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In appendix ten it is notable that

apart from what is quoted in the APPENDIX TEN,

 

Ms Laura Bourke, clerical officer of the Appeals office, in APPENDIX TEN, writes that….  

(see APPENDIX TEN) 
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still lasting and it is not known whether the illness will ever end or not ( see APPENDIX 

TWENTY TWO, APPENDIX TWENTY THREE, APPENDIX TEN) 
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It is 

officially proved (see APPENDIX TEN) that all of this is the direct consequence of the 

inhumanity and bullying I was exposed to in the Irish Wheelchair Association.
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50 See nr 1….APPENDIX NEWBRIDGE and see also APPENDIX TEN 
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[2006.] [No. 26.]Criminal Justice Act 2006.

69.—Each provision of the Explosives Act 1875 specified in Sched-
ule 2 to the Criminal Justice Act 2006 is amended in the manner
specified in the third and fourth columns opposite the mention of
that provision in the first column of that Schedule.

PART 7

Organised Crime

70.—(1) In this Part—

“act” includes omission and a reference to the commission or doing
of an act includes a reference to the making of an omission;

“criminal organisation” means a structured group, however organ-
ised, that—

(a) is composed of 3 or more persons acting in concert,

(b) is established over a period of time,

(c) has as its main purpose or main activity the commission or
facilitation of one or more serious offences in order to
obtain, directly or indirectly, a financial or other
material benefit;

“Irish ship” has the meaning it has in section 9 of the Mercantile
Marine Act 1955;

“serious offence” means an offence for which a person may be pun-
ished by imprisonment for a term of 4 years or more;

“structured group” means a group that—

(a) is not randomly formed for the immediate commission of
a single offence, and

(b) does not need to have formally defined roles for its
members, continuity of its membership or a developed
structure.

(2) For the purposes of this section facilitation of an offence does
not require knowledge of a particular offence the commission of
which is facilitated, or that an offence actually be committed.

71.—(1) Subject to subsections (2) and (3), a person who con-
spires, whether in the State or elsewhere, with one or more persons
to do an act—

(a) in the State that constitutes a serious offence, or

(b) in a place outside the State that constitutes a serious
offence under the law of that place and which would, if
done in the State, constitute a serious offence,

is guilty of an offence irrespective of whether such act actually takes
place or not.

(2) Subsection (1) applies to a conspiracy committed outside the
State if—
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[No. 26.] [2006.]Criminal Justice Act 2006.

(a) the offence, the subject of the conspiracy, was committed,
or was intended to be committed, in the State or against
a citizen of Ireland,

(b) the conspiracy is committed on board an Irish ship,

(c) the conspiracy is committed on an aircraft registered in the
State, or

(d) the conspiracy is committed by an Irish citizen or a state-
less person habitually resident in the State.

(3) Subsection (1) shall also apply to a conspiracy committed out-
side the State in circumstances other than those referred to in subsec-
tion (2), but in that case the Director of Public Prosecutions may not
take, or consent to the taking of, proceedings for an offence under
subsection (1) except in accordance with section 74(3).

(4) A person charged with an offence under this section is liable
to be indicted, tried and punished as a principal offender.

(5) A stateless person who has his or her principal residence in
the State for the 12 months immediately preceding the commission
of a conspiracy is, for the purposes of subsection (2), considered to
be habitually resident in the State on the date of the commission of
the conspiracy.

72.—(1) A person who, for the purpose of enhancing the ability
of a criminal organisation to commit or facilitate—

(a) a serious offence in the State, or

(b) in a place outside the State, a serious offence under the
law of that place where the act constituting the offence
would, if done in the State, constitute a serious offence,

knowingly, by act—

(i) in a case to which paragraph (a) applies, whether done in
or outside the State, and

(ii) in a case to which paragraph (b) applies, done in the State,
on board an Irish ship or on an aircraft registered in the
State,

participates in or contributes to any activity of the organisation is
guilty of an offence.

(2) In proceedings for an offence under subsection (1), it shall not
be necessary for the prosecution to prove that—

(a) the criminal organisation concerned actually committed a
serious offence in the State or a serious offence under the
law of a place outside the State where the act constituting
the offence would, if done in the State, constitute a
serious offence, as the case may be,

(b) the participation or contribution of the person concerned
actually enhanced the ability of the criminal organisation
concerned to commit or facilitate the offence concerned,
or



[2006.] [No. 26.]Criminal Justice Act 2006.

(c) the person concerned knew the specific nature of any
offence that may have been committed or facilitated by
the criminal organisation concerned.

(3) In determining whether a person participates in or contributes
to any activity of a criminal organisation, the court may consider,
inter alia, whether the person—

(a) uses a name, word, symbol or other representation that
identifies, or is associated with, the organisation, or

(b) receives any benefit from the organisation.

(4) For the purposes of this section, facilitation of an offence does
not require knowledge of a particular offence the commission of
which is facilitated, or that an offence actually be committed.

(5) A person guilty of an offence under this section shall be liable
on conviction on indictment to a fine or imprisonment for a term not
exceeding 5 years or both.

73.—(1) A person who commits a serious offence for the benefit
of, at the direction of, or in association with, a criminal organisation
is guilty of an offence.

(2) In proceedings for an offence under subsection (1), it shall not
be necessary for the prosecution to prove that the person concerned
knew any of the persons who constitute the criminal organisation
concerned.

(3) A person guilty of an offence under this section shall be liable
on conviction on indictment to a fine or imprisonment for a term not
exceeding 10 years or both.

74.—(1) Proceedings for an offence under section 71 or 72 in
relation to an act committed outside the State may be taken in any
place in the State and the offence may for all incidental purposes be
treated as having been committed in that place.

(2) Where a person is charged with an offence referred to in sub-
section (1), no further proceedings in the matter (other than any
remand in custody or on bail) may be taken except by or with the
consent of the Director of Public Prosecutions.

(3) The Director of Public Prosecutions may take, or consent to
the taking of, further proceedings against a person for an offence in
respect of an act to which subsection (1) of section 71 applies and
that is committed outside the State in the circumstances referred to
in subsection (3) of that section if satisfied—

(a) that—

(i) a request for a person’s surrender for the purpose of
trying him or her for an offence in respect of that act
has been made under Part II of the Extradition Act
1965 by any country, and

(ii) the request has been finally refused (whether as a
result of a decision of the court or otherwise),

or
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[No. 26.] [2006.]Criminal Justice Act 2006.

(b) that—

(i) a European arrest warrant has been received from an
issuing state for the purpose of bringing proceedings
against the person for an offence in respect of that
act, and

(ii) a final determination has been made that the Euro-
pean arrest warrant should not be endorsed for
execution in the State under the European Arrest
Warrant Act 2003 or that the person should not be
surrendered to the issuing state concerned,

or

(c) that, because of the special circumstances (including, but
not limited to, the likelihood of a refusal referred to in
paragraph (a)(ii) or a determination referred to in para-
graph (b)(ii)), it is expedient that proceedings be taken
against the person for an offence under the law of the
State in respect of the act.

(4) In this section “European arrest warrant” and “issuing state”
have the meanings they have in section 2(1) of the European Arrest
Warrant Act 2003.

75.—(1) In any proceedings for an offence under section 71—

(a) a certificate that is signed by an officer of the Department
of Foreign Affairs and states that—

(i) a passport was issued by that Department of State to
a person on a specified date, and

(ii) to the best of the officer’s knowledge and belief, the
person has not ceased to be an Irish citizen,

is evidence that the person was an Irish citizen on the
date on which the offence concerned is alleged to have
been committed, unless the contrary is shown, and

(b) a certificate that is signed by the Director of Public Pros-
ecutions or by a person authorised by him or her and that
states that any of the matters specified in paragraph (a),
(b) or (c) of section 74(3) is evidence of the facts stated
in the certificate, unless the contrary is shown.

(2) A document purporting to be a certificate under subsection
(1) is deemed, unless the contrary is shown—

(a) to be such a certificate,

(b) to have been signed by the person purporting to have
signed it, and

(c) in the case of a certificate signed with the authority of
the Minister for Foreign Affairs or the Director of Public
Prosecutions, to have been signed in accordance with
the authorisation.



[2006.] [No. 26.]Criminal Justice Act 2006.

76.—(1) Where an offence under this Part is committed by a body
corporate and is proved to have been committed with the consent,
connivance or approval of, or to have been attributable to any wilful
neglect on the part of, any person, being a director, manager, sec-
retary or any other officer of the body corporate or a person who
was purporting to act in any such capacity, that person, as well as
the body corporate, shall be guilty of an offence and shall be liable
to be proceeded against and punished as if he or she were guilty of
the first-mentioned offence.

(2) Where the affairs of a body corporate are managed by its
members, subsection (1) shall apply in relation to the acts and
defaults of a member in connection with his or her functions of man-
agement as if he or she were a director or manager of the body
corporate.

77.—A person who is acquitted or convicted of an offence in a
place outside the State shall not be proceeded against for an
offence under—

(a) section 71 consisting of the act, or the conspiracy to do an
act, that constituted the offence, or

(b) section 72 consisting of the act that constituted the offence,

of which the person was so acquitted or convicted.

78.—The Act of 1967 is amended—

(a) in section 13(1), by the insertion of “or an offence under
section 71, 72 or 73 of the Criminal Justice Act 2006” after
“the offence of murder under section 6 or 11 of the
Criminal Justice (Terrorist Offences) Act 2005 or an
attempt to commit such offence”, and

(b) in section 29(1), by the insertion of the following para-
graph after paragraph (k):

“(l) an offence under section 71, 72 or 73 of the
Criminal Justice Act 2006.”.

79.—The Schedule to the Bail Act 1997 is amended by the inser-
tion of the following after paragraph 28:

“Organised
Crime.

28A.—An offence under section 71, 72 or 73 of
the Criminal Justice Act 2006.”.

PART 8

Misuse of Drugs

80.—In this Part “Act of 1977” means Misuse of Drugs Act 1977.

81.—(1) Section 15A of the Act of 1977 is amended by the inser-
tion of the following subsection after subsection (3):
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Eileen O’Mahony,

Eileen was President of Irish Wheelchair Association (IWA), a position she held from 2004

until stepping down in 2021. Eileen still sits on the organisation’s Governance Committee.

28/10/2024, 12:31 Paralympics Ireland Board - Paralympics

https://paralympics.ie/paralympics-ireland-board/ 4/7
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21/11/2023, 13:24 Statute of Limitations, 1957

https://www.irishstatutebook.ie/eli/1957/act/6/enacted/en/print.html 8/44

“other limitation enactment” means any enactment (other than this Act)

relating to the limitation of actions;

“personal estate” does not include chattels real;

“personal injuries” includes any disease and any impairment of a person's

physical or mental condition;

“personal property” does not include chattels real;

“personal representative” means the executor, original or by representation,

or the administrator of a deceased person and includes, in relation to land to

which the Land Purchase Acts apply, a person who, under those Acts, is, for

the purposes of proceedings under those Acts, appointed to be the

administrator of the personal estate of a deceased person or nominated to

represent a person dead, absent or under a disability;

“registered land” means land the title to which is registered under the Act of

1891;

“rentcharge” means any annuity or periodic sum of money charged upon or

payable out of land, and includes—

(a) any annual or periodic payment to the Irish Land Commission,

including an annuity in repayment of an instalment mortgage

payable into the Church Temporalities Fund, and

(b) any periodic payment which was immediately before the 6th day of

December, 1922, collectable under the Crown Lands Acts, 1829 to

1913, being—

(i) a crown rent, or

(ii) a quit rent, or

(iii) a composition rent, or

(iv) any other rentcharge, and

(c) a fee-farm rent, whether the grant under which it arises does or does

not create the relationship of landlord and tenant,

but does not include—

(d) a conventional rent, or

(e) interest on a mortgage or charge on land, or

(f) a terminable annuity payable in respect of a loan under the Housing

(Gaeltacht) Acts, 1929 and 1934;

“ship” includes every description of vessel used in navigation not propelled by

oars;

“State authority” means any authority being— 
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

 

Dear Madam or Sir… 

 

My signature hereunder authorizes my Legal Advisors I worked with in United Nations to 

represent me wherever they believe it is necessary. 

 

 

In 14th July 2025 

 

 

Respectfully, 

Quest for Justice
Typewriter
APPENDIX 118

Quest for Justice
Typewriter
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Paul X. Comerford - Complaints and Resolutions Officer, 

Brian Doherty – Chief Executive Officer, 

An tÚdarás Rialála 

Seirbhísí Dlí 

Legal Services 

Regulatory Authority  

Dublin 7   

 

Dear Mr Paul X. Comerford and dear Mr Brian Doherty,  

 

We are the Prosecuting Attorney Office in the US and the legal advisors to Mr 

He lives in apartment county Postal code: 

 We forward our comments1 about the “..correspondence from Mr Fay dated 26 

September 2023”2, 3 and enclose the letter in which Mr  authorizes our office to 

represent him. In case of any response, feel free to write directly to mister  

 

Table of Contents 

 

1. See number 1 on front page of APPENDIX 2  .......................................................... 1 

2. See number 2 on front page of APPENDIX 2 ........................................................... 4 
 

 

 

1. See number 1 on front page of APPENDIX 2  

 

 

Mr Leo Fay, in number 1 on front page of APPENDIX 2, writes “Dear Sirs…….The incident 

arose on the 12th of April 2012…” 

 

 

 
 

 

 

It is notable and evidenced that Mr Leo Fay, deliberately, is not saying the truth to “Dear Sirs”  

 
1 See number 1…APPENDIX 1 
2 See number 2…APPENDIX 1 
3 See number 3…APPENDIX 2 
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Evidence… 

 

Mr Leo Fay of Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors received4 the parcel of documents weighing 5115 

grams5 and the parcel looked like this.6 

 

1. In this parcel Mr Leo Fay of Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors received file APRIL 2021 

containing APPENDIX SIX. 

 

1.1 In this appendix page nine7 confirms that the accident took place on 2nd August 2012 

and not on 12th April 2012.   

 

2. In that parcel Mr Leo Fay of Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors received  file SEPTEMBER 

2020 and in its  ANALYSIS ONE REVISED VERSION  page 438 testifies TWO TIMES that 

the accident at work happened on 2nd August 2012.  

 

3. In that parcel Mr Fay Leo received file MAY 2022 and in number 12 in its APPENDIX 

SIX Eileen Loughlin9 confirms that the accident at work took place on 2nd August and not on 

12th April 2012.   

 

4. In that parcel, Mr Leo Fay received file SEPTEMBER 2021;  in its APPENDIX THE 

FILE document 6610 TWO TIMES confirms that the incident took place on 2nd August  and 

not on 12 April 2012.  

  

4.1. This file (SEPTEMBER 2021) contains ANALYSIS SEPTEMBER THIRD 2021 that on 

its…. 

 

4.1.1….page 3111 ONE time refers to APPENDIX TEN12 which confirms TWO TIMES 

(highlighted in green) that the incident took place on 2nd August 2012 and NOT on 12 April 

2012.  

 

4.1.2.…page 3213 ONE time refers to APPENDIX TEN14 which confirms TWO TIMES 

(highlighted in green) that the incident took place on 2nd August 2012 and NOT on 12 April 

2012.  

 

 
4 See page 2 and page 3… APPENDIX 3 
5 See page 1…APPENDIX 3 
6 See page 4…APPENDIX 3 
7 See appendix 4 
8 See APPENDIX 5 
9 See APPENDIX 6 
10 See APPENDIX 7 
11 See APPENDIX 8 
12 See APPENDIX 9 
13 See APPENDIX 10 
14 See APPENDIX 9 
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4.1.3..…page 4915 ONE time refers to APPENDIX TEN16 which confirms TWO TIMES 

(highlighted in green) that the incident took place on 2nd August 2012 and NOT on 12 April 

2012.  

 

4.1.4..…page 5417 ONE time refers to APPENDIX TEN18 which confirms TWO TIMES 

(highlighted in green) that the incident took place on 2nd August 2012 and NOT on 12 April 

2012.  

 

4.1.5..…page 5819 ONE time refers to APPENDIX TEN20 which confirms TWO TIMES 

(highlighted in green) that the incident took place on 2nd August 2012 and NOT on 12 April 

2012.   

 

4.1.6.…page 5921 ONE time refers to APPENDIX TEN22 which confirms TWO TIMES 

(highlighted in green) that the incident took place on 2nd August 2012 and NOT on 12 April 

2012.    

 

4.1.7.…page 2823 ONE time refers to APPENDIX TEN24 which confirms TWO TIMES 

(highlighted in green) that the incident took place on 2nd August 2012 and NOT on 12 April 

2012.  

 

4. In that parcel Mr Fay Leo received file MAY 2022 and its appendix newbridge25  

testifies again TWO TIMES that the accident at work happened on 2nd August 2012 and not 

on 12th April 2012 

 

5. In that parcel he received  file APRIL 2021  and this file contained  

 

5.1. APPENDIX TEN26 testifying TWO TIMES that the incident took place on 2nd August 

2012 and NOT on 12 April 2012.  and… 

 

5.2. ….analysis which on its….. 

 

5.2.1. …page 427 TWO TIMES refers to APPENDIX TEN and “Chief Appeals Officer in his 

decision”28  which confirms TWO TIMES (highlighted in green) that the incident took place 

on 2nd August 2012 and NOT on 12 April 2012.  

 

 
15 See APPENDIX 11 
16 See APPENDIX 9 
17 See APPENDIX 12 
18 See APPENDIX 9 
19 See APPENDIX 13 
20 See APPENDIX 9 
21 See APPENDIX 14 
22 See APPENDIX 9 
23 See APPENDIX 15 
24 See APPENDIX 9 
25 See APPENDIX 16 
26 See APPENDIX 17 
27 See APPENDIX 18 
28 See APPENDIX 19 
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5.2.2. …page 1029 FOUR TIMES refers to APPENDIX TEN30  and this APPENDIX TEN  

confirms TWO TIMES (highlighted in green) that the incident took place on 2nd August 2012 

and NOT on 12 April 2012.  

 

5.2.3. …page 1731 ONE TIME refers to APPENDIX TEN32  and this APPENDIX TEN  

confirms TWO TIMES (highlighted in green) that the incident took place on 2nd August 2012 

and NOT on 12 April 2012.  

 

5.2.4. …page 2033 ONE TIME refers to APPENDIX TEN34  and this APPENDIX TEN  

confirms TWO TIMES (highlighted in green) that the incident took place on 2nd August 2012 

and NOT on 12 April 2012.  

 

5.2.5. …page 2535 ONE TIME refers to APPENDIX TEN36  and this APPENDIX TEN  

confirms TWO TIMES (highlighted in green) that the incident took place on 2nd August 2012 

and NOT on 12 April 2012.   

 

Dear Mr Paul X. Comerford and dear Mr Brian Doherty what is pointed to above (under subtitle 

1.  See number 1 on front page of APPENDIX 2) is undeniable evidence that Mr Leo Fay of 

Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors from Baldoyle deliberately violated… 

 

Section 14.- (1) (i)…Solicitors Act 195437….. 

Section 50…Legal Services Regulation Act 201538… 

Section 10…Criminal Justice (Theft and Fraud Offences) Act 200139 

 

  

2. See number 2 on front page of APPENDIX 2 
 

 

Mr Leo Fay, in number 2 on front page of APPENDIX 2, writes.. 

 

 

 
29 See APPENDIX 20 
30 See APPENDIX 9 
31 See APPENDIX 21  
32 See APPENDIX 9 
33 See APPENDIX 22 
34 See APPENDIX 9 
35 See APPENDIX 23  
36 See APPENDIX 9 
37 See APPENDIX 33 
38 See APPENDIX 35 
39 See APPENDIX 34 
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It is, indeed, important to once more point out that subtitle… 1.  See number 1 on front page 

of APPENDIX 2 undeniably proves 41 (forty one) times that the incident took place on 2nd 

August 2012 and that Mr Leo Fay of Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors deliberately is not 

saying the truth when pointing out that the incident took place on 12th April 2012. Let us, 

now return to Mr Fay’s words that “…Mr  contacted us approximately 2.5 years after 

the incident.” It is really important to clarify the assertion hereunder… 

 
 

Namely, from 12th April through 2nd August 2012 one hundred and eleven days exist. Findings 

of the study of both unconscious and conscious mental processes and motives40, 41, 42 as well as 

 
40 Cherry, K. (2021) ”The Influence of Psychoanalysis on the Field of Psychology,” Verywellmind, Available at: 

https://www.verywellmind.com/what-is-psychoanalysis-2795246, Accessed on 19th July 2021 

 
41 Freud, S. (2012) A General Introduction to Psychoanalysis, Wordsworth Editions Ltd, Stansted 

 
42 Bateman, A. and Holmeds J. (1995) Introduction to Psychoanalysis: Contemporary Theory and Practice, 

Routledge, New York 

 

https://www.verywellmind.com/what-is-psychoanalysis-2795246
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those of theory of probability43, 44 and all seven45 basic principles of logical reasoning46 are 

relentless. 

 

This assertion… 

 

 
 

….was moved backwords 111 days for some reason.  A closer look at all this immediately 

points to this assertion of Leo Fay… 

 

 
See number 2 on front page of APPENDIX 2 

 

The question remaining why…..   

 

why not less??? 
 

 
43 de Finetti, B, (2017) Theory of Probability: A Critical Introductory Treatment, John Willey & Sons Ltd, 

Chicester-West Sussex  

 
44Gillies, D. (2000) Philosophical Theories of Probability, Routledge, London  

 
45 Modus Ponens, 

     Modus Tollens, 

     Two Modus Ponens arguments forming a conjunction 

     Destructive Dilemma, 

     Hypothetical Syllogism, 

     Disjunctive Syllogism, 

     Proof by Contradiction 

 
46 Schneck, D. (2008) “Seven Basic Principles of Logical Reasoning”, American Laboratory, Volume 40, No 14,  

    pp. 4-5 
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Very interesting formulation Mr Fay gave in number 4 on front page of APPENDIX 2 when 

writing that Mr

 

 
Moving the date of incident from 2nd August to 12th April  2012 along with this assertion… 

 

 
 

(see number 2 on front page of APPENDIX 2) 

 

…was the precondition of the assertion that  
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(see number 4 on front page of APPENDIX 2) 

 

If the incident took place on 12th April 2012 (as Mr Leo Fay writes in number 1 on front page 

of APPENDIX 2) 

 

 
  

 

…then according to what Leo Fay writes in number 2 on front page of APPENDIX 2  
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Mr  contacted them around 12th October 2014” and this date, of course, falls around… 

 

thirty months after Leo Fay’s incident (12th April 2012) and  time around 12th October 2014 

does place  

 

  
 

However, the events in reality happened in a “slightly” different way… 

 

Evidence… 

 

The crucial point is that Leo Fay of Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors refers to the Statute of 

Limitations as he says himself….. 

 

 
(see number 4 on front page of APPENDIX 2) 

 

….and that is the evidence confirming he does know where, within the Statute, to look for….  

  

 
 

The Statute of Limitations AT THE SAME PLACE  talks about EXCEPTIONS…. Leo Fay 

NOWHERE refers to in APPENDIX 2. On the other hand, THREE we repeat THREE law 

offices: Colleman Legal LLP,47 Augustus Cullen Law48 and McMahon Goldrick Solicitors49 

DO NOT ignore them (exceptions). 

 

 

Colleman Legal LLP…. 

 

 
47 See appendix 24 
48 See appendix 25 
49 See appendix 26 
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Augustus Cullen Law 

 

 

 
 

…and… 

 

 

 

 

 

McMahon Goldrick Solicitors 
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APPENDIX 4, number 1…APPENDIX 5, nr 1..APPENDIX 9  officially confirm, nature of Mr 

 illness. 

 

Dear Mr Paul X. Comerford and dear Mr Brian Doherty, EVEN LEO FAY HIMSELF in 

APPENDIX 32 CONFIRMED what the three legal offices stress.… 

 

 
 

“….In the Statute of Limitations time limit does not apply to your psychological-mental 

injury” 

 

However, several years later, on 26th September 2023  Leo Fay writes that  
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(see number 4 on front page of APPENDIX 2) 

 

Dear Mr Paul X. Comerford and dear Mr Brian Doherty this is unbelievable and this is not 

acceptable at all. What is happening here????? 

 

According to Leo Fay of Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors Mr  contacted them around 

12th October 2014. Namely, Mr Fay, in number 2 on front page of APPENDIX 2, says…  

 

 
 

 

…and this incident, Mr Fay writes in number 1 on front page of APPENDIX 2, “…arose on 

the 12th of April 2012…” 
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Ergo… 

 

 
 

…falls around 12th October 2014. What first happened is Leo Fay’s date of incident “the 12th 

April 2012” then 441 days (14 months and 21 days) after “the 12th April 2012”  the real date of 

when Mr Peulich contacted them - see dates of APPENDIX 2750  

 

 
 

 
 

…what takes place then, fifteen months and fifteen days, AFTER 27th June 2013 is Leo Fay’s… 

 

  
 

…or in other words, 12th October 2014. It is interesting to do a little more of simple 

mathematics. If we add 441 days (14 months and 21 days) and the foregoing 15 months and 15 

days we get 30 months and five days which is PRECISELY Leo Fay’s… 

 

 
    

  

 

 

50 (27th June 2013-when Mr really contacted Leo Fay)

In appendix 27 Leo Fay of Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors, on 27th June 2013, writes….

“I added this to the file and would need more details in which way line manager put you out of his house and took

his key from you” 

 

 
 

This, further, means that Mr  contacted Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors EVEN BEFORE 27th June 2013 as 

on this day Leo Fay ALREADY HAD THE FILE which came into being BEFORE 27th June 2013. 
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This, further means that Leo Fay moved the real date when Mr  contacted them from.. 

 

 
(see APPENDIX 27) 

 

…to  

 

 
(around 12th October 2014) 

 

All this was the precondition of placing Mr  where he did not belong to i.e.… 

 

 

 
(see number 4 on front page of APPENDIX 2) 

 

Even if Leo Fay’s assertions…  
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(see number 1 on front page of APPENDIX 2) 

 

 

 

 
(see number 2 on front page of APPENDIX 2)  

 

 

 …and another assertion of Leo Fay  that  
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(see number 4 on front page of APPENDIX 2) 

 

…are correct – which are not – it is ABSOLUTELY IRRELEVANT because THREE we repeat 

THREE law offices: Colleman Legal LLP,51 Augustus Cullen Law52 and McMahon Goldrick 

Solicitors53 talk about exceptions referring to mental-psychological injury which for instance 

APPENDIX 4, number 1…APPENDIX 5, nr 1..APPENDIX 9  officially testify about. 

 

Even Leo Fay, himself, in APPENDIX 28 writes… 

 

 
 

If we compare what the foregoing THREE legal offices and Leo Fay, himself, point to with 

what Leo Fay writes in number 4 on front page of APPENDIX 2… 

 

 

 
51 See appendix 24 
52 See appendix 25 
53 See appendix 26 
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…we open complex circumstances… 

 

In the end, dear Mr Paul X. Comerford and dear Brian Doherty, we would point out that we 

absolutely disagree with what Mr Leo Fay writes in number 5 of APPENDIX 2. He does not 

give any evidence supporting what he writes at this place. Mr Fay points out “His instructions” 

and according to Cambridge dictionary “Instruction”54  refers to a… 

 

“WRITTEN advice and information about how to do or use something” 

 

 
 

Mr  has never given any (written or verbal) advice and information about how Leo Fay 

should do or use something and Mr Leo Fay does not give any evidence of “His instructions” 

he refers to in number 5 of APPENDIX 2. 

 

Mr  only said that he would love to hear Leo Fay’s opinion55 whether the case could be 

closed in a near future having in mind the fact that the Agreement Letter was signed  on 30th 

 
54 See APPENDIX 30 
55 …because WE have instructed Mr  to say so… 
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December 201556 - 90 (ninety) months or in other words TWO THOUSAND AND SEVEN 

HUNDRED DAYS before… 

 

 
 

…Mr Fay refers to in number 5 of APPENDIX 2 and according to Cambridge dictionary that 

is not ‘instruction.’ 

 

Dear Mr Paul X. Comerford and dear Mr Brian Doherty, let us return to Cambridge dictionary 

and reiterate “Instruction”57  refers to a… 

 

“WRITTEN advice and information about how to do or use something” 

 

 
 

We will give you a classical example of instruction in real life. Namely, in number 5…second 

page…APPENDIX 2 Mr Leo Fay writes… 

 

 
 

Mr Leo Fay of Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors in the foregoing excerpt points to “suggestion” 

in verb form and the notion according to Cambridge dictionary means mentioning “…an action 

for other people to consider.”58 

 

On July 14, 2023 at 06:21 Mr Leo Fay received the correspondence… 

 

 

 
56 See fifth page of APPENDIX 29 
57 See APPENDIX 30 
58 See APPENDIX 36 
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On second page of this letter we (the victim’s legal advisors) addressed directly to Leo Fay and 

mentioned…. “…an….action for other people [Leo Fay] to consider…”59  

 

 

 
 

74 days after receiving this letter, on September 26, 202360   

 

 
59 See APPENDIX 37 
60 See nr 3…page 1…APPENDIX 2 
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 ...Leo Fay, in number 5…second page…APPENDIX 2,  writes… 

 

 
 

Let us, now, return to meaning of “Instruction”61 which according to Cambridge dictionary 

refers to a… 

 

“WRITTEN advice and information about how to do or use something” 

 

 
 

…this precisely and exactly refers to what Mr Leo Fay of Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors writes 

in number 5…second page…APPENDIX 2. Mr Leo Fay brilliantly demonstrated in practice 

what “instruction” looks like. We are grateful to Mr Fay and we have already followed his 

instruction and launched the website https://questforjustice.net/    

 

 
61 See APPENDIX 30 

https://questforjustice.net/
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Dear Mr Paul X. Comerford and dear Mr Brian Doherty that is the “instruction” ….Instruction 

is not what Mr Leo Fay refers to. 

 

After all evidenced above it becomes clear that Mr Leo Fay of Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors 

from Baldoyle, in number 2 on front page of APPENDIX 2... 

 

 

 
 

…deliberately violated… 

 

Section 14.- (1) (i)…Solicitors Act 195462….. 

Section 50…Legal Services Regulation Act 201563… 

Section 10…Criminal Justice (Theft and Fraud Offences) Act 200164 

 

 

 

After all evidenced above it becomes clear that Mr Leo Fay of Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors 

from Baldoyle, in number 4 on front page of APPENDIX 2… 

 

 

 
62 See APPENDIX 33 
63 See APPENDIX 35 
64 See APPENDIX 34 
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…deliberately violated… 

 

Section 14.- (1) (i)…Solicitors Act 195465….. 

Section 50…Legal Services Regulation Act 201566… 

Section 10…Criminal Justice (Theft and Fraud Offences) Act 200167 

 

Dear Mr Paul X. Comerford and dear Mr Brian Doherty, it is clearly notable that Mr Leo Fay 

deliberately violated… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
65 See APPENDIX 33 
66 See APPENDIX 35 
67 See APPENDIX 34 
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Section 14.- (1) (i)…Solicitors Act 1954 THREE TIMES…  

 

- in number 1 on front page of APPENDIX 2 

- in number 2 on front page of APPENDIX 2 and.. 

- in number 4 on front page of APPENDIX 2 

 

Section 50…Legal Services Regulation Act 2015 THREE TIMES… 

 

- in number 1 on front page of APPENDIX 2 

- in number 2 on front page of APPENDIX 2 and.. 

- in number 4 on front page of APPENDIX 2 

 

Section 10…Criminal Justice (Theft and Fraud Offences) Act 2001 THREE TIMES 

 

- in number 1 on front page of APPENDIX 2 

- in number 2 on front page of APPENDIX 2 and.. 

- in number 4 on front page of APPENDIX 2 

 

 

 

                                                                     October 17, 2023 

 

 

 

 

Respectfully, 

 

The Legal Advisors to Mr
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Delivered to Paul X. Comerford 
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Delivered to Brian Doherty 

 

We, the legal advisors to Mr  point to these two postal receipts which testify that Paul 

X. Comerford – Complaints and Resolutions Officer and Brian Doherty – Chief Executive 

Officer, both of the Legal Services Regulatory Authority received the same file and when they 

received it.  On 21st day AFTER the reception Paul X. Comerford brought his decision in form 

of the collection of criminal offences68 and completely ignored undeniable facts and findings 

of this file – from the first to the last letter – literally everything.  That is not acceptable!!! 

 
68 See number 1...front page…APPENDIX 31 
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Figure 36 
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SEPTEMBER 2021 – ANALYSIS SEPTEMBER THIRD 2021 

Page 31 of 73 
 

 (see 

APPENDIX TEN)
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SEPTEMBER 2021 – ANALYSIS SEPTEMBER THIRD 2021 
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ALLOW MY APPLICATION (see APPENDIX TEN) 
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SEPTEMBER 2021 – ANALYSIS SEPTEMBER THIRD 2021 
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CIRCUMSTANCES OF HIS APOLOGY – “I MUST CONSIDER...“ (see APPENDIX 

TEN) 
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He (see APPENDIX TEN) writes….. 
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(see APPENDIX TEN) pointed to document on page 9 in APPENDIX SIX of April 2021 file 
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findings testify on it in APPENDIX TEN. 
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All this is undeniable evidence that management of Irish Wheelchair Association FULLY 

APPROVED and UNCONDITIONALLY SUPPORTED93….. 

 

 

 

 

94 See APPENDIX TEN 
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ANALYSIS APRIL 2021 

Page 4 of 27 
 

 

The appeals officer at the later stage, by force of law, had to correct4 and corrected what 

happened (see APPENDIX TEN).

FURTHER, CHIEF 

APPEALS OFFICER IN HIS DECISION  IN NO A SINGLE WORD REFERS TO
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ANALYSIS APRIL 2021 

Page 10 of 27 
 

 

In appendix ten it is notable that

apart from what is quoted in the APPENDIX TEN,

 

Ms Laura Bourke, clerical officer of the Appeals office, in APPENDIX TEN, writes that….  

(see APPENDIX TEN)
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ANALYSIS APRIL 2021 
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still lasting and it is not known whether the illness will ever end or not ( see APPENDIX 

TWENTY TWO, APPENDIX TWENTY THREE, APPENDIX TEN) 
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ANALYSIS APRIL 2021 
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It is

officially proved (see APPENDIX TEN) that all of this is the direct consequence of the

inhumanity and bullying I was exposed to in the Irish Wheelchair Association.
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50 See nr 1….APPENDIX NEWBRIDGE and see also APPENDIX TEN 
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11.11.2023, 22:32 Statute of Limitations in Ireland | Coleman Legal LLP

What are the time limits for different areas of law?

• Personal Injury Claim - 2 years
• Medical Negligence Claim - 2 years
• Sexual Abuse - 6 years
• Assault including sexual assault - 6 years
• Professional Negligence - 6 years
• Breach of Contract - 6 years.

Statuteof Limitationsfor personal injury

The period in which a person can bring a claim for personal injury is
two years less than one day. The clock starts running from the date of
knowledge. The date of knowledge is the date on which the injured
person became aware they were injured; it was a significant injury, and
it was caused by the negligence of the party at fault. Often this date will
be the day of the actual accident, however, in some cases, an injury
does not manifest itself immediately after the relevant incident.

1.1Exceptions

There are some circumstances in which the applicable time limit may
be altered, such as:

• Where the injured party has suffered a mental impairment as a result

of their injury

https://colemanlegalpartners.ie/statute-of-limitations-in-ireland/#:~:text=The 3/13
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https://outlook.live.com/mail/0/id/AQMkADAwATZiZmYAZC05NzU0LTE1OWYtMDACLTAwCgBGAAADoqnDJK6pB0iPDNQp%2F9y49gcAwFywr8… 1/1

 
 

                    
        

 

 

 
   
    

  
   

 
 

 

From:
Sent: 27 June 2013 14:17
To: Leo Fay
Subject:

Hi Leo, 

In the attachment you can find document confirming that the line manager of  Irish Wheelchair 
Association expelled me from work. 

All the best,                                                                                                                                                     

28/06/2013, 18:33 Mail - Microsoft Service - Outlook

RE:

Leo Fay
Thu 27/06/2013 16:49

To:

Thanks

I added this to the file and would need more details  in which way line manager put you out of his house    
and took his key from you. 

Regards,
Leo
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From:
Sent: 24 October 2016 10:17
To: Leo Fay
Subject:

Hi Leo, please find in the attachment my appeal and the Appeals Officer decision of 31st August last 
year. Leo, I would love to hear your opinion.

 

26/10/2016, 17:22 Mail - Microsoft Service - Outlook

RE:

Leo Fay
Mon 24/10/2016 12:57

To:

Thanks for documents ,

I note nature of the injury. In the Statute of Limitations time limit does not apply to your psychological-mental

injury.

Leo
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instruction
noun

UK   /ɪnˈstrʌkʃ n /  US ə

 instructions

[ plural ]

written advice and information about how to do or use something:

Add to word list 

Please read the instructions carefully.•

Follow the instructions given below to activate your card.•

clear/detailed/step-by-step instructions The furniture comes with detailed
instructions about how to assemble it.

•

assembly/installation instructions The first step is following the installation
instructions as well as the on-screen requests from the program.

•

 

.

give sb instructions to do sth She gave me instructions not to contact the customer
directly.

•

to issue/receive instructions•

clear/firm/strict instructions•

 16/10/2023,  20:53 INSTRUCTION | English meaning - Cambridge Dictionary

https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/instruction 3/10

https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/advice
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/information
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/read
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/carefully
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/activate
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/your
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/card
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/furniture
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/detail
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/assemble
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/step
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/following
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/installation
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/on-screen
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/request
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/program
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/contact
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/customer
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/directly
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/issue
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/receive
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/clear
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/firm
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/strict
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From:
Sent: 24 October 2016 10:17
To: Leo Fay
Subject:

Hi Leo, please find in the attachment my appeal and the Appeals Officer decision of 31st August last 
year. Leo, I would love to hear your opinion.

 

26/10/2016, 17:22 Mail - Microsoft Service - Outlook

RE:

Leo Fay
Mon 24/10/2016 12:57

To:

Thanks for documents ,

I note nature of the injury. In the Statute of Limitations time limit does not apply to your psychological-mental

injury.

Leo
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[2001.] Criminal Justice (Theft and Fraud [No. 50.]
Offences) Act, 2001.

(6) A person who is arrested pursuant to this section by a person
other than a member of the Garda Sı́ochána shall be transferred
by that person into the custody of the Garda Sı́ochána as soon as
practicable.

(7) A person guilty of an offence under this section is liable on
conviction on indictment to a fine not exceeding £3,000 or imprison-
ment for a term not exceeding 2 years or both.

9.—(1) A person who dishonestly, whether within or outside the
State, operates or causes to be operated a computer within the State
with the intention of making a gain for himself or herself or another,
or of causing loss to another, is guilty of an offence.

(2) A person guilty of an offence under this section is liable on
conviction on indictment to a fine or imprisonment for a term not
exceeding 10 years or both.

10.—(1) A person is guilty of an offence if he or she dishonestly,
with the intention of making a gain for himself or herself or another,
or of causing loss to another—

(a) destroys, defaces, conceals or falsifies any account or any
document made or required for any accounting purpose,

(b) fails to make or complete any account or any such docu-
ment, or

(c) in furnishing information for any purpose produces or
makes use of any account, or any such document, which
to his or her knowledge is or may be misleading, false or
deceptive in a material particular.

(2) For the purposes of this section a person shall be treated as
falsifying an account or other document if he or she—

(a) makes or concurs in making therein an entry which is or
may be misleading, false or deceptive in a material par-
ticular, or

(b) omits or concurs in omitting a material particular therefrom.

(3) A person guilty of an offence under this section is liable on
conviction on indictment to a fine or imprisonment for a term not
exceeding 10 years or both.

11.—(1) A person is guilty of an offence if he or she dishonestly,
with the intention of making a gain for himself or herself or another,
or of causing loss to another, destroys, defaces or conceals any valu-
able security, any will or other testamentary document or any orig-
inal document of or belonging to, or filed or deposited in, any court
or any government department or office.

(2) (a) A person who dishonestly, with the intention of making a
gain for himself or herself or another, or of causing loss
to another, by any deception procures the execution of a
valuable security is guilty of an offence.

(b) Paragraph (a) shall apply in relation to—

13

Pt.2 S.8

Unlawful use of
computer.

False accounting.

Suppression, etc., of
documents.
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PT.6 S.49 [No. 65.] Legal Services Regulation Act 2015. [2015.]

(b) a reference to an amount of costs sought by a legal practitioner in respect of the 
provision of legal services means an amount of costs specified in a bill of costs 
issued by the legal practitioner concerned, and

(c) a  reference  to  the  resolution  of  a  matter  in  an  informal  manner  includes  a 
reference  to  the  referral  of  the  dispute  concerned  to  mediation  or  other 
appropriate form of dispute resolution.

Misconduct by legal practitioners
50. (1) For  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  an  act  or  omission  of  a  legal  practitioner  may be 

considered as constituting misconduct where the act or omission—

(a) involves fraud or dishonesty,

(b) is connected with the provision by the legal practitioner of legal services, which 
were, to a substantial degree, of an inadequate standard,

(c) where  occurring  otherwise  than  in  connection  with  the  provision  of  legal 
services, would justify a finding that the legal practitioner concerned is not a fit 
and proper person to engage in the provision of legal services,

(d) consists of an offence under this Act,

(e) in the case of a solicitor, consists of a breach of the Solicitors Acts 1954 to 2015 
or any regulations made under those Acts,

(f) in the case of a solicitor, consists of an offence under the Solicitors Acts 1954 to 
2015,

(g) in the case of a barrister, is likely to bring the barristers’ profession into disrepute,

(h) in the case of a solicitor, is likely to bring the solicitors’ profession into disrepute,

(i) in the case of a legal practitioner who is a managing legal practitioner of a multi-
disciplinary practice, consists of a failure by him or her to comply with his or her 
obligations under this Act as a managing legal practitioner (within the meaning of 
Part 8),

(j) consists of the commission of an arrestable offence,

(k) consists  of  the  commission  of  a  crime  or  offence  outside  the  State  which,  if 
committed within the State, would be an arrestable offence,

(l) consists  of  seeking  an  amount  of  costs  in  respect  of  the  provision  of  legal 
services, that is grossly excessive,

(m) consists of a breach of this Act or regulations made under it, or

(n) consists of a contravention of section 215(1).

(2) In determining whether an act or omission referred to in paragraph (l) of subsection 
(1) should be considered as constituting misconduct, the Authority, the Complaints 
Committee, the Disciplinary Tribunal or, as the case may be, the High Court may have 
regard to—

54
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[2015.] Legal Services Regulation Act 2015. [No. 65.] PT.6 S.50

(a) the amount by which or the extent to which the amount claimed in the bill of 
costs was found to be excessive,

(b) whether  in  the  particular  circumstances  of  the  legal  services  performed  the 
amount of the bill of costs appears to be unconscionable, and

(c) whether  or  not  a  Legal  Costs  Adjudicator  has  found the  costs  charged  to  be 
grossly excessive.

(3) In this section “arrestable offence” has the same meaning as it has in the  Criminal 
Law Act 1997.

Complaints under Part 6
51. (1) A client of a legal practitioner, or person acting on behalf of such a client, may make a 

complaint to the Authority in respect of a legal practitioner where the client considers 
that—

(a) the legal services provided to the client by the legal practitioner were or are of an 
inadequate standard, or

(b) an amount of costs sought by the legal practitioner in respect of legal services 
provided to the client by the legal practitioner was or is excessive.

(2) A person may make a complaint to the Authority in respect of a legal practitioner 
where the person considers that an act or omission of the legal practitioner constitutes 
misconduct.

(3) Subject to section 52, on or after the coming into operation of this Part, a complaint 
may be made to the Authority only.

(4) An officer  of  the Authority,  having considered an interim report  or  a report  of  an 
inspector under Part 3, may make a complaint under subsection (2) in respect of the 
legal practitioner concerned.

(5) Subject  to  subsection  (6),  where  the  Law Society,  in  the  performance by it  of  its 
functions under the  Solicitors Acts 1954 to  2015,  forms the opinion that an act or 
omission of a solicitor  constitutes misconduct,  it  shall,  in such manner as may be 
prescribed, notify the Authority of its opinion, and such notification shall be deemed 
to be a complaint made by the Law Society under subsection (2).

(6) Subsection (5) shall not apply where—

(a) the opinion of the Law Society is that the act or omission concerned constitutes a 
breach of the Solicitors Accounts Regulations, or

(b) the Law Society is investigating, or proposes to investigate, a suspected breach of 
the Solicitors Accounts Regulations and is of the opinion that the circumstances 
of the act or omission means that it should be investigated by it as part of the 
investigation of the suspected breach.

(7) The Authority, on receipt of a complaint that is made in respect of a solicitor (other 
than  a  complaint  made by the  Law Society),  shall  notify the  Law Society of  the 
complaint, which notification shall be accompanied by any documents relating to the 
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

Meaning of suggest in English
  

suggest
verb [ T ]

UK   /səˈdʒest /  US   /səˈdʒest /

suggest verb [T] (MENTION)

B1

to mention an idea, possible plan, or action for other people to consider:

Add to word list 

I suggested an Italian restaurant near the station for the party.•

formal Might I suggest a white wine with your salmon, sir?•

[ + (that) ] I suggest (that) we wait a while before we make any firm decisions.•

Liz suggested (that) I try the shop on Mill Road.•

[ + -ing verb ] I suggested putting the matter to the committee.•

[ + question word ] Can you suggest where I could buy a dozen roses?•

  Fewer examples

I suggest we use Barkers as our main suppliers - they're good and furthermore
they're cheap.

•

I suggested that we should meet, and they agreed .•

She suggested half-jokingly that they should sell the family car and all buy bikes
instead.

•

They'd laugh in your face if you suggested me for the post.•

They suggested we meet up at Mustafa's.•

  SMART Vocabulary: related words and phrases

suggest verb [T] (SHOW/EXPRESS)
 

suggest        

06/02/2025, 15:56 SUGGEST | English meaning - Cambridge Dictionary

https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/suggest 1/7

https://www.facebook.com/sharer.php?u=https%3A%2F%2Fdictionary.cambridge.org%2Fdictionary%2Fenglish%2Fsuggest&t=
https://twitter.com/intent/tweet?url=https%3A%2F%2Fdictionary.cambridge.org%2Fdictionary%2Fenglish%2Fsuggest&text=
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
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https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/sir
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/wait
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/firm
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/decision
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/try
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/shop
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/putt
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/matter
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/committee
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/help/codes.html
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/ere
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/buy
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/dozen
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/rose
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/our
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/main
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/supplier
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/furthermore
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/cheap
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/meet
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/agreed
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/sell
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/family
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/car
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/buy
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/bicycle
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/instead
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/laugh
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/your
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/face
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/post
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/meet
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If the case is closed5 within fourteen days after reception of this letter (that will be 

confirmed by the An Post receipt) – this request for access to personal information can be 

ignored providing that no new evidence is reached as the inquiry is continuing and any new 

exhibit will change the circumstances. However, if the case is closed within fourteen days (not 

in accordance with the power of undeniable exhibits) or if the case is not closed within fourteen 

days this request for access to personal information remains in effect and we start, in phases, 

uploading ALL the material to internet as soon as possible. First, as we have already pointed 

out, the theoretical approach and then story of the exhibits in which one of central places 

belongs to the file of Michael J. Kennedy Solicitors. Any potential communication  after that 

may happen but ONLY IN QUITE DIFFERENT CIRCUMSTANCES.  

 

 

Yours faithfully, 

 

Dusko Peulic, M. Phil. 

8. Preston Gate, 

Offaly Street, 

Athy, 

County Kildare 

 

R14 F252                                                                                In Athy, 13th day of July 2023 
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