From HERALD of 14.2.08, for some reason this article was missed, it is now followed by the material from 16.2.08 already sent. Re the last paragraph of this 14.2.08 Lucy Adams piece, both the Crown Office and all other knowledgeable parties to whom I have spoken believe that there would be no question of Megrahi going home prior to 'resolution' of his appeal. Thus part of my letter in the HERALD previously (6.2.08 I think) becomes even more relevant:
"At the last hearing in Edinburgh High Court the prosecution were still not prepared to divulge the contents of a document (from abroad) to the defence. This failure would be likely to mean that the court would have to declare a fair appeal impossible. Already the Crown were talking of obtaining public interest immunity (PIIs) certificates to "protect" the document from being divulged.
"Lockerbie relatives have bitter memories of threats of PII certificates being prepared against us. If the Crown abandons the case, or if the court cannot proceed without the document, Libya, Whitehall and BP would all be delighted. Abandonment would presumably result in the verdict being declared unsafe and overturned, in view of the Scottish Criminal Cases Review Commission's published view that the Zeist trial might not have been fair.
"Scotland, her government and her justice system would have been used as an expendable tool to achieve a politically, and now commercially, convenient stitch-up. The relatives would see that their legitimate interests in seeking to find out who really murdered their loved ones and why their families were not protected, had again been treated with cynical derision, this time on the altar of profit.
These current official reassurances do not cover the possibliity of the current appeal being simply abandoned. Abandonment would 'free' everyone to send M. home without having to be seen as being actually dishonest, and the limitations of the Scottish system (though presumably powerless against Whitehall PIIs or the threat thereof), could 'shoulder the blame'. 
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	MADE COMMENTS IN LETTER: Jack Straw


Jack Straw has insisted that Scottish ministers will have the final say on whether to transfer the Lockerbie bomber, following claims that he was a pawn in a recent £450m oil deal with Libya.

The Lord Chancellor's comments come just a week before the next court hearing on documents relating to the appeal by Abdelbaset Ali Mohmed al Megrahi.

Last night Mr Straw sparked renewed criticism from the Scottish Government for failing to explain why Westminster had not obtained an order specifically excluding Megrahi from the infamous "deal in the desert" made by Tony Blair last year.

Whitehall has repeatedly denied that Megrahi, the man serving 27 years in Greenock Prison for the attack, was part of the arrangement signed by the former prime minister.

However, Libyan officials and lawyers have maintained that Megrahi was a key part of the discussions, which have been ongoing since 2005. In a letter published in The Herald today, Mr Straw says: "No deal has been done with Libya for the transfer of Megrahi.

"The decision on whether or not a prisoner detained in a Scottish prison is transferred to another country is a matter for Scottish ministers, not the UK Government.

"From the outset we have been clear with the Scottish Executive about this fact and have not at any time sought to undermine due process in Scotland."

The agreement signed by Westminster means that any Libyan serving their sentence in the UK, who has no pending appeal, could be returned home. However, under the law, those serving sentences in Scottish prisons could be moved only with the permission of Scottish ministers.

Westminster officials said Britain had prisoner transfer agreements with more than 100 countries and that Scottish ministers would have the final say in the Lockerbie case.

They argue that none of the other agreements contain exclusion clauses.

However, the news last month that Libya had ratified a £450m exploration contract with BP following last year's talks with Tony Blair has reignited suspicions.

Libyan negotiators claimed that ratification of BP's deal had been left hanging for months because they were angered that Mr Blair had left open the possibility of excluding Megrahi from a deal to repatriate Libyan prisoners held in British jails.

BP has denied there were political reasons for the ratification of the deal being delayed.

Last night a spokesman for Alex Salmond, the First Minister, said: "We are strongly opposed to a prisoner transfer agreement which is open-ended, and which fails to secure the exclusion that the UK government pledged to seek."

A source close to the First Minister described the Scotland Office as an "irritant" for interfering in an ongoing process between Scottish ministers and Westminster.

A Scotland Office source said: "This is a matter for Scottish ministers.
"For any politician to say otherwise raises the danger that the relatives of the victims will become unnecessarily concerned, upset and outraged about something that will not happen."
