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15™ December 2005

M r. Graham Zellick

Criminal Cases Review Commission
Alpha Tower

Suffolk Street Queensway
Birmingham B1 ITT

Dear Sir/Madam

RE: JC8360 Mr Caul Silford Grant.
REF: 00439/2005

The Campaign has received a copy of the shambolic Commission’s, provisional decision reached in the
case of Mr. Gant, as referenced above.

Whilst you and the allocated case worker M’s Wilson may very well be retards suffering depletion of
sense and integrity, the overall failure of the CCRC to properly apply itself impartially to the core
underlying issues in Mr Grants application, without further deliberate attempts to misrepresent
or distort the facts, is astounding,.

Despite existing powers under the Criminal Appeal Act 1995, the CCRC has undoubtedly in this
instance (to no real surprise, given the gravity of state misfeasance in issue) failed in its duty, to
properly; honestly; accurately; thoroughly and impartially without taking side, consider the most
relevant fundamental issues giving cause to Mr. Grants JUSTIFICATION argument that was put
forward to the courts in explanation for his action.

Without distortion, the fact remains there are Defences of Justification in National and
International Law and the Prime Minister, (Tony Blair) in bombing and killing many thousands
of innocent Iraqis, in an illegal war, sights JUSTIFICATION for his action.

The trial judge’s direction to the Jury that there is no Defence of Justification in English Law is
fundamentally misleading, inaccurate and absolutely untrue.

Additionally, his direction of the Jury to convict Mr. Grant is a breach and notable departure
from all principle purposes of trial by Jury under Article 6 of the Convention Rights.

Therefore it is regrettable that the Commission’s Review of Mr. Grant’s Conviction has been
wholly misguided in both understanding and interpretation, culminating in a deliberate
distortion of the facts before it so as to prevent having to make a damning criticism of the
prevalent corruption in the Judiciary ongoing and unresolved that Mr. Grant explain for having
caused him (in so doing) to rebel as a last resort in order to get ongoing breaches addressed in a
court of Law.
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In close, the decision that there are no Grounds on which to refer Mr. Grants Conviction to the
Court of Appeal on is wholly inaccurate, grossly untrue, cowardice and a dame right disservice to
the public.

Mr. Grant’s action stem from several False and Unlawful Imprisonments he had been subjected
to.

He resulted to the action of importing Cannabis in DEFIANCE of U.K. laws as a consequence of
failures to address existing facts of his UNLAWFUL IMPRISONMENT at the hands of Justice
Toulson, on behalf of his brother A.K. Toulson exparte application.

This earlier and unresolved Unlawful Imprisonment of Mr. Grant was and remains a violation
under National and International treaties and Covenants, of which the wholesale failures and
omissions thereof are VIOLATIONS with an ENFORCEBLA RIGHT under Article 5 Section 5
of the Convention Rights, now enshrined in UK law within the Human Rights Act 1998.

These issues, including the Lord Chancellors’ Department and the Home Offices’ failure to act, despite
Mr. Grant’s complaint being referred directly to them by Her Majesty the Queen on the advice of her
ministers, were conveniently left out of the Commissions overall analysis of the evidence put forward
in support of Mr Grant’s allegation of State Misfeasance, without comment or criticism.
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