LORD ADVOCATE ADDRESSES COURT REGARDING THE CIA CABLES

Clare Connelly

28/08/2000

This morning the court was told by the Lord Advocate that the cables made available to the defence on Friday by the CIA are now practically complete. The only information which is still edited out relates to the identity of individuals whose safety would be compromised if this became public and also security operations. He told the court that the fact these documents are twelve years old does not reduce their importance or sensitivity. The actions by the CIA of placing these documents in the public domain was unprecedented both in relation to US trials and those in other jurisdictions.

The court were told that there was nothing in the cables which supported the special defence which has been lodged by the defence. The Lord Advocate accepted that as much information as possible in relation to Majid Giaka should be placed before the court but indicated that much of the cables' content is not admissible to the court as it is gossip, hearsay or speculation. 

One of the edited names contained within a cable, that the Crown had sight of in June, is apparently that of a defence witness. As this appeared as a pseudonym Mr Turnbull, the Advocate Depute, did not realise this was a defence witness when he consulted the document. The Lord Advocate said that the additional cable that has been produced for the defence, which they have not seen before, contains a statement from Majid Giaka regarding Vincent Visalo, the alleged partner of the second accused Fhimah in the company Med Tours Ltd.

In respect of the recovery of the cables the Lord Advocate told the court that the Crown had first seen the edited cables at the precognition stage and that further discussions with the CIA had resulted in the Crown seeing less edited versions in June. These were consulted in the US Embassy in The Hague, however, those present had to undertake not to disclose any of the information and were not allowed to write anything down. He said that the Crown had behaved properly and that he had now complied with the Court's request in respect of the documents so far as was possible without threatening the safety of individuals or national security.

The Court adjourned to allow the Defence to consider what had been said. When it resumed the Defence said they would require until tomorrow to further consider matters. Mr Taylor indicated that he required to confer with his client as the course of action they may or may not wish to take could have consequences for the court.

