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Since nene of the local Seliciters are taking actien,
it seems teo me quite wrong that the Law Seciety will
make ne cemment on the grounds that one of the Selici-
-ters mentiened in the magazine might at seme time

I feel I must press this matter for if there is ne
justice in Mrs Reid's allegations, then I want the
matter made clear, and if there is substance in her

MARTIN BRANDON.BRAVO Allegations, the matter sheuld be breught inte the

(Con) epen and dealt with,

‘CONSPIRACY and FORGERY’

*Behind Closed Doors accurme the NOCL of
rerverting the course of iustice, when
5o the ITth Nov., I984 at their AGM, in
Nottingham; a motion was nrepoc=ad by Mr
John YcGuigam end seconded by Fargaret
McGlade NOCLs publicity officer, that
womens rights would not be taken un or
discussed by NGCI in Nottingham.

The reason for this being that an inves-
tigation would highlight the unethical
conduct of its own Secretary Mr Jules
Griffiths, and the activities of John S
Hodgson who in cending to Standard Iife
Assurance a lese then truthful insurance
policy which had been materially altered,
was guilty of gross malvractice which can
only conctitute that a forgery had taken
rvlace,

In the life of every man and nation,
Comes the moment to decide

Between good and evil,

Truth and falsehood.

Is it true?

Demociracy or Hypocrisy



Conspiracy and Fnrgéfy

mhis issue of 'Behind Closed Doors® is but one asvect of the suffering & voman
went through in her fight for justice with Nottingham's legal eagles over a 4
year period, and which will be told in greater detail in & much larger icscue of
Pehind Closed Doors im the New Year, Yet this woman Me Lexie Reid's only crime
was to be a feminist and fighting for Womens Rights against a Law Society in
Nottingham that could be more aptly deseribed as a fraternity of shylocks who
under the closk of respectability of the legal establishment must rank in varr
with the Mafia in their maninulation of truth and justice,

This issue of Behind Closed Doors deals with the forgery of a3 joint Insurance
Policy which was in both Ms Reids and her hucbsnds name V.T.Southem, one can cee
thet the policy marked No.2 which ¥s Reid rigned and the materially altered doc-
ment marked No.3 which John S Hodgson, Victor Southams Solicitor sent to Standard
life Assurance Comnany are very different indeed., In document No.2., which ¥'s Reid
signed is a vnaragraph marked X which is omitted in document No,3, 8lso in docurent
No.3 it shows the materinl alteration %o Julien Griffithe signature wha at the
time was M~ Reide Solicitor, and the alteration of Ms Reidr signature, Yet this
case has been contained ~nd kept out of court by the Law Society, and aided and
abbetted by the Nottingham Rranch of NCCL's Committeee which comprises of Wyn Yil-
liams €/man, Julian Griffiths (Secretary) Margaret McGlade (Publicity Officer),
Cllr. Nigel Lee (Treasurer), and Nr, John FcGuigan (N.U.P,E.)and Mr, John S Fodg-
son (Solicitox), j :

Index of Evidence

No. T. Letter dated I4=-6-83 to Ms Reid frem Standar? life, which shows that Soute
WarTad written to them to try and cach the policy without Ms Reid being aware of
it,

No, 2?2, Policy or Document marked No.2 which Ms Reid sipned shows that paragravh
marked X s=tivulates that the money be paid in senerate crorsed chequer to e Reid
and her husband Mr, Southam,

No._ 3, Document marked No.3 shows that material alterations had been made, a= it
Shows that the naragravh marked X is missing and both Y¥s= Reides signature and thet
of her Solicitors signature My Julian Griffiths had been altered,

Nor.4 and 5., These two pages are self explanatory on “Forgery and Criminal Law®,
No, 6, Letter dated II-I-84 which Ms, Reids Yember of Parliament Mr, Rrandon=
Bravo sent to Mr., Hoyle of the Law Society, asking for an exnlanation into the un-
ethical conduct of certain members of the legal nrofession in Nottingham, vet it
is almost 2 years ago that he asked for an inquiry to be made vublic, so far the
vublic are still weiting for an answer,

Nop 7, letter dated I4-I-84 from Cllr., Nigel lee to Mr M, Svungin, which vproves
That Hodgson in a panic tried to get an injunction against Behind floced Doors,
through the Attorney General, to try to stov therm exno~ing his illegal =nd corrup%
activities not only in Ms Reids case but in other case=s al= o,

We would like to noint out that on the back nage there ie a letter from Mr Boyd's
Solicitor dated the 16=3-84 stating that no action was to be taken against NBCD
in spite of Hodgrons attemnt to stop them printing.

We must now ask what this womam can expect in the wav of compensation from Solic-
itors 1like Hodgson, Griffiths and Gregsons to nam~ but a few who have made British
Justice the laughing stock of Furovpe,

£ - , E
1 CITO wer: management consultants  He asked: “Cam. con-
: ?3:‘:“ :3“ by the have firml concluded sumers be sure of a fair -
i Government's consumcr that it would be disast- hearing under the present
H watchd that . rous not to set up an gystem from body
o+l og et €% independert complaints  whose main job is to rep-
: wwm up m:‘s;.-,; body. This is the last resent the interests of its
4 :Ji ry. ‘;:l'" - 8y Tais ts chance for solicitors to solicitor members?

g ce ingt bed b:‘;"‘" o 4e  put their own house in  The Law Society should
lE‘t"s imm l‘; Sane nt order,” said Mr Michael not . underestimate - the
§ protession, arliame nt  Montague, chairman of serious damage done to

will do it for them. . th tonal C M nfidence in soli-
%7 ' Sgcie’_i : : i ons onsumer g;:l; r: cO!




PID/ I 27 Friar Lane

Nottingham
14th June 1983 NG16DF

Tel Nottingham 40736 (3 lines)
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Dear Ms Reid

Your letteraf the 13th June has been handed to me for my personal
attention and perhaps I can throw some light on what appears to be
a rather confusing situation.

First of all I think it is important to point out the Society has

not indicated to anyone you have refused to sign the surrender form

in question, but it is perfectly true to say we wrote to Mr Southam

on the 18th April indicating we had received the form in question,

but as this had not been signed by yourself as the joint mortgage holder,
.. it was impossible for any action to be tsken.

Frankly, this is still the same situation and until both signatures
have been obtained by the Society for this account, there is no
.posaibility of the account being changed in any way. 4s you will
appreciate this does not constitute a refusal on your part and it

is perhaps unfortunate Mr Southam has mentioned it to you in the

way suggested. Clearly it is very much up to the joint account holders
to come to an amicable settlement in cases such as this and. 1 hope

you will please contact each other =so that a satisfactory conclusion
can be brought about. :

Yo si.ncerely

| ‘ .“wi»

P J Davis
Branch Manager
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)  STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY

Policy(()(iz 91’(3—499638/’( /X /Y

Lives fAssured : LEXIE MARY BELL REID & VICTOR TIMOTHY SOUTHAM
(Last Premium Assumed Paid Mar 8%}4
o i X

Yo

Surrender Value £ 2116.80

S

Lesa Outstanding Premium Mar 83 £ 85.29 /// . k,,,/
| L 9 85.29

' £ 2031.51 '
K - - e

WE, LEXIE MARY BELL REID and VICTOR TIMOTHY SQUTHAM, b’jf;; of

do hereby request the STANDAED LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY o pay the sum of TWO
THOUSAND AND THIRTY ONE POUNDS PIFTY ONE PRNCE being the amount payable in
respect of the above policy which is herewith delivered up to de cancelled.

i~ The payment is+ to be made by crossed cheque in'faVour{dff(l)Loxiofkkxy-Bell (zgi

§§?f§

7/ Reid £1015.75 and (2)Victor Timothy Southam £101%.76 sand should be sent to
A , : A
at :

(1f chequéﬁiéiihvfavourxﬁf,hnsank state Account to be crodifid)' .

We acknqwledgé‘fhnt on p&ynent being duly made ss aforesaid ve lﬁlll be deemad
to have received the said sum of TWO THOUSAND AND THIRTY OFE POUNDS FIFTY ONE
PENCE. -

As Witness our hand this day of

One thousand nine hundred and eighty three

Witness to t#g?éignatu;efof satd X SR X
, Lexie Mary Bell Beid‘%ya o i | i 5 .

H witn‘esa...l....._"l.l . : '.... l.O..’..l.....‘.'."'...‘.

XJ?‘ LR T E SI.Y.MXV X MR X

Addreas.....'..'.......I........

X g Shaton Rl X

X flickiatf LoMe X

Occupation-........-.-u..,.on.

Witneas to the signature of the said

Victor Timothy Southanm

witneaa‘.t....l..il...."...l... \)’x’;.-.....ll...l...'.'..l'... X
' XV TS

AdQTreBScecscscscvosscssescescscncae
....‘.....‘..........IQ..

QCéupationvc-o-.couooo.-.c...ooa

(Please note that a wife should not vitness the signature of her husband amé
vice versa)
N |
*Thia is @ copy of the "Special” form Standard Life agreed to meke out for Vs Re%d after
she had contacted them Directly and In Person, She then took the form to her solicitoxr =
Julian Griffiths in order that He 'Witness'her signature, A COFY was then given to Mr
Griffiths to send to JOHN S HODGSON %o obtain his clients Miiimessed® signature....
Note 'Ticks'(as done by Standart Life), Signatures of Ms Reid & Julisn Griffiths, SPACING
Dotted lines, Initials eto, and complete layout section Marked 'A’,
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Policy N o’ . x?;’&%DARD LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY

Life Assured : LEXIE MARY BELL REID & VICTOR TDIOTHY SOUTITAH
(Last Premium Assumed Paid March 83)

: Surrender Value £ 2116.80
i o , . £ - 2116.80
Less Ouﬁatanding Premium March 83 £ 85.29
. 2 85.29
. 3 2031.51 .

WE, LEXIE MARY BELL REID, and VICTOR TIMOTHY SOUTHAH;*:; -

do hereby request the STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COHﬁAHI to pay the sum of TWO
THOUSAND ARND THIRTY ONE POUHNDS FIFTY ONE PENCE being the amount payable in
,respect of the ahove policy which is herewlth delivered up to be cancelled.

(:: #X The payment is to be made by c*ossed cheque in favour of
and should be sent to X
at - : : 5 '
(If cheque is in favour of a Bank state Account %o be credited)
We acknowledge that on payment being duly made as aforesaid we shall be deemed

‘to have received the said sum of TWO THOUSAND AND THIRTY ONE POUNDS FIFTY ONE
PENCE.

As Witness our hand this day of

One thousand nine hundred and eighty three

vl

Lexie Mary Bell Reid ,,

Witness....;ﬁé??
~77'¢?d54FITZdF

Address-....l'-tooonooocoootﬂs-o

7 THehian Hocwl,

Q.‘f(“f..l‘ﬁ..‘...."..‘
Ao ye | :

0c¢upation. satsseesee os;lo(‘{q\. -I &

Witness to the s;gnature

¥itness to the signature of the said

Victor Timgthy Southam e -
2 . : s 191 A R
Wimeaa&ﬁu& . e .l..'.l.ll. e 2 ' £ y

Address.-n.‘ e d s o'd % w’ ;

-.Qo..'twb;Elo&oo;o‘oun&-:
Occunatlon..y&£C>k3J;¥(¢§9{.....

(Pleass note that a wife should not witness the signature'bf her husband and

vice verss)
h/

Footnotes S
This is a copy of the FORGED document received by Standard Life 1n‘hdinburgh after the
copy of the Original was given to her solicitor to witness.and sent to JOHN S HODGSON
for his clients 'witnessed' signature. As the result of this ‘FORGERY, the surrender
money for the Ebliey was paid into JOHN HODGSON'S Glient Account at 84 Friar Lane,

ottlngham.

i i SRR SCSRRS  Ta ORI 4 RT R —
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FAMILY LAWYER

Paragraph (iii) covers the offence of accusing or threatening to accuse of a

crime with intention to extort property where the accusation is nos contained
in a letter or any other writing. It may be in writing, but it need not be for this
act to be an offence. This is designed to cover the threat by word: of mouth,
because many a blackmailer would be far too cunning or too afraid to put his
threats in writing. :
' It ix also blasv:mil if the threats are used not to extort money or property
but in ~r=: to secure un appointment for yoursell or another to a much-
coveted job. Threats to publish (f.e. write or speak) a libel -upon-any other
. person, whether living or dead, if made with the object of procuring a job, are
+ an offence. For instance, if you said to the chairman of a public company that
unless he made your son managing director you would et it be known that
the chairman’s wife had been convicted of shoplifting some long time ago (a
fact not known locaily), you would be guilty of this offence. And it would not
matter whether what you said about the chairman’s wife was true or not. If
he sued you for libel, as will be seen in another part of this encyclopaedia, you
~would have a defence to the libel if you proved its truth, but that is no justifica-
tion for blackmail. -,

Finally, a person who with intent ‘to extort any valuable thing from any
person’ ‘

‘publishes or threatens to publish any libel upon any other person (whether
living or dead)

is guilty of a misdemeanour, punishable with up to two years’ imprisonment.

Of course, if the libel were an accusation of one of the crimes mentioned

above it would be a felony punishable with life imprisonment.
A person commits a similar offence who, with the same intent,

*directly or indircctly threaten to print or publish, or directly or indirectly

proposes to abstain from or offers to prevent the printing or publishing of
any matter or thing touching any other person (whether living or dead)".

This is quite a useful provision if you are faced with vague threats that
- somebody will say something sbout you (‘publishing® includes saying things by

word of mouth), but the threat must be accompanied by an intent to extort
some ‘valuable thing’. ! ,

FORGERY

THE verd ‘to forge’ originally meant simply ‘to make' and had no sug-
gestion of falsity or fraud. It is still used in that sense, as when a blacksmith
forges a shoe, But for some hundreds of years it has also been used in its
604

IN TROUBLE

The crime of forgery is defined by the Forpery Act of 1913 as follows:

“ 3 *Forgery is making a false document in order that it may be used as genuine'X
- «=g delightfully simple dcfinition, although when you examine it you will see
that jt does need some explanation. The Act also makes it a forgery to counterfeit
“certain seals and dies. : /

‘What s *a false document® in this sense? 1t is faise:

(i) if'it pretends to be made by someone who did not make it, or did not
- authorize its making; - : o

-{ii) if the time when it was made or the place where it is made (il either of
- those is important) are falsely stated; :
% (i) if material alterations have been made. X !

" A document is not a forgery when it merely contains statements which are
false. That definition just quoted goes far beyond the statements in _the docu-.
ment itself; to be a forgery the document must pretend to be something w}uch
it is'not. A letter containing a number of false statements is not necessa:_’x!y 8
forgery. But it would become a forgery if it purported, for instance, to bc signed
by A.'when in fact A. knew nothing about it, but B. had written A."s signature.
The point has been well summed up by this definition:

% ‘a forgery is a document which not merzly tells a fie, but tells a lie about

itself.” ¥ .

An example of a forgery resulting frora the mis-statement of the time or
the place where the document was made is the false ante-dating of a cheque.
So too, if a telegraph clerk immediately on hearing the result of a race scnqs
the bookmaker a telegram backing the winning horse and indicates by his
stamp that the telegram was handed in at the Post Office before the race was
nun, he commits a forgery of that telegram.

The word ‘document’ in the definition quoted above covers any writing.
A ‘picture, not being written, has been held not to be a docunwx_n; therefore it
was not a forgery to sign the picture with the name of a painter who had
nothing to do with its painting. However, this is not to be taken as mvitauo_n
to cheat by putting false signatures on paintings, because another offence is
committed. The offence is the very old one known as ‘a Common Law chcgt'.

As with all other crimes, it is essential to prove that the accused was acting
with some wrongful intent, not merely by accident or mistake. ;

At Common Law, before the 1913 Statute, it was necessary that the forger
should intend not mercly to deceive (i.e. to persuade someone to believe a

. thing to be true when it is actually false), but also to defraud.

 But the Act specifies many kinds of writing which it makes it‘ crimi.nal to
forge, even for the purpose of merely deceiving withgut any intention of
defrauding. These are important public documents of various kinds, e.g.

(i) Any document to which is affixed the starip or impression of the Great
Seal or the United Kingdom or Her Majesty's Privy Seal. - ;
(ii) Any register or record or certificate of births, baptisms, namings,
dedications, marriages, deaths, buriz!s, or crémations.
(iif) The documents and registers of any Court of Justice.
608



FAMILY LAWYER

The full list is set out in Section 3 of the Act, but these examples show the
kind of document which it is a crime to forge, even if you want only to tell a
lie about your age (i.e. to deceive) and have no intention of defrauding.

The penalties vary at their maximum from life imprisonment to seven
years, according to the importance of the document.

But generally it is necessary to prove intent to defraud; i.e. an intent to
persuade some other person to act, or refrain from acting, to his own dis-
advamage To deceive is to induce a state of mind; to defraud is to injure by
cauging another to behave to his prc;udice.

Examples of documcnts which it is a crime to forge with intent to defraud
are:

(i)-Any will or codlcxl either of a dead or living person, any probate or
jetters of administration,
(ii) Any deed or bond.
(iii) Any valuable security (e.g. cheque or bill of exchange).
(iv) Any document of title to land or goods.
(v) Any power of attorney.
b 4 {vi) Any insurance policy. x

(The penalties vary from life imprisonment to imprisonment for fourteen
years.)

The full list is in Section 2 of the Act.

It is important to note that it does not matter whether any person was
actually defrauded or deceived. What matters is the intention in the mind of
the forger, and intentions can be and are inferred by the court from the acts
of the accused. X

Then, in case thc Zct by specifying certain documents, a few of which have
been menuuiicd above, should have left out others, there is a rounding-up
section to cover any other document, not already mentioned. The reason why
some are particularly mentioned is partly to make it a crime to forge some of
them with intent only to deceive and. partly to lay down the sentences which
can be awarded. The more serious and more important the document which
has been forged, the heavier the sentence. The sentence can run even to life
imprisonment. The rounding up section dealing with other documents not
particularly mentioned which are forged with intent to defraud or to deccive
lays down a sentence which, compared with the much heavier sentences pre-
scribed for the particular documents named in the Act, is comparatively light,
bacause it is a term not exceeding iwo years.

The Act deals also with seals and dies as well as with documents. It is, of
course, vitally important that there should be public confidence in the many
official seals and dies which are used to indicate that a document is authentic.
For instance the seal of any of the Courts of Justice, the seal of the Office of
the Registrar-General of Births, Deaths, and Marringes, Any diz or stamp
ugad by the Commissioners of In!ard Rcvcnue or the Commissioners of Customs
and Excise, and so on. :

The offence of fc»rgmy cunsastﬂ in makmg the document or counterfel tmg
the seal or die, but it is also an offence to ‘utter’ the document and utter in
this sense rmeans in effect 1o cause the document to go into circulation or to be

G506

IN TROUBLE

reccived by the person whom it is intended to defraud or to deceive. Anyone
who utters any forged document, seal, or die is guilty of an offence as serious
as the person who actually made the forgery, and if he is convicted is liable to
the same punishment as if he himself had forgcd the document, seal, or die,
He must, of course, know that the document is forged or the seal has been
counterfeited, and he must have the intent to defraud or deceive which is
necessary to make the document itself a forgery and the forger guilty of an
offence.

., @
C R en iy e )

CONTEMPT OF COURT -—scc ~vexy issuc,

INTRODUCTION

THis offence is perhaps not very happily named.. On the one hand, it
sounds rather pompous, and so has become a popular ‘joke-phrase’: that does
fiot much matter, because the law can stand jokes against itself, and indeed
enjoys them. On the other hand, from a more serious standpoint, lawyers and
judges ,xhemsc!ves fecl uneasy about CONTEMPT OF COURT, because (1) the

phrase gives the impression that it is tied up with the personal vanity of the -

judge, and (2) a judge can commrT somebody to prison for contempt of court
without trial and, until recently, without right of appeal. In fact, Judgcs are .
very reluctant to commit people to prison for *contempt’,

The true reason why contempt, of court is punished is not that Judges are
particularly sensitive about their personal dignity but that it is important in

the public interest that nothing should be done to interfere with the proper

administration of justice. To ensure that it is essential that

(l)’ the trial is carried out in a decent way, and *
(2) any order made by the court is obeyed.

Therefore to fling an egg at a judge.in court would be a contempt, though to
do so elsewhere would not necessanly ‘be so—the reason being that the pro-

tection of the judge's dignity in court is one of the necessities for the due adminis-
tration of justice,

‘Comempt‘ however, covers a much ‘wider variety of activities than are
implied in the word in its simplest sense. It covers almost any conduct that
may impede the course of justice, from things done before a case has even
started (e.g. bringing pressure on somebody not to start the action or not to
give gviderce), to things which happen safter the case is over (e.g. failure to
carry out a court order or improper comment while there is still time for

appeal).

607
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Tt MARTIN M. mmnoﬂ BRAVO M.

'HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

11th January, 1984

.4 M D Hoyle Esg.,

. The Law Socifty,

' The Law Sosid¥ty's Hall,
113 Chancery Lane,
.London WC24& IPL.

Dear Mr Hoyle.
Ms L iiid. 109 The ﬁovns,'Sliiiédilc Estats

I thank you for your letter dated 30kh December
and I wust express my dlnappoint-ent at the
. rcspon:e. : o

I too would not wish to cenncnt on tao allc‘ations
made by Mrs Reid in the publication ‘Nottingham
Behind Closed Doors' but since clearly there are
alxcg:tiong and a nuaber of the Néttingham Legal
professidn are involved, and the fact that Mrs Reid
can odtain no satisfaction from this area, she

has approached me seeking my help,and I, in turn, .
am setking the assistance of the Law Society., I
- am asking for your help in achieving sone sort of

-enqusrv 1nto this latter.‘_ * ; ,

Since none of tbe local Solikitors aro takins
action, 1t seenms to me quite wrans that the Law
Society will make no :commen: on the grounds that
one of the Solicitors mentioned in the magazine
sight at some time in the future respond.v,

I feel I must prcst this setter ror ir thcre is no

Justi .o in Mrs Reid's allv;ations. then I want the

matier made cleap and if ‘ihere is substance in her .
allegetions, the matter :aould me brought 1nto ‘the
apen ind dealt vith.wy S S



A Questibn of Conspiracy NOY

£1 Zraidwood Court
. ¥yscn Green
Nottir ham

trmstrong Spungin & Scott
1Ca ring's Welk
rlizment Street

14th January 1984
kef: ¥PS5/LJN/10,662 '

refer to your letter of113th January concerning John 3oyd.

Z =z not a memrder of the NanaBement Committee of 118 Workshop. No doudbt
nerters of that committee will be able to explain why ¥r Boyd was denied .
access to 178 wWorkshop. Ny understanding is that he was denied access in
relation te work for "3ehind Closed Doors" beczuse that organisation was.
not affiliated to the centre and therefore not entitled to use its '
faciiities. If that is the case there would be no reason why he should be
granted a hearing. It would no doubdt be open to Behind Closed Doors to
apply to affiliate,

Regarding the allegetions made in my letter, this referred to a conversation
I had with John Hodgson of Fraser Brown White & Pears. Xr Hodgson claimed
that Lr Boyd had published in Behind Closed Doors affidavits signed by a
client of Mr Hodgson which had not yet been presented to the High Court.

kr Hodgson had referred this matter to the Attorney General for possible

action for contexpt of court. If Nxr Boyd wishes to pursue these allegations

1 suggest you contact NMr Hodgson. I am sure that ne will be only too
pleased to hear from scolicitors acting for Nr Boyd.

ase you have not seen Behind Closed Doors, I enclose a copy of the
ont page of an earlier issue. You will no doubt be able to advise Mr
Soyi as to whether his comments about Mr Hodgson constitute criminsl

i ly civil libel.
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Yours faithfully,

/y/.,fog e

Nigel Lee
Harlequin or Councillor

The abowe letter is Cllr. Nigel lLees attempt to avoid involving himself im

the arguement betweem Unions, Nanagement, and Solicitors at II8 Workshop ox
Mansfield Road, Nottingham., It involved the setting up of a "Kangaroo Court

of Inguiry™ which resulted in the bannimg of "Behind Closed Doora" from using
their equipment for printing and from the premises. In the letter he states

in paragraph (I)that he was not a member of the Committee, therefore he was

not sure why "Behind Closed Doors” was bammed, yet in paragraph (2)he comtra-
dicts himself when he writes about certain allegations in his letter whick he
personally handed to Nr. Ian Juniper at II8 Workshop. It was the allegations
im his letter which resulted in the Kangaroo Court being set up without Nr.Boyd
or any other member of NBCD being presemt. The sbove letter resers to his com-
versation with Johm Hodgson which proves the allegatiom NBCD made in am earlier
editiom that Cllr. Lee vas acting as an unpaid batzan for Johm Hodgson, he also
tried to coerce M= Reid hy stating to her that her involvement with XBCD could
get her 2 years in Jail. It also proves that the Zangaroo Court was set up by
Cllr. lLee on the instigatiom of Johnm Hodgson, and whem he found we were still
printing Hodgson wrote to the Attorney General to try amd bring a contempt of
court actiom against ¥BCD in the hope of getting am injunotion to stop them
axposing hkis unethical conduet and his involvement with Cllr. Figel lee.
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Armstrong Spungin & Scott SOLICITORS & Commissioners For Oaths
M. P. SPUNGIN, 0.3.8, M, B.L17T. , 10 King’s Walk
M. L sCOTT Parliament Street

Nottingham NG1 2AG

Telephones: 0602 - 473158
& 413553

MFS/BEF/10662.

16th March 1984,

Dear Mr. Boyd,

I have today had a telephone call from Inspector Pickard who informs
me that he has nov received instructions from the Attorney General's Office
that no further a-tion is to be taken against you in respect of "Nottingham
Behind Closed Doocs'. :

It is odd that you mentioned this to me this week, but apparently the
information has only just come through, you can, therefore, cease to have
. -any anxieties with regard to that matter.

Yours sincere’y,

" Mp. Jode m’d,
38, Percival Road,

Sherwood,
"Ottinsham.
Legal Aid Office
6 Friar Lane
Nottingham
NG1 6BW
MDX 10035 NOTTINGHAM
. _ Telephone {0602} 412424
No. 10 (Ea.. Midiand} Lega! Aid Ares i o My, Addison
i : T UOOL® BB POl i v i
"law Society" o
The sharksonilandare

more fearful than those at sea.
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Fer your cepy of nNottinmgham Behind Clesed Deers:~
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- : 32 Shakespeare Street, Nettiagham,
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