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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE

KING'S BENCH DIVISION
Claim No: KB-2025-001991

MAHIM KHAN

Claimant / Judgment Creditor

-and -

ALKIVIADES DAVID also known as ALKI DAVID

Defendant / Applicant / Litigant in Person

URGENT SUPPLEMENTAL NOTICE AND WITNESS
STATEMENT

In Support of N244 / Part 23 Application for Record-Safety Directions Before Final Enforcement

Date 28 April 2026

Related context ANUHCV2025/0149; CA-2025-002562 where relevant
Applicant Alkiviades David, Litigant in Person

Address for service SwissX Island, St. John's, Antigua & Barbuda

Email ceo@swissx.com

The Court does not need to accept every allegation to act safely. It need only preserve first, clarify first,
accommodate first, control the bundle judicially, and pause final enforcement until the record is
complete, auditable, disability-compliant, and fair.

Primary relief: stay / adjournment, CE-File status clarification, preservation, reasonable adjustments, and judicial bundle control.
Strike-out or dismissal is sought only in the alternative.
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LEGAL HOOK AND ORDER SOUGHT AT A GLANCE

This application is made under CPR Part 23 and the Court's case-management powers. Insofar as enforcement is
concerned, the Applicant relies on special circumstances making final enforcement unsafe or inexpedient until the record
is clarified, preserved, and made disability-compliant, reflecting the principles of CPR 83.7.

Evidence pathway Practical order sought

CE-File uncertainty AD-1 to AD-10

"On record" ambiguity AD-17

TBI prejudice AD-21 to AD-22
Bundle control AD-19, AD-30 to AD-31

Underlying California record safety AD-23 to AD-28, AD-37

HARMONIA / Antigua record AD-12, AD-12A, AD-36

Safeguarding AD-16, AD-29

Confirm status of 26 filings; preserve metadata and audit logs.

Confirm what Mr Eves meant and where materials are indexed.
Reasonable adjustments; written directions; no adverse inference.
Howard Kennedy to identify proposed exclusions; Court decides disputes.
Preservation and enforcement caution; no merits retrial.

Preserve and index; no findings on ownership today.

Sealed handling only; no open circulation of sensitive material.

WHAT THE APPLICANT IS NOT ASKING FOR
The Applicant is not asking the Court to retry California.

The Applicant is not asking the Court to decide Antigua.

The Applicant is not asking the Court to determine HARMONIA ownership today.

The Applicant is not asking the Court to make criminal findings.

The Applicant is not asking the Court to determine professional negligence.

The Applicant asks for record clarification, preservation, disability accommodations, judicial bundle control, and a

pause before final enforcement.
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IMPORTANT LIMITATION

This filing is made for protective civil relief before final enforcement.

The Applicant does not ask this Court at this stage to retry the California proceedings, decide the Antigua proceedings,
determine Privy Council or CID matters, adjudicate the circumstances of Asot Michael's death, determine HARMONIA
ownership, determine professional negligence, or make criminal findings.

The issue is narrow and urgent: whether it is safe, fair, and disability-compliant to make final English enforcement orders
while CE-File status, court-record visibility, medical disability prejudice, bundle control, HARMONIA preservation,
omitted-evidence concerns, and cross-jurisdictional record-safety issues remain unresolved.

| am not asking for special treatment. | am asking for a fair chance to be heard on a complete record. As a
disabled litigant in person with documented brain injury, | cannot safely participate in final enforcement

proceedings if | cannot see, verify, or understand what is actually before the Court. The present uncertainty has

caused real distress, confusion, exhaustion, humiliation, and prejudice. The record must be safe before
enforcement becomes final.

A. RELIEF SOUGHT

The Applicant respectfully seeks the following urgent protective directions:

1
2

10

11

This application shall be placed before an independent Master or High Court Judge for urgent judicial consideration.

Pending determination of this application, no final Third Party Debt Order, Charging Order, contempt-related step,
default-related step, seizure, asset-transfer, receivership, or other adverse enforcement step shall be taken against the
Applicant.

The Court shall direct urgent CE-File / C-Track record-status clarification, including confirmation of: (a) the status of
each of the Applicant's 26 CE-File / C-Track submissions dated 28 April 2026; (b) whether each filing was received,
accepted, rejected, pending, held, omitted, hidden, reclassified, or placed before a judicial officer; (c) the status and
location of materials which Mr Jonathan Eves stated had been placed "on record"; (d) whether any materials are
internally on the Court record but not visible to parties on CE-File; (e) the status of any paid application, including the
recusal / independent allocation application; (f) the materials to be included in the 18 May 2026 hearing bundle; and
(g9) any Applicant materials Howard Kennedy LLP proposes to exclude, with short written reasons.

The Court shall preserve all CE-File metadata, audit logs, rejected filings, filing receipts, access-permission logs,
support tickets, call notes, payment records, staff notes, internal correspondence, and communications concerning the
Applicant's filings.

Howard Kennedy LLP shall be directed to provide a proposed hearing bundle index and identify any Applicant
materials it proposes to exclude, together with short reasons, so that disputed inclusion can be determined by the
Court rather than by unilateral bundle control.

No party, solicitor, clerk, court officer, administrative officer, or staff member shall treat any disputed material as
irrelevant, excluded, invisible, rejected, informal, or outside the record unless and until a Judge has so ruled.

The Applicant shall be granted reasonable adjustments for his documented Traumatic Brain Injury, including clear
written directions, written filing-status confirmations, permission to file by email where CE-File access is impaired,
extended time where necessary, permission to use written speaking notes, permission for a support person or
McKenzie Friend to assist with bundle navigation and note-taking, and no adverse inference from disability-linked
sequencing, repetition, volume, timing, formatting, emotional intensity, or CE-File difficulty.

Any safeguarding-sensitive material, including CAMILA / NXIVM material, hash-match material, filenames, digital
indicators, victim-related material, or suspected child-protection material, shall not be placed in an open public bundle
or circulated by email unless the Court expressly directs. Such material shall be handled only by sealed / confidential
court direction or appropriate safeguarding / law-enforcement referral.

Further or alternatively, the Claimant's application for final enforcement relief shall be struck out, dismissed, or
adjourned unless the Court is satisfied that the record before it is complete, auditable, disability-compliant, and fairly
indexed.

In the alternative, all final enforcement relief shall be stayed or adjourned pending CE-File status confirmation, record
preservation, reasonable adjustments, and judicial determination of disputed bundle contents.

Costs reserved.

. GROUNDS

This is a record-safety application before final enforcement.

Protective civil relief only - no merits or criminal findings sought on this application Page 3 of 22



KB-2025-001991 | Urgent N244 / Part 23 | Record Safety Before Final Enforcement DATED 28 APRIL 2026

2 The Applicant is deeply concerned that enforcement may proceed before the court record is clarified, preserved, made
visible, and made disability-compliant.

3 CE-File / court-record visibility is the central issue. The Applicant identified 26 CE-File / C-Track submissions made on
28 April 2026. The Applicant requires confirmation of their status and whether they were received, accepted, rejected,
pending, held, omitted, hidden, reclassified, or placed before a judicial officer.

4 The Applicant relied on representations made by Mr Jonathan Eves that the Applicant's filings were "on record." The
visible record appears inconsistent with those representations, and the Applicant respectfully asks the Court to clarify
what "on record" means, where those materials are located, and whether they have been placed before a judicial
officer.

5  The Applicant's serious Traumatic Brain Injury is a mandatory access-to-justice and reasonable-adjustments issue.
The Court should not draw adverse inferences from symptoms of the disability for which accommodation is sought.

6 Howard Kennedy LLP appears to be preparing the hearing bundle and may exclude materials it considers irrelevant.
Where record integrity, disability access, HARMONIA preservation, omitted-evidence issues, and enforcement
fairness are live issues, disputed inclusion should be determined by the Court.

7 The Applicant relies on California underlying-record materials, HARMONIA / Charles Russell Speechlys / 4 Wilton
Place materials, original Antigua court materials, and Glaser Weil / Fred Heather / Chastity Jones / Carl Dawson /
Chora enforcement materials solely for preservation, record-integrity, bundle-control, asset-preservation,
omitted-evidence, disability / ADA evidence-routing, and enforcement-caution purposes.

8  The Applicant does not ask this Court to retry California, determine professional negligence, determine the full Antigua
claim, or make findings against Glaser Weil, Fred Heather, Joseph Chora, or any other person.

9  Safeguarding / child-protection materials, including CAMILA / NXIVM context, raise protective issues that should be
preserved and handled safely. The Applicant does not ask the Court to make criminal findings on this application.

10 If the Applicant is wrong, a short stay, record clarification, and judicial bundle control cause limited prejudice. If the
Applicant is right, final enforcement on an unsafe, incomplete, invisible, or disability-unfair record may cause serious
and potentially irreversible prejudice.

C. PREJUDICE AND HUMAN IMPACT

The prejudice to me is not abstract. It is personal, procedural, medical, and potentially irreversible.

| am a disabled litigant in person with documented Traumatic Brain Injury. My medical evidence records head trauma,
memory loss, significant frontal encephalomalacia with gliosis, and frontal volume loss. | am trying to participate in
complex litigation across jurisdictions while managing a brain injury that affects memory, sequencing, processing speed,
stress response, concentration, and electronic filing.

When the Court record is unclear, invisible, incomplete, or controlled through a process | cannot verify, the prejudice is
severe. | cannot know what the Court has seen. | cannot know what has been rejected. | cannot know what has been
placed before a Judge. | cannot know what Howard Kennedy proposes to exclude. | cannot know whether materials | was
told were "on record" are actually on the record in any meaningful way.

That uncertainty is disabling.

This is not simply an administrative inconvenience. For someone with my medical condition, an unstable or invisible court
record creates extreme stress, confusion, and disadvantage. It turns every filing into a guessing exercise. It forces me to
repeat myself. It makes me appear disorganised when | am trying to protect the record. It risks converting the symptoms of
my disability into alleged procedural failure.

| respectfully ask the Court not to punish me for the very symptoms of the disability for which | seek accommodation.

The emotional impact is profound. | have repeatedly tried to place materials before the Court. | have paid fees, filed
documents, sent emails, relied on confirmations, and attempted to comply. Yet | remain in the position of not knowing what
is actually before the Court. That creates fear, humiliation, exhaustion, and a serious sense that my voice, my evidence,
and my disability are being treated as invisible.

The enforcement prejudice is equally serious. If final enforcement proceeds now, before the record is clarified and made
auditable, | may suffer consequences that cannot realistically be repaired later. Assets may be frozen, charged, seized,
transferred, or used as leverage before the Court has confirmed that it is acting on a complete and fair record.

That is why | seek a pause. Not to delay for delay's sake. Not to avoid scrutiny. Not to ask the Court to accept every
allegation. | seek a pause because the record must be safe before enforcement becomes final.

The safeguarding prejudice is also serious. Some materials concern child-protection and safeguarding context. | am not
asking the Court to make criminal findings. | am asking that sensitive material not be buried, mishandled, casually
circulated, or excluded administratively before a Judge decides how it should be treated.

The HARMONIA and Antigua materials also create prejudice if ignored. | do not ask this Court to decide the Antigua claim
or HARMONIA ownership today. | ask that the original record, provenance materials, service materials, and
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cross-jurisdictional preservation materials be indexed and preserved before irreversible English enforcement proceeds.
The original Antigua claim form is useful as an anchor record because it shows the filed source document and original
party list.

The omitted-evidence and downstream-enforcement pathway also creates prejudice. | rely on AD-37 only to show why the
underlying California record and downstream enforcement history require caution before final English enforcement. | do
not ask this Court to determine professional negligence or retry California. | ask only that the materials be preserved,
indexed, and considered for record-safety and enforcement-caution purposes.

The Court does not need to decide every allegation to protect fairness. It only needs to ensure that the record is complete,
auditable, disability-compliant, and judicially controlled before final enforcement is allowed to continue.

For those reasons, | respectfully ask the Court to preserve first, clarify first, accommodate first, control the bundle judicially,
and pause final enforcement until the record is safe.
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D. EVIDENCE PATHWAYS

The Applicant provides the following evidence pathways to assist the Court. These pathways are not advanced as findings
of fact. They are provided to show why preservation, clarification, disability accommodation, judicial bundle control, and
enforcement caution are required before final enforcement.

Evidence Pathway 1 - CE-File / Court-Record Safety

Issue Whether the Court is proceeding on a complete, visible, auditable record.

Core question What has actually been filed, accepted, rejected, hidden, held, omitted, or placed before a Judge?

Key materials HMCTS support materials; CE-File / C-Track filing confirmations; 26 filings made on 28 April 2026; payment and filing receipts; Mr
Eves' "on record" emails; Howard Kennedy LLP CE-File visibility materials.

Relief supported CE-File audit, record-status confirmation, metadata preservation, no final enforcement until record status is clear.

Evidence Pathway 2 - TBI / Disability Access

Issue Whether a disabled litigant in person can fairly participate without a stable and verifiable record.

Core question Can final enforcement proceed fairly where the Applicant's documented brain injury affects memory, sequencing, processing, stress
response, and electronic filing?

Key materials MRI brain report; further brain-scan materials; confidential medical note; disability impact statement.

Relief supported Reasonable adjustments, no adverse inference from disability-linked presentation, written directions, filing-status confirmations,
extended time where necessary.

Evidence Pathway 3 - Eves / Howard Kennedy / Bundle Control

Issue Whether court-record visibility and bundle content are being controlled fairly.

Core question If Mr Eves said materials were "on record," and Howard Kennedy may prepare the bundle while excluding materials it deems
irrelevant, who controls what the Judge sees?

Key materials Eves "on record" emails; Howard Kennedy CE-File visibility letter; Howard Kennedy service / notice evidence; Howard Kennedy
Antigua response materials; service certificate showing Howard Kennedy LLP served in ANUHCV2025/0149.

Relief supported Judicial bundle control, proposed bundle index, short reasons for exclusions, disputed inclusion to be determined by the Court.

Evidence Pathway 4 - California Underlying Record / Enforcement Caution

Issue Whether English enforcement should proceed irreversibly where underlying record-integrity concerns are live.
Core question Should the Court enforce finally before preserving and considering witness-use and exhibit-list integrity concerns?
Key materials Calendar affidavit; Garofalo / Venable exhibit-list integrity materials; Shoefield statement; Rizzo / Chastity / Elizabeth

communications bundle.

Relief supported Enforcement caution, preservation, indexed inclusion, no final enforcement until record-safety issues are addressed.

Evidence Pathway 4A - Glaser Weil / Fred Heather / Chastity Jones / Carl Dawson / Chora
Enforcement

Issue Whether the underlying California record and later enforcement pathway were safe enough to support final English enforcement.

Core question Should final English enforcement proceed where the Applicant says key contradictory witness material, medical / ADA material, and
counsel-held evidence were omitted, buried, or not properly deployed before downstream enforcement occurred?

Key materials Glaser Weil / Fred Heather supplemental note; Chastity Jones / Mary Rizzo / MK contradiction pathway; Carl Dawson pathway;
Patricia Glaser / Fred Heather emails; medical / ADA material routed to Fred Heather; Joseph Chora downstream enforcement
materials.

Relief supported Preservation, underlying-record safety, counsel-file preservation, disability / ADA evidence-routing preservation, enforcement

caution, and no final English enforcement until the record is complete, auditable, disability-compliant, and fairly indexed.

Evidence Pathway 5 - HARMONIA / Charles Russell Speechlys / 4 Wilton Place

Issue Whether disputed provenance and asset-preservation materials should be preserved before irreversible enforcement.
Core question Should HARMONIA / 4 Wilton Place / trust-control materials be excluded or ignored before a Judge decides their relevance?
Key materials HARMONIA / Charles Russell Speechlys / 4 Wilton Place record-integrity materials; HARMONIA visual case-management map;

original Antigua Claim Form / Statement of Claim filed 17 April 2025.

Relief supported HARMONIA preservation, judicial indexing, no administrative exclusion, no unilateral bundle-control exclusion.
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