Daily Report from Camp Zeist

29th June 2000 

The day's proceedings started with Bill Taylor QC making a representation to the judges. This related to the storage of all documentary productions on a flip drive. This device allows images of productions to be displayed on the screens which are in front of all court personnel, the accused and witnesses. As well as a main flip drive which holds all such productions each judge has an individual flip drive. Mr Taylor appeared to be concerned that the individual judge's flip drives may contain productions that had not been referred to in court. Lord Sutherland explained that at the end of each day a manual list of all productions referred to and a computer generated list of documents called up from the flip drive are compared. He stated that discrepancies can occur if e.g., if a document other than that requested appears on screen. In this case the computer generated list would contain this production, however, after comparison with the clerk of court's manual list such a mistake would be deleted. When the lists have been compared the agreed list of productions referred to during that day's proceedings are then loaded onto the judges' individual flip drives. Mr Taylor was satisfied with this explanation. He went on to ask if the judges intended to refer to the whole written text of statements of witnesses or only those parts of statements  which had been referred to and read out by the witnesses in court. The judge's confirmed that the written statements would not be retained and they would only refer to those parts of the statement that the witness had read out in court or had been referred to in the evidence. Mr Taylor indicated that he did not intend that this applied to statements made by Forensic expert witnesses.

This application is not standard as in solemn cases, i.e. those tried on indictment, the jury are the arbiters of facts rather than the judge. In this case the three judges have the role of arbiters of both fact and law. Also, due to the volume of evidence in this case it is being stored on a flip drive. If all the contents of the flip drive had been transferred to the judges they would have been able to access information which may not have been referred to in court or put to witnesses. This would have been problematic, however, the technology will be used to circumvent this problem.

The court then heard evidence from witnesses relating to the passports of the accused, travel visas issued and hotel accommodation. The first witness, Hamas, a translator, interpreted the contents of the three passports agreed by both the prosecution and the defence to belong to the two accused. The first two of these belong to the first accused, one showing the false identity of Ahmed Khalifa Abdusamad. These passports were further examined, in particular for entry and exit stamps relating to Libya and Switzerland for the first accused and Libya for the second accused. Under cross-examination from Mr Taylor he was asked questions relating to differences in the Hijry calendar. The witness stated that there were various calendars and that he was able to comment on his translations of the passports but not other things.

The next witness called, Andre Klauss, was an official in the Swiss Embassy in Libya from the late 1980's until approximately 1992. He identified a number of visa applications made in the name of the first accused Al Megrahi and the Visa and Swiss entry and exit stamps from July and August 1988, on his passport. Visa applications in the names of Nasr Ahmed Salem (cited in the indictment as being the false identity of Nassr Ashur) and Ben Hassan El Badriali and one such application made in the name of  the second accused Fhima were also identified.

Albert Schneider, an Officer with the Zurich Police, then gave evidence relating to hotel records of visitors collated for Police use. He was shown productions of hotel records from the Zurich Continental Hotel in the name of the first accused relating to 18-19 October 1988, 16 -17 December 1988 and March and July 1988. 

A former employee of the Holiday Inn, Silema, Malta, Mrs Caruana identified productions as hotel registration cards. These stated the name of the resident as Ahmed Khalifa Abdusamad, the false identity of he first accused and recorded that he stayed at the hotel 2-23 August 1988, 18-20 October 1988, 9-10 October 1988 (together with another person), 7-9 December 1988 (with another person) and 20-21 December 1988. 

Under cross examination she confirmed that Malta was a popular holiday resort for Libyans and that it was common for Libyan people to settle their hotel accounts in cash. She confirmed that discounts on accommodation were available to airline employees.

Mrs Alexander who worked as a receptionist in the Holiday Inn in late 1998 was asked to confirm if the registration card relating to 20-21 December 1988, in the name of Ahmed Khalifa Abdusamad (the accepted false identity used by the first accused) had been completed by herself. She explained that she had written Libyan Arab Airlines on the top of the card as the reservation had been made by them. Under cross-examination she confirmed that the writing 'B2' on the card meant that a commercial discount was available.

Evidence from an employee of the Foreign and Borders Police Department in the Czech Republic was heard in respect of 1985-1988, when the country was part of Czechoslovakia and Visas were required for entry by foreign nationals. Nadozda Mochydova identified 3 Visa applications in the name of the first accused and identified corresponding passport stamps. The entry and exit dates on the visa were 22-28 June 1985, 10 -18 October 1988 and 9-16 December 1988. Under cross-examination she confirmed that it was not unusual for an Arabic man to travel with his wife and children on one travel visa. She also confirmed that the visa relating to October 1998 stated under 'Employer', Libyan Arab Airlines.

Jana Simkova, who was the cashier of the Intercontinental Hotel in Prague in 1988 identified a letter received by the hotel from the Libyan People's Military Procurement Office to reserve a room in the name of the first accused. She confirmed a registration card showing the date of arrival as 10 October 1988 was that of the Hotel. It showed a departure date of 24 October, however, the invoice which was instructed to be sent to the Libyan Embassy showed a departure date of 18 October 1988. Papers relating to another room later booked for the period 9-16 December 1988 were also consulted. 

Under cross examination by Mr Taylor QC, the witness confirmed that it would be standard for the Libyan Embassy to settle invoices but also said that a national of that country could also come as a tourist and pay his own bill. 

The trial is now adjourned until 12 July to allow the Crown time to consider the precognitions of the additional  witnesses contained within a list lodged by the Defence just before the trial started. When this list was first lodged the Crown made an application to postpone the start of the trial which was opposed by the Defence and refused. The application for this adjournment which was intimated to the court last Friday, was formally applied for today and was not objected to by the Defence. The application was granted.

