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Julian Brennan 
 

3 Byland Road, Skelton, Saltburn-by-the-Sea TS12 2NJ 
 
13 July 2023 
 
The Rt Hon Sir Keir Starmer KCB KC MP 
Leader of the Labour Party 
Labour Central 
Kings Manor 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne NE1 6PA 
 
 

To be sent by e-mail via leader@labour.org.uk and by Royal Mail Special Delivery 
 
FOR THE MOST URGENT AND PERSONAL ATTENTION OF KEIR STARMER  
 
 
Dear Sir Keir 
 

Non-disclosure of information - your immediate resignation 
 

I write in the public interest in relation to the above and, most specifically, about your 
breaches of sections 3 and 4 of the Fraud Act 2006 in relation to the offer of employment to 
Sue Gray as your Chief of Staff. You should read the appended 21 pages with care. 
 
As you know, prior to an offer of any contract being made, a person is entitled to know about 
any significant issue which might be contrary to their interests so s/he may take it into account 
before deciding whether or not to accept. I refer you to what is stated in the first two sentences 
of the second sub-paragraph of the Commentary on Section 3 in the Explanatory Notes to the 
Fraud Act 2006 (ie paragraph 7.29 of the Law Commission’s Report on Fraud, July 2002) 
which is as follows:– 

 

“…there is a legal duty to disclose information not only if the defendant’s failure to 
disclose it gives the victim a cause of action for damages, but also if the law gives the 
victim a right to set aside any change in his or her legal position to which he or she 
may consent as a result of the non-disclosure.”. 

                                                           
It is self-evident that you did not disclose to Sue Gray that the serious scandal surrounding 
your conduct when Director of Public Prosecutions means the Labour Party in unlikely to win 
the next General Election with you as its Leader. I say self-evident because had Ms Gray been 
made aware of the facts she would not have accepted the job offer of Chief of Staff in your 
office. (See pages 1-8) Taken together, your misleading representations at the Labour Party 
Conference in September 2021 and your related dishonest non-disclosure to Ms Gray, mean 
you could be arrested, charged and prosecuted for offences under section 1 of the Fraud Act 
2006; due to you acting in breach of sections 2, 3 and 4 of the 2006 Act. The letter to Ms 
Gray offering her a job is an “article” that was used in the furtherance of fraud.  
 
The denial that nothing untoward occurred in relation to this matter belies the facts and the 
probabilities (especially considering your personal knowledge from when as DPP you were 
the Permanent Secretary of the Crown Prosecution Service). First, you will have known that 
your discussions with Ms Gray effectively put her in breach of her contractual obligations as a 
Servant of the Crown. Second, you conducted and oversaw the discussions on the [deduced] 
basis that you were offering her a position that would lead to a Civil Service post in Number 
10 (perhaps that of Cabinet Secretary) at the time you hoped/expected to be Prime Minister, 
and therefore Minister of the Civil Service. On the facts, if my reasonable assumptions are 
correct, or substantially so, the entire matter would place in question your personal integrity 
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and your suitability to become Prime Minister. It seems to me that there existed the sufficient   
state of mind on your part for you (or the Labour Party) to be deemed liable for damages in 
response to a Claim in Tort for inducing a breach of contract. I refer you to Allen t/a 
David Allen Chartered Accountants v. Dodd & Co Ltd [2020] EWCA Civ 258, and most 
specifically paras 11-14. 
 
Presumably you will realise that, in relation to the above, you must ensure immediately that a 
payment of £12,500 is made to Mr John Armitage for the donation he made in good faith 
towards the running of your office as Leader of the Labour Party, and that no further 
donations can be sought by you or at your behest. 
 
There is an extraordinary irony to all this as you will not have said anything about it to  
Rupert Murdoch when you met with him last week. The scandal I refer to above involves the 
non-disclosure by the CPS of a signed contract dated 10 July 2009; despite its disclosure 
having been ordered by a Judge in open Court, and that document being necessary for News 
Corporation to issue a claim in law for very substantial damages due to unlawful interferences 
with its third-party contract rights. That is a public interest issue as HM Treasury will be 
liabile to pay-out some of the related damages to News Corp. Your dishonest omissions with 
Mr Murdoch were/are central to your efforts to obtain backing from The Times and The Sun   
at the next General Election. By not correcting the record when you could and should have 
done you confirmed your dishonesty in the House of Commons on 23 June 2015, shortly  
after becoming a Member of Parliament; though that cannot form part of any legal action due 
to Parliamentary Privilege.  
 
If I am wrong about “intentional dishonesty” towards Rupert Murdoch you will no doubt 
rectify your erroneous omissions by immeditately disclosing to him all relevant matters 
without delay. Given the amounts of money that News Corperation and the Murdoch Family 
Trust are able to claim in damages (per section 32 of the Limitation Act 1980) I don’t think 
that, after you have spoken frankly with your intermediary, you will have any difficulty in 
scheduling a final and conclusive one-to-one phone conversation with Mr Murdoch. The 
vitiation of the contract for writing a book which you entered into with News Corp subsidiary 
Harper Collins, will mean you must re-pay all the advanced money you received in respect of 
the contract you signed in March 2020. (See pages 9-13) 
 
Going back to what I stated above (in bold) about section 3 of the Fraud Act in relation to Ms 
Gray’s recruitment and appointment, and your failures to disclose essential information to her, 
there is something else which is also significant and pressing for you to address. That is the 
intended Uxbridge & South Ruislip by-election on the 20th of this month, and the effects of 
Boris Johnson’s dishonesty and his related breaches of sections 3 and 4 of the Fraud Act (as 
read with S. 5) and his offences under section 7 with Jeremy Hunt at the time he wrote to 
apply to take the Chiltern Hundreds (and also with the Prime Minister in relation to his 
resignation honours’ list and the subsequent discussions they had on the matter). 
 
Your failures to hold Boris Johnson to account for those offences at other times previously – 
because of your self-interested non-reference to section 3 etc – has now exposed the Labour 
Party to the risk of loss. Section 3 of the Fraud Act 2006 provides:–  

  
“A person is in breach of this section if he—  

(a) dishonestly fails to disclose to another person information which he is 
under a legal duty to disclose, and  
(b) intends, by failing to disclose the information—  
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(i) to make a gain for himself or another, or  

(ii) to cause loss to another or to expose another to a risk of loss.”. 
 
Due to you not holding Boris Johnson to account for his section 3 offences following the 
publication of the Election Notice for the Parliamentaty Constituency of Uxbridge & South 
Ruislip on 15 June 2023 and you not informing Danny Beales, Pearleen Shanga, Shabana 
Mahmood, David Evans and Mike Payne that Boris Johnson’s section 3 fraud with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer meant he was still a Member of Parliament – because Jeremy 
Hunt’s consent to appoint Mr Johnson as Steward and Bailiff of the Three Hundreds of 
Chiltern was void ab initio – you exposed the Labour Party (and Mr Beales personally) to the 
risk of financial loss. Odd though it might seem to others, you know that as a matter of        
law Mr Johnson is still a Member of Parliament, and that the Uxbridge and South Ruislip seat 
is not actually vacant. Mr Johnson lost the legal presumption of truth about his frauds on 13 
November 2020.           
 
On 24 June 2023 (ie the day after the publication of the “Notice of Names of Election Agents 
and Offices” by Lloyd White, Acting Returning Officer for Uxbridge & South Ruislip) your 
non-disclosures – like those of Boris Johnston – became a cause of action in law by various 
persons involved in the “byelection” (eg the candidates and the local political parties; the 
London Borough of Hillingdon; the press and media organisations who have been issued with 
media credentials for the count; and the Metopolitan Police).  
 
As you know fraud is an offender focussed offence; which means it is committed at the first 
time all possible ingredients of a section 2, 3 or 4 breach are complete. You know that fraud 
has the effect in law of vitiating consent. You know that the Chancellor’s Warrant appointing 
Boris Johnson as Steward and Bailiff of the Chiltern Hundreds was “unlawful, null and of no 
effect” at the very moment it was signed. (See pages 14-20) Everything that followed as a 
concequence had no legal effect. 
 
It is truly difficult to think that you did not realise Boris Johnson had committed various 
criminal offences (inc fraud and false accounting) about the flat in 11 Downing Street and that 
his personal payments for the flat’s refurbishment did not expunge his fraud. His failures to 
disclose all the facts of his effences and their connections to him keeping Priti Patel in office 
as Home Secretary, on and from 14 November 2020, are allowing him and others to get off 
scot-free when he is required by law to re-pay other monies to HM Treasury. If I am wrong 
about this and you failed to understand what occurred that will add to your incompetence and 
dereliction of duty regarding both Brexit and the Coronavirus pandemic.  
 
If you deny the truth of certain matters you will act in breach of section 2 of the Fraud Act. 
My immunity from suit from Boris Johnson for possible Libel or Malicious Falsehood about 
him acting fraudulently goes back to shortly before the time he was appointed Prime Minister 
by the [late] Queen on 24 July 2019.      
 
You have a legal duty to disclose the information contained in this letter to the Honorary 
Treasurer of the Labour Party, Mike Payne, as he will have to take action to ensure the 
donation of £362,625 made in April by Unite is returned to that union; as you will not have 
disclosed important facts which would have altered Unite’s decision to make that donation. I 
say this due to my entirely reasonable belief that Sharon Graham, the General Secretary of 
Unite, and Mike Payne will not have known anything at all about the issues set out in this 
correspondence. (See page 21)  The fact of the matter is that you have acted in bad faith with 
the Labour Party’s NEC; with the General Secretaries of the party’s affiliated unions; the 
Shadow Cabinet; and the PLP.  
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The legal implications of your breaches of contract regarding your own Labour Party 
membership are huge and the case against many members who have been expelled, or stopped 
from being candidates, will have to be overturned.     
 
Others must realise that this is a matter that is entirely personal to you – and that the Labour 
Party has a case in law against you – and that if anyone assists you to avoid the consequences 
of your illegal acts and omissions they could be viewed as being an accessory after the fact.  
 
As I have stated before, given that you said you were willing to resign if Durham 
Constabularly determined you had acted unlawfully in breach of Covid regulations, there will 
be an expectation across the country that you will not hesitate to resign over these more 
substantial matters. It is clear that you are not only unfit to be the Prime Minister of the UK 
but are also unfit to continue as Leader of the Labour Party and Leader of HM Opposition.  
 
Below is a list of the documents appended to this letter and the names of the people to whom 
this letter (with its appendices) is also to be sent as an e-mail attachment. This document will 
be placed online so that others can download and read it. I suggest you do not act foolishly 
and sue me for defamation for stating that you are dishonest. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
Julian Brennan 
 

Appended documents: 
 

Page 1 – E-mail of 1 December 2021 to Alan Pughsley QPM, Chief Constable of Kent Constabulary.   
 

Pages 2-7 – Correspondence  sent to Sir Keir Starmer on 1 December 2021. 
 

Page 8 – Paragraph 5.10 of Erksine May. 
 

Pages 9-12 Article in The Observer, 9 July 2023. – 
 

Page 13 Public announcement by Harper Collins Publishers, 30 May 2022. – 
 

Page 14 – Letter of 4 April 2023 to Sir Mark Rowley QPM, Commissioner of the Metropolitan Police 
(without appendices). 
 

Page 15 – Letter of 12 June 2023 to the Rt Hon Jeremy Hunt MP, Chancellor of the Exchequer 
(without appendices). 
 

Page 16 Document marked as “Appendix to letter of 12 June 2023 to the – Chancellor of the 
.  Exchequer (19pp)”

 

Pages 17-18 Letter of 15 May 2023 to Boris Johnson (without appendices). – 
 

Pages 19-20 Letter of 8 July 2022 to Lulu Lytle. – 
 

Page 21 Electoral Commission record of donation of £362,625 made by Unite to the Labour Party, – 
reported on 27 April 2023.  
 

Copies: 
 

Pearleen Shanga 
Election Agent for Danny Beales and Regional Director of the London Labour Party.    
 

David Evans 
General Secretary of the Labour Party and Registered Treasurer.   
 

The Rt Hon Boris Johnson MP 
Member of Parliament for Uxbridge & South Ruislip.  
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