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To: UNHCR, Rabat       12 October 2017 


STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF MY APPLICATION FOR REFUGEE STATUS IN 


MOROCCO 


This statement is in response to question 2 in section K of your registration 


form. 


I first approached the UNHCR in Rabat in November 2016 to make this 


application and was given an appointment for registration on 9 December 2016, 


although at that time I did not complete the full registration form. I did not 


attend the appointment for the reason that, following my departure from the UK 


on 17 October 2016,  


 


I departed Morocco by plane on 02/12/2016,  


 


However, I am unable to reside normally at my home address in London due to 


the persistence of clandestine threats to my life there (these will be explained in 


what follows), against which I have no protection from the police in the UK, who 


have persistently and steadfastly ignored all my efforts to present evidence of 


attempts on my life to them. I have consequently spent the intervening ten-


month period in hiding in the UK, although the necessity of using regular 


channels of communication makes it impossible to maintain this secrecy for any 


length of time, meaning that I must constantly keep on the move to avoid 


clandestine attempts upon my life.  


On 27 September this year, I fled the UK (once again) following the latest 


incidents in a series of attempts on my life. These attempts have prevailed, with 


varying consistency, since December 2010 – the time at which I made a request 


to St. Thomas’ Hospital in London for a copy of an MRI scan of my brain, made 


originally at the hospital on 2 October 2008. In a 108-page report, entitled 


Special Operations in Medical Research (published online at: 


http://www.somr.info), I have made the allegation that the contents of the MRI 


scan in question reveal evidence proving that British surgeons, working within 


the UK National Health Service, conducted an experimental neurosurgical 
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operation on myself as a five-year-old child, illicitly and covertly, and without 


medical justification, on the false pretext of a routine tonsillectomy operation. 


Since the time of my tonsillectomy operation in 1967, I have experienced 


lifelong symptoms of anxiety and panic-attacks, chronic headaches, and various 


other unexplained neurological symptoms. From information I received in 2001 I 


was led to believe that these symptoms were direct consequences of my 


tonsillectomy, and that the operation had in fact served as a pretext for a covert 


neurosurgical operation, with the aim of furthering neurological research into the 


nature of human intelligence and the workings of the brain. It was suggested to 


me (from a source that I am obliged not to disclose) that the operation had 


involved the implantation of a series of surreptitious technical devices in my 


head and neck area. The presence of items of non-biological origin in my neck is 


confirmed by the MRI scan conducted at St. Thomas’ Hospital Radiology Dept. 


on 2 October 2008; as well as by a second MRI Head scan conducted at the 


National Hospital for Neurology & Neurosurgery (UCLH NHS Trust) in London, on 


6 March 2013. The radiology departments at each of the two hospitals however 


have failed to acknowledge the evidence of illicit implants in their respective 


reports upon the scans and each has falsely reported the scans as “normal”. 


The seriousness of the historical allegation is that ultimate responsibility for this 


medical atrocity lies within certain offices of the UK Government, including the 


Department of Health, and that this extraordinary state of affairs has remained a 


tightly-kept state-secret for the past 50 years. Any attempt at a disclosure of 


prima facie evidence confirming the allegation would inevitably therefore be met 


with fierce institutional resistance, in order to prevent an incipient national crisis. 


It was foreseeable for me that as a consequence of my efforts to disclose the 


evidence, certain clandestine responses might be employed against me to 


satisfactorily pre-empt its disclosure, including attempts to assassinate me. 


This is the context in which I began to experience attempts on my life, beginning 


in December 2010, and most frequently involving attempts at poisoning (these 


events are described in more detail in Part 2 of my report, pp.74-86). As a 


consequence of attempts by assailants to deliver a highly toxic substance 


underneath the front door of my flat in London, in February 2014, I have been 


unable to occupy my home since that time, and have had to maintain constant 


mobility and secrecy over my whereabouts throughout this three-and-a-half year 


period. Both the Metropolitan and Staffordshire Police forces in the UK have 


ignored all of my reports to them of these attempts on my life. 
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During the two-week period immediately preceding my earlier departure from 


the UK in October 2016, I was staying in various hostels in the London area. On 


two occasions, my luggage was broken into whilst I had left it unattended, and 


attempts were made to poison food and toiletry items within my suitcase. These 


attempts were unsuccessful as I was alerted by signs that the lock on my case 


had been tampered with, so that I was able to anticipate the risk of poisoning 


and avoid consuming any fatal dose; although I did experience a series of non-


fatal exposures to the toxins. These attempts on my life were also reported to 


the police, who again ignored my reports and refused to examine the evidence.    


It has been the pattern of responses to all of my reports of attempts to poison 


me, both from the British Police and from emergency health services in the UK, 


to dismiss these reports as ‘delusional’. The Police have steadfastly refused to 


accept or acknowledge evidence I have tried to present to them in proof of these 


attempts throughout the past seven-year period. Likewise, emergency health 


services have refused to undertake pathological examinations which would have 


established the reality of attempts to poison me. Consequently, I remain without 


any protection from the law or from health services against a clearly evident 


series of attempts on my life. 


With regard to the MRI scan evidence, the presence of a series of illicit surgical 


implants, from both scans, is absolutely irrefutable, and is self-evident even to 


someone without specialist training in neuroanatomy (see: pp.48-64 of my 


report, and my website, for a presentation of selected images from both scans). 


Nevertheless, in spite of a series of complaints to both hospitals, to the General 


Medical Council of the UK, and to the Health Service Ombudsman (PHSO), none 


of my complaints has been upheld, and my report concludes that the PHSO has 


been effectively complicit in the cover-ups of evidence established by the two 


London hospitals. The ignorance and intractability of the PHSO in its assessment 


of the evidence presented to it are indications that a policy of systematic denial 


operates effectively in suppressing the evidence across all major UK medical 


institutions and regulatory bodies. In addition to this, in spite of my reporting 


evidence of consecutive cover-ups of the MRI evidence by both hospitals to the 


Metropolitan Police, the police have failed to take any appropriate action, and 


have refused even to acknowledge or to communicate any response to the 


allegations. 


The strength of resistance against disclosure of the evidence is characteristic of 


the kind of resistance which the State constructs around issues which have a 


bearing upon national security, and it is unlikely that such a tight fabric of 


suppression could be maintained without the support of executive offices of 
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State. As the disclosure of the evidence confirming the State’s liability in such an 


extraordinary and unprecedented medical and humanitarian atrocity must lead 


inexorably to the invocation of some form of national crisis, I have to assume 


that the State will ultimately resort to whatever expedience is necessary, 


including my elimination, rather than passively permitting its disclosure. The 


same vulnerability applies to any individual medical or legal expert who may be 


called upon to corroborate the evidence. I have approached numerous law firms 


for assistance in actions against the police and against the Health Service 


Ombudsman; each has, without exception, declined to represent me. There is 


clearly an absence of judicial will at the national level to countenance the truth 


of the matter; and therefore little prospect currently of a just and fair resolution 


to my claims against the UK Government by appeals to national institutions. 


Towards the end of 2013, faced with the impotence of regulatory processes at 


the national level, I made appeals to the Council of Europe Commissioner for 


Human Rights, as well as to the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner 


for Human Rights (OHCHR), including copies of the MRI scan evidence, in the 


expectation that these international regulatory bodies would be obliged to enact 


some form of intervention in respect of humanitarian principles. I was however 


to be frustrated in this expectation. I received only the most perfunctory of 


responses from the Office of the Council of Europe Commissioner for Human 


Rights (see enclosed copy letter from Isil Gachet, dated 24/04/2014), declining 


any interest or role for the Commissioner in respect of my case, and referring 


me only to the services of the UK Parliamentary & Health Service Ombudsman. I 


have still received no response whatsoever from the OHCHR. 


In April 2016, I submitted further formal complaints to each of these two 


international bodies with regard to the regulatory conduct of the UK Health 


Service Ombudsman, in view of the apparent complicity of that office with 


respect to the two cover-ups of medical evidence I alleged to have been enacted 


within two major London NHS Trusts, enclosing archives of correspondence in 


relation to my complaints submitted to the Ombudsman. Despite numerous 


updates sent simultaneously to each international office, I have since however 


received no recognition or response whatsoever to my formal complaints from 


either office (my correspondence in relation to these formal complaints may be 


submitted at a later date).  


My revised understanding therefore is now that the states of the European 


Union, as well as any state outside the EU having the least political affiliation 


with the EU or with the UK, as well as the principle ethical and human rights 


regulatory bodies within the EU, are united with those of the UK in their intent to 







5 


maintain non-disclosure of the evidence of this unprecedented crime against 


humanity. Such a disclosure would likely present a serious challenge to the 


principles informing the political cohesion of the EU, and of the UN. Therefore, as 


my continued existence within the UK and Europe faces increasing perils and 


threats without any possibility of protection under the law, I am left with no 


other option than to seek the political protection of an independent state. 


I would ask that this application be considered as an urgent priority as, in 


addition to the case being completely exceptional in every respect, until a 


decision is arrived at I am unable to obtain any appropriate healthcare. The 


healthcare I have received to this date has been based upon a denial of my 


actual medical condition. 


For instance, during the summer of 2015 I developed acute physical problems in 


my thoracic-spine/left shoulder-blade area. These problems may or may not 


have been in some way prefigured as consequences of the medical assault I 


suffered as a child (I suspect rather that they are the aggravated consequences 


of one of the attempts upon my life at this time). There were two MRI scans of 


my spine conducted at two separate hospitals in London (at alternative hospitals 


to those already mentioned) in July and September 2015. The first hospital (a 


private hospital, not part of the NHS) made a scan of my spine, but declined to 


make a thorough examination of the left shoulder, and made no verbal report on 


the scan findings. The second hospital (an NHS hospital) arranged for a scan to 


be made, designated in the appointment letter from the MRI Dept. as “MRI 


Whole Spine, MRI Shoulder Lt”. However the actual scan avoided making a scan 


of the left shoulder and in the written report which accompanies the scan falsely 


ascribed the problems I had reported as involving the right shoulder rather than 


the left (it made no scan of the right shoulder either however). There is 


documentary and audio evidence available which suggests that doctors at the 


hospital deliberately misinterpreted my reports of the symptoms and were 


wilfully negligent in their assessment of the problem (see enclosed items marked 


“MED-1” to “MED-4”, plus my letter to the Channel4 News Team in the UK, 


dated 02/08/2016, in which I discuss the conduct of doctors at the Royal London 


Hospital Neurology Dept.). In consequence, there remain pressing physical 


problems in my left shoulder which, I understand, are due to internal tissue 


damage (necrosis) caused by an irradiation to the area, as an exceptional 


consequence of one of the attempts on my life in recent years; but for which (as 


the evidence shows) I am unable to obtain any appropriate assessment or 


treatment in my home country. 
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In addition to the enclosures already mentioned, please find enclosed a copy of 


my Third Open Letter to the British Prime Minister and Health Secretary, initially 


distributed widely by email to international news and human rights organisations 


on 7 May 2014, repeated in updated form on 11 September 2014, and finally 


again on 9 January 2017, which gives additional insight into the depth of my 


allegations against the UK Government. Please also find enclosed a copy of my 


(partially redacted) first letter to the Channel4 News Team, dated 29/07/2016, 


which gives an account of my earlier asylum applications in Turkey (November 


2014) and Norway (May 2016). In addition, I enclose a copy of my registration 


document from the Norway UDI, dated 29/05/2016. 


Electronic copies of the MRI scan evidence referred to above, as well as my 


report and relevant correspondence may be supplied along with this application 


upon request. Alternatively, some of these may be accessed at: 


http://www.somr.info. 


Michael Stanley Jones 


Enclosures: 


1. Copy letter from Isil Gachet, Director at the Office of the Council of Europe 


Commissioner for Human Rights, to myself dated 24/04/2014. 


2. Copy letter from myself to the Channel4 News Team UK, dated 02/08/2016. 


3. Copy letter from Dr. Gnanapavan, Neurologist at the Royal London Hospital, 


to my GP, dated 06/09/2015, following my initial assessment at the 


Neurology Dept. on 18/08/2015 (“MED-1”). 


4. Copy letter from the MRI Dept. at the Royal London Hospital to myself dated 


21/08/2015, scheduling my appointment for a scan on 11/09/2015 (“MED-


2”). 


5. Transcript of the written report made on the scan conducted at the Royal 


London Hospital on 11/09/2015 (extracted from the scan application on disc), 


made by Neuroradiologist Jane Evanson, dated 30/09/2015 (“MED-3”). 


6. Copy letter from Dr. Kelso, Consultant Neurologist at the Royal London 


Hospital, to my GP dated 01/12/2015, following my consultation with him on 


30/11/2015 (“MED-4”). 


7. Copy of my Third Open Letter to the British Prime Minister and Health 


Secretary, dated 09/01/2017. 


8. Copy letter from myself to the Channel4 News Team UK, dated 29/07/2016. 


9. Copy of my Norwegian UDI registration certificate, dated 29/05/2016. 
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To: UNHCR, Rabat           30 October 2017 


Case no: 918-00026586 


FORMAL COMPLAINT OVER THE PROCESSING BY UNHCR OF MY APPLICATION 


FOR POLITICAL ASYLUM, MADE IN RABAT ON 13 OCTOBER 2017. 


Background 


I completed the form to register my application for political asylum in Morocco at 


the UNHCR office in Rabat on 13/10/2017, and was given a signed and sealed 


certificate to confirm this fact (dossier number: 918-17C01590). 


I had stated in my application the reasons for my seeking refugee status in Morocco 


were that I had experienced persistent and continuing attempts upon my life in the 


UK and elsewhere in Europe throughout the past seven-year period. These attempts 


on my life were a consequence of the fact that in December 2010 I came into 


possession of prima facie medical evidence which proved beyond reasonable doubt 


allegations I had previously made against the British government that it was 


responsible for a medical atrocity, committed against myself (amongst others) as a 


five-year-old child (in 1967) and that, in consequence of my efforts to disclose that 


evidence, there was a determined effort to eliminate me by organised clandestine 


forces contracted with that undertaking, in order to expediently pre-empt any such 


disclosure. 


I had directed UNHCR to the location of the evidence on my website (at 


http://www.somr.info), in the form of my personal report, alongside selected images 


from two MRI scans, as well as accessible downloads of the complete original MRI 


scans themselves, which self-evidently reveal the existence of illicit surgical implants 


in my neck area, as a result of the fraudulent tonsillectomy I suffered as a child, 


conducted within the UK National Health Service. The case is well documented with 


relevant correspondence and there can be no doubt, at this stage, of the veracity of 


the allegations I have made against several UK institutions, including offices of State. 
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I have made it quite clear to UNHCR, within my supporting statement, and elsewhere 


in my report, and in accompanying correspondence, that there is a complete absence 


of political or judicial will amongst UK national institutions and regulatory agencies 


to countenance the truth of my allegations. As a result of this blanket suppression of 


the evidence, I have no effective recourse to protection from the British police 


against attempts upon my life, as police have persistently refused to acknowledge 


evidence presented to them of those attempts. Neither have I effective access to 


appropriate healthcare in response to those attempts, as the examples of medical 


correspondence submitted with my application to UNHCR clearly indicate. In 


addition, I am unable to find any legal representative in the UK who is prepared to 


risk their own life advancing the evidence on my behalf in support of actions against 


the police or against various health service institutions.  


I had indicated within material supporting my application that the few places since 


February 2014 that I had found relative sanctuary from attempts upon my life were 


within the mainly Muslim populations of Turkey, Tunisia, and Morocco. My 


experiences indicated to me that the organised clandestine forces (for the sake of 


argument, let’s call them “mafia” forces) widely contracted within first-world 


countries with the task of my elimination, did not have the customary presence (or 


logistical and distributive ‘reach’) within these Muslim populations to effect their 


plans. Hence I was able to survive (that is, to eat and drink food products normally) 


within these countries without having to exercise the extreme vigilance and caution 


against the prospect of attempts to poison me that had been so indispensible to my 


survival at home. Under these circumstances then, my successful registration with the 


office of the UNHCR in Rabat, and the interim protection suggested by my 


certification as an asylum seeker, seemed to offer a measure of protection for the 


meantime, pending the full processing of my application. 


However, my experiences in Morocco over the seventeen days since the date of my 


registration with UNHCR have taken me somewhat by surprise. The sanctuary I had 


enjoyed during my six-week stay in Morocco towards the end of 2016 (when I had 


first approached UNHCR in Rabat), when I experienced no attempts on my life 


whatever, has now it seems been completely overturned (no doubt by efforts 
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undertaken by European “mafia” to extend their distributive reach into Morocco 


during the year of my absence since December 2016). 


Whilst I was recently staying, firstly in Inezgane, and secondly in Essaouira, I 


experienced a string of attempts to poison me within food products routinely 


purchased from shops and market stalls. I will not attempt to give full and explicit 


details of these attempts here, for the reason that to do so would beg too much 


suspension of disbelief from the reader, not only with regard to the efficiency and 


thoroughness of the distributive capacity involved, and the preparedness of local 


traders to comply with instructions to supply toxic products masked as standard ones 


to a certain individual, as it were ‘indirectly’, should he choose to shop here; but also 


with the degree of surveillance and observation of my movements and purchasing 


habits that this determined kill-plan must necessarily have required. Suffice to say 


that I retain certain products in my possession, routinely purchased in Morocco, 


which will show evidence of lethal toxicity if submitted for toxicological examination. 


Certain other products I was not able to retain, as it was apparent to me from 


symptoms I experienced after testing minimal amounts of these products on my 


tongue, that the symptoms were comparable with those I had previously experienced 


in the UK 


The substance of my complaint with regard to the processing of my application 


by UNHCR 


There are two aspects to my complaint against UNHCR over its processing so far of 


my application for political asylum in Morocco. Both of these relate to its failure to 


respond appropriately to the urgency of my application, firstly with respect to my 


recent reports of ongoing attempts upon my life; secondly with respect to the 


availability of appropriate healthcare in response to ongoing critical health issues in 


the context of attempts on my life and in the context of the extraordinary and 


unprecedented nature of my actual medical condition. 


1) I had telephoned the office of UNHCR in Rabat on Friday 20 October (exactly 


one week following the date of my application) from Inezgane, near Agadir, where I 


was staying temporarily and where I had experienced several attempts to supply me 
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with food products which, from symptoms experienced after taste-testing small 


samples of, I was able to detect the presence of a toxic substance. This repeated a 


familiar pattern experienced during the past seven years of attempts to poison me in 


the UK and across Europe. 


I requested that, in view of the fact that the nominal protection offered by my 


certification as an asylum seeker was ineffective at guaranteeing me any protection 


against attempts on my life of this sort, that these attempts were now occurring for 


the first time in Morocco, and that they were most likely to continue until they 


succeeded in their aim, that the only measure which might succeed in dissuading 


them was for UNHCR to process my application immediately, without further delay, 


and to offer me an interview at short notice. The meaning of that would be that if I 


should then succumb to such an attempt to poison me, it would not be possible to 


conceal from public attention the fact of my asylum application as a accompanying 


circumstance (with its associated claims of attempts on my life by poisoning), which 


would make it impossible to pass-off my death as ‘accidental’ or ‘self-inflicted’ (i.e., 


non-controversially), and would therefore render any such continued attempts on my 


life as counter-productive, hence effectively dissuading those attempts. 


I was told by the woman I spoke to that she would pass on my reports of these 


attempts on my life to her colleagues, and that I should telephone again the 


following Monday (23 October). When I telephoned on Monday morning I spoke to 


the same person I had spoken to on the Friday, who told me to call back again at 


3pm that same day. When I called between 3-4pm there was no reply to either of the 


UNHCR telephone numbers. I then telephoned again the following day and spoke to 


another woman, who informed me that UNHCR did not agree to process my 


application without further delay or to give me an interview, at least (in her words) 


“not this week or next week” (i.e., not between the 23 October and 3 November). 


The implication of this refusal was at that point in time therefore that the organised 


clandestine forces determined upon my elimination by discrete non-controversial 


methods would have at least two weeks’ grace (or, that is, for however long UNHCR 


decides to defer its official processing of my application) to pursue their aims. 


Meanwhile, I have effectively no more protection against such attempts on my life in 


Morocco than I ever had in the UK or Europe for the past seven years, so that the 
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nominal protection offered by my certification as an asylum seeker is meaningless 


and not worth the paper it is printed upon. 


This conclusion is surely underscored by the fact that the details of my identity 


recorded upon the certificate do not accurately represent the details of my identity 


recorded on my passport (or those written upon my registration form). In fact there 


are no less than two unavoidable errors in the representation of the details of my 


identity recorded upon the certificate: i) my name is recorded spelled as “JONES, 


Micheal Stanley”, rather than its correct form of JONES, Michael Stanley; and: ii) my 


date of birth is recorded as “16-04-1961”, rather than the correct date of 17-04-1961. 


Exceptional as my application is (as a British citizen applying to UNHCR in Morocco – 


surely the first subject ever to do so?), one would certainly wish to double-check the 


accuracy of the identity details before committing them to formal registration. 


Therefore, it appears that this coincidence of errors cannot have happened merely by 


accident, but is rather the result of UNHCR deciding to conceal the fact of my 


application from detection by external agencies. I demand therefore that UNHCR 


explain its rationale for that concealment. In addition to that, upon delivery of this 


complaint to the UNHCR office today, I demand that UNHCR supply me with a 


replacement certificate recording the accurate details of my identity. 


Whatever the motivation (benign or otherwise) behind UNHCR’s decision to conceal 


the fact of my application for political asylum, one inevitable consequence of that 


concealment, for instance in the event of my unexpected death abroad, would be the 


failure to correlate the circumstances of my death with the circumstance of my 


asylum application – the details of that application itself might simply ‘evaporate’, 


since the person represented upon that certificate does not exist as such. My remains 


could then be repatriated to the UK for disposal without controversy, and the British 


government might succeed in avoiding censure for its historical crimes against 


humanity. In the context of my reports of attempts upon my life here in Morocco, the 


only certain conclusion to draw therefore is that UNHCR has been complicit by 


default (at least) in the organised clandestine attempts to eliminate me by apparently 


non-controversial means. I therefore demand that UNHCR now act in the only way 


which might guarantee the cessation of continued attempts on my life: that is to 


formally process my asylum application without further delay. 
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2)  On p.5 of the statement in support of my application I had asked that my 


application be treated as an urgent priority, in view of its completely exceptional 


nature, and in view of the centrality of the medical issues involved. Firstly, my actual 


medical condition is entirely unique and unprecedented in the history of medical 


science, resulting as it does from a covert experimental medical operation I 


underwent as a child; an operation which had no explicit medical approval, was 


undocumented publicly, and previously untested by any research methods. At the 


same time, the reality of my resulting medical condition has never been 


acknowledged for what it is, and consequently I have never yet received any 


appropriate healthcare in respect of that condition in a period spanning fifty years. 


In addition to that, as a consequence of my attempts to disclose evidence of the 


reality of that condition since December 2010, I have suffered a series of persistent 


and determined attempts to poison me by indirect means. The effect of this is that, 


while I have so far managed to avoid consuming any fatal dose of toxicity, I have 


nevertheless been exposed on numerous occasions to non-fatal toxic doses over a 


period of seven-years, the effects of which are to some extent cumulative. At the 


same time, there has been a widespread refusal by health agencies to acknowledge 


the reality of attempts on my life, and consequently I have received no appropriate 


health assessment or care with respect to the accumulation of exposures to non-fatal 


doses of a wide range of potentially fatal, or potentially carcinogenic, toxic 


substances. 


In further addition, I have presented UNHCR with documentary evidence which 


indicates that doctors at the Neurology Dept. of the Royal London Hospital were 


wilfully negligent in their assessment of the problem which developed in the region 


of my left shoulder-blade in 2015 (an internal radiation injury – as an exceptional 


consequence of one of the attempts on my life at that time), a problem that persists 


aggressively, and is dangerous and potentially life-threatening if left untreated 


(probably requiring surgery). 


In view of these statements, there is no justification, for any organisation acting in 


the interests of my protection from further harm, and in the interests of my human 


rights, not to act in such a way to enable my immediate access to appropriate health 


assessment and care, without further delay. However, there can be no such access to 
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appropriate assessment and care for me independently of a prior formal disclosure 


of the details of my medical claim against the UK National Health Service, preferably 


by an office of the UN; for any approach which tried to avoid an initial formal 


disclosure would place too great a responsibility for that disclosure on the individual 


clinicians involved in the provision of my healthcare. 


The onus is therefore on UNHCR to act in such a way as to initiate the formal 


disclosure of my claims against the UK National Health Service by firstly processing 


my asylum application without further delay (rather, that is, than persisting in its 


attempts to conceal the fact of that application from external scrutiny).  


 


  


 


Michael Stanley Jones 












Michael Jones < >


Re: case number 918-00026586


Michael Jones < > 22 November 2017 at 09:07
Reply-To: 
To: Rabat Morocco <morra@unhcr.org>


Dear Sir or Madam,


Thank you for your acknowledgement. However, your email gives me no indication of your proposed time-frame for
resolving the complaint. In addition, you have not offered any response to my email of 10 November, in which I had
pointed out your obligation to treat my application under Accelerated RSD Processing, according to your
publication Procedural Standards for Refugee Status Determination under UNHCR's Mandate.


I do not seem to be able to obtain any response from either of your published telephone numbers, and therefore I
require urgent responses by email to each of these questions.  


Yours faithfully,


Michael S. Jones


http://www.somr.info


On 21 November 2017 at 16:58, Rabat Morocco <morra@unhcr.org> wrote:


Bonjour,


Nous accusons récep on de votre plainte


UNHCR Rabat


Cordialement


From: Michael Jones [mailto
Sent: Monday, 13 November 2017 1:44 PM
To: Rabat Morocco <morra@unhcr.org>
Subject: Re: case number 918‐00026586


Dear Sir or Madam,


1







As you have not yet acknowleged receipt of my letter of formal complaint, delivered by hand to your office 14 days
ago, I attach an electroniic copy of the letter to this email (complaint_UNHCR_30.10.17.pdf), in order to provide
me with some evidence of your receipt of that text.


Please could you formally acknowledge receipt of this document at your earliest opportunity, and give me an
indication of how and when you intend to resolve the complaint.


Yours faithfully,


Michael S. Jones


http://www.somr.info


On 9 November 2017 at 11:35, Michael Jones < > wrote:


Dear Sir or Madam,


On 30 October 2017 I submitted a formal complaint to UNHCR Rabat over your office's processing of my
application for political asylum (under reference: 918-00026586) made initially on 13 October 2017.


Please would you be so kind as to issue a formal acknowledgement in reply to this email to confirm your
receipt of my complaint, together with your estimated time-frame for resolving the complaint.


Thank you in advance,


Yours faithfully,


Michael S. Jones


http://www.somr.info


Join our #WithRefugees campaign
Sign the petition today
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Michael Jones < >


UNHCR:Re: Case # COM-18-0018


InspectorGeneral@unhcr.i-sight.com <InspectorGeneral@unhcr.i-sight.com> 4 January 2018 at 08:08
To: 


** NOTE: Please do not modify subject line when replying **
** This email was sent by (InspectorGeneral@unhcr.i-sight.com) **


04/01/2018
Please do not change the subject of this email.
Dear Mr. Jones,
The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees has received your email dated concerning
alleged inappropriate behaviour by our staff members in Rabat, Morocco. Please be advised that your complaint
has been registered under reference number COM-18-0018. We will refer your case to the appropriate
colleagues. Thank you.
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees
Geneva
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Michael Jones < >


RSD Appointement


Michael Jones < > 11 February 2018 at 22:13
Reply-To: 
To: Rabat Morocco RSD <MORRARSD@unhcr.org>


Dear Sir or Madam,


Re: case number 918-00026586


Please note that I am not currently in Morocco and therefore am unable to attend for the scheduled RSD
interview on the 14 February. I was forced to flee Morocco on 24/11/2017 due to continued attempts upon my
life there, of the kind that had I reported in my complaint to your office dated 30/10/2017. I have yet heard
nothing from your office in resolution of that complaint.


Effectively then, in spite of my application to UNHCR Rabat of 13/10/2017 for political asylum in Morocco, I
enjoyed no greater protective sanctuary there than I had in home country (those circumstances I had described
in the Statement in support of my application). I have remained in the UK since the 24/11/2017, where there have
also been continued attempts upon my life, by the method of attempted poisoning, most notably on 31/12/2017. I
have reported these events to the Metropolitan Police, but the police have maintained their customary refusal to
investigate my reports or the material evidence offered to them. I remain unable to reside at my home address
and must constantly change my location on a daily basis, and refrain from using regular channels of
communication.


My vulnerability to continued attempts upon my life in Morocco prior to my departure on 24/11/2017 was not
helped by the apparent complicity of a certain employee (or employees) of UNHCR Rabat in the organisation of
those attempts. Nor were they helped by the three-month delay in the scheduling of my RSD interview.


I would ask therefore that you now kindly adjourn the arrangements for my RSD interview, while maintaining my
application open, pending the outcome of my complaint made to the UNHCR Inspector General of 28/12/2017
(ref: COM-18-0018).


Yours faithfully,
Michael S. Jones


On 23 November 2017 at 15:52, Rabat Morocco RSD <MORRARSD@unhcr.org> wrote:


Dear Mr. Jones Michael,


Please be present on the 14/02/2018 at 08h00 for the interview of refugee status determina on.


Thank you.


RSD team 


Join our #WithRefugees campaign
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Sign the petition today
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Michael Jones < >


Re: case number 918-00026586


Michael Jones < > 10 November 2017 at 14:15
Reply-To: 
To: morra@unhcr.org


Dear Sir or Madam,


Further to my complaint hand delivered to your office on 30/10/2017, which you have not yet acknowledged, I
write to request that my application for asylum be handled under the guidelines for Accelerated RSD Processing
specified in the UNHCR publication: Procedural Standards for Refugee Status Determination under UNHCR's
Mandate, where it states that:


§3.4.8
Applicants who appear to be suffering from serious physical or mental illness should be referred for
medical examination and treatment. If access to medical assistance is dependent upon the status of the
individual, and where Applicants have serious medical needs requiring immediate medical attention,
referral to the Accelerated RSD Processing procedures set out in §4.6 should be considered.


and:


§4.6.1 General
UNHCR offices should develop Accelerated RSD Processing procedures to which Applicants can be
referred when there are compelling protection reasons to process the claim on a priority basis. Measures
for early identification of Applicants who should be considered for Accelerated RSD Processing should be
incorporated into UNHCR procedures for reception and registration (see §3.4 Applicants with Special
Needs). Referral to Accelerated RSD Processing may, however, be undertaken at any stage in RSD
processing.


Accelerated RSD Processing procedures should incorporate reduced waiting periods at each stage of the
RSD procedures, and shortened timelines for the issuance of RSD decisions.


I have in my Statement supporting my application, and in my letter of complaint, given ample indication to your
office of the pre-eminence and urgency of the medical issues bearing upon my case, and upon my immediate
physiical condition, especially with regard to the problems of a life-threatening nature in my left-shoulder area, as
an exceptional consequence of one of the attempts on my life in recent years. I have provided your office with
documentary evidence which indicates that doctors in the UK have been wilfully negligent in their approach to the
assessment of this particular problem, with the result that the problem has been left unexamined and therefore
untreated now for a period of two-and-a-half years. The problem therefore demands and requires urgent
medical assessment -- an outcome which can only realistically be guaranteed through Accelerated RSD
Processing of my asylum application. There are in addition further medical circumstances which justify the
application of this category to my application.


I should reiterate that medical evidence (in the form of MRI scans, including the spinal MRI scans made in 2015)
in support of my claims against the UK National Health Service is available to download from my website at:
http://www.somr.info/report/repz.php. Audio evidence already referenced in the material submitted with my
application is also available upon request.


Yours faithfully,
Michael S: Jones


http://www.somr.info
[Quoted text hidden]
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Michael Jones < >


Formal allegation of misconduct against an employee or employees of
UNHCR Rabat, Morocco


Michael Jones < > 29 December 2017 at 13:47
Reply-To: 
To: inspector@unhcr.org


Dear Sir or Madam,


I write to make a formal allegation of misconduct against a member (or members) of staff employed at the office
of the UNHCR in Rabat, Morocco. The alleged misconduct occurred during October 2017.


I attended the office of the UNHCR in Rabat during the week of 9-13 October 2017 in order to make an
application for political asylum and was given a registration form to complete, which I returned to the office on
13 October, when I was formally registered and supplied with a registration certificate confirming the fact of my
application (please refer to the attached Statement dated 12/10/2017 explaining the reasons for my application
for political asylum in Morocco – Statement_UNHCR_12.10.17.pdf). I had first approached UNHCR in Rabat in
November 2016, although for reasons explained in my Statement that application process had been aborted.


After leaving the office on 13 October 2017, I noticed that the details of my identity recorded on the certificate
contained two distinct errors: i) my name was recorded spelled as “JONES, Micheal Stanley”, rather than its
correct form of JONES, Michael Stanley; and: ii) my date of birth was recorded as “16-04-1961”, rather than the
correct date of 17-04-1961; however, I no longer retain a copy of the certificate (dated 13/10/2017) displaying
these two errors for reasons which I will explain below.


It seemed unlikely to me that this coincidence of two distinct errors in the recorded details of my identity could
have arisen as an innocent mistake. The circumstances of my asylum application were exceptional and
extraordinary (re: the attached Statement referred to above) and, in view of the fact that it was unlikely there was
any precedent for a British citizen seeking political asylum with UNHCR in Rabat, it seemed more likely that the
errors had occurred as part of an attempt to obscure the fact of my application from detection by external
agencies; although it was less clear to me at that time the motivation behind this concealment.


I did not address the errors in my registration certificate to the office in Rabat immediately for the reason that I
was not staying in Rabat (I had no fixed address in Morocco) and frequently had difficulty in making contact with
that office by telephone. However, during the two-week period following the date of my registration I was
surprised to experience several attempts upon my life in Morocco of a similar nature to the attempts I had
previously experienced in the UK and Europe, and which ironically had been the reason for my seeking sanctuary
again in Morocco in October 2017 (I had not previously experienced such attempts on my life while staying
within countries with predominantly Muslim populations, such as in Turkey, Tunisia, and Morocco – between 2014
and 2016). As the entire substance of the protection offered by my certification as an asylum seeker in Morocco
depended upon the agreement of the details of my identity as recorded upon the certificate given me by UNHCR
Rabat with the details of my identity recorded on my passport, in view of these new attempts upon my life I
became increasingly suspicious about the motivation behind the errors recorded upon the certificate provided by
the office in Rabat. Had any of the attempts on my life been successful and I had succumbed to a fatal poisoning
attempt whilst in Morocco, then there need have been no correlation made with the fact of my asylum
application (with its associated reports of attempts on my life by poisoning), since the person recorded as that
asylum seeker did not exist as such. Hence, under these circumstances, the event of my death abroad need not
had have attracted any unwanted controversy.


These were the reasons behind my letter of formal complaint to UNHCR Rabat dated 30/10/2017 (see attached
copy of this letter – Complaint_UNHCR_30.10.17.pdf). I attended the office of UNHCR Rabat on 30 October 2017,
with the intention of handing in that letter of complaint and also demanding a corrected copy of the certificate
originally given me on 13/10/2017, but to show the actual details of my identity as recorded on my passport. My
letter of complaint was intended to address UNHCR’s failure to process my application for asylum with the
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urgency it required (in view of the pressing medical issues involved, and also in view of my recent reports of
attempts on my life whilst in Morocco) – it was not intended to address the issue of misconduct which is the
subject of this email, as at the time of writing that letter the alleged misconduct remained only implicit. The
events which occurred at the UNHCR office on 30/10/2017 (related below) however, when I attended to deliver
my letter of complaint, revealed the misconduct to be explicit.


In view of my suspicions about the motivation for the errors on the certificate originally given me on 13/10/2017,
prior to attending the UNHCR office on 30/10/2017 I had made a photocopy of the false certificate to retain for
possible future reference. When I arrived at the office I knocked on the door and was received by one of the G4S
security staff. I told him my purpose was to obtain a corrected certificate and showed him the certificate with the
incorrect identity details along with my passport. He told me to wait and returned after a short while with the
person, whose name I am unaware of, but whom I believe is a Moroccan national and whom I understand
occupies a supervisory role at the UNHCR Rabat office.


I showed this person the incorrect certificate, pointing out the two errors, and asked him to provide me with a
correct one. He asked that I give him the certificate so that he could find my registration and supply me with an
amended one. At that point I was wary of handing over the original certificate (in view of my suspicions), as I felt
sure it would not be returned to me, so I offered him the photocopy, suggesting that when he gave me the new
certificate and returned my copy of the old one, I would then give him the original false certificate. He appeared
to misunderstand me, stating that he would give me a new certificate along with a copy of the new one as well. I
stressed that I wished to retain my copy of the original certificate with the incorrect identity details. He seemed
unsettled, and was unsympathetic to my wish to retain a copy of the old certificate. This tended to reinforce my
suspicion that the errors on the original certificate had not been made accidentally.


I gave him my copy of the old certificate together with my passport. He went off leaving me to wait in the security
office immediately inside the UNHCR building to return after 5-10 minutes with a newly printed, signed and
sealed certificate showing my corrected identity details. The new certificate showed the revised date of 30
October 2017 (see attached copy – UNHCR_certificate_30.10.17.pdf), but had the same case and dossier numbers
as the certificate originally given me on 13 October. He also had in his hand a copy of the new certificate (it was
clear he had not retained my copy of the old certificate to return to me). He handed me the new certificate and
demanded the old one in return. I declined to give him the old certificate since he had not returned my copy of it,
as I had specifically requested, and it was clear to me that he was unwilling to do so. He threatened that he would
not return my passport to me unless I gave him the old certificate. I repeated that I would not give him the old
certificate until he returned my copy of it. He was intractable and, as I was sorting the papers I held in my hand, he
violently snatched the plastic sleeve containing the old certificate (plus another document of mine unconnected
with UNHCR) from me, saying angrily “GIVE ME the certificate!”. He then turned to make off with it. I tried to grab
the documents back from him but was intercepted by two G4S security staff who restrained me. I was then forced
to leave the building.


From outside the building I asked the security staff to return my passport. I also asked that I could speak with the
female officer who had first received me when I attended UNHCR a few days prior to my registration on
13/10/2017, so that I could submit my complaint letter to her. That officer came outside to see me a little later (I
was not allowed back inside the building). She accepted my letter of complaint; however, she was unreceptive to
my report of what had just occurred between the supervisor and myself and I did not succeed in my request to
get my copy of the old certificate returned to me. Neither did I succeed in getting back the other document held
in the plastic sleeve which the supervisor had snatched from me.


Since I merely wished to retain my copy of the certificate given me on 13 October, and not the original certificate
itself, the supervisor’s behaviour was aggressive, rude, and tyrannical. In the context of my registration as an
asylum seeker, it was completely unacceptable. I am now without any copy of the original false certificate, on
which there were errors in my recorded identity details that I allege were not made accidentally. The outrageous
behaviour of the supervisor in response to my efforts to retain a copy of the false certificate adds indisputable
weight to the allegation that the certificate originally given me on 13 October was material evidence of UNHCR’s
attempt to conceal the fact of my asylum application from external agencies; and is indicative of fraudulent and
corrupt behaviour by an employee or employees of that office.


Although UNHCR Rabat has acknowledged its receipt of my formal complaint dated 30/10/2017, it has offered
no information as to how it intends to resolve that complaint, or of its intended time-frame for doing so.


On 10 November 2017 I sent an email  to UNHCR Rabat pointing out its obligation (in view of the pressing
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medical  issues  involved)  to  treat  my  application  under  Accelerated  RSD  Processing,  according  to  the
requirements set  out  in UNHCR’s publication Procedural  Standards  for  Refugee  Status  Determination Under
UNHCR’s Mandate. The RSD Team in Rabat replied by email on 23 November 2017 with an appointment for
refugee status determination scheduled for 14 February 2018. The implied three-month delay is indicative of that
Team’s disregard for the arguments made on pages 6-7 of my letter of complaint with regard to the urgency of
the medical issues detailed there, and of my need for immediate access to appropriate health assessment and
care. I should point out that UNHCR Rabat’s corrupt handling of my asylum application had only facilitated the
circumstance of my further exposure to attempts on my life by poisoning whilst in Morocco, and has therefore
exacerbated the accumulated risk to my health through continued exposure to non-fatal doses of toxicity.
 


Yours faithfully,


Michael S. Jones


P.s.  I have no safe access to mail sent to my home address in the UK and am unable to safely reside there;
therefore, please correspond only with this email address.


3 attachments


Statement_UNHCR_12.10.17.pdf
172K


Complaint_UNHCR_30.10.17.pdf
265K


UNHCR_certificate_30.10.17.pdf
1968K
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Michael Jones < >


UNHCR:Re: Case # COM-18-0018


Michael Jones < > 26 April 2018 at 10:00
Reply-To: 
To: InspectorGeneral@unhcr.i-sight.com


Dear Sir or Madam,


Thank you for acknowledging my formal allegation of corrupt and inappropriate behaviour by staff at UNHCR
Rabat.


It is now sixteen weeks since the date of your email, and I have heard nothing from your office regarding the
progress of an investigation, or even if an investigation is being conducted at all, since the case was referred to
the "appropriate colleagues" on 4 January.


Would you be so kind therefore as to provide me with an update to your proposals for investigating this serious
complaint, an idea of what form that investigation will take, and the likely time-frame for resolving the complaint,
together with a description of any positive measures taken so far.


Thank you in anticipation.


Yours faithfully,


Michael Jones


P.S. Please continue to correspond only with this email address. 


On 4 January 2018 at 08:08, <InspectorGeneral@unhcr.i-sight.com> wrote:
** NOTE: Please do not modify subject line when replying **
** This email was sent by (InspectorGeneral@unhcr.i-sight.com) **


04/01/2018
Please do not change the subject of this email.
Dear Mr. Jones,
The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees has received your email dated concerning
alleged inappropriate behaviour by our staff members in Rabat, Morocco. Please be advised that your complaint
has been registered under reference number COM-18-0018. We will refer your case to the appropriate
colleagues. Thank you.
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees
Geneva
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