Sworn statement and submission of Sophie Barta (29.04.2010)

1. The Court and the Police together have been in litigation agaist Eva Rhodes and Sophie Barta since 2001. Sophie Barta took the police to Court of Human Rights in Strassbourg for Human Rights abuses, after the physical assault on her and her mother by policeman Horvath Zoltan Peter, after breaking in to Eva Rhodes property with no cause was suppressed by the police. The Hungarian state was found guilty and ordered to pay compensation. 

2. The Gyor Moson Sopron County Court is currently being taken to the Human Rights Court in Strassbourg by Sophie Barta for similar Judicial Process abuses.

Therefore the court is prejudiced against both the deceased and the deceased representative for nine years, and cannot be reasonably be expected to provide a fair trial.

3. The suppression by the police of an investigation into the victim’s suspicious disappearance was continually highlighted by the victim’s sister Judith Majlath and she was ruthlessly pursued by the chief of Police Szabadfi Arpard with threats of legal action in order to silence her requests for an investigation. There is no other reason available to us than at best bias and at worst police involvement in the victim’s murder. Thus from the very top of the police hierarchy she is threatened.

4. Legal Opinion on the conduct of the Judge regarding the suppression of factual evidence provided to the court from the victim’s representative’s lawyers, much of it also in the hands of the police since September 2008, and both the Prosecutor and Judge Koszler since December 2009 – providing incontrovertible evidence of premeditation and the factual inaccuracy of the murderer’s testimony – much of it collated through investigations initiated by Judith Majlath, the victim’s sister and the refusal by Pribusz to call her as a witness and Judge Koszler’s refusal to allow the family and witnesses to speak.

Is that there is no record of this behaviour in other similar trials, particularly as Judith Majlath, the deceased sister was instrumental in pointing out the murderer Augusztinyi Csaba and Timar Anita as two prime suspects as early as October 2nd 2008. Please find all the suppressed witness statements, expert witness statements all (in Hungarian), Expert witness Forensic Anthropologist Julie Roberts ( English), articles from the Blikk Newspaper which in short set out some of these points referred to, (in Hungarian.) Article from the Daily Mail online 26th April 2010. Included in file 1.

These include statements from Timar Anita, Judith Majlath, Gal Erzebet ( referring to death threats received by the victim from Horvath Zoltan Peter, policeman), Nagy Laszlone, Gerald James, Szabo Jozsef, and Vet Dr.Sandorfi Tibor.. And in addition, statements presented to the Prosecutor Pribusz Agota who forwarded these statements to Judge Koszler on her own responsibility and word . These statements the police refused to hand over to the prosecution are from Rugovics Peter, Lengyel Istvan, Lengyel Agnes, Lengyel Daniel, Tremmel Ildiko, Farkasne Ottilia, Ihasz Beatrix, Polgar Veronica. Accompanied by an appeals for a murder investigation dated Feb 12th 2009 and March 9th 2009.,from Judith Majlath, and a later letter to Pribusz. Included in File 1.

5. Why did the judge suppress evidence regarding the victim’s last telephone calls, also presented in the above mentioned, file 1, and her last meeting less than two hours before her murder, where she happily states that A.Csaba is going to look after her sanctuary while she visits England to claim her pension and operate on a failing hip and collapsing spine. Factually testifying to the absolute invalidity of the murderer’s testimony regarding their ( his and his victim’s) relationship and conversations. The victim was obviously entirely innocent of the murderer’s intentions and he clearly actively misled her into believing that he was happy to manage caretaking of the sanctuary in her absence. Testified to precisely, in the witness statement of Nagy Laszlone, and the testimony of Gerald James, the last person to see her alive less than two hours before her murder. Yet the court has refused to hear these witnesses and Pribusz actively chose not to call them – their exclusion can only be reasonably due to wilfull suppression of evidence contradicting the murderer and thus bias.

6. The outright rejection of the representatives petition presented to the court at 8.35am on the first day of the trial, asking for a new murder investigation from an outside police force, and the invitation of British Forensic Experts to Hungary to assist in this, as according to their professional opinion the Hungarian Forensic reports are unacceptable because a forensic examination of the murder and burial sites was never undertaken and one of the main witnesses never even had the remains in her possession to analyse.

Please find the petition and forensic report analysis observations enclosed in File 2. 

The facts to establish the cause of death were available at the time, an opportunity abused by the police, but still possible according to the British specialist questioned. The judge’s refusal to collect all available scientific evidence in order to establish the facts is incontrovertible and can only reasonably lead to a conclusion of bias. The active refusal of the prosecutor Pribusz to ask her own police to further investigate or to request further conclusive forensic examinations with the entire bias of police questioning and her own questioning directed towards preserving the contradictory and nonsensical replies of the murderer intact, can only reasonably be explained by bias .

7. The refusal of the judge to take in to evidence photographs provided by Judith Majlath and the Police taken in September 2008, clearly and absolutely refuting the murderer’s testimony as to his living conditions and the animals living conditions, thus negating his testimony as to his mental state, again pointing to pre medititation and his ability to lie, with out question by the authorities.

The refusal of the judge to hear the family and receive this photographic evidence is remarkable – the only reasonable explanation yet again is bias. The photograph showing the broken through wall, above the connecting door between the murderer’s quarters and the victim’s quarters and the broken door lock indicate that the murder may have taken place in the victim’s own home a simple fluorescence blood test has yet to be undertaken in the victims or murderer’s quarters, thus it cannot be excluded as the murder or associated scene. Neither the judge not the Prosecutor have asked for this despite repeated requests – such a refusal to ask for basic evidence which would establish the facts, can only reasonably lead to a conclusion of bias.

8. The question of the Victim’s special protective dogs who lived in her quarters as they bit all strangers, and were found and let out by the police on the 18th September 2010 after eight days being locked up with no food and water. This naturally explains the condition of her quarters which were; 
a. ransacked by the murderer in his search for money and valuables. 
b. ravaged by the dogs who turned over the rubbish in search of food and will have naturally covered the area in excrement.

The pictures reproduced in court on video were willfully and disgracefully misrepresented at the court, as the Victim’s mode of living. However, using Timar Anita’s own witness statement that Augusztinyi Csaba was frightened of dogs, it begs the question why he took on the job at the sanctuary and why the victim’s protective dogs were locked away, which again points to actively to premeditation. And these questions have never been actively pursued by the prosecution, which one would expect or by the judge – thus leading to the reasonable suspicion of bias.

9. The judge with the collusion of the prosecution has railroaded this trial through with such speed that the victim’s lawyers have had no time to prepare for the trial, no time for translation and their questions and representations have anyway been inevitably rejected and refused and anyway they have been prevented from properly questioning the murderer and the handful of witnesses actually called. The court has refused with the agreement of the prosecution to provide any translation facilities when needed at the beginning of the trial. Also noticeable is the Judges and Prosecutions willingness and unusual readiness to protect key witness Anita Timar from legal questioning in court. On the flimsiest of GP’s letter, usually unacceptable in a Hungarian court where serious psychiatric evidence is required, Anita Timar is being heard alone at her home, by the Judge and Pribusz with the exclusion of the two sub judges (tanacs) and the exclusion of the other legal representatives. This highly abnormal behaviour can only be reasonably attributed to bias.

10. The noticeably hostile behaviour of the judge and the prosecutor, who refusing to speak to the victims sister, but cosying up to the murderer in public shows a tangible hostility toward the still living family members, given that the victim’s daughter has now developed Multiple Sclerosis and the victim’s sister is nearing seventy years of age and is clearly devastated by her and the family’s treatment at the hands of the very authorities who you would expect to be supporting them. We can only reasonably attribute this unnecessarily cruel behaviour to bias. 

This is the sworn statement and submission of Sophie Barta , Judith Majlath. Dated: 29th April 2010, Gyor, Hungary.

To the Gyor Moson Sopron Court in the case of the Murder of Eva Rhodes British citizen case no: B.1362/2009/23-I.szam

Sophie Barta on 19th April 2010, the representative of Eva Rhodes, nee Majlath, hereafter referred to as 'the victim', murdered by the hand of Augusztinyi Csaba d.o.b.31.08.1979, Hungarian. By his own confession. 

Sophie Barta hereafter also known as 'the representative or victim's representative' formally, requests and petitions the court as represented in the body of the Judge, Judge Koszler to reconsider the question of the translation of the court file. A photocopy of which was received in the Hungarian Language on Friday April 16th 2010, by the representative, precisely one working day before the trial start date of Tuesday 20th April 2010. 

The court has already been asked to provide a transcript of the court file in English and an Interpreter – which given that the mother tongue of both the victim and her representative are English – is the only way in which the rights of representation may be effected in fact. This normal and natural request has been refused by Judge Koszler even though it is within his gift. 

Given that this refusal is to the detriment of the Victim, we request Judge Köszler to reconsider his previous judgment on this question and thus we again request the court to provide a written transcription of the court files in English. 

We again request the court to provide an Interpreter and ongoing translation of the court proceedings as this is the only foundation for a fair and just hearing where the Victim is actually represented in fact, as provided for in Hungarian Law. 

It would be contradictory for Hungarian Law to provide for such legal representation of the Victim in her trial and the presiding Judge to effectively nullify this possibility. 

Should the Judge see fit to grant this natural request and act according to the spirit of the Hungarian Law, that provides for the rights of the Victim, this will be gratefully acknowledged. 

Should the Judge act in contradiction to the spirit of the law granting rights of representation of the Victim in her trial and again refuse to provide for Mother tongue translation and interpretation of court documents and proceedings. 

Then the representative of the Victim requests a minimum three months to have the court file professionally translated herself – this being the absolute minimum time given by the English Translation Services as necessary. 

That the court proceedings be audio recorded by the court, that the Victim's representatives be given adequate time for those recordings to be transcribed into English as the case proceeds.

That the Victim's sister Judith Majlath be allowed to be present at all times on all occasions to interpret for the Victim's representative, even though the representative call her as a witness oral and written and even though the representative also be a witness oral and written. 

We, the aforementioned Judith Majlath and Sophie Barta are therefore happy to oblige the Judge, by providing our oral and written testimonies before any other testimonies are given – in keeping with the Hungarian Court Protocol, so that we can be present without interference through out all the subsequent proceedings, ie. The entire trial. 

We further wish to draw to the courts attention the following very important questions regarding the hostile witnesses called in the indictment by the prosecutor / defence and mentioned in the court fájl, a copy of which was recieved from the court on Friday 16th April 2010.

The presence of Vidakovich Gabor Policeman accused and found guilty amongst other members of Gyor police for human rights violations against my Mother the victim and my self in the suppression of evidence in an assault against my Mother and my self by a member of Gyor Police in 2001 and part of an going litigation through the Hungarian Supreme Court and thereafter to Strassbourg again where the prejudicial actions of the Gyor Court will be investigated – leads to the question about the impartiality of the Gyor Police and especially from amongst the highest ranks, Gyor Police Chief, Szabadfi Arpad who despite a legal letter recieved by him in autumn of 2008 warning him that the use of Vidakovich Gabor in relation to my Mother's missing persons investigation first as an accused for which the police were availing themselves of an arrest warrant, then as a fugitive for alledged theft of Puss in Boots Funds found to be malicious lies and utterly without foundation even though she was dead and utterly unable to represent herself and the Gyor Town Hall Kozjegyzo's seeming attempts to incriminate her with the police in conjunction – was and is contrary to normal police codes of practice. Szabadfi Arpad continued to use Vidakovich Gabor to take the murder confessions, on site testimonies and carry out various other 'police work' relating to my Mother, the Victim.The Police hunting down of my Mother, use of the Nepszabadsag and Kisalfold ' newspapers' by the authorities to publish not only factually inaccurate but slanderous misrepresentations of her character and former life and work continued until her remains were actually found.

Her sister Judith Majlath was threatened with court action by Szabadfi Arpad for continuing to request a real missing persons investigation and exerting pressure through the interventoin of our MP for Kensington Mr. Malcolm Rifkind and the international media. Meanwhile the Gyor Police chief wrote an extremely unpleasant letter about my Mother to Hungarian Police Chief Bence Jozsef which Judith Majlath read in the police files and was refused permission to copy, after which the letter was removed from the police file – we have not had access to it since. During the eight months that the police continued to deny that the circumstances of the Victims disappearance were suspicious they refused several offers made by the British Police to investigate the disappearance of one of their Nationals – as the Hungarian Police are well aware of International Protocol it is remarkable how they refused to allow any independent investigation into her disappearance and suddenly found the murderer and some wandering remains when the International pressure for a British Investigation began apace.

Further of interest to the court is the hostile witness Nagy Peter ( and any witnesses he may bring forward) of Emberek az Allotokert Charity fame, known by Gyor locals as the Allatok az Emberekert Charity because of the alledged direction of money flow within the Charity. I first met Nagy Peter, Jahoda Maya and others whose names i cannot remember at least as far back as 1994, when my Mother and I went to Nagy Peters' house outside Gyor where he kept a few dogs in some outbuildings behing his house – the Emberek az Allatokert (sic) were collecting money for animals they did not support, they had no sanctuary. We Eva Rhodes and Sophie Barta had a sanctuary, had the 24hr a day seven days a week telephone number 0630 290 3535 and the general public were calling us because the EAA numbers were switched off. So we were doing the work, called to collect dogs hanging by their necks by bus stops, to rescue and rehome cats and kittens displaced by the flooding Danube, house dogs saved from dog fighting rings etc etc,... It was when Nagy Peter and other EAA members refused to home any of the dogs, use EAA funds to supply our sanctuary, which was effectively the only sanctuary in Gyor, or provide food, labour or any support of any kind that we realised we had to set up our own Charity, and thus Puss in Boots ( Csizmas Kandur ) was born. Please note, we accepted their absolute right not to support us in any way – however – we claim the right to this day, to be free of slander, calumny and sabotage from what ever motivation the EAA or any other organisation may have.

The court may like to note that Eva Rhodes stated in August of 2008 quite clearly to her daughter and Grand daughter that she had the evidence to take EAA members, the Kisalfold and the Gyor Kozjegyzo to court, for slander, corruption, fraud etc,.... and she went to various lawyers in Gyor to ask them to institute proceedings. She did not discuss the details because of the presence of her grand daughter, however she was confident and happy because finally she was getting her permit for the sanctuary renewed and in the Gyor jurisdiction which gave her access to labour provided by the Gyor Onkormanyzat... She believed that this is why the Gyor Kozjegyzo was refusing to sign the document, that she was obliged to sign by law.... ours, only to speculate for the moment.

The court should note, that as ever my Mother is under attack by Emberek az Allatokert even using the trial of her murderer to legitimise his defence by providing evidence which is factually inaccurate 1 and misleading 2.

Now the Victims representative wonders what the connection is? 

We wish to draw the attention of the court to the fact that the court may not deem the Victims rights to be adequately represented by the Police Prosecutor, with the negligent to say the least, Police investigation. The police, police prosecutor and Gyor courts waged a war of vendetta on Eva Rhodes and Sophie Barta for the last nine years and therefore cannot be considered able to represent her best interests.

As mentioned before hand, the police denied that the disappearence of the victim was suspicious despite numerous witness statements to the contrary of which most are curiously missing from the court file and despite several legal appeals by the Victim's sister Judith Majlath, rejected outright by the police until International pressure began to grow and the British Police were making themselves available ... and being suspiciously, refused.

The Victim's representative states for the record that the police refusal to investigate the Victim's disappearance as suspicious, their refusal to investigate a murder for eight months and their refusal to allow the British Police to Investigate her murder and their curious absence of thorough questioning of the murderer, total absence of forensic specialists involved on the crime scenes leads us to question either their competence or their neutrality.

It is therefore to be further drawn to the attention of the court, the nonsensical indictment provided by the hungarian State Prosecutor, which is in direct contradiction to both the Hungarian State's own Pathologists report and to the confession of the murderer himself.

We draw the courts attention that it is quite extraordinary that the court would allow such a trial to proceed on the basis of a technically and factually flawed indictment.

We request the Judge to consider whether in the interests of a fair trial, the indictment should be returned for re drafting, so too the obviously negligent police investigation which fails to establish the facts by omission and these both to a prosecutor and police force outside the Gyor Moson Sopron jurisdiction – as with the police failing to establish the facts of the case – which could be established to far greater precision with will – the Judge is unable to adjudicate on the matter.

We draw the courts attention to a point of serious concern to the forensic experts both in Hungary and Britain and to the Victim's representative. But noticeably absent from Police investigation - the question of the missing torso, which apparently got up and left the alledged scene of it's burial, leaving it's skull and and a few non related bones behind. This very unscientific, though quite miraculous ability of the torso to vanish into thin air leaves the Forensic Scientists with a very basic request – that in order to establish the facts of the case - leaving the miraculous to religion, where it belongs – a new and thorough forensic examination of the alledged murder and burial sites be undertaken to establish the facts of the case.

Science states clearly that therefore the murderer's confession contains some large and very pertinent factual omissions, that are not questioned by the police extraordinarily.

Not to mention the implausible time frame within which this slightly built man alledges to have conducted a highly brutal and bloody murder, and then carried out a thorough search of the victims property to steal, and then carried out a thorough and complete removal and destruction of all pertinent evidence, and a burial on another property in the pitch dark and rain. All verging on the miraculous and quite outside the scientific probabilities ... although I understand the Gyor forensic Laboratory has provided an amusing if highly unprofessional report of burn times for a pig.

In the light of the urgent need for a scientific evaluation of the crime scene which after has yet to take place.

We request that the court now formally obliges the British Police and their Forensic Specialists, with an invitation which formally accepts their offer to investigate this 'now' murder with the conspicuous co operation of (an external to Gyor) Hungarian Police Force.

We request that the British Police be allowed to question the murderer and his assistants in his escape, and any other persons they hold as possibly useful witnesses or as having access to useful evidence, pertinent to establishing the facts of the case. As I may remind the court, is common practice in cross boarder criminal investigations and where co operation agreements exist.

Here in, for the moment, lies the statement of fact, request and petition to the Court of Gyor of Eva Rhodes Victim, by the hand of Sophie Barta, daughter and mortal representative of the victim.

