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Document Details 

Field Detail 

Document Type Formal Notice of Liability & Request for 
Evidence (Flight Logs) 

Date of Letter November 26, 2019 

 

Recipient KLM Royal Dutch Airlines (Attn: Managing 
Director René de Groot) 

 

Sender Ing. Hans Smedema B.Sc. 
 

Subject  
Aansprakelijk stelling KLM! (Holding KLM 
Liable!) 

 

Status Unanswered (Evidence of Obstruction) 

 









 

Component 1: Summary of Allegations and Requests 

This document serves as a formal attempt by the complainant to seek information and 
accountability from KLM Royal Dutch Airlines regarding events alleged to have occurred 
during a flight from Los Angeles to Amsterdam on March 15–16, 2017. 

●​ The Core Allegation: The complainant alleges that King Willem-Alexander, acting as a 
co-pilot, conspired with intelligence agents ("Intel man Sjon") and flight crew to obstruct 
a legal asylum request addressed to U.S. Judge Rex J. Ford while the aircraft was in U.S. 
airspace (over Montana).​
 

●​ Specific Claims of Abuse: 
○​ The complainant claims his request for asylum was fraudulently blocked and not 

relayed to the U.S. Department of Justice.​
 

○​ He alleges he was drugged (possibly with truth serum) by a stewardess under the 
direction of the "Intel" agent.​
 

○​ He asserts that had the King/Co-pilot not lied, the plane would have been ordered to 
land in Montana by U.S. authorities.​
 

●​ The Requests made to KLM: 
1.​ Evidence Production: A specific demand for the Flight Log containing the relevant 

conversations proving the asylum request was made and refused.​
 

2.​ Liability Clarification: A request for legal information regarding whether the King or 
KLM bears liability for these actions.​
 

3.​ Compensation: A demand for compensation for the resulting damages (estimated 



between 5 and 50 million euros), citing the destruction of his life, subsequent 
innocent detention (13 months), and financial ruin.​
 

Component 2: Procedural Outcome & Significance 

This document highlights a critical evidentiary void and procedural obstruction in the 
domestic handling of the complainant's case. 

●​ Denial of Response: The complainant notes that despite sending this formal signed 
letter, he "never received an answer".​
 

●​ Obstruction of Justice: The failure of KLM to respond or produce the requested flight 
logs—crucial exculpatory evidence—is cited by the complainant as proof of "obstruction 
of justice".​
 

●​ Lack of Legal Representation: The complainant notes that without a lawyer (which he 
claims is effectively "forbidden" to him), he is powerless to enforce this request, further 
demonstrating a lack of effective remedy.​
 

Conclusion for UNCAT Complaint 

This evidentiary item supports the claim of systemic obstruction and denial of redress. It 
demonstrates that: 

1.​ The complainant actively sought to obtain objective evidence (Flight Logs) to 
substantiate his claims. 

2.​ A major Dutch entity (KLM), allegedly acting in concert with State actors (the King), failed 
to respond to formal allegations of human rights violations. 

3.​ The complainant remains blocked from accessing information necessary to prove his 
case, validating his claim of being rendered "powerless" by the State's apparatus16.​
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