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EVER INCREASING  INJUSTICES. On
Thursday 22nd November 2007,
Gordon Banks MP asked the
Government how much compensation
had been paid to those who
experienced miscarriages of justice.
Maria Eagle (Parliamentary Under-
Secretary, Ministry  of  Justice)
answered to confirm that payments
were as follows:

1999-2000........ £5.65M (£15,479 / day)
2000-2001........ £8.05M (£22,054 / day)
2001-2002........ £6.17M (£16,904 / day)
2002-2003........ £8.12M (£22,246 / day)
2003-2004........ £6.25M (£17,123 / day)
2004-2005........ £6.45M (£17,671 / day)
2005-2006........ £8.27M (£22,657 / day)
2006-2007......£12.87M (£35,260 / day)

These figures demonstrate just how
badly the legal system has gone
wrong. Keep in mind that these
payments only apply to those people
who found grounds for appeal b far
more innocent people will have failed
to win an appeal for lack of new
grounds. The latest figure of £12.87M
equates to £1,469.18 per hour! It would
surely be better (and create much less
heartache, more employment, not to
mention a legal system which would be
the envy of the world) to spend the
money on 20 geniuses per shift, three
eight-hour shifts per day, at £73.46 per
hour each, to ensure that miscarriages
of justice don!t happen in the first
place. Failing that level of insight, just
ask the support groups for their input
and hey, herels an intelligent idea -
listen to that input!

CONSTRUCTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. When
writing to your legal team (or support
groups like SAFARI) about aspects of
your case, always take care to ensure
that you keep to the facts (dates,
times, places, etc.) and avoid the
waffle (e.g. how youlre feeling, what
made you write the letter, complaining
about the legal system, etc.) In general
terms, the shorter and more concise
your communications are, the more
effective they are likely to be.

UNUSED EVIDENCE B GET IT! When a
case is prepared against you, anything
obtained by the prosecution, which
isnlt going to be used against you,
should appear in a bundle known as
"unused evidence!. You have the right
to see everything (with a few
exceptions such as paperwork which is
confidential to someone else) in that
bundle, and you should ask to receive
it all. Too often we see evidence, which
would be helpful to the defence, being
missed completely because the
defence legal team had not recognised
the importance of it and the defendant
himself was not even aware of its
existence. Ask your solicitor to supply
you with the entire bundle of unused
evidence, and study every page in
great detall. It may make the difference
between a guilty or not guilty verdict at
trial, or a successful or unsuccessful
appeal.

COMPLAINTS  SERVICE
8 Dormer Place,
Leamington Spa, Warwickshire,
CV32 5AE) investigates complaints
about solicitors. If you are unhappy
with the way your solicitor has dealt
with your case, first complain directly to
that solicitor; if you feel they have
failed to deal with your complaint
properly, write to the Legal Complaints
Service.

THE  LEGAL
(Victoria Court,

ANDREA GREENSMITH HAS BEEN CLEARED
of any wrong-doing having been
accused of five allegations of giving
false information by doctoring her time

sheets for the Northamptonshire
Health Care NHS Trust. The
prosecution originally alleged she

claimed wages for working specific
times between October 2004 and
January  2005. Nicholas  Smith,
prosecuting for the Department of
Work and Pensions, said: OThe Crown
will not be proceeding to trial as it!'s my
intention to offer no evidence. Since
the plea and case management
hearing, | have seen a large amount of
material and have taken this view with
a senior solicitor. It would not be in the
public interest to continue.O0 Judge
Richard Bray, who awarded £22.50
towards Miss Greensmithls travel
costs, recorded not guilty verdicts.

SENTENCE CALCULATIONS. A SAFARI
reader writes: OHi. | have just had a
2-year-long battle with the Prison
Service on the calculation of my
sentence which according to them was
to end in Nov 2013. They calculated it
under section 85 of 2000 Sentencing
Act but it was clearly stated on my
papers from Crown Court that | was
sentenced under Section 86 of the
above Act which when calculated
correctly was amended to Nov 2008
after having to get a solicitor involved.
Would it be possible for you to inform
your members to check which section
they were sentenced under, as
mistakes can be made as in my case?0

ANTHONY MCFADYEN and two
co-defendants have now been cleared
of raping a girl in his flat. All three had
strenuously maintained their innocence
throughout the seven-day retrial, which
related to a weekend in early March
2006. The girl claimed they put music
on a stereo to stifle her screams while
two held her down and one raped her.
The trial was deemed "unsafe!, as
important evidence had not been put
before the jury. Throughout the trial,
defence lawyers had insisted her
evidence was cluttered with lies.
Anthony confirmed he had consensual
sex with the girl on the Thursday and
Friday, but said he had not had sex
with her on the Saturday, when she

claimed the rape had occurred.
Defence barristers said some of the
girlls evidence was "untruthful,

inconsistent, and incoherent! and that
the girl had "lied to her mother, lied to
her best friend, lied to a policewoman -
and lied about the rape!.

111 INACCURACIES IN DNA DATABASE.
Thousands of people could be accused
of a crime they did not commit as a
result of errors in records on the
national DNA database. In some cases
information may have been added to
the wrong profile, requiring police to
delete the affected records. David
Davis, the Shadow Home Secretary,
said: OThis is a stark reminder of the
dangers of relying on supposedly
perfect methods when they are
administered with carelessnessO.
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GMC conFiRMS GuiLT of "expert!
pathologist, Dr  Alan  Williams.
Dr Williams was the pathologist who
carried out post-mortem tests on Sally
Clark!s babies. He was found guilty of
serious professional misconduct in
2005, after it was submitted that
microbiology results from one of the
babies! postmortem exam suggested
he might have died from an infection
but Dr Williams, although well-aware of
the importance of this evidence, did not
disclose this at her original trial. One
can only assume that he was working,
as many experts sadly do, from a
"pro-prosecution bias! and not as an
impartial expert who gives the same
weight to evidence no matter which
"side! it favours.

Dr Williams appealed to the High
Court, arguing that he had been "made
a scapegoat! for the miscarriage of
justice against Mrs Clark, and the
disciplinary proceedings were unfair
and "improperly prejudiced! him. The
Court hearing in November 2007
confirmed that the original ruling was
correct. Mr Justice Davis said: Oln my
judgment, this appeal fails on
essentially every ground advanced.
There was no procedural unfairness
giving rise to injustice; nor were the
findings and conclusions of the panel
wrong.O

PAEDIATRICIAN DR DAVID SOUTHALL has
been struck off by the General Medical
Council for serious professional
misconduct after wrongly accusing a
grieving mother of drugging and
murdering her 10-year-old son. The
GMC found him to be guilty of Omultiple
failings over an extended periodO.The
ruling means Southall can never work
as a doctor in Britain again.

The GMC stated that his misconduct
had arisen from his child protection
work. The chairman, Dr Jacqueline
Mitton, said: OThe panel has concluded
that you have deep-seated attitudinal
problems and that your misconduct is
so serious that it is fundamentally
incompatible with your continuing to be
a registered medical practitioner.O
Southall had previously been banned
from child protection work for three
years after being found guilty of
serious professional misconduct in
2004 for accusing the jailed solicitor
Sally Clark!s husband of murdering
their children on the basis of remarks
he made following a television
programme he had watched.

The ruling panel noted that Southall
had never apologised to the Clark
family or the mother for his false
allegations of murder in their cases.

SAFARI WOULD LIKE TO REMIND our
readers that David Southall, along with
Roy Meadow, were co-signatories to a
letter to the GMC expressing concerns
about what they termed Ofrivolous and
vexatious complaintsO against them
and asking for the GMC to Odevelop a
joint strategy for recognising frivolous
and vexatious complaints, identifying
them publicly and rejecting them
promptly.O Cesignatories to this letter
(which can be downloaded from the
SAFARI website) were:

- Bamford, Frank - Hey, Edmund

- Bentovim, Arnon - Lowry, Michael

- Carter, Elaine - Marcovitch, Harvey
- Chalmers, lain - Milla, Peter

- Davis, Paul -
- Evans, Dewi R -
- Foreman, David -
- Glaser, Danya -

Paton, James
Samuels, Martin
Sibert, Jo
Stephenson, John

If any SAFARI reader, falsely accused
of any kind of child abuse, has been
adversely affected by evidence or
opinion given by Dr Arnon Bentovim,
please write and let us know. He is
currently the subject of more than one
complaint to the GMC.

JOSEPH TOPLISS HAS BEEN CLEARED Of
sexually assaulting a teenage girl. New
evidence showed she had been lying.
Judge Paul Batty stepped in to halt the
trial before instructing the jury, at
Carlisle Crown Court, to find Joseph
not guilty after the reliability of the 18-
year-old!s evidence was called into
question. He took the decision after
proof was found that the girl had twice
used her mobile phone to call a male
friend at a time when she had
categorically denied having any
contact with him. The judge said that in
such a case, which was based almost
entirely on the girlls hotly-disputed
story, the reliability of her evidence
was crucial.

Defence barrister Greg Hoare had
accused the teenager of making up
allegations against people  who
annoyed her. He listed Oone or two
matters you have reported to the police
over the yearsO, including an allegation
that she had been assaulted by
someone in 2005, assaulted by a
woman in 2007 and raped three times
by an older man in 2005.

TERRY MCCARTHY!S (PAROLE BOARD)
DocuMENT OHow Do | Maintain My
Innocence And Get Parole?0 is still
available to download from our
website. If you don!t have Internet
access, and no friend or relation has
Internet access, we can send you the
printed article with your next
newsletter. Just ask! A donation of a
few stamps is always appreciated to
help with production costs!

TEACHER, MATTHEW COPPING, wept with
joy as his wrongful conviction for
assaulting a violent pupil was
overturned at appeal. At the appeal,
the judge suggested that the case
should never have come to court.
Matthew had stepped in to control the
aggressive 15-year-old boy after he
threatened to punch his form teacher,
but the pupil complained that he had
been assaulted and, although video
evidence of the incident contradicted
his account, police took his claims
seriously. (Another case of "going for
the result! rather than "going for
justicel. It surely cannot be considered
"good Police practice! to prosecute the
clearly innocent in order to achieve
targets!)

Judge Nicholas Riddell said the boy!s
evidence was Owholly unreliable® and
described Mr Copping as an
Ooutstanding teacher dedicated to his
studentsO. Judge Riddell added: OWe
are surprised that the CPS considered
it was in the public interest that this
man should be prosecuted. It concerns
us that a committed teacher has been
subjected to this. Mr Copping was
faced with a serious threat to his fellow
teacher. He knew the boy could be
violent and he was doing what he
honestly and instinctively believed was
in the interest of his safety.O

WOMAN JAILED FOR FALSE ALLEGATION. A
Dublin woman has been jailed for four
years for falsely claiming to the
Rathmines Women!s Refuge that her
father raped her. The woman, who
apparently can!t be named for legal
reasons (SAFARI finds this odd as
those convicted of an offence can
usually be identified), was convicted of
making false claims against her father.
The 35-year-old woman had claimed in
2002 that her father had raped and
sexually abused her from the age of
six, and that he was the father of one
of her children. She eventually
withdrew her allegation in a 14th
statement. DNA evidence given during
the trial proved that her father was not
the child!s father. The woman also
claimed she had become pregnant by
her father three times, starting when
she was 15, and had gone to England
each time for an abortion. Judge Hunt,
sentencing, said he could not think of a
more serious allegation than that of a
father being accused of raping his
daughter.

ENLIGHTENED JUDGE LORD KINCLAVEN
warned jurors recently that they must
not convict on DNA evidence alone.
High time that investigating Police
officers took this on board!




CCRC  CONCERNED OVER  CUTS.
Professor Graham Zellick (the CCRCl!s
chairman) has said that victims of
miscarriages of justice will have to
spend longer in prison before their
cases are reviewed by the Criminal
Cases Review Commission because of
government spending cuts. Staff who
leave the Criminal Cases Review
Commission are not being replaced,
which will lead to inevitable delays in
cases being investigated. Mr Zellick
said Olt does not have the slightest
impact on the intensity of the work but
it will have an impact of how quickly we
get round to dealing with cases. That!s
terribly upsetting for us.O

NicoLE  KIDMAN, "the face of
Chanel No 5!, has won substantial
damages from The Daily Telegraph
newspaper, after the paper accused
her of promoting a rival perfume in an
article last month in which it claimed
that, while promoting her latest film
"The Golden Compass! in London, she
was seen openly promoting her

Ofavourite perfumeO, Jo Malone. Her

solicitor, John Kelly, told judge Mr

Justice David Eady at London!s High

Court on 14" December that the article

Ofalsely alleged that she had put the
nose of her employer, Chanel, out of

place by attending press junkets all

over London with a bottle of Jo Malone,

her "favourite perfume!, close at hand.O
He continued: OThe article also falsely
claimed that, despite having signed a

multi-million  pound contract with

Chanel, the claimant was openly

promoting a competitor!s product and

"kept dabbing the Jo Malone perfume

on whenever she had a moment!. The

article meant, and was understood to

mean, that the claimant had acted in

an unprofessional and disloyal manner

by brazenly snubbing Chanel.0 He said
that the publishers now accept that the

allegations were untrue, and had

established that the source of the

article had invented the story. He said:

OThese allegations were not put to the
claimant or her representatives prior to

publication. Had the defendant done so

we would have been informed of their

utter falsity.O He said that in addition to
the apology the Telegraph had agreed

to pay her Osubstantial undisclosed
damagesO and all of her legal costs.
Nicole Kidman intends to donate her

damages to UNIFEM, the United

Nations  Development Fund for

Women. David Price, for the paper,

added: OThrough me the defendant
sincerely apologises to the claimant for

the distress and embarrassment this

article has caused. It accepts that the

allegations are untrue and ought never

to have been published.O

Clearly, therefore, if a barrister has wrong
you to proceed on dodgy grounds, the «
gill make an order for loss of time aga
Therefore, the message seems clear: if
been advised by your barrister that you
grounds for appeal and been refused
application for leave to appeal by the Sin
do not bothemewing your application to 1
Court on the off chance you may win. Yo
and you could well end up spending |

RIVERDANCE STAR MICHAEL FLATLEY has
been awarded a multi-million pound
payout over a false rape claim. The
Riverdance star was accused of
assaulting Tina Marie Robertson in
2002. She alleged that he raped her in
a Las Vegas hotel room but Michael
insisted that the sex was consensual.
Ms Robertson took out a civil action
and he then took out a counter suit for

extortion and defamation. After
Robertson!s claim was dismissed, Mr
Flatley was awarded £5.4 million by
the California Supreme Court. "Ms
Robertson tried to extort money from
me by spreading these lies,! he tells
BBC News. The Irish-American
dancer, who has been seriously ill with
a virus, rose to fame after performing
at the Eurovision Song Contest in
1994.

prison than you otherwise would have.

So make sure you have grounds for
appeal before moving to the Full Court!

ROBIN PRICE CLEARED OF ASSAULT.
Glancing out of his window as he
worked on his computer, Robin saw a
teenage boy throwing stones at his car.
He went outside and quizzed the
13-year-old, who refused to give his
name and address. Robin called Police

and his complaint was logged on the
police Helpline - but he was shocked
when officers called at his home a
week later at 9.35pm and arrrested
him.

Loss oF TIME ORDERs: The Risk of
Fruitless Appeals. This article was
kindly provided to us by Swain & Co
Solicitors, Oakwood Court, 62a The
Avenue, Southampton SO17 1XS ) )
(T: 023 8063 1111, F: 023 8023 3181). 1€ boy had accused him of grabbing
his face and pushing him against a
On the T®ecemb2006, the Court of Appgghll. Worcester magistrates convicted
issued its judgements in the cases of R v HaghilR ¥f common assault, but Judge
George, R v Clarke and R v Brown [2004n4r&F  Geddes quashed  the

App. R. 3239._ These_ appeals were _unrelaé_gqvig%n on appeal after retiring for
the Court delivered its judgement in relgtiQn g,

whether or not it should exercise its powe ﬂga{an five minutes, saying he and
. e endent magistrates were not
section 29 the Criminal Appeals Act 1968 gg%)ed \F/)vith the evidgc]ance
to direct that the period or part of the perio '
served by the applicants since they were s@hiejggge heard how the boy and three
should not count towards their sentence fagnd¥were walking home from school

grounds that their appeals were without mewWhen the incident happened. The

The Court stated thaabpprithout merit We}genager C'a'me‘? four OhoodiesO on
becoming more and more common bef&k€Fwere throwing stones at houses
Single Judge, taking up a significant amourR&Pffnbe was grabbed by Mr Price.
with applicants renewing their application folffihdis friends, who gave evidence
inevitable refusal by the Judge to the full @$ui@@o link, could not recall any
the same grounds. Due axththd Court felt iYandals on bikes. Adam Western,
had to consider whether to start usingefgfiding, said the boy had invented
previously seldom used power under s29tl@ARgaddie story to divert attention from
order to deter these time consuming and uhimatelwyn bad behaviour. Cross-
hopeless applications. In the event, the Coextamérisd by Adam Western, the boy
such an order in relation to HaarlendrCthe admitted picking up mud but insisted
basis that they had been advised by barristedsoipped it in the road.

writing that they had no hope of successfully .

appealing, and they had received a relfsgAggged that in 2004 the boy had

refusal from the Single Judge. been given a police caution for criminal
) damage when he threw a stone at

In relation to these two, the Court took the Yautteat car. Robin Price, who is

it was whollyecessary to renew their applicgliQ8nt running a London triathlon for

because they had no chance of succeediagarWit}igaid after being cleared: Oltls

the other two, George and Brown, the Ui That lad should be in court
declined to make the order because they % th '

received written Advices from barristers that their
appeals may have somdtrsegins, therefore

that, if applicants are told by their barris
proceed, then the risk of a loss of time c

greatly reduced. However, their Lordships 1

clear that OThe mere fact that Counsel ha

that there are grounds ddlapifienot always b

a sufficient answer to the question as to wt

not an application has indeed been broug

was totally without merit.O




Wow. Can this really be SAFARI!s 50"
monthly newsletter? It!s hard to believe
welve been going for so long now.

The idea of SAFARI was first
considered in mid 2003. Its name was

originally to be OF.A.S.T.O0 (OFalsely

Accused Support TeamO) and its
proposed logo was along these lines:

»

Falsely Accused Support Team

E but by the time of the first newsletter
it had become SAFARI (Supporting All
Falsely Accused with Reference
InformationO). The idea was, after all,
that we collated reference information
(such as legal precedents, successful
appeals, etc.) that people could use
when fighting their cases.

Issue 1 was first published just over
four years ago in December 2003. It
was a single-sided A4 sheet and went
to a mailing list of around 50 people.
And it took ages to design, print, fold,
address and post.

SAFARI

Supporing &)

Issue 1

«=1 December 2003
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Nowadays, the newsletter is posted out
to nearly 850 people and another
1,000+ receive it via the Internet.
Happily, continued improvements to
our handling systems mean that it still
takes less time each month to produce
today than it did in 2003, although
about 25% of each month is still put
aside for SAFARI work.

SAFARI was founded (and continues)
to support all those falsely accused of
any crime. False allegations tear
families apart and destroy lives, and
we seek to reverse that trend.

Over the years welve received
hundreds of heart-breaking letters from
devastated people who have been
affected by false allegations and simply
can!t see how they can reverse the
problem.

But thanks to those who never quit
fighting B no matter what B many
things are now changing for the better.
Many of those who have made false
allegations are being brought to the
public!s attention.

Welve also had heart-warming letters
from people who were on the point of
giving up, but wrote to say that our
newsletter gave them a new sense of
hope; one man even said he!d decided
against suicide having been greatly
affected by one of our editions. That
one really got to us!

Sometimes it can feel as if you!ll never
get through it B as if you!ll keep being
knocked down until you simply can!t
get up again. And you see those
making the false allegations not only
apparently getting away with causing
so much pain to so many people, but
also being rewarded for doing so by
being paid thousands of pounds of
"compensation! by the Criminal Injuries
Compensation Authority for making the
allegation in the first place.

Well b welve got news for you. The
only way youlll fail is if you quit trying.
Youlll fight. You!ll lose. Youl!ll fight
again. Youlll lose again. And youlll
keep fighting until one day, you!ll win.
And you will win eventually. And boy
will the winning feel good!

Vince Lombardi once said: OWinners
never quit and quitters never win.O How
true.

Welve got even better news for you.
Youlre not on your own. There are
thousands of people out there and
many support groups b all fighting for
justice for the falsely accused. Quite a
few MPs are now taking note and itls
the MPs who will bring about the laws
that will eventually give the falsely
accused the legal power to fight back
effectively.

Just remember when you feel that it!s
simply not worth fighting any more that
welre all there fighting with you. By all
means take a breather. By all means,
decide to get fitter, stronger, better
before you take up the baton and fight
again. But never, ever quit.

Things will change. Things are
changing. And if youlre feeling as low
as you can feel today, take heart in the
fact that you will bounce back.

SAFARI only has one goal: to achieve
the state where anyone affected by
false allegations can legally and
effectively protect themselves. Better
still, that the state should do its job and
protect the falsely accused! When the
legal system stops allowing convictions
without evidence; when those already
convicted of a crime they did not
commit can be released and their
names cleared; when those who
wilfully make false allegations are
punished to the same extent as those
who were originally convicted as a
result of the false allegations, etc; then
SAFARI!s job will be done. So fight
with us. Be honourable in all your
dealings. Tell the truth. And while you
fight, while you do all you can to
change what!s wrong, plan your future.
Goal setting is vital b even if you canlt
yet see how youlll achieve your goals.
Decide what you want to do with your
life, how you want to do it and who you
want to share your life with at the time.

Start from the "worst possible scenario!
(for example, having to spend years in
prison unless your appeal is won), plan
what you!ll do over the next few years;
what youl!ll achieve; what to do so
when you are released you can move
forward immediately. If youlre positive
about the future, you!ll be in the right
frame of mind to find ways of winning
and being able to get going on some of
your longer-term goals more quickly.
Make 2008 the year that the lives of
you and your loved ones are turned
around. For good.

SAFARI E-PETITIONS: Please get
everyone you know with Internet
access to sign our on-line Government
ePetitions. Please visit:
http://safari - uk.org
..to view all our ePetitions.

Thanks to Terry McCarthy (Parole Board for
England and Wales) for statistics of those
granted release on Parole despite
maintaining innocence.

Figures for month of November 2007
Non-lifers:

All offences 3 of 28 10.7%
Rape 1 of 14 7.1%
Indecent Assault 0 of 3 0.0%
Other Sex 0 of 1 0.0%
Violence 0 of 2 0.0%
Property 1 of 5 20.0%
Drugs 1 of 2 50.0%
Others 0 of 1 0.0%
Total Sex 1 of 18 5.6%
Total Non Sex 2 of 10 20.0%
Lifers only 0 of 0 n/a

[ No lifers were considered for parole this month ]




