CHATGPT LEGAL ANALYSIS REPORT

Reference No.: GPT-HR/DE/IR-002/2026

Subject: Legal-Analytical Report on the Theft and Destruction of Evidence Devices,
Police/Prosecutorial Failures, Physical Attacks, Medical-Evidence Issues, and International Human
Rights Implications in the Case of Mr. Ismail Rustam

Prepared for: International human rights bodies, United Nations mechanisms, international legal
institutions, and human-rights organizations

Applicant: Mr. Ismail Rustam, Berlin, Germany
Date of preparation: 25 May 2026

Basis: PDF documents, police correspondence, complaint letters, medical records, video-reference
lists, photo annexes, and the applicant's direct factual statements submitted in this conversation.

l. Introductory Statement

This report is an Al-assisted legal analysis based on the documents submitted by Mr. Ismail Rustam.
The materials concern a sequence of alleged crimes, police failures, prosecutorial closures,
destruction or loss of evidence devices, physical attacks, medical-treatment controversies,
attorney-related obstruction complaints, and recent concerns that the applicant's family and social
environment are being targeted through private-contact information.

The report does not present the allegations as anonymous rumours or abstract suspicions. It is
structured around documents, dates, police reference numbers, prosecutorial file numbers, court or
institutional correspondence, and annexed evidence. The applicant states that many of the central
events were personally witnessed by him, reported to the police, and later connected to official
documents.

The submitted master list identifies several evidentiary categories: YouTube video evidence V1-V9,
medical document groups D1-D5, and additional evidence E1-E2 concerning the iPhone 5 and iPhone
13 Pro evidence-devices, including photographs of the destroyed device. Source: Master List,
16.12.2025.

Il. Core Legal Question
The central legal issue is whether the materials, when viewed together, disclose a pattern of:

. failure to protect a victim of repeated crimes;

. failure to secure and preserve key evidence;

. failure to investigate serious assaults and thefts effectively;

. contradictory police/prosecutorial handling of identified or detained offenders;

. possible destruction or disappearance of evidence relevant to medical and criminal complaints;

. obstruction of access to justice;
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. possible violation of the applicant's private and family life, including the use or misuse of private
contact data;

8. state responsibility under international human-rights law if the facts are confirmed by
independent investigation.
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I1l. Summary of Key Events and Evidence

1. Medical-background evidence and the first stolen evidence device:
iPhone 5

The submitted materials state that the applicant had documented medical-treatment events in Berlin
hospitals, including Franziskus-Krankenhaus, Evangelische Elisabeth Klinik, Auguste-Viktoria-Klinikum,
Auguste-Viktoria Tagesklinik, and Charité. These medical events were, according to the applicant,
recorded by video and photographs on an iPhone 5. The later additional notice letter states that this
iPhone 5 contained important material concerning alleged medical-legal violations, including
photographs, videos, and written documents. Source: Additional Notice and Information Letter,
30.11.2025.

The applicant's document titled "Zusatzlicher Hinweis- und Informationsbrief - Verlust eines
Beweistragers" states that the iPhone 5 was stolen during a U-Bahn journey from Hermannplatz
toward Kottbusser Tor in 2021-2022. It further states that the police recorded the matter, located the
device by signal near a school at Kottbusser Tor, but allegedly did not secure it immediately. The
applicant later found the device behind a concrete pillar, torn into two pieces and destroyed. Source:
Additional Notice and Information Letter, 30.11.2025.

The submitted photo annex shows the damaged device from multiple angles, described as
"Fotoanlage P4-P11," with visible physical damage and an opened or broken casing. Source:
Fotoanlage - beschadigtes Smartphone (Beweistrager), P4-P11.

Legal relevance: If an evidence-bearing device was stolen and then found destroyed shortly after a
police-assisted location attempt, the matter raises questions under the state's duty to preserve
evidence, investigate crime, and protect access to justice. The legal seriousness increases because
the applicant states that the device contained evidence concerning medical treatment, hospital
conduct, and possible life-threatening omissions.

2. iPhone 13 Pro theft on 30 June 2023

The second major evidence-device event concerns the iPhone 13 Pro. The police theft file is
repeatedly identified in the materials as:

Police case ID / Vorgangskennung: 230701-0330-348519

Prosecutorial references: 3031 Js 4495/24 and 282 Js 3791/23. Source: Complaint materials
concerning 30.06.2023 theft.

The complaint materials state that on 30 June 2023 the applicant was attacked in Berlin and that his
phone and shoes were stolen. The applicant states that he immediately tracked the phone through a
locating application and went to the Sonnenallee police station, but was redirected to Zoologischer
Garten and then Ernst-Reuter-Platz before his report was finally taken. Source: Complaint materials
concerning 30.06.2023 theft.

The police response from the Berlin Police Complaints Office, dated 17 January 2025, confirms that
the complaint concerned police failure and lack of protection. It expressly states that the recording of
the first report under file number 230701-0330-348519 "did not meet the quality standards of the
Berlin Police" and apologizes that the applicant was sent to different police stations in order to file a
criminal complaint. Source: Antwortschreiben an Herrn Ismail, Polizei Berlin, 17.01.2025.
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The same police response states, from the police perspective, that the stolen phone was put into
search status on 1 July 2023. However, the applicant's documents allege that officers later told him
the serial/identification information had not been entered when he first submitted the box/IMEI data,
and that the Criminal Investigation Department later confirmed this and entered the information
again. Source: Complaint materials concerning 30.06.2023 theft.

Legal relevance: Even the police response contains an important admission: the initial complaint
handling did not meet quality standards and the applicant was wrongly moved from station to station.
This official acknowledgment supports the applicant's claim that the police response was defective at
the beginning of the iPhone 13 Pro theft case.

3. The Nike shoes and the contradiction in the offender-handling

The submitted complaint states that the applicant later recognized the alleged perpetrators at
Alexanderplatz and informed the police. According to the applicant's documents, police detained or
arrested both persons, but later the applicant received a letter stating that the perpetrators could not
be found, while at the same time he was told he could collect his stolen shoes from the police. Source:
Complaint materials concerning 30.06.2023 theft.

The Berlin Police response also addresses this point. It states that the applicant complained that the
suspects were released shortly after arrest and that he was instead told he could collect his stolen
shoes. The response further states that, from the police perspective, the named suspects were
included in the criminal investigation procedure. It also says that the information that the applicant
could collect his stolen shoes from the relevant police section was not objectionable. Source:
Antwortschreiben an Herrn Ismail, Polizei Berlin, 17.01.2025.

Legal relevance: This creates a central evidentiary contradiction requiring independent review:

* If the stolen shoes were available at a police section, the shoes had entered police control.

* If the suspects were included in the criminal investigation procedure, the police had identifiable
persons connected to the event.

* If the applicant was later informed that the offenders could not be found, that conclusion must be
explained against the fact that stolen property had been recovered and suspects had allegedly
been in police hands.

This contradiction is one of the strongest legal points in the applicant's file. It supports a request for
an independent review of police logs, custody records, property records, call records, body-camera
records, CCTV, and prosecutorial closure reasoning.

4. Alleged 02 archive-data issue

The additional evidence-device letter states that after the iPhone 13 Pro theft, the applicant went to
an 02 shop and requested information concerning the credit purchase of the iPhone 13 Pro. According
to the applicant, he was told that no data trace of the purchase existed, even though regular
payments had allegedly been deducted from his bank account for approximately two years. This
event is linked in the master evidence list to video evidence V6. Source: Additional Notice and
Information Letter; Master List V6.

The master list identifies V6 as an 02 cabin/terminal conversation concerning the claim that iPhone
13 Pro information was not present in the system. Source: Master List, V6.
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Legal relevance: If confirmed, disappearance or absence of purchase records for a credit-purchased
device may be relevant to evidence integrity, data-access rights, consumer records, and possible
obstruction of proof. It should be investigated through bank statements, O2 contract records, device
IMEI, purchase documents, and video evidence.

IV. Physical Attacks and Police/Prosecutorial Handling

1. Assault on 25 November 2023 at Zoologischer Garten

The submitted complaint identifies a 25 November 2023 incident at Zoologischer Garten and
connects it to:

GeshZ. der LPD St. 33: 01941/1727/24. Source: Complaint materials concerning 25.11.2023.

The applicant's document states that he was attacked at or near Zoologischer Garten, had to call
police multiple times, and that police initially passed by or failed to protect him. It further states that
when police eventually arrived, the perpetrator smashed a beer glass and attacked him in front of the
officers; the perpetrator was allegedly arrested but later released after three persons described by
the applicant as appearing diplomatic or official spoke with the police. Source: Complaint materials
concerning 25.11.2023.

The file includes video references for this incident:

* YouTube evidence No. 1: FDrVR)Xb-6s
e YouTube evidence No. 2: m98bXHQUKFc

as listed in the complaint material.

Legal relevance: The key issues are: failure to protect, failure to document the crime, possible
improper release of an offender, and failure to open or continue a criminal case despite alleged video
evidence and police presence.

2. Assault on 13 November 2024: HermannstraBBe / Hermannplatz / U-Bahn
The 13 November 2024 assault materials identify:
Police case ID / Vorgangskennung: 241113-1810-131001. Source: 13.11.2024 assault materials.

The police document image for the incident also shows the offense category as Kérperverletzung
(vorsatzliche einfache), with Tatzeit listed as 13.11.2024 between 18:00 and 18:10, and Tatort as
U-Bhf. Hermannplatz, 10967 Berlin. Source: 13.11.2024 assault police document.

The submitted material states that the applicant was attacked on HermannstralRe, called the police,
and was attacked again while speaking with police. The attacker allegedly boarded a U-Bahn; the
applicant also boarded and continued to call police. At Hermannplatz, the attacker allegedly assaulted
him again, including striking and choking him. The applicant states that the police said they could not
act because the person was already in the train, and that he later announced he would file a
complaint against police for allowing the perpetrator to escape. Shortly afterward, according to the
document, the attacker returned and assaulted him again, while witnesses and bystanders were
present and some filmed the incident. Source: 13.11.2024 assault materials.
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The phone-call annexes show multiple calls on 13 November 2024, including repeated calls to 110
around 17:52, 17:55, 17:57, 18:00 and 18:01, and also call records involving lawyers shortly before
the event. Source: Annex 36 / Arama Kayitlari - 13 Kasim.

Another police document in the same group appears to show a second reference number:

241120-1537-100348, also connected to 13 November 2024 and a time window around 17:50-18:05,
U-Bhf. Hermannplatz. Source: 13.11.2024 assault materials.

Legal relevance: This event is legally serious because the applicant alleges that he was assaulted
repeatedly while emergency calls were ongoing and that the police had real-time information about
the attacker's location. If emergency-call recordings, dispatch logs, BVG/U-Bahn CCTV, platform
cameras, and witness videos confirm the sequence, the matter may raise questions under the duty to
protect life and physical integrity, and the duty to conduct an effective investigation.

V. Police Complaint Response of 17 January 2025
The Berlin Police Complaints Office response is a key official document because it confirms that:

1. the applicant filed a complaint about repeated victimization and police failures;
2. the police reviewed statements from officers, deployment records, and criminal complaints;

3. the police acknowledged that the initial report in case 230701-0330-348519 did not meet police
quality standards;

4. the police apologized for sending the applicant to multiple police stations;

5. the police addressed the stolen phone, the suspects, and the stolen shoes.

Source: Antwortschreiben an Herrn Ismail, Polizei Berlin, 17.01.2025.

This response is important because it is not only the applicant's statement. It is an official institutional
document acknowledging at least one defect in police handling.

Legal relevance: The acknowledgment strengthens a claim for independent review. The applicant's
argument is not merely that he was dissatisfied with police. An official police complaint office
accepted that the handling of the first theft complaint was deficient.

VI. Prosecutorial and Court/Institutional References

The following file numbers and institutional references appear in the submitted materials:

A. Police / prosecution / complaint numbers

Matter Number / Reference Source

iPhone 13 / theft case 230701-0330-348519 Complaint materials concerning 30.06.2023
theft

Prosecutorial references 3031 Js 4495/24; 282 |s Complaint materials concerning 30.06.2023

connected to 30.06.2023 theft 3791/23 theft

Police complaints office LPD St 33 - Police response, 17.01.2025

reference 01941/1727/24
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Matter Number / Reference Source

25.11.2023 Zoologischer Garten | GeshZ. der LPD St. 33: 25.11.2023 assault materials

assault 01941/1727/24

13.11.2024 assault 241113-1810-131001 13.11.2024 assault materials
Additional 13.11.2024-related 241120-1537-100348 13.11.2024 assault materials

police document

Federal Prosecutor AR 1311/25, dated Bundesanwaltschaft correspondence
correspondence 27.08.2025

B. Federal Prosecutor / Bundesanwaltschaft

The letter from the Generalbundesanwalt beim Bundesgerichtshof dated 27 August 2025 under AR
1311/25 states that the Federal Prosecutor's Office is bound by statutory jurisdiction rules and that
the matter presented by the applicant does not fall within its competence. The letter states that
prosecution of criminal offences is generally the responsibility of the public prosecutor's offices, which
receive criminal complaints and decide whether to initiate investigations. Source: August 2025 - BGV /
AR 1311/25.

Legal relevance: This letter shows that the applicant attempted to raise the matter at a high federal
level, but the Federal Prosecutor declined jurisdiction. That does not decide the merits of the
allegations; it shows a jurisdictional refusal and supports the applicant's argument that domestic
remedies are fragmented and difficult to access.

VIl. Attorney-Related Obstruction Concerns

The applicant submitted several documents concerning attorney representation, especially the formal
objection to attorney Dijana Sapina dated 20 November 2025.

The document states that the attorney received 1000 + 1000 = 2000 euros, later demanded
additional payment, and allegedly failed to take effective legal action to reopen unlawfully closed
criminal cases, file complaints against police/prosecutorial inactivity, or obtain court orders for
international search of perpetrators. Source: Formal Objection to Attorney Dijana Sapina, 20.11.2025.

The same document states that on 20 December 2024 three contracts were concluded for three
cases, and that later, on 16 January 2025, the applicant allegedly signed a German-language
document which he says was not properly explained to him and later used to justify an hourly rate of
250 euros. Source: Formal Objection to Attorney Dijana Sapina; contract/receipt materials.

The objection letter states that the primary purpose of the representation was to reopen closed
criminal cases, file inactivity complaints, and obtain court orders for international search, but that no
letters, complaints, or motions were filed. Source: Formal Objection to Attorney Dijana Sapina,
20.11.2025.

Legal relevance: This part of the file concerns access to justice. If the applicant paid for legal steps
that were not taken, and if the relevant criminal cases remained closed or unchallenged, this may
support an argument that he was left without effective domestic protection.

VIIl. Medical Evidence and Its Link to the Device Theft

The submitted medical-material master list identifies six medical packages:
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. Franziskus-Krankenhaus, 28.04-30.04.2019;

. Evangelische Elisabeth Klinik, 13.05-23.05.2019;

. Vivantes Auguste-Viktoria-Klinikum, 08.06-15.06.2019;
. Auguste-Viktoria Tagesklinik, 26.06.2019;

. Charité - leg / suspected Kaposi sarcoma, 2019-2020;
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. Charité - face/eye swelling, 2020.

Source: Master List, 16.12.2025.

The Charité/medical file contains a radiology document dated 20.08.2019 referring to
Kernspintomographie des Unterschenkels and an indication of V. a. Kaposi-Sarkom involving the left
lower leg. Source: Charité 2019-2020-2021 file.

The Elisabeth Klinik documents include a discharge letter for treatment from 13.05.2019 to
23.05.2019, with diagnoses including acute leg ulceration, chronic gastritis, HIV infection, and chronic
HCV infection, among others. Source: Evangelische Elisabeth Klinik Berlin file.

The Auguste-Viktoria materials contain letters dated 09.07.2019 in which the applicant complains
that he had been treated inadequately and asks the clinic to provide written reasons for insufficient
medical treatment. Source: Auguste-Viktoria-Klinikum 2019 file.

Legal relevance: The medical documents matter because the applicant links them to the
stolen/destroyed iPhone 5 and later stolen iPhone 13 Pro. He states that the phones contained
video/photo evidence of hospital events and medical documents. Therefore, the theft/destruction of
the devices is not only a property issue; it is framed as loss or destruction of evidence relevant to
alleged medical neglect and possible life-threatening violations.

IX. International Human Rights Analysis

The following international provisions are potentially engaged, subject to independent verification of
the facts.

1. Right to life
ECHR Article 2; ICCPR Article 6

If the applicant's allegations are confirmed - repeated assaults, failure to intervene during emergency
calls, alleged medical neglect in potentially life-threatening conditions, and destruction/loss of
evidence - the right to life may be engaged. Article 2 ECHR and Article 6 ICCPR require states not only
to refrain from unlawful killing, but also to take reasonable steps to protect life where authorities
know or should know of a real and immediate risk.

2. Prohibition of torture, inhuman or degrading treatment

ECHR Article 3; ICCPR Article 7; CAT Articles 2, 12, 13 and 16

Repeated assaults, alleged police failure to protect, alleged humiliating treatment, and severe
psychological pressure may engage Article 3 ECHR and Article 7 ICCPR. If state authorities knew of

repeated attacks and failed to protect or investigate, this may also raise questions under the
Convention against Torture, especially regarding the duty to investigate credible allegations of
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ill-treatment.

3. Right to liberty and security of person
ECHR Article 5; ICCPR Article 9
Although the primary allegations concern failure to protect rather than unlawful detention, the

security-of-person dimension is relevant where a person repeatedly reports violence and authorities
allegedly fail to intervene, allowing assaults to continue.

4. Right to private and family life

ECHR Article 8; ICCPR Article 17

The theft and non-return of the iPhone 13 Pro, possible exposure of WhatsApp contacts, alleged use
of private contact data, and recent incident involving the applicant's elderly mother may engage the

right to private and family life. Article 8 ECHR protects private correspondence, personal data, family
relations, and personal integrity.

5. Right to an effective remedy
ECHR Article 13; ICCPR Article 2(3)
The repeated closure or non-investigation of criminal complaints, alleged contradictions in police and

prosecutorial decisions, inability to secure effective attorney action, and jurisdictional refusal by
federal authorities may cumulatively raise effective-remedy concerns.

6. Right to fair proceedings and access to court
ECHR Article 6
Where the applicant alleges that complaints were not properly processed, proceedings were closed

despite evidence, or legal representation failed to take promised action after payment,
access-to-court and fair-proceedings concerns may arise.

7. Non-discrimination
ECHR Article 14; ICCPR Article 26; CRPD Article 5
The applicant's long-standing claim is that he has been treated differently, discredited, isolated, and

denied meaningful protection. If differential treatment is linked to nationality, migration status,
disability, health status, or perceived vulnerability, non-discrimination provisions may be relevant.

8. Rights of persons with disabilities and health-related vulnerability
CRPD Articles 13, 15, 16, 17, 22 and 25
If the applicant's health status, disability, HIV-related condition, trauma, or vulnerability affected his

access to justice, medical care, police protection, or equal treatment, the Convention on the Rights of
Persons with Disabilities may be relevant, particularly access to justice, protection from
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exploitation/violence, respect for integrity, privacy, and health.

9. Right to health
ICESCR Article 12
The medical files and the applicant's allegations concerning hospital refusal, inadequate treatment,

and delayed cancer-related diagnostics may raise issues under the right to the highest attainable
standard of health, especially if effective domestic review was unavailable.

X. Pattern Analysis

The documents do not describe one isolated problem. They show several recurring patterns:

Pattern 1: Evidence devices disappear or are destroyed
The iPhone 5 allegedly contained medical evidence and was later found destroyed. The iPhone 13 Pro,

allegedly bought after the iPhone 5 incident, was later stolen and never returned. Source: Additional
Notice and Information Letter.

Pattern 2: Police handling is officially acknowledged as defective
The Berlin Police Complaints Office acknowledged that the initial recording of the 30.06.2023

complaint did not meet police quality standards and apologized for sending the applicant between
stations. Source: Police response, 17.01.2025.

Pattern 3: Identified or detained offenders later become "not found”
In the iPhone 13/Nike shoes case, the applicant states that suspects were detained, yet later he was

told they could not be found, while his stolen shoes were available for collection. Source: Complaint
materials concerning 30.06.2023 theft.

Pattern 4: Assaults occur while police contact is ongoing
The 13.11.2024 materials state that the applicant called police repeatedly and was attacked again

during or after those calls. Phone logs show multiple calls to 110 around the relevant time. Source:
Annex 36 / Arama Kayitlari.

Pattern 5: Domestic remedies appear fragmented or ineffective

The applicant contacted police, prosecutors, complaint offices, lawyers, and even the Federal
Prosecutor. The Federal Prosecutor letter declined jurisdiction under AR 1311/25, while the
attorney-related materials allege that paid legal steps were not effectively taken. Source:
Bundesanwaltschaft AR 1311/25; Formal Objection to Attorney Dijana Sapina.

Xl. Legal Conclusions

Based on the materials reviewed, the case raises serious questions requiring independent
investigation. The most legally significant points are:
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1. The 30.06.2023 theft case is supported by a police case humber and official police
correspondence. The police themselves acknowledged defective complaint handling under case
230701-0330-348519. Source: Police response, 17.01.2025.

2. The iPhone 13 Pro theft is legally linked to loss of evidence, not merely property loss. The phone
allegedly contained medical and legal evidence, and the applicant claims suspects were later
detained but the phone was never returned. Source: Complaint materials concerning 30.06.2023
theft.

3. The Nike shoes issue creates a direct evidentiary contradiction. If the shoes were recoverable
from police, then the police had either the stolen property or contact with persons connected to
the theft. The later claim that offenders could not be found requires explanation. Source: Police
response, 17.01.2025; complaint materials.

4. The iPhone 5 destruction requires investigation as destruction of a possible evidence carrier. The
photo annex and additional letter support the claim that the device was physically destroyed and
that it had evidentiary importance. Source: Additional Notice and Information Letter; Photo Annex
P4-P11.

5. The 13.11.2024 assault file raises urgent protection questions. The documents show a police case
number, offense category, time/location, and call-log evidence around the alleged assault. Source:
13.11.2024 assault materials; Annex 36 call records.

6. The 25.11.2023 Zoologischer Garten event raises questions about police release of an alleged
offender and failure to open or pursue a case. Source: 25.11.2023 assault materials.

7. The medical files are relevant because they explain why the lost devices were important. The
evidence devices allegedly contained materials concerning treatment failures, MRI findings, and
suspected Kaposi sarcoma / HIV-related medical issues. Source: Medical files, 2019-2021.

8. The totality of materials may engage Germany's international obligations under the ECHR, ICCPR,
CAT, CRPD and ICESCR, especially duties to protect, investigate, preserve evidence, ensure
effective remedy, and protect private/family life.

XIl. Recommended Requests to International Bodies
The applicant may request that international human rights bodies:

1. register the matter as an urgent protection and evidence-destruction complaint;

2. request Germany to preserve all police, prosecutorial, emergency-call, CCTV, dispatch,
body-camera, property-room, and custody records;

3. order or recommend independent review of case 230701-0330-348519, 3031 Js 4495/24, 282 Js
3791/23, LPD St 33 -01941/1727/24, 241113-1810-131001, and 241120-1537-100348;

4. request explanation of how stolen shoes could be available for collection while the suspects were
allegedly "not found";

5. request review of all emergency calls to 110 on 13.11.2024 and all BVG/U-Bahn video records
from HermannstralBe/Hermannplatz;

6. request preservation and review of all O2 purchase records, device IMEI records, bank-payment
records, and device-registration records connected to the iPhone 13 Pro;

7. request independent medical review of the 2019-2021 hospital files;
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8. request protection measures for the applicant and his family members, especially against
intimidation through private contact data;

9. request review of whether domestic remedies were available in practice or only formally.

XIIl. Annex Index for Submission
A. Evidence-device documents

¢ iPhone 5 theft/destruction and iPhone 13 Pro evidence-device letter: Annex 28 / ChatHBT PDF 2.
* Damaged iPhone 5 photo annex P4-P11.

¢ 02 video reference V6 in master list.

B. Police / assault / theft documents

* 30.06.2023 iPhone 13 Pro theft, case 230701-0330-348519, with prosecutorial references 3031 Js
4495/24 and 282 Js 3791/23.

* Berlin Police Complaints Office response, 17.01.2025, LPD St 33 - 01941/1727/24.
* 25.11.2023 Zoologischer Garten assault materials.

¢ 13.11.2024 assault, 241113-1810-131001 and related call-log evidence.

C. Medical documents

* Master list D1-D5 identifying 2020 complaint, Franziskus, Elisabeth Klinik, Auguste-Viktoria, and
Charité files.

* Charité / radiology / suspected Kaposi sarcoma file.
* Evangelische Elisabeth Klinik discharge and treatment records.

* Auguste-Viktoria complaint letters dated 09.07.2019.

D. Legal representation / access-to-justice documents

* Formal objection to attorney Dijana Sapina, 20.11.2025.
* Receipts / contract materials concerning payment and attorney representation.

* Federal Prosecutor / Bundesanwaltschaft response, AR 1311/25, dated 27.08.2025.

X1V. Final Assessment

The submitted PDFs and annexes show a legally significant pattern requiring independent review. The
most important evidentiary chain is:

medical evidence -> iPhone 5 evidence device -> theft/destruction -> iPhone 13 Pro
replacement/evidence device -> iPhone 13 Pro theft -> defective police handling acknowledged by
police -> suspects/property contradiction -> unresolved phone/data issue -> later assaults and
police/prosecutorial closure concerns -> alleged impact on family and social environment.

This sequence is serious because it combines physical security, evidence preservation, medical
vulnerability, data privacy, family life, and access to justice. If the applicant's allegations are
confirmed by independent review, the matter may constitute violations of Germany's positive
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obligations under international human rights law, including duties to protect life and bodily integrity,
investigate serious crimes, preserve evidence, provide effective remedy, and protect private and
family life.

Therefore, this case should not be treated as a simple theft complaint or isolated police-service
complaint. It should be treated as a cumulative human-rights case involving alleged repeated
violence, loss of evidence, ineffective investigation, prosecutorial closure, data-exposure risk, and
possible intimidation of the applicant's family and social circle.
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