Stephen Shaw CBE

Independent Assessor of Complaints for the CPS

IAComplaints@cps.gsi.gov.uk / 020 3357 0893 

Dear Mr Shaw,

Regarding: Case A20160125 / 20DY0379816 - Sarah's Stitch-Up

I have given the Prosecutor an opportunity to respond to my ‘distinct unhappiness’ over this case, but no reply has been received, so I must now make a formal complaint.
According to the published 'values' of the CPS, it will "prosecute independently, without bias" and “seek to deliver justice in every case", yet it would appear that, here, the Service is acting in a purely vindictive manner.
According to The Code for Crown Prosecutors, 
1) “Prosecutors must ensure … that relevant evidence is put before the court”, yet I pointed out to the CPS, well before my trial at Wolverhampton that the Police “have refused to interview any of my witnesses”; this also rendered my written witness statements, conveniently for the prosecution, as inadmissible.
2) “Prosecutors must always act in the interests of justice and not solely for the purpose of obtaining a conviction”.  Accordingly, on the  24th February, I asked the CPS, “Could it … ask the Police to interview witnesses on its behalf?” At the time of writing and after six, yes six, visits to Court, my witnesses have still not been interviewed!
3) “Prosecutors must be fair, independent and objective”, yet the Senior Prosecutor, Mr Homer, suddenly worsened the accusation, a few days before the last Crown Court hearing, from one of dislike for The Dog (at the centre of this case and that defecates both to the front and rear of my property) to dislike for all women, indicating some spiteful, personal antipathy towards me (see text of letter below).
Some short, relevant extracts from my earlier correspondence with the CPS are given here:

“Mr Recorder Atkinson also reminded me this morning [24th February] that a 'witness summons' is available - but that represents still more time and cost; it also threatens those valuable relations that I have striven to construct, over the years, with my close neighbours - how would Mrs Rock react if she was in receipt of a 'witness summons'? Isn't the CPS, by proceeding with this ridiculous case, and in this particular way, acting in a divisive manner?”
“I attended court last Friday (24th March) but was prevented from putting my case; if I understand Judge Berlin's pronouncements correctly, I will have to be represented at the next hearing (1st June) by a barrister appointed by the court, for at least part of the proceedings, unless I provide details of my own preferred representative (by 19th May) … I must record here my own disappointment that, after much preparation and with my patient witnesses waiting outside the courtroom, I was denied a hearing and my witnesses denied an opportunity to testify. I would be very surprised if the CPS did not know in advance that I was likely to represent myself, as the Court was certainly aware of that high likelihood; I now feel much like the Duke of York, though rather less 'Grand', having 'marched' my witnesses across Wolverhampton after a late switch from the North Street Law Courts to Pipers Row, up to Court Five and back again to the Civic Centre Car Park. A poor show.”
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Mr S Homer,

Senior Crown Prosecutor, CPS.

[26th May 2017]
Steven,
I am in receipt of your 'bad character application', repeating the same application that was made in the Magistrates' Court.

I think I understand the process, but your document contains the allegation, on Page Two, that I have a "particular issue with both women and also dogs"; yes, I have an 'issue with dogs', apparently, according to my surviving relatives, going back to an attack upon me by a dog as a toddler; but an issue with women? I have read Juliet Davies' document and have been unable to identify evidence within that supports your new, alarming allegation. I have no office that wields power, so I am not in a position to discriminate against women, even should I wish to do same, so I fail to see how I can be accused of sexism; with regard to some broad misogyny, as this case, until now, has been 'gender-neutral', I haven't found it necessary to declare my gender or sexuality, but I'm happy to confirm that I am a heterosexual male and can be attracted by a female.

The original complainant, Julie Davies, (not Juliet, remember), did suggest that it wished to be considered female by shouting, across Connops Way, that I objected to 'her', or 'her' dog's, dumping and fouling practices, "because [she is] a woman". But I cannot tell that it is female. Its form and appearance is not attractive to yours truly, so I cannot venture an opinion with regard to its gender or sexuality, though its name might suggest that it does prefer a female identity; that is a choice, I understand, that it is at liberty to make.

During our recent chat at the CPS' offices, you wanted to apologise for your 'Black Country' accent; I think I said that I didn't consider your accent to be strong and that I quite liked a genuine Black Country accent, but do you subscribe to some of the more curious aspects of the Black Country culture? It appears that if a man wishes to develop a relationship with a woman in these parts, he must be prepared to walk her dog. Not me! One of the threatening local yobs, I think his name is Keith, has a partner by the name, I think, of Mandy, and feels obliged to walk her dog - would you agree, Steven, that Keith, whilst having to pay this embarrassing price of having to walk his partner's dog, should pick-up after same? Shouldn't the CPS be chasing Keith rather than yours truly?

PC Simon Watkins, the Investigating Officer, during my formal interview, admitted the shame of having to walk his wife's dog. The [potential] shame is too much for me. My current marital status, if a declaration is necessary, is single, and I have always been prepared to change that status if presented with some half-decent crumpet - but I'm not walking no dog! 

Though I don't expect an answer to these personal questions, Steven, they must be asked as [the answers] might be influencing the way the CPS is proceeding in this case. Are you a heterosexual male? What is your marital status? Do you walk your wife's dog?

David Austin
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Would you, Mr Shaw, if only in the public interest, please ‘right this wrong’? 

Yours sincerely,

DWAustin
3rd July 2017
