From Herald 23/5/08. This letter from Crown Office is correct in that it is the Westminster Government, not the Lord Advocate, which has imposed PII certificates. 
 
I have sent a letter to the HERALD pointing out that while Mr Dunn is correct in saying that it is Westminster, not the Crown Office which has imposed the PII certificates, the two other issues raised by the defence - widening the scope of 'new evidence' and accessing the Zeist material for forensic and other purposes - are opposed by the Crown Office, not Westminster. 
 
Both those issues are crucial to fairness in the appeal, whereas the 'letter from a Foreign Power' , while fascinating to the media, may contain little of note, for all we know.
Jim S.
###################
Lockerbie appeal
	YOUR LETTERS
	May 23 2008


I am concerned your readers may have been misled as to the position of the Crown in a matter of considerable public importance (Bid to ban lawyers in secret hearings, and accompanying editorial, May 22).
The Appeal Court has set three days aside next week to hear proposals from the Advocate General, representing the United Kingdom Government, the Crown and the representatives of Abdelbaset Ali Mohmed al Megrahi, on the procedure the court should follow when hearing arguments on the issue of Public Interest Immunity (PII) which has arisen in the appeal.
The claim of PII in the Lockerbie appeal has been taken by the UK Government, not by the Lord Advocate. The UK Government is represented by the Advocate General.
The court hearings next week will take place in public and it will be entirely a matter for the court to determine whether any future hearings in private are required.
The Lord Advocate, as public prosecutor, has a responsibility to ensure that all criminal proceedings in Scotland, including appeals, are conducted fairly.
It is the UK Government, and not the Crown, that has raised the issue of PII. Next week's hearing will enable the court to decide what further procedure is necessary, but there is no question of the Crown seeking to have next week's hearing in private, far less excluding the appellant's legal team from participating, as suggested in your editorial.
The purpose and nature of next week's court hearing had already been discussed in open court, with journalists present, in February 2008.
John A Dunn, Deputy Crown Agent, Crown Office, 25 Chambers Street, Edinburgh. 
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 Add Comment
Posted by: Politically-incorrec t Man, Glasgow on 9:25am Fri 23 May 08
It is you that has got hold of the “wrong end of the stick” Public Interest Immunity (PII) is a misnomer if there ever was one. How can it possibly be in my interest to withhold from me information about activities of a government that is supposed to be responsible to me and the electorate? Democracy my Rse! Covering Up Nefarious Tawdry Shenanigans – that’s what it should be called and it would result in an appropriate acronym. 
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Quote | Report this post
Posted by: Il Penseroso, Inverurie on 11:49am Fri 23 May 08
John A Dunn (Deputy Crown Agent). You do nothing to enhance the tried and tested Judicial System in Scotland held in high esteem throughout the world. You know, as do most of us, that the UK Government has appointed a legal heavy weight from the Advocate General's Office to do everything in his power to deny an accused person sight of evidence that is crucial to his defence. This evidence obviously might embarrass the UK government's involvement in the dirty work behind the Lockerbie plane crash and the murder of innocents. You correctly say that "Scotland's Lord Advocate as Public Prosecutor is responsible to ensure all criminal proceedings, INCLUDING appeals, are conducted fairly". I trust that in her new political freedom she will do just that. What does New Labour care about the death of innocents? Tont Blair (lawyer) and his close acolytes are responsible for the death of tens of thousands of innocents in Iraq clouded in lies, misinformation and downright disregard for their legal obligations to the UN. What is fair when evidence to an accused is denied because of P.I.I. The powers that be are prostituting the rule of law with interpretations of the language intended to be fair. The Government do not want the truth of Lockerbie to be revealed. End of story. I trust our Lord Advocate will stand firm in her judgement and send the Advocate General back to his dugout in London "to think again". 
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Quote | Report this post
Posted by: Jimmy fae the West, Embra on 3:54pm Fri 23 May 08
It is crown evidence which is being withheld from the defence and the public. therefore the crown have the power to reject the dodgy dossier which leads to a letter being printed in the Herald today which is essentially a lie written by a deputy Crown agent. What a shame that the Crown and the Government have such a perverted view of justice that dodgy document/s used by the crown, have to be withheld from justice because their veracity would not withstand scrutiny. Their supply would not withstand scrutiny and the crown's case would not sustain scrutiny so an innocent man has to remain in prison to protect the crowns lack of true investigation. An independent judge, jury or nonpartisan spectator could come to only one conclusion from this irrational behaviour. the Crown and government's complicity, knowledge and probable involvement in the loss of this aircraft.
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