 
THE BOMBING OF PAN AM 103 – A PHYSICIST ACCUSES
 
"Megrahi’s verdict is the most disgraceful miscarriage of justice in Scotland for 100 years. Every lawyer who has taken the trouble to read the judgment of the trial court says 'this is nonsense', and it is nonsense. It really distresses me. I will not let it go." 

 

Professor Robert Black of Edinburgh University 

Architect of the Pan Am 103 trial held in Zeist under Scots Law

 

 

270 people died when Pan Am 103 was blown out of the sky over Lockerbie, Scotland on Dec. 21, 1988.  It was the worst-ever act of airline terrorism against the United States. "It has also been called the world's biggest unsolved murder," wrote John Biewen and Ian Ferguson in their brilliant piece "Shadow over Lockerbie". Nearly 20 years later, the crime remains unsolved.

 

On Nov. 13, 1991, two Libyans were indicted for the murder of the 270 people who died in bombing. The indictment was the outcome of a three year US-UK joint investigation.

 

According to the indictment, the explosive had been hidden in a Toshiba radio, surrounded by clothes bought in Malta a few weeks before the bombing, and placed in an unaccompanied brown Samsonite suitcase that began its journey in Malta, was transferred a first time in Frankfurt and transferred again in London to Pan Am 103.

 

On Jan. 31, 2001, a panel of three Scottish Judges acquitted one of them. They convicted the other for murder and sentenced him to life. Megrahi is serving his sentence in a prison near Glasgow. 

 

Megrahi's appeal was rejected on March 14, 2002. The European Court Of Human Rights declared his application inadmissible in July 2003.

 

On June 28 2007, the Scottish Criminal Cases Review Commission (SCCRC) announced that the person convicted of the bombing of Pan Am Flight 103 deserves a second extraordinary appeal. 

 

In an 800-page document, the SCCRC explained that they granted such appeal because they came to the conclusion that the jury returned a verdict which no reasonable jury, properly directed, could have returned. (Section 106 (3) (b) of the Criminal Procedure (Scotland) Act 1995)

 

After briefly reviewing the reasons that prompted me to doubt the soundness of the verdict against Megrahi, I will demonstrate that the indictment is not only implausible, but in fact scientifically impossible. I will also suggest who may the real culprits be and what their motivation may have been.

