Date:

18th August 2025

From:

[an Clayton - Ethical Approach UK

To:

(1) Metropolitan Police Service - Directorate of
Professional Standards
(by email)

(2) National Police Chiefs’ Council (NPCC)
(by email)

(3) Chief Constables / Professional Standards;

(a) Duham Constabulary

(b) Hampshire & Isle of Wight Constabulary

(c) Police Scotland

(a, b and c above, all by 1st class, recorded delivery mail)

Cc:

House of Commons Justice Committee
(by email)



House of Commons Public Administration & Constitutional
Affairs Committee (PACAC)
(by email)

House of Commons Home Affairs Committee
(by email)

Dear Sir/Madam

Subject: Operation Talla - Suppression Accountability,
CPIA Duties, and Judicial Integrity (CRN 6029679/21)

Please find attached a concise Police Briefing Note -
Operation Talla Suppression Accountability. It sets out
accountability questions which arise from the suppression
of public reporting and the downgrading of crime
allegations to “incidents” under what appears to be
Operation Talla, or similar, with particular reference to:

CRN 6029679/21 (Metropolitan Police Service) -
extensive evidential material received and retained by the
MPS, thereby engaging statutory duties under the Criminal
Procedure and Investigations Act 1996 (CPIA);

The subsequent assertion in court proceedings that “no
investigation took place”, despite steps consistent with
investigative activity and ongoing evidence retention;



NPCC/Gold Command involvement in national
direction/advice to reject or divert vaccine-harm reports;
and

Inconsistent local force conduct (e.g., refusals vs. recent
crime registration), which raises questions of unlawful
abdication of investigative duty.

The attachment identifies specific accountability questions
that now require clear, coordinated answers from MPS,
NPCC and the relevant local forces:

1. Who authorised the Operation Talla suppression
instruction(s) to reject/redirect vaccine-harm reports?

2. Who decided that allegations of serious criminality
would not be investigated and /or would be reclassified as
“incidents”?

3. Who is responsible for the position advanced to the
courts that “no investigation took place” in CRN
6029679/21?

4. How will forces now rectify the inconsistent nationwide
handling that undermined CPIA compliance and public
confidence?



CPIA Notice

For the avoidance of doubt, by receiving and retaining the
material under CRN 6029679/21, CPIA duties were
engaged and remain engaged (CPIA 1996; Code of
Practice). Any suppression through administrative
relabelling does not extinguish those statutory obligations.
Failure to secure, retain, and disclose relevant material
and to pursue reasonable lines of enquiry, would
constitute further breach.

Requested actions (10 working days)

MPS: Confirm CPIA compliance measures in place for CRN
6029679/21, identify the senior officer now responsible
and set out a timetable for investigative steps.

NPCC: Confirm the provenance, scope and legal basis of
any national direction/advice under Operation Talla in
respect of vaccine-harm reporting; disclose the
authorising decision-maker(s).

Relevant Local Forces: Confirm your historic and current
policy/handling of vaccine-harm reports; identify whether
direction was received from MPS/NPCC; specify remedial
steps now being taken to restore lawful recording and
investigation.



Given the constitutional implications (separation of
powers and judicial integrity), this correspondence is
copied to the Justice Committee, PACAC, and the Home
Affairs Committee for oversight. Written replies
addressing the points above are requested within 10
working days of the date of this email.

If any part of this email is not for your direct remit, please
ensure immediate onward referral within your
organisation and acknowledge that referral to us.

Yours faithfully

[an Clayton

Lead Investigator
Ethical Approach UK

Email: ethics@ethicalapproach.co.uk

Attachment:
Police_Briefing_Operation_Talla.pdf



18/08/2025 - Police Briefing Note - Operation
Talla Suppression Accountability

(For circulation to senior officers and oversight bodies)

Subject

Accountability for the suppression of public reporting of
COVID-19 vaccine-related criminal allegations.

Background

- In December 2021, a comprehensive evidential
submission was made to the Metropolitan Police
Service (MPS) under CRN 6029679/21, alleging serious
criminality relating to the COVID-19 vaccine rollout.

- The MPS engaged with this material, triggering
statutory obligations under the Criminal Procedure and
Investigations Act 1996 (CPIA). Officers later admitted
to retaining evidence.

- Yet the MPS subsequently claimed that “no
investigation took place.” This assertion is
demonstrably incompatible with their conduct and the
requirements of CPIA.

- In January 2022, Assistant Chief Constable Alan Speirs
(Police Scotland) issued a directive under Operation
Talla, stating that public reports of vaccine harm were
not to be accepted by fstaff at Police Scotland. He



confirmed this was done “on the advice of the NPCC and
Gold Command.”

- Local constabularies, including Durham and
Hampshire, displayed inconsistent approaches - some
rejecting reports outright (Durham), others now
registering crime references (Hampshire, CRN
44250361222 in August 2025).

Constitutional & Legal Concerns

1. MPS - Engaged in investigative acts yet falsely
claimed none occurred. If suppression originated
internally, they bear direct responsibility for misleading
the public, judiciary, and Parliament.

2. NPCC - If the suppression was national policy under,
for example, Operation Talla Gold Command, then
unelected NPCC officials are culpable for directing
forces to unlawfully abdicate their investigative duties.
3. Local Forces - Their independence is compromised.
Did they refuse reports under coercion, or did they
willingly comply in breach of CPIA and their oath to
uphold the law?

Key Accountability Questions

1. Who authorised the Operation Talla, or any similar
suppression directive?

2. Who decided that reports relating to alleged vaccine



harms would not be investigated?

3. Who misled the judiciary in judicial review
proceedings by asserting “no investigation” took place?
4. Who will now take responsibility for the inconsistent
conduct between forces?

Conclusion

This matter cannot be explained away as a bureaucratic
misunderstanding. The suppression of public reports
concerning potential crimes of the gravest nature was a
deliberate act, undertaken at a high command level.

- If the MPS made this decision unilaterally, they are
responsible for misleading the courts and Parliament.
- If the NPCC and Operation Talla Gold Command
directed this suppression nationally, then senior NPCC
officers are responsible for unconstitutional
interference with policing independence.

- If local constabularies acted willingly in compliance,
then senior local commanders must be held to account
for abdication of duty.

Such catastrophic decisions do not simply manifest
themselves. Someone is accountable. That
accountability must now be openly identified and
subjected to proper criminal and constitutional
scrutiny.
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