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I want to fight my cancer in Scotland, says Lockerbie bomber 

Oct 26 2008 By Mark Aitken Political Editor 

THE cancer-stricken Lockerbie bomber wants to die in Scotland, the Sunday Mail can reveal. 

Abdelbaset Al-Megrahi has been told he has only months to live after being diagnosed with advanced prostate cancer. 

But despite calls for him to be allowed to return to his home country of Libya, he has told associates he does not want to leave Scotland. The former Libyan secret service agent believes he will receive better medical care here. 
Megrahi, 56, is serving a minimum of 27 years for the 1988 bombing of Pan Am flight 103, which killed 270 people. 

He denies responsibility and is still appealing against the conviction. 

Yesterday Megrahi's lawyer Tony Kelly refused to comment. 

But one source said: "There has been a lot of talk about him being sent home on compassionate grounds but his preference is to stay in Scotland because the quality of care here is far superior to what he would get in Libya. 

"The plan is likely to be for his family to come here." 

Britain's biggest mass murderer was told he had cancer in his Greenock Prison cell following a series of tests. 

The diagnosis came after he was escorted under armed guard to the town's Inverclyde Royal Hospital for a two-hour visit last month. 

Lockerbie campaigner Dr Jim Swire, who lost his daughter in the atrocity and doubts Megrahi's guilt, said: "To slow down progress of the disease he needs very sophisticated treatment which is not available in Libya. 

"Libya has a very good primary care medical set-up but if sophisticated secondary treatment is needed people are treated in other countries, for which Libya pays." 

Former MP Tam Dalyell, who helped fix Megrahi's handover for trial, said: "Megrahi should have a choice of returning to Tripoli or staying here." 

Megrahi choosing to stay in Scotland also allows First Minister Alex Salmond to escape having to take a decision on freeing him. 

Previous moves to allow him to complete his sentence in a Libyan jail were met with outrage. 

Any show of clemency would be likely to provoke outrage in the United States, where families of the victims expect him to die in prison. 

The Scottish Government said yesterday that there has been no approach to have him returned to his home country. 

Libya - still led by Colonel Muammar Gaddafi - has never admitted having any role in the downing of the Pan Am Boeing 747 but has made payments of almost £2billion in compensation to the families of the victims. 
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The Sunday Times runs an opinion piece by its columnist, Joan McAlpine. It reads in part:

'Last year, after four years of deliberation, the Scottish Criminal Cases Review Commission suggested there may have been a miscarriage of justice. The new appeal will take place next year, missing the 20th anniversary of Lockerbie this December. By then, Megrahi will probably be dead as well.

'Robert Black QC, the emeritus professor of Scots Law at Edinburgh University, believes a miscarriage of justice has indeed occurred and is scathing about the legal establishment’s apparent reluctance to put this right. He has accused the Lord Advocate and the British government of resorting to “every delaying tactic in the book” to obstruct an appeal, exposing Scottish justice to ridicule around the world. This view is shared by Professor Hans Kochler, the UN observer at the Camp Zeist trial, and one of its biggest critics.

'Given the circumstances, there are many who believe it appropriate for the Libyan to be released early, so he can spend his last days with his wife and children. The law, quite correctly, allows the early release of prisoners who face imminent death. There are some, however, who the public would never tolerate releasing, even on humanitarian grounds, such as West and Huntley. But if Megrahi is guilty, then why should his terrible murders be seen as less serious than their terrible murders? It is easier to be compassionate if you think the man is innocent. Some individuals, including Tam Dalyell MP, describe him as a quiet, cultured man who is incapable of such a ghastly act. I do seem to remember the late Lord Longford saying something similar about the child killer Myra Hindley. Nobody paid much attention.

'For the moment, Megrahi is a convicted child killer — the youngest person on PanAm 103 was nine months old. Many, including the families of most American victims, are convinced of his guilt. The families have, after all, received millions of dollars of compensation from Gaddafi, his employer. This leaves a terrible taste. If Megrahi, an intelligence agent, placed the bomb, it was at the command of a president who is now our new best friend.

'It is for the court of appeal to determine the facts. Black argues it can proceed even if Megrahi dies. Beyond that, we need to nail allegations that Scottish justice was compromised. Was evidence withheld from the defence for political reasons? Why is the appeal process so slow the appellant is likely to die first? Lockerbie is more damaging to our legal system’s reputation than the Shirley McKie fingerprint scandal. Like the McKie case, it should be scrutinised by a full public inquiry.

'As for Megrahi, he should be treated with compassion in his last days. But unless and until his conviction is overturned, that must be within the walls of Greenock prison.' 
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From Letters Herald 25/10/08
Megrahi: An unfolding human tragedy

Most people would not wish to exploit or extend the misery of others. It is so easy to hate, yet to harbour corrosive hate is also to harm oneself. Does anyone suppose they would feel any lasting benefit were Abdelbaset Ali Mohmed al Megrahi forced to die in prison, far from his family? Would such a fate advantage those still grieving after 20 years for the loss of loved ones at Lockerbie? I don't believe it would.

More than five years after his application, his next appeal against his 27-year sentence still does not have a starting date. All we know is that our Scottish Criminal Cases Review Commission decided his trial might have been unfair. The absence of certainty is in a sense our fault. We have been far too slow. Look at the dilemma tardiness has brought upon us. But the lack of certainty is irrelevant: guilty or innocent, we have an unfolding human tragedy. We do not have a code of punishment that condemns people to die in a foreign prison, so far from their family.

The world is watching whether we show magnanimity or vengeance. To those who might wish the maximum misery for this man I would quote John Donne: "Send not to know for whom the bell tolls - it tolls for thee."
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Scotland's Lord Advocates seem rather inclined to plan escape routes (my comment: Jim S)
From the Scotsman
Inside the courts: Angiolini joins the club – and may be hoping for place on the bench

Published Date: 15 October 2008 

By Michael Howie

ELISH Angiolini has a tendency to ruffle feathers, and to break new ground, within Scotland's legal establishment.

Much of this has little to do with her track-record as chief prosecutor – but more simply because of who she is and her background.

When she replaced Colin Boyd two years ago, Mrs Angiolini became the first female Lord Advocate in the post's illustrious 400-year history.

Only hours after her appointment, a spat had broken out between establishment figures.

One former judge branded her a "career civil servant" who lacked the independence of her predecessors, because she was the first non-advocate to land the job. This was countered by Crown counsel complaints about the "old boys' club".

Now she has broken yet more new ground, after being accepted into the Faculty of Advocates.

The faculty is a 470-year-old institution whose members have rights of audience in the High Court and Court of Session. That means they are allowed to don a wig and stand before a judge in the highest courts in the land.

To gain entry into this elite legal club, lawyers have to prove they have the required knowledge and experience. Exams have to be passed and nine months of "devilling" – being supervised by a senior advocate – completed.

But, in the case of Ms Angiolini's admission, these requirements have been waived – an unprecedented move that could see the rules of entry to the faculty loosened considerably, and about which, The Scotsman understands, a number of senior lawyers are unhappy.

Yesterday, the Crown Office issued a press release announcing that the Lord Advocate had been invited into the Faculty of Advocates by the dean, Richard Keen.

The short statement offered no explanation for the move, simply saying she was "honoured to have been invited to apply to join the Faculty of Advocates, which is highly respected for its central role in delivering independent legal services in Scotland".

The question remains: why?

The Scotsman understands that faculty membership is something Mrs Angiolini has been keen on for some time. That desire was signalled to the faculty during ground-laying talks with Crown officials and the faculty, paving the way for yesterday's "invitation" announcement.

As one senior lawyer put it to me: "The Lord Advocate has for some time expressed an interest in being a member, but wanted to be invited rather than apply and be turned down."

It is plausible she is preparing for life after being Lord Advocate. For now she will have rights of audience in the High Court – and, perhaps more importantly, become eligible to apply to become a judge.


