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‘Magnus Linklater

A detailed review of the Lockerbie
bombing case by Scottish investigators

- has concluded that there is “not a shred

of evidence” to support claims that the
Libyan Abdul Baset Ali al-Megrahi was
wrongly convicted.

Not only have investigators con-
firmed beyond doubt that he was the
man responsible for the death of 270
people when Pan Am 103 crashed
exactly 26 years ago, they believe that
Al-Amin Khalifa Fhimah, his fellow-
accused, who was acquitted at their
trial, was almost certainly also involved.

The findings will come as a blow to
those who maintain that Scottish pros-
ecutors advanced a flawed case, and

that the judges at the original trial and
 the subsequent appeal presided over a
~ miscarriage of justice.

Ever since al-Megrahi was conyicted
in 2001 there have been allegations,
backed by a stream 21;1 books, and fele-
vision programmes, he; evidence
was manipulated to img cat ‘3“*{ a as

the source of the bomb. ploj
suspicion away from Middle
states such as Syria and Iran,

Scottish  prosecutors ., have

accused of ignoring evil that the |
‘bomb was put aboard: m. 103 at-
Heathrow rather than Malta, and that
the crucial timer fragment, the princi-

pal piece of evidence against Libya, was
planted or altered. .o . - q{_,
The claims have been examined, in

detail in the course of the inyestigation
into the bomb plot by the Cpown Office
and Police Scotland, who:have been
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working on the case with the FBI to
identify others who were involved in
‘the bombing. This has included several
trips to Libya.

However, sources close to the in-
vestigation said that there was “not a
shred of evidence” to suggest the prose-
cution case got it wrong, and that none
of the conspiracy theories advanced
has given them any cause for concern.

Last night Frank Mulholland, QC,
the lord advocate, whowillbe attending
the annual remembrance service at
Arlington cemetery, in Virginia, said:
“During the 26-year-long inquiry, not
one Crown Office investigator or pros-
ecutor has raised a concern about the
evidence in this case. We remain com-
mitted to this investigation and our
focus remains on the evidence, and not
on speculation and supposition.”

Mr Mulholland, who is in the US to
mark the 26th anniversary of the atroc-
ity, added: “Our prosecutors and police
officers, working with UK government
and US colleagues, will continue to
pursue this investigation, with the sole
aim of bringing to justice those who
acted along with al-Megrahi.”

Critics have argued that, because |

there is no direct evidence to show that

| -the bomb was inserted at Luga airport
in

Malta, the more likely theory is that
it was loaded on at Heathrow. A broken
;padlock found on a security gate during
acritical period on the night before the
bombing is said to be persuasive
_evidence that this is when the bomb
-was inserted into the system.
However, sources close to the
Continued on page 6, col 1
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Continued from page 1
investigation are now adamant that the
timetable of events.is against it. The
security gap was between 22.050h Dec-
ember 20, 1988,-and 00.30 on, Decem-
ber 21, when Raymond Manly, asecur-
ity guard, found the broken padlock. -
Another 132 hours were to go by before
the loading of a container with luggage
for Pan Am 103 began. It would have
been difficult, if not-impossible, for a
suspect bag to remain undetected and
- there is no evidence to show that it did.
On the other hand, evidence that it

was inserted in Malta is far stronger.
While there is no direct proof of a sus-
pect suitcase being loaded at Luqga,
computer records at Frankfurt show
that the flight from Malta was carrying
a bag that was unaccounted for, which

+~ was then loaded on to the connecting

" flight to Heathrow. That evidence has
stood up to detailed s€rutiny ever since.
" “The bags of every ‘passenger on

KMI80 from Malta that day were
traced back to their owners. Just one
remained unaccounted for. Docu- -
mentary and computer evidence,

recovered by the German police at
Frankfurt airport, established that the
_ unaccompanied bag was processed at
station 206 in Area V3 at Frankfurt and
sentto gate B044 tobe transferred on to
Pan Am 103A, the feeder flight from
Frankfurt to London. T
1t is, however, evidence on the bomb
“jtself, and the crucial timer fragment
found near Lockerbie some three
‘weeks after Pan Am 103 exploded in
mid-air, that most conclusively under-
mines the conspiracy theories.
The fragment was found on January
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13, 1989, 23 days after the attack,
embedded in the collar of a shirt that
was traced to a clothes shop in Malta.
The list of items sold in the shop
matched those found in the bomb-
damaged case in which they had been
packed. The remains of an instruction
manual from a Toshiba cassette record-
er were also found

It was this piece of evidence that led
Scottish police to Libya. They tracked
the timer to Mebo, its Swiss manufac-
turer, whose manager, Edwin Bollier,
established the link to Libya.

Critics argue that this evidence is
deeply flawed. Mr Bollier, they say, was
an unreliable witness; the timer was
never part of a batch sold to Libya. They
say the fragment was either planted at
the site, exchanged later for another
one, or was tampered with to demon-
strate a link that was never there.

Scottish police, however, are ada-
mant that this closely guarded and vital
piece of scientific evidence was under

‘One of the world’s
largest criminal
conspiracies would
have had to be mounted
to retrofit all the

tampered evidence’

| close supervision at all times. It would
i have to have been planted at the site

with items such as the bomb-blasted

Toshiba instruction manual. _
Any manipulation of the evidence

*was identified as the manufacturer of
the timer.n June 1990, because all the
tampered evidence would have needed
tobe in place to lead the police to Mebo
and then al-Megrahi. .

This would have needed full know-
ledge of all the evidence to come,
including al-Megrahi’s movements on
December 21,1988, and the purchase of
the Maltese clothing in early Decem-
ber. Over 26 years, nothing has
emerged to support that thesis.

If the intervention came later, then
one of the world’s largest criminal con-
spiracies would have had to be mount-
ed to retrofit all the tampered evidence
with an investigation that had been well
established and documented through
the police Holmes computer system.
Scottish police, who were in constant
control of the evidence, would have had
to be either complicit, or negligent, to a
remarkable extent.

Yet there is another aspect of the case

‘Within 23 days of the tragedy; together
shirt remains, and the fragment of the -

would have had to happen before Mebo™

that makes the counter-theory even
harder to sustain. Most critics claim
that the investigation was “directed” to
Libya and away from Palestinian ter-
rorists to suit western interests in the
Gulf war. For this to make sense, any
corruption of the evidence would have
had to take place after Iraq invaded
Kuwait in August 1990.

However, all the developments that
eventually led the police to Libya took
place before that point — the descrip-
tion by Tony Gauci, the Maltese shop-
owner, of the “Libyan” who purchased
clothes in September 1989, the frag-
ment linked to Mebo in June 1990, the
Toshiba radio-cassette recorder identi-
fied in May 1989.

Was it really possible for those who
are accused of manipulating the evi-
dence to do so at a stage when no one
could have predicted that the Gulf war
was coming? As one source put it, that
theory is “literally unbelievable”.

Set against all that speculation are
hard facts that have never been dis-
proved: the remarkable importation by
a Libyan company in the period leading
up to December 1988 of 29,700 models
of the RTSFI16 Toshiba cassette record-
er. The boss of the Electric General
Company, which imported the goods,
was later identified as Said Rashid, al-
Megrahi’s associate who was senior to
him in Libyan intelligence.

Then there is the unexplained pres-
ence of al-Megrahi himself in Malta on
the day the prosecution say the bomb

_weit on board KM 180 to Frankfurt,

~arriving from Tripoli on December 20,

the day before the bombing, carrying a
false passport in the name of Ahmed
Khalifa Abdusamad. Mr Fhimah, his
co-accused, the former Libyan Arab
Airlines station manager at Luqa, was
on the same flight. The next day al-

“Megrahi, from his hotel room in Malta,

called Mr Fhimah at his home.

The following morning “Abdusa-
mad” was checked in on Libyan Arab
Airlines flight LN147 back to Tripoli.
Thus al-Megrahi was at Luqa airport
Jjust as KM 180 was checking in. By the
time the bomb arrived at Frankfurt, he
was back at home.

No explanation for the false passport
was given, although many years later
al-Megrahi was to claim that he was on
a sanctions-busting trip. However, he
never used the passport again.

These inconvenient truths have
never been properly addressed or ex-
plained by those who claim that the
Libyan bomber was wrongly convicted.

They say that the Scottish judicial
system has much to answer for. The fact
is that their speculation must be tested
against the hard logic of evidence.
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