Prime Minister

NICHOLAS WINTERTON - DE LOREAN

Herewith copy of his letter to me, plus enclosures,

of 25th of last month, which you have seen already.

You will remember that I sent a copy of Nicholasg's

letter, plus enclosures, to the Attorney General.

e e T—

Herewith the Legal Secretary's reply, plus enclosure.

B o S e e

I have since spoken to the Attorney General. We

both think that he ought to be present when you see

Nicholas Winterton. o

pe——

May I now please arrange for Nicholas to see you, with

the Attorney General coming to see you 10 minutes

: 2 e s
before Nicholas arrives? ———

lesen

9.12.82 ?? IAN GOW

Robin Butler
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You wrote to the Attorney General on 26 November
about the request from Mr Nicholas Winterton MP for an
interview with the Prime Minister at which he could
discuss his concern about certain aspects of the
De Lorean story. The Attorney General is in court
every day at the moment and has not been able to write
to you but he has prepared the enclosed minute for the
Prime Minister and has asked me to send with it the
note prepared by the Director of Public Prosecutions.
My purpose in writing is simply to give details of some
of the persons named in that note. I am named in
paragraph 2. In paragraph 4 there is a reference to
Ken Dowling who is now the Deputy Director of Public
Prosecutions. In paragraph 6 there is a reference to
Sir Barry Shaw, the Director of Public Prosecutions for
Northern Ireland.
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CONFIDENTTIAL

Attorney General

DE LOREAN

1. You asked for a note to assist you in briefing the Prime Minister, as
requested in Mr Gow's letter of 26th November.

SEQUENCE OF EVENTS

2 This matter first came to my attention on Friday 2nd October, 1981, when
Jim Nursaw telephoned me with the Solicitor-General's request that I
eh5Uld consider whether there were grounds for police investigation. I
spoke to Mr Winterton on the telephone, and arranged for a Metropolitan
Police Officer (Detective Chief Superintendent George) to travel to
Cheshire next day to see Mr Winterton. I can confirm that, as noted in
the No. 10 note dated 28th October 1981, I was concerned at the extent
to which Mr Winterton was expressing his views about de Lorean, at a stage
at which there was nothing to support them.

On Saturday 3rd October I received a number of telephone calls at home, to
the effect that the Press had the story of Mr Winterton's allegations. These
included a call from Philip Woodfield, Permanent Secretary N1O. I spoke on
the telephone to Mr Winterton and subsequently to D.C.S. George in Cheshire
to warn them of this. Mr George told me that Mr Winterton had been on the
telephone to members of the Press while he (George) was at his home.

On Monday 5 October Mr George and his colleague (Detective Inspector Hefford)
delivered to me the documents they had received fromMr Winterton. I arranged
a conference for later in the day to allow time for Ken Dowling and me to
study the papers. At this conference we asked the police to interview HMiss
Gibson (who had originally handed the papers to Mr Winterton) that evening and
to report back next day.

On Tuesday 6 October, I held a conference with the police and subsequently
spoke to you on the telephone. We agreed that the police should go to New York
as soon as possible to interview Mr Haddad, the vice-president of the De Lorean
organisation, who was alleged to be the originator of some of the complaints
against De Lorean. On the same day, the Solicitor-General issued a statement
(copy attached) .

On Wednesday 7th October, you held a conference with myself and Dowling,

Barry Shaw, Ewart Bell, (Northern Ireland Civil Service) and Commander
Gillert (Metropolitan Police). I explained the present position of the police
investigation and Ewart Bell described the effect of the publicity concerning
De Iorean on the Northern Ireland economy. It was agreed that the current
police enquiries in New York should continue with maximum urgency, and the
investigating officer should keep Mr Gillert informed of progress. You told
the Northern Ireland representatives that you hoped to issue a statement
clarifying the position by Friday 9 October.




Because of difficulties over interviews in New York, it was not possible
for the police to report back by the weekend, but they returned to London
in time for a conference with you at 11 a.m. on Monday 12th October. As
well as the police officers, and myself and Dowling, Barry Shaw was present.
The police reported orally, and produced copies of the statements they

had taken. It was agreed that no evidence had emerged that any criminal
offence had been committed within the jurisdiction of the English courts,
and that the New Scotland Yard could not usefully take their enquiries any
further. We agreed a Press statement (copy attached) which was issued that
day.

MR WINTERTON'S COMPLAINT

It appears from page 2 of Mr Winterton's notes that his principal complaint,

so far as we are concerned, is that we prevented the police from completing
their enquiries. In fact, by the time the police reported to us_on 12th
OcﬁEBéfT they had interviewed (as well as Mr Winterton) Miss Gibson, a lawyer
called Clarence Jones, (who also produced some documents), Haddad, (who was
accompanied by his Attorney Sorkin) and Knepper, another employee of the

De Iorean Organisation. They had also had a number of telephone conversations
with Haddad and Sorkin. None of these persons had produced any firm evidence
of any breach of thé criminal law by De Lorean. Most of the allegations, and in
particular the Haddad Memo of 26 December 1980 which was the basis of much

of the interviewing, were expressions of disquiet over the way in which

De Lorean had been able to persuade HMG to provide him with financial support
in Northern Ireland and the effect which the publicity over this, including

a possible Parlimentary enquiry, would have on the De Lorean organisation as a
whole. When this was reported to us on the morning of 12th October, we decided
that there was so little prospect of obtaining evidence to justify prosecution
in this country that we should not ask the police to continue their enquiries.
We also had in mind the representations we had received from the N1O about

the effect of the investigation on the De ILorean enterprise there.

The only proper purpose of the police investigation could be the collection
of evidence for criminal proceedings in this country. Insofar as they had
unearthed allegations of activities which, while not amounting to criminal
offences cammitted within our jurisdiction, did suggest that not all was well
with the De Lorean activities, the proper course was for us to ensure that
HMG were aware of this. This was achieved by including N1O representatives
at our meetings. Any follow-up of that line was not a matter for the pros-
ecuting authorities.

PRIVATE EYE

10. In addition to the points raised by Mr Winterton, there is a suggestion that
Haddad had learned in advance from De Lorean what the police wished to interview
hin about. —This may or may not have been correct: —Certainly, Haddad, who had

ginally managed to avoid a interview with the police officers, subsequently

apologised and explained that "he had received a telephone call from John

De Iorean instructing him to meet us (the officers) with the De Lorean lawyers

at the company offices". Haddad added that he understood that Mr Adam Butler

(Minister of State) had telephoned De Lorean stating that he (Haddad)

was refusing to see the police.
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Nicholas Winterton and de Lorean u; A-/“

Nicholas Winterton came to see me on the evening of
2lith November, with a request for an immediate
interview with the Prime Minister in order to
discuss this matter.

I am enclosing a copy of Nicholas Winterton's letter
to me of yesterday's date, copies of the enclosures
to that letter, a copy of the relevant page of the
current edition of Private Eye, and of my reply to
Nicholas of today's date.

I am also sending to you a copy of a Memorandum
dated 28th October 1981 which was sent by Mr Michael
Pattison (then one of the Prime Minister's Private
Secretaries) to her then Principal Private Secretary.

The Prime Minister must, of cousre, see Nicholas,
but before she does so, she will need to be fully
briefed about the matter.

Would you be kind enough, please, to let her have a
full note, dealing in particular with the matters
raised in Nicholas Winterton's Notes and with the
allegations in Private Eye?

You may think that, in any event, you ought to be
present when the Prime Minister sees Nicholas Winterton;
I am sure that you ought to be there if Nicholas

insists (which I hope that he will not) on bringing

his own Solicitor.

I should add that I have, in my file, copies of the
writs which have been issued against Nicholas; you may
have copies already; however, if you would like to

have copies of these writs, could your secretary please
let me know?




I should add that Nicholas is very deeply critical of
the way the Government has handled this matter, and
in partigular, of your Department.

IAN GOW

The Rt Hon Sir Michael Havers QC MNP
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STATEMENT BY SOLICITOR GENERAL
\ Sir Ian Percival, QC MP has today issued the followingz
statement: - g .

Referring to the de Laurean matter the Solicitor General said
"I think it very important that a few facts be corrected and that
the truth of the matter should receive the widest possible
consideration.

It has been repeatedly stated in the last two days that:
"Dhe Prime Minister has ordered an investigation of the Company's
affairs”, or words to that effect. No part of that is correct.
On the contrary the truth of the matter is very different from the
impression conveyed by that and other reports.

* _When the Prime Minister was informed of the allegations,

she asked that the Law Officers should consider on her behalf
what action if any should be taken. After considering what
little was then known, I asked the D.P.P. to arrange for a police
officer to meet Mr. Winterton to receive from him details of the

allegations being made, and of the evidence said to support them -

all in complete confidence.

‘Had it not been for others going public that course would have
combined the advantages of ensuring proper consideration of the
evidence, if any, whilst avoiding the very danger which has now
arisen of people assuming that something must be wrong because
enquiries were being made - a danger made very much greater by the
use of such words as I have quoted.

T wish therefore to make it absolutely clear that neither the
Prime Minister nor anyone else has "ordered an investigation
of the Company's affairs" or anything remotely like it. Vhat I
requested and authorised was no more than the sort of routine
steps which are taken over and over again, indeed must be taxen
when allegations of the type now being bandied about are made.

The purpose of such steps in such cases is to see whether
there is or is not anything to be followed up. It hardly needs




ROYAL COURTS OF JUSTICE
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saying that it would be highly irresponsible for anyone to leap
to ény'conclusions_- especially when by so doing they could put

*

men's jobs -av risk."

\

~6th October, 1981




No.3/81

STATEMENT BY DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS

On Friday 2nd October, the Director of Public Prosecutions was asked to
consider whether there were grounds for a police investigation into
certain allegations concerning the Delorean Motor Company and its
President, Mr. John Delorean. The Director then requested officers of the
Metropolitan Police to conduct a preliminary enquiry and to report to him.
These officers have now interviewed and obtained certain documents from
Mr. Nicholas Winterton, M.P. and have also interviewed Miss Marian Gibson,
a former employee of the Company, and have conducted certain enquiries in
the United States of America. They have reported to the Director on the

result of these enquiries,

"The Director is satisfied that no evidence has emerged to support any of

the allegations of criminal conduct on the part of Mr. Delorean or the
Company. He has consulted the Attorney General and they are agreed that

there are no grounds for continuing the Police investigation.

Accordingly, on the advice of the Director, the Metropolitan Police are
closing their enquiries. Should any evidence of a criminal offence
subsequently come to the attention of the Director, he would give it

consideration.

Noon, Monday, 12th October, 1981,
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PRIVATE AND
CONFIDENTIAL

10 DOWNING STREET

26th November 1982

LAl

Thank you for your letter of 25th November, and for
Notes which you enclosed.

Wednesday evening, I agreed,
Minister would see you,

I explaine hat Prime Minister would want to
inform hcr ) the matter, and suggested that
your meeting wi 1 would be more likely to be

uﬁ FuW i ! ad an opportunity of being fully

suggestion and I asked whether you

bh to let me have some Notes which

ummary of your complaints against the
Government.

You certainly did not give me notice that you would
"Require my solicitor, Richard Sykes, to be present
at the meeting that I have with Margaret Thatcher."

For my part, I think that it would be best if you should
first see the Prime Minister on your own; if you insist on
bringing your solicitor as well, I will, of course

ask the Prime Minister about that but it would alter

the character of the meeting and 1n that eveng I am
certain that the Prime Minister would want the Attorney
General to be present as well.

Perhaps your would very kindly give me a ring about this
on Monday morning.

In any event, I will arrange your meeting with the Prime
Minister just as soon as possible.

I want you to know that I understand how strongly you
feel about this; and how very sorry I am that this whole
matter should have caused so much distress to you and

to your family.




|‘\ W ‘ \i}\,‘\\\"\\
{
'

| £ N .
{ 2 ‘ ‘ : SRS AU =
V\)\) s T | vV \u\'} /\\x_ l\' . ‘\_ (v Aoge L & (K \“\,(

L ;JJ L\‘J‘&.U L(’) B k‘ “'\( (&N x“‘ £y “l IS4 h:’c’\}'*k
/ s

f
J

NG AN wivd O NV\CL ‘“’\\L‘/ n\’l;.({k"’ y (L‘J ,'j (::

| :"\ ("QJ i \\L Uy J &'(\3/ \«t\r» o L (< "‘"/ Ay '\i’:“&

! i - # j
'\»\h (PN Y SV & N : { (vyred ‘\t"v | '/“‘ v

A

v

"W{ NN (alud W

( \K'*' \{\\k’\‘( p ( "’) SN\

/"C'Ju L&, \L ./:} /Ili-w’j) /(,? (/\\
/ .




THIS IS A COPY, THE ORIGINAL IS | / (x
RETAINED UNDER SECTION 3 (4) | i
'OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS ACT [\ o~y

TGl VD 69’7 13/4/26 =




NOTES BY NICHOLAS WINTERTON

As soon as Marion Gibson showed me documents to back
up her allegations about De Lorean, I wrote to Ian Gow.

That was on the 23rd September 1981. On the 2nd October

the Solicitor General spoke to me and I repeated

Miss Gibson's‘allegations.

On the 4th October, 1981, Number 10 put out a statement
to the effect that the P.M. had asked the Attorney-General
to get the Police to look into the matter. My name was not
mentioned by Number 10 but it was mentioned by Marion Gibson
to journalists. The Press and Media descended on me en masse

at my home.

On the 5th October at my home I gave an interview to
the BBC and ITN. I attach a transcript of what I said
to the BBC. I esaid much'the same to ITN. ' In effect I

repeated Marion Gibson's allegations, which were:-

De Lorean had not invested what he had claimed to

have invested.

Mysterious payments had been made into a foreign bank

account in connection with the design of the car.

Money had been spent on projects which had nothing to

do with the car.

The proposed Public Issue in New York would enrich




De Lorean at the expense of the British taxpayer.

Police Officers from Scotland Yard arrived in New York
on Wednesday, 7th October. They had one interview with
Bill Haddad,.formerly of De Lorean Motors, and a further
appointment was made for Tuesday, 13th October. But on
Saturday, 10th October they were instructed by the D.P.P.

to suspend their investigations. Why?

Also on Saturday, 10th October the Attorney-General
let it be known to the Press that on the following Monday,
12th October, a statement was going to be made clearing
De Lorean. An article to this effect appeared in The Sunday

Telegraph of the 11th October.

A statement was issued by the D.P.P. on Monday, 1l2th
October acquitting De Lorean of any criminal offence. This
resulted in the issue of Writs against me on the following day
by De Lorean himself, his American Company and the British

A
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The Police and the Attorney-General having falled to find
any evidence against De Lorean, I instructed my lawyers to
make their own enquiries. At my considerable expense they
went to New York, and very quickly found evidence (some of it
on public files) which satisfied them that the four allegations
made by Marion Gibson were entirely true. They also spoke to
people in Detroit who supplied further evidence, again on

public files, of De Lorean's murky past.




I hoped that eventually H.M.G. would realise what

had been happening. I thought in particular that the
appointment of the Receivers would result in a disclosure
of De Loreamn's misdoings, but it resulted merely in the
continuance o§ the libel actions against me by among others
the Receivers themselves on behalf of the Northern Irish

Company, and, I suspect at the expense of H.M.G.

I had hoped that when the Receivers completed their
report into the affairs of De Lorean Motor Cars Limited
it would be published. Instead it was handed to the Police
in Ulster a few days before the Public Accounts Committee
was due to make its enquiries. For a reason I do not
understand the P.A.C. is now to sit in camera. I am driven
to the conclusion that the purpose of my reporting
Marion Gibson's allegations to 10 Downing Street, which
was to ensure that they were properly investigated, was
frustrated. All it achieved for me was a lot of publicity
which resulted in an expensive and worrying law suit against
me personally. It is of little comfort for me to know that
everything I said on the 5th October can be proved to be
true in spite of the silence, of (1) the Police, (2) the

Receivers and (3) the Public Accounts Committee.

Meanwhile the libel actions against me continue in

spite of the efforts of my lawyers to force their discontinuance.




WORDS COMPLAINED OF BY DE LOREAN
AGAINST MR. N. WINTERTON

Mr. Winterton "They /:Marion Gibson's allegations /

relate firstly to the investment that is supposed to have
been made by Mr. De Lorean and his Company in

De Lorean Motor Cars Limited of Durmurry, Northern Ireland.
The figure that was supposed to have been invested by him
was four million and I am led to believe the allegation
is that has been given to me, that only seven hundred
and fifty thousand dollars has been invested in fact, so
clearly that is quite a big shortfall and the British
Taxpayer has handed up something like £80 million to this
Company. Secondly there is concern about payments

that have been made to an individual involved with the
design of the car and the placing of those sums in a
foreign bank account and also the spending of certain
sums of money which have no relevance in fact to the
motor car company and a final complication which I think
is very serious is of course the issue, the Public Rights
Issue which at the moment is postponed in the United
States relating to this Company, the launch of a Rights
Issue by the De Lorean Company which could well prejudice
the British Government and the British Taxpayers stake

in the Northern Ireland Company."
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J / :’J ONCERN has been mounting for
{ { some time within the Ministry of
e f?I)»:fcncc about a serious security

breach relating to the construction of the

Type 23 Frigate, on which feasibility
studies were carried out in 1981,

Those taking partin this study were the
MaoD. Briush Shipbuilders Yarrow, and
shipbuilders Vosper Thorny-
croftin Portsmouth. The MoD at that
stzee had made available for the study secret
staffing reports and othey classified material
with the wusual items ex cluded for securiry
reasons. This early assessment was worked on
further earlier this vear by MoD staff and
Carned a high classification,

Meanwhile independentdy of this study a
concortium of naval architects and designers
lad developed a new hull known as Osprey. The
Cprey design has been vigorously promoted

| 15 defence circles by Mr David Giles, a man in
his fifties who did his National Service as a

I officer. Previously a project manager at

¢ Bnush Aerospace, he now spends his time

{ pushing the Osprey design.

Giles has been active in defence circles on
behalfl of his consortium for at least seven years
and sought to have the Osprey hull replace the
Leeds--ype of patrol vessel, but without success

[ so far. This Osprey design has been used in
Denmark where Patrol vessels have been buil
— o others going to Burma. In this ven ture,
Osprey have teamed up with the large northern
Danish ship-builders and reparers. Frederiks-
havn Vaerfy,

In the period of 1979/80. Giles sought to

i Prrsuade the MoD that the Osprey desig-

! ned Luli could be graded up — to between

! 2.000 to 4.000 tons, This claim was followed

i by some extensive lobbying in Conservative
Parey encles and the press. But all along the
Maob, whilat lzcl.nn\\lm.yng that Osprey was a
maranally cheaper hull, main tained that its
verddl costs were much greater than the alread,y
sccepted design, But such was the impact of
Giles® lubbying technique that he magaged to

| “rranze for himself and his consortium 1o be
shiown around the Chatham docks carlier this

Lyean Included in this party was Mr Niels Bach of

 Frederikshavn Vaerft

livas clear from this ins;
conternum were looking into the commercial .

bilities of Chatham, due 1o be shui down,

fors ip building on ¢ private basis.

Shordy after this, copies of the secret staff-
1L 1eport were made available to Giles and his
s from within the Ministry of Defence.
deved that no-one at that time had
dearance (o receive these documents,

1 Giles may have subsequently obtained
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»ection that the
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| 1t has been aleged that these documents were |
I misde available to Giles with the Knowledge of the
i Under Sceretary for Defence and MP for
1 Chiertsey and Walton, Mr Geoffrey Patde.
! Goe firm result of this leak was that Giles
1 his concortum was able to return to the
‘oD wnd make a firm proposal about the
dbiny of the alleged Osprey design 1o the
verclany of Defence, John Nott, in May of this |
Year. What has horrified MoD officials is that f

| Giles had got hold of

[ First Sea Lord. Sir He
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SILKIN: “Threats 10 security in the MoD"”

this matenial in the first
used it against the department
gly supplied i1.

This story came to the attention of the
Oppusition spokesmun on Defence, John Silkin,
about three months ago. He told the Eye “When
this matter was first drawn 0 my 2tiention some
months 2o I passed my information on to the
nry Leach. Since then |

place and had
that had unwittin

have heard nothing.”

Sources within the Ministry of Defence
estimated that over g prolonged period they
have spent about £14 million in answering
correspondence and attending meetings deal-
ing with Mr Giles’s promotion.

But the most worrying thing about this
commercial intrusion into the MoD is the
secunty bieach. As John Silkin putit: “*On the
information provided 10 me, there is cause for
concern. There may be grave threats 1o securin
and the commercial Integnity of the Ministry of

Dcfence.”

100 Years Ago

TheDe Lorean
memorandum

INE ASPECT of the De Lore

scanda! which has passed un

noticed is the curious affair of
the Scotland Yard “inve: ation™ in
October last vear. This cleared De Lorean
and so alowed him to unieash a batiery of
WIS against his critics, thereby helping
him 1o stifle criticism until the company's
financial problems surfaced.

The police Invesugaton was announced
following the disclosu res made to Con
MP Nicholas Winterton by De |
deputy adminis;
subsecqu
October S.
lanities in p:

have

dn

SIVAUVE

oreun’s former
rien Gibson

ied by the Daily

inons of f

dr
ar

Mo writlen by De | oye:
president, Bill laddad, in D,
raised questions about spending by De
and his executves,

The Director of Public Prosecutions, Sir
“Tony " Hethenneton, was asked by Sir lan
Percival. the Solicitor General, 1o initiate 2
police inquiny into the 4 1ions. On October
12. the DPP announced that no cvidence of
cr I conduct emerged.

Officially cieared, De Lorean prompuy pro-
ceeded, via Lord Goodman, to sue Winterton,
Gibson. the Deilv Mirror #nd Independent
Television News, These cases were sl acuve
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cocane and the Sheraton

Hotel, Los Ange
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was handled m o haplyg .-

to two detectives fron

ment, Det. Chief Insp John (e

Det. Inspector Joh d.(C1 s the

all-purpose cninie depuartment Tt usually )

nothing more finang I bberies,)
The h taken by ¢ Yard detectives

did not impress those they interviewed in tUie !

United States. The Haddzd menio vy seen

coriccty as crucial. In the t ¢ Lorean

denounced it as “'a T, )

fier

undles

dPprodac

1me [
essentidd to locu-

or that Bil} Haddad a

was vital, !

George and Hefford went 10 New York to |
interview Haddad whom they saw on October |
Y. Before that nieeting an unusual and disturb 1
Ing cvent had aready taken place: Haddae Was ’
d by De Lorean what the police wantied [
K to him about, and he formed the ¢ |
impression that De Lorcan knew in ¢o ‘
detad what cvidence hud been given 1o

During the uiterview, ]J; taine
authenticity of the memo and that it had been
delivered 1o De | orean’s office. It wy :
with the two officers that t she
further meeting in four davs
certain further matters: D.C ]
v indicated 10 Haddad’s Javn
quiry was not closed and g,
vack in touch.

The second Ieeung ne
stead, the two Scotland Y

hie ]'Ufh o

iddad my aned the

drrar L o
uld be g
tme to dis uss
- George subyg auceni-
1 er hat the
1 at they voould be
t
! iFe fectives re
dad never heard fron
. This did not 101 Adly surprise |
d the opinion durj ot
* that this was an evere
1 the motions. An v

|
wWas wanted from the police. A 5
; B |

|

Yard
he f!‘.’l.
meet
throl
report was what

pression was gained

m. }or
d only
Y

> rn

“eveny thine
by Marion Gibsor
2 Yurd men had
second s cussion
U the iy

Pam "
1acloryy

The VEIRF du_\ bef
arranged to meet Huad
Was announced by the Dpp
ation had been concludad |
ohn De Lorean |
Haddad's concerns were meressed when it [
s reported — afier his menview with e i
police — that De | orean v as Guotie the resylt ;
i
|
|

dud fora
St-

Yor

the

S.a1s

of Scodand Yard's unpublished s estigations as
ing that the memo was undzlivered -
d thai 1t way

from

which he conclude “fabricated™.
When his lawyer raised this with the Yard,

a letter was written on behalf of the Assistang
I Commissioner (Crnime) Gilbernt Kelland,

acknowledging Haddad's versjon of events and
atement that e
s Your concern at any
formauon 1o John

police “acknowledge
possible leakage of i
De Lorean™,
That there hud > seemned
JUSD 10
n had told
rion had told (),
| police. Thi: reness of docunient
that were never published. Then there v
Lorean’s sumprisinelv well-informed position on
whut the police w going to ask
Just how John De Loreun
this is

Nicholas

cam to know gl
a muatter of speculation. However, ane
| pussible explanation may e in the Govern
ment’s wish not to have S )
3t that time if it could be
! choice of | ord Goodman as
hielpfu!
In anv ¢ vent; ghe Govemn
| what it wanted. De Loyeun
untl the skeletons staried phing
cupboard a few monthslater. Inie
enough, even now there is no Wish 1o reopen
| that oh-so-brief police invest i, despite
tie ample evidence of abuse ¢rs fund
that has emerged. Insiey 1 thatis > left to
the Commons’ Public A counts Co;
Meanwhile, it is 10 be hoped
Goodman's firm. Goodm 1 Dernck.
| ent counsel, Lord Rawiine
their fees for undertakine
| POW somewhat jedun
| hey“could have a long

N e e e S e S 4




