I have been waiting over 60 days for 

it.  Arnold twice certified as totally without merit but yet the application cannot possibly be. 

What the hell has it all come to?  

10.  I also enclose my costs statements to for time wasted by these clowns and their frauds 

and acts of corruption in using the court and its corrupt officials as a means of achieving 

injustice and covering their crimes in conspiracy.  

You will see, once you follow the rest of my submissions, I have already proven my case 

beyond reasonable doubt.   It cannot be overlooked any more, anyone that does that will join 

the defendants and that is not a threat, it is a promise.  

I request that you award these costs, summarily assessed in the sum of £260,220 with the 

order for disclosure.     

I hope that you find this submission helpful.  It is intended to make it as easy as 1,2,3 because 

it really is, hence, the actions of the defendants and their conspirers can be nothing other than 

deliberate acts with intent to defraud and I am going to round off with this;  

I re-quote this part from Staunton, the purported barrister, deceitful white collar 

criminal.  This was on page 12, paragraph 37 of his skeleton for the hearing before Vos 

described by Staunton as: _DOC_152771391(1)_Skeleton for hearing on 14 November 

2018.  : -  

“Rs do not bring any claim against A, or Empowering or Earth Energy, save 

that Rs claim £25,000 from Earth Energy under the consent order of 16 

January 2017.”   
  For clarity, Staunton refers to "A" being me, "Applicant", Empowering, being Empowering 

Wind MFC Ltd and Earth Energy, being Earth Energy Investments LLP that was maliciously 

wound up by these criminals whilst proceedings were on foot before Mr Justice Nugee who 
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just one week earlier made an order to list the application for a hearing.  Staunton then 

decided to wind the applicant up for the same £25,000 that was sub judice relating to when 

the defendants withheld 172 pages of witness exhibit from  the ex-parte hearing that would 

have otherwise proven Earth Energy's demand against them for £530,000.   

Vos allowed him then to retract his lie, by replacing his skeleton in preparation for the 

hearing before him but in full knowledge that Staunton had lied and after having been 

notified of the same.  When I presented this at the hearing, Vos also deliberately evaded the 

fact.     

It was however Staunton who made the first claim, that was in fact the unwarranted demand 

with menaces, on 19th September 2016 to cause the WUP of Empowering Wind MFC 

Ltd.    It was their intention to circimvent justice and to evade prosecution using insolvency 

law and collusion as a means to have done so.   Staunton then went on to represent the £4.1 

million claim in full knowledge of the first and second.  

Most critically however, Staunton himself knew that the claims were a fraud.  He made that 

admission on 9th January 2017 during the ex-parte hearing and I refer to that Note of 

Hearing. 012. Note of Hearing - CR-2017-000140- MFC 09 01 2017_05_04_2018_04.   

Vos made absolutely no mention of the second false representation; £541,308 and the 

third exceeding £4.1 million within his judgment, but he did know that the first claim 

was also a fundamentally obvious fraud. Hence, it is proven beyond reasonable doubt 

that Vos was working in conspiracy to conceal fraud and unwarranted demands with 

menaces and those actions have an obvious tendency to pervert the course of justice for 

which I assert he is guilty on two counts, firstly pursaunt to the Assessories & Abettors 

Act 1861 and his actions in concealing 3 unwarranted demands and a conspiracy to 

defraud (indictable offences) and secondly for perverting the course of justice by 

covering those criminal acts to assist the defendants in evading prosecution and in any 

event, he sought to make me personally liable for £25,000 resulting from his fraudulent 

abuse of position as in S4 of the Fraud Act 2006 and therefore he must be arrested and 

charged with these criminal offences and removed from office, today, along with the 

other criminals, to prevent further harm to innocent members of the public.  

I will give Mr Clark a call to make sure this is being dealt with.  I have had enough of my 

evidence and applications being deliberately ignored by this cabal.   

Yours faithfully, 

Paul Millinder 


