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Dear Mr Taylor
Your complaint about His Honour Judge (HHJ) Brown QC
I am writing further to my letter of 6th August 2015. In this letter I requested further information about point 3 of your complaint that HHJ Brown was an advocate for the Defendant. You alleged there was a political favour to a Defendant at the heart of the libor manipulation cartel and I asked you to expand on this part of your complaint in order for me to assess your complaint further. Firstly I would like to apologise for the delay in contacting you with my response.
I received a response from you in a letter dated 8th August 2015 and an email of 10th August 2015, in which you referred me to your email of 8th August 2015. In your letter of 8th August 2015, you further complain that:
4) You received a Notice of Hearing dated 13th May 2015 which followed a listing request from the Defendants and set the hearing for 16th July 2015 however you did not receive their bundles, which included 15 precedent cases until 7 days before the. In addition, you also received 48 hours later 7 witness statements and 7 skeleton arguments and at the start of the hearing, you received a thin version of a precedent case which left you no time to prepare your arguments;

5) You wanted to cross examine the First Defendant and all of the Defendants’ witnesses and as they had not appeared at Court, you wanted their statements to be struck out. You made your request in advance of the hearing on 13th July 2015 as you did not want to spend time unnecessarily researching the precedent cases and so all parties could better prepare for the hearing;

6) You asked the Court on 14th July 2015 for the Defendants to face Contempt of Court charges for not disclosing the BaFin report however the Judge failed to deal with this request under S.39 of the Equal Treatment Bench Book on Litigants in Person. You felt the Judge had determined your requests were vexatious in advance of the oral hearing and that he had already made his decisions without listening to both sides;
7) In his judgment:HHJ Brown whitewashed your accusation of accounting fraud and that you had not particularised your receipts. You do not agree with this as in point 21d of your Particulars of Claim, you had given permission for all Defendants to validate your transactions with Deutsche Bank and you gave them the account number for that purpose. 
I have carefully considered the information you have provided and I have determined that your complaint should be dismissed.

In respect of points,5,6 and 7, I remind you of Rule 21(b) of The Judicial Conduct (Judicial and other office holders) Rules 2014 which explains that a complaint should be dismissed if it concerns judicial decisions and case management and raises no issue of misconduct. I explained in my letter of 6th August 2015 that judges are entitled to decide on the evidence and material on which they intend to rely and to give their ruling accordingly, and I informed you how such decisions could be challenged which was via the medium of an appropriate legal process, if any. I have therefore dismissed these points as they concern HHJ Brown’s decisions and management of your case. I am also reminded that I dismissed points 1, 2 and 3 under this rule in my letter to you on 6th August 2015.
I turn to consider the further information you have provided in response to my request for more detail about your complaint that there was a political favour to a Defendant at the heart of the libor manipulation cartel, as set out in point 3 of my letter dated 6th August 2015. You state that as a result of the issues detailed in point 7 above, you believe:

3) i) that  the Judge acted as an advocate for the Defence as he allowed them to escape the allegation as he introduced the Defence himself. This suggested to you he had communicated with the Defendants. You state that to understand your accusation, I must review the entire transcript of the court recording or listen to the recording itself and that it is equivalent to the statement that at no point did the Judge act dutifully to your allegations. You add there was not one sentence from HHJ Brown in the whole of the hearing in which the Defendants’ history of market manipulation yielded a criticism against them and that the hearing was entirely one sided. 

I have noted your response as summarised at point 3(i) above. I remind myself of Regulation 21 (a) of the Judicial Conduct (Judicial and other office holders) Rules 2014.  This rule states that the JCIO must dismiss a complaint if it has not been adequately particularised. In the context of your complaint, your allegation of political bias would appear to be a reflection of the decisions HHJ Brown has made about your case rather than the specific conduct he exhibited. I had asked you to demonstrate aspects of HHJ Brown’s behaviour that would indicate a political leaning or that he was involved in some form of political activity, I also asked that it would be helpful if you could state why you believed the Judge ruled against you because of his political opinions. In response, you have suggested that HHJ Brown had communicated with the Defendants and provided them with a defence. It is my view that you have not provided any information to particularise this part of your complaint about HHJ Brown that would illustrate he has politically favoured the Defendants therefore I have dismissed this point at 3 and 3(i) of your complaint in accordance with Rule 21(a). The further information you have provided to support this complaint,  as explained above, relates entirely to the judge’s decisions and case management in respect of your case. .
If you are unhappy about my handling of your complaint, you should contact the Judicial Appointments and Conduct Ombudsman, Sir John Brigstocke KCB.  The Ombudsman can consider complaints about how I have handled your complaint, but he does not have the power to investigate your original complaint about the judge.

The Ombudsman will consider a complaint if you write to him within 28 days of our decision.  After this time, he will consider whether he is able to investigate it.  You can contact the Ombudsman:

· in writing at: 9th Floor Tower, 9.53, 102 Petty France, London, SW1H 9AJ;

· by e-mail at headofoffice@jaco.gsi.gov.uk; and

· by telephone on 020 3334 2900.

For further information about the Ombudsman see www.judicialombudsman.gov.uk.

If you require anything further, please contact me.

Yours sincerely

Mrs S Murrell

Caseworker - Judicial Conduct Investigations Office
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