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2013 Rose Laying – October 11, 2013 – Place of Remembrance 
 
Opening Remarks by Amanda Kullman, Remembrance Scholar 

Good afternoon.  On behalf of the University, the 25th Anniversary Committee, and my fellow 
Remembrance and Lockerbie Scholars, welcome.  It is wonderful to see that even though time has passed, this 
tradition has remained strong. 
  25 years have come and gone but still, there is little we can say to ease the pain felt that December day.  
While the sorrow continues to weigh heavy in our hearts, we come together today not to mourn, but to reflect.  We 
gather with a new found sense of hope; a hope that the dreams and aspirations of those taken from us were not 
lost  in the wreckage but rather, that they live on in each of us.   Today as we lay roses in memory of each of the 
victims we do more than look back on the past.  Today, we vow to act forward, to carry on the legacies of those lost 
and to incite change in the world around us. 
 
 
Invocation by Graham Herbert, Rector, Lockerbie Academy, Scotland 
Let us bow our heads in prayer. 

With all the earth’s people we join as one to pray for a world where we can live in peace and harmony 
together; a world where there is no place for war, hatred or violence; a place where each and every one of us, 
regardless of race, religion or gender may be valued equally.  

Today, as we remember all those who perished in the Lockerbie disaster we give thanks for the lives each 
one led, be it short or long, and for the joy and happiness they brought to all those who knew and loved them.  We 
pray for their families and friends, bereft so cruelly and suddenly. We know only too well that brave faces and 
cheerful smiles hide dashed dreams and broken hearts and we ask that when they face their dark times they may 
be comforted by the love that passes all understanding. 

We who are gathered here today find ourselves bound by a common cord - a cord not of our choosing. We 
give thanks that this cord, created unwittingly out of an act of evil that sought to restrict and control us, has 
strengthened year on year into an unbreakable chain, woven from the threads of happy memories and forged in 
loving, thankful hearts.  Today, we pray as we stand united in remembrance, side by side, hand in hand as the links 
in this chain, that we may show those who sought to destroy us that they have only made us stronger. 

And now, in the words of the Gaelic Blessing, we ask for peace in the hearts of everyone here today and 
for all those throughout the world who have been touched in any way by the tragic events over Lockerbie twenty-
five years ago. 

May the road rise up to meet you. 
May the wind be always at your back. 

May the sun shine warm upon your face; 
the rains fall soft upon your fields and until we meet again, 

may your God hold you in the palm of His hand. 
Amen 
 
 
Statements Read by Remembrance Scholars 
 
Steven Russell Berrell  
Steven Russell Berrell was a native of Fargo, North Dakota. Steven is remembered for his many roles as a son, 
brother, uncle, and loyal friend. I lay this rose on behalf of Steven and act forward in his memory.  
 
Kenneth Bissett  
Kenneth Bissett was a charming man with a wonderful sense of humor, and a love for jazz. Kenneth was studying 
communications at Cornell University. He knew the questions he had about this world, and was determined to 
share his answers with others. I lay this rose on behalf of Kenneth and act forward in his memory. 
 
Stephen J. Boland  
Stephen J Boland’s Delta Tau Delta brothers described him as someone who had a palpable love of life.  I lay this 
rose on behalf of Stephen and act forward in his memory.  
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Nicole Elise Boulanger  
Nicole Elise Boulanger was a dean’s list student and musical theatre performance who loved both SU and being on 
stage.  I lay this rose on behalf of Nicole and act forward in her memory.  
 
Timothy Cardwell  
Timothy Cardwell was a sky diver, chorus member, captain of the soccer team, and Army ROTC cadet. His energy 
was contagious. I lay this rose on behalf of Timothy and act forward in his memory.  
 
Theodora Cohen  
In the 6

th
 grade Theodora Cohen announced: theatre is my life” and from that moment on acting and singing 

became the central focus of her life.  I lay this rose on behalf of Theodora and act forward in her memory.  
 
Eric Coker  
Eric Coker loved current events. He relished a good political debate, and had the unique ability to argue any side 
and still come out on top.  I lay this rose on behalf of Eric and act forward in his memory.  
 
Jason Coker 
Like his twin brother Eric, Jason Coker was described as “gregarious."  He was an aspiring journalist and, as his 

friend put it, "the first person to dare me to think about the world around me." I lay this rose on behalf of Jason and 

act forward in his memory. 

 
Gary Colansanti  
Gary Leonard Colasanti was an award-winning artist, a well-rounded athlete, and a respected brother of Sigma 
Alpha Epsilon, Gary is perhaps best remembered for his ever-present smile and genuine compassion for all. I lay 
this rose for Gary act forward, in his memory. 
 
Scott Marsh Cory  
Everyone who knew Scott Marsh Cory said that he was always smiling and had an irrepressible sense of 
humor.  He loved SU, and once dyed his hair bright orange to show off his school pride. I lay this rose on behalf of 
Scott and act forward in his memory.  
 
Gretchen Joyce Dater  
Gretchen Joyce Dater was a talented artist who aspired to be an elementary school art teacher.  I lay this rose on 
behalf of Gretchen and act forward in her memory.  
 
Shannon Davis  
Shannon Davis never outgrew the child in her, instead she embraced it. With gentleness and enthusiasm, she 
welcomed life and always appreciated the small things.  I lay this rose on behalf of Shannon and act forward in her 
memory.  
 
Turhan Ergin  
Whether it was onstage, on the field, or in the classroom, Turhan Ergin never shied away from the potential for risk 
and adventure.  I lay this rose on behalf of Turhan and act forward in his memory.  
 

John Patrick Flynn  
John Patrick Flynn was a Colgate University junior studying through SU Abroad.  A star athlete, he was a popular 
and had an immense zest for life. I lay this rose on behalf of JP and act forward in his memory.  
 
Pamela Elaine Herbert  
Pamela Elaine Herbert was a dual Economics and Sociology major at Bowdoin College and a Syracuse University 
Abroad student.  She was a young woman of incredible academic achievement, spiritual devotion and human 
compassion.  I lay this rose on behalf of Pamela and act forward in her memory.  
  
Karen Lee Hunt  
Karen Lee Hunt’s wrote this poem for a friend: Something has happened to keep us apart but always and forever 
you're in my heart someday soon from now 'til forever I'll meet you again and we'll be together I'm not sure how and 
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I'm not sure when together, forever, somewhere, my friend. I lay this rose on behalf of Karen and act forward in her 
memory. 
Christopher Andrew Jones 
Christopher Andrew Jones was a devoted son and brother.  He aspired to a career in sports writing and loved the 
Boston Red Sox.  I lay this rose on behalf of Christopher and act forward in his memory.  
 
Juliann Frances Kelly  
Juliann Frances Kelly is remembered by her family as someone who saw the humor in everyday life, listened with a 
sympathetic ear, and believed that one person could make a difference.  I lay this rose on behalf of Julianne and 
act forward in her memory.  
 
Wendy Lincoln 
Wendy Lincoln radiated beauty, laughter, and love. Her friends remember her energy to meet new people -- she 
was always the one to strike up a conversation with someone new wherever she went.  I lay this rose on behalf of 
Wendy and act forward in her memory.  
 
Alexander Lowenstein  
Alexander Lowenstein  loved surfing and scuba diving, and loved spending his summers in Montauk.  I lay this rose 
on behalf of Alexander and act forward in his memory.  
 
Suzanne Miazga  
Suzanne Miazga was patient, kind, and an enthusiastic. She was a graduate student in the school of social work.  
Suzanne said she wanted to "live life, not just exist." I lay this rose on behalf of Suzanne and act forward in her 
memory.  
 
Richard Monetti  
Richard Monetti was a strong advocate for alcohol and drug education among youth, but his greatest passion was 
sports. I lay this rose on behalf of Richard and act forward in his memory.  
 
Anne Lindsey Otenasek  
Anne Lindsey Otenasek was a social work major who wanted to work with deaf children.  Lindsey’s mother is 
quoted as saying “Lindsey was always looking out for people who needed her help.” I lay this rose on behalf of 
Anne and act forward in her memory.  
 
Peter Pierce  
Peter Pierce was described by his wife as "A modern Renaissance man and an old-fashioned gentleman." And 
what better place is there for a Renaissance man than Florence, Italy, where he was studying. I lay this rose on 
behalf of Peter and act forward in his memory.  
 
Sarah S.B. Philipps  
Sarah Phillips had a love for cooking, athletics, and sunshine.  She was bright and friendly and brought laughter 
and happiness to her world. I lay this rose on behalf of Sarah and act forward in her memory.  
 
Frederick “Sandy” Phillips  
Frederick “Sandy” Phillips was affectionately known as “the sandman”.  He loved poetry, music, skiing, camping, 
and even motorcycled across the US and Canada.  I lay this rose on behalf of Sandy and act forward in his 
memory.  
 
Louise “Luann” Rogers  
Louise “Luann” Rogers was a Maryland Institute of Art student studying thorough SU Abroad.  She was described 
as a “vivacious, fun-loving, caring and very loving young woman.”  I lay this rose on behalf of Luann and act forward 
in her memory.  
 
Thomas Schultz  
Thomas Schultz decided to study abroad in London because he believed it was the land where history was 
made.  He was an aspiring lawyer and had planned to work on Capitol Hill the summer after returning to the 
states.   I lay this rose on behalf of Thomas and act forward in his memory.  
 
Amy Shapiro  
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Amy Shapiro Amy planned to turn her two favorite hobbies – writing and photography - into a career in magazines. 
Amy’s motto for life was: “Limits only exist in one’s mind,” and she embodied this sentiment wholeheartedly.  I lay 
this rose on behalf of Amy and act forward in her memory.  
 
Cynthia J. Smith  
Cynthia J. Smith wanted to become a fashion designer, so it was no surprise that she loved shopping and went 
abroad to London to study fashion.  Her father was once said “Cynthia just loved life.” I lay this rose on behalf of 
Cynthia and act forward in her memory.  
 
Alexia Tsairis  
Alexia Tsairis was a member of the varsity volleyball team and a talented photography student. Alexia was planning 
to spend the summer in Nicaragua with Witness for Peace.  She said, “I’m going to document what is happening 
there so the world can see the human suffering in violent conflict.” I lay this rose on behalf of Alexia and act forward 
in her memory.  
 
Mark Tobin  
Mark Tobin loved to travel and he loved sports, both watching and participating. He lived chasing his dreams with 
joy and enthusiasm.  I lay this rose on behalf of Mark and act forward in his memory.  
 
Nicolas Andreas Vrenios  
Nicholas Andreas Vrenios left for London with three prized possessions: a camera, a guitar, and a skateboard. He 
used his time abroad to the fullest, and his favorite expression was “Go for it!”  I lay this rose on behalf of Nicholas 
and act forward in his memory.  
 
Keesha Weedon  
Keesha Weedon’s goal was to serve disadvantaged children. She took this dream with her to London, where she 
volunteered with immigrant children.  Her roommate in London remembers Keesha for her incredible generosity. I 
lay this rose on behalf of Keesha and act forward in her memory.  
  
Miriam Wolfe  
In her yearbook, Miriam Wolfe wrote that she wanted “to keep in touch with my friends, to sing and dance my way 
through life, live in a loft in the Village, star on Broadway, become internationally famous, win an Oscar, move to a 
penthouse in Central Park West, and live happily ever after.”   I lay this rose on behalf of Miriam and act forward in 
her memory.  
 
 
Remembrance by Callum Johnstone, Lockerbie Scholar 

February 27, 2013: I heard news that I will never forget, that I was chosen as a 2013-14 Lockerbie scholar. 
All my hard work had paid off. As somebody who has lived in Lockerbie all my life, I would like to share that my 
family has a very close connection with the Pan Am 103 air disaster. The houses in front of mine were completely 
destroyed. A memorial plaque stands across the street from our front door and I am reminded of it every time I 
leave the house. During the aftermath, my Nana took in fireman and made sure they were kept as happy as they 
possibly could be. This scholarship is one of the best things to emerge from such a terrible events.  It allows 
Lockerbie scholars to link up with the Remembrance scholars in order to remember the 35 students traveling with 
Syracuse University Abroad- along with the 235 other people - who died in the disaster. We all combine our efforts 
to spread awareness about what happened on December 21st of 1988. I feel honoured to represent my school, 
family and Scotland in remembering back, and acting forward. I hope that this scholarship continues to prosper so 
that we can continue to spread awareness and remember the lives of the wonderfully different people who tragically 
died on the fateful day. Thank you. 
 
Closing Remarks by Amanda Kullman, Remembrance Scholar 

As we close today, I would like to say thank you.  First, thank you to everyone who has made this 
ceremony possible.  It is because of your commitment and dedication, that Remembrance Week and all it entails, 
has been a continued success.  Second, thank you to everyone who has joined us today.  Your presence is proof 
that these victims have not and will not be forgotten “so long as this University shall stand.” 

I would now like to invite you to join us for the 25th Anniversary Remembrance Convocation.  The event will 
begin at 3:00 and is being held in Hendricks Chapel. We hope to see you there! 

Thank you. 
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2013 Remembrance Convocation – October 11, 2013 – Hendricks Chapel 
 
Convocation Address by Edward L. Galvin, University Archivist and Pan Am Archivist 

On behalf of Chancellor Nancy Cantor and the Syracuse University community I want to welcome you to 
this significant Remembrance Scholars Convocation.  We have once again reached a memorable milestone year - 
25 years since the terrorist bombing of Pan Am Flight 103 over Lockerbie, Scotland.  That cowardly act not only 
took the lives of 35 students studying abroad with Syracuse University, but the lives of 235 others. Those of us who 
gather here today have all been touched in some way by this event.  Some of us have lost loved ones or friends.  
Some have dedicated ourselves to ensuring that the world will always remember Pan Am Flight 103.  Others of us 
are scholars, carrying on in a small, but important way the lives of those and who are no longer with us.  

I want to thank Chancellor Cantor for the opportunity to share my personal thoughts on Pan Am 103 today. 
Eighteen years ago I came to Syracuse to direct the University’s Archives and Records Management program.  The 
posting for the position however made no mention of the Pan Am 103 collection being part of the University 
Archives.  It seems unfathomable to me that something that is now such a central part of our archives could have 
been hardly more than a casual “oh, by the way” in my 1995 interview.  What that may actually show though is that 
the bonds between the University, the people of Lockerbie, and the victims’ families have been greatly enriched 
over the years.  As an example, our Pan Am 103 Archives is becoming of such consequence internationally that it 
now requires dedicated archival support for the collection on a daily basis. 

Ten years ago several of us from SU attended the 15
th
 anniversary Memorial Cairn service at Arlington 

National Cemetery.  That poignant event proved for me to be the moment that moved me from being merely the 
steward of a collection to an active participant in the Pan Am 103 story.  After the ceremony I had the opportunity to 
talk with several victims’ families. SU had done so much to embrace our 35 victims, that it was time to accept the 
other 235 and their families as ours as well.  I recommended that the Archives expand to include materials relating 
to all 270 victims and that we change the name of the collection to the Pan Am Flight 103 / Lockerbie Air Disaster 
Archives to reflect the international component of the tragedy.   

Last month three of us from Syracuse University had the exceptional privilege of visiting Lockerbie for the 
first time.  For years I had been told by colleagues and victims’ families that Lockerbie is indeed a special place, not 
only because it is a hallowed place to us, but because it is one abounding with people who are open   and 
welcoming to those of us from Syracuse.  Our primary purposes for visiting Lockerbie were to enhance the Scottish 
perspective within the Archives and to conduct oral histories.  We interviewed over 25 police, firemen, teachers, 
doctors and others affected by the Lockerbie Air Disaster.  Interviews with these “people of Lockerbie” were heart-
breaking, but uplifting and inspiring as well, and gave some their first public audience in which to share their stories.  
These people who never asked for or deserved what came their way, went so far beyond what anyone, anyone 
could have asked of them. I was most touched personally by the words of a radiographer from the local hospital, 
Jane Maxwell, who spent three weeks x-raying victims for identification purposes.  In her interview with us she said 
she has always wanted to tell the families “I felt so sorry for these people and I wanted them to know that even in 
death we looked after their folks and tried our best. I felt that I had lost 270 people.” 

Let me close by saying a few words directly to our scholars.  Some of you may have already made that 
leap that I made from passive to active participant in Pan Am 103.  You may already truly comprehend the 
significance of the award you are receiving today.  For others that comprehension may not come until later.  Maybe 
it will be when some future act of terrorism hits you like a punch to the gut.  Or maybe it will be when you become a 
parent and finally understand that special bond a parent has with their child.   But it will come.  And I encourage you 
to always remember your mission for this remembrance year – to act forward – to commit yourselves to seeing 
positive come from this awful event. 

In the Lockerbie Town Hall there is a stained glass window showing a heraldic shield bearing the word 
“Forward”, the town of Lockerbie’s motto.  Lockerbie has always looked forward, but it is abundantly clear to me 
after having visited there, that they have respect for their past.  We here at Syracuse University also strive to move 
toward the future, but by building off our own past.   

Shortly you 2013 scholars will be called to the stage to be recognized for your outstanding 
accomplishments, but first I would like to introduce our Lockerbie Scholars who are here with us for a year from 
Scotland through the generosity of the people of Lockerbie.  Will our Lockerbie Scholars please come forward.  
Callum Johnstone and Caroline Caddell.  Unfortunately Caroline has had to return to Scotland, but will hopefully be 
back with us in the Spring.  Representing her today is Fergus Barrie, former Lockerbie Scholar and current Syracuse 
University Junior.  
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Before I leave the podium I want to acknowledge one more person, someone who has given their time and 
energy to the Remembrance and Lockerbie Scholar programs for the past 25 years.  Because of that great 
commitment, later this year the Order of the British Empire will be conferred upon our own Judy O’Rourke, Director 
of Undergraduate Studies.  Judy, can I ask you to please stand so that your friends and your colleagues can 
publically thank you for all you have done to change the lives of so many for the better. 
Convocation Address by Marwa Eltagouri , Remembrance Scholar 

Around 1 pm last Saturday I decided to go up to do some homework in Panaschi lounge in the Schine 
Student Center. It’s usually empty on Saturdays but it was homecoming weekend, so groups of alumni clad in their 
orange gear for the game would come upstairs to the lounge every few minutes. I don’t think a lot of them expected 
to run into the Flight Pan Am 103 poster exhibit some of the scholars organized. If you haven’t seen it, by the way, 
you should – it’s an elegant arrangement of large, black posters with a simple design: the victim’s portrait, their 
name, their major.  My back was to the exhibit but I could hear the comments they were making. “Look how 
beautiful she was.” “Oh, Gary Collasanti, Anna knew him, he was in all her classes.” It was when I heard several 
alumni gasp at once that I turned to watch them. They were looking at the poster of the Coker brothers, Jason and 
Eric. “The poor mother,” one of them said. “She lost both her twins?” “Unbelievable,” the other whispered.  

I wish that the Pan Am 103 bombing was an accident, a one-time occurrence whose terror would never be 
repeated. The fact it isn't is the sad truth. To the families of the victims -- I don't know what it's like. I wasn't alive 
when the tragedy happened -- I don't think any of us scholars were -- but I know losing a child, in some cases, your 
only child, in other cases, both your twin boys, is the sharpest of pains. 25 years later, your grief isn't as raw but 
your hearts are just as shattered. And a pressing question knocks on your door again and again -- does this flood of 
suffering ever fade away? 

I’m Libyan myself, my parents moved to America to escape Gaddafi’s regime, around the time of the 
bombing. My mom came in January, just after. I personally thought the suffering would clear once a conviction had 
been made, or once Libya claimed responsibility. But two years after Gaddafi’s death, I realize that wasn’t the 
answer to moving forward.  

The answer first came to me while I was sitting in Panasci, watching even alumni rediscover the power of 
Remembrance Week. For other scholars, it was standing shoulder to shoulder holding a warm, glowing candle in 
their hand at the vigil Monday night, looking at the hundred or so people who also came to pay their respects. And 
for some, it was in the midst of a semi-chaotic assembly line in Marshall Square Mall, where we prepared 400 
peanut butter and jelly lunches for a shelter downtown.  

All 35 of us, at some point over the last few months, found the answer. We realized that, sadly, the pain is 
always there. But we also realized that the only thing worse than assuming we couldn’t get the better of suffering 
was assuming we couldn’t do anything its wake.  

I think all of us were a little intimidated by one another when we walked into our first meeting. After all, 
you’re in a room with 34 of the brightest, most accomplished kids in your class of 3,000+ students. These scholars 
all have a common trait – sleep-deprivation – because they’re stacking classes on top of being presidents of a 
organization while still maintaining a sparkling GPA. In the next few weeks, we formed about 15 committees to take 
on various projects in planning Remembrance Week, most of us on more than one committee, and by the first 
month in, all of us became such good friends. Really, we now get meals with one another and plan get-togethers. 
The truth is, I don’t think any of us are surprised we’re so close. These scholars aren’t just hardworking or 
accomplished. They’re selfless. And for the last month they’ve put their classes, work and jobs on the backburner 
for the bigger cause of reconstruction and acting forward, and making sure everyone else on this campus is just as 
aware of the tragedy as they are.  

Today, each of us scholars placed a white tulip bulb in this basket. It’s another step toward acting forward, 
as the bulbs will be planted next week in the garden surrounding the Wall of Remembrance. Originally from Persia, 
the gift of a tulip was a declaration of love. And as we near the end of Remembrance Week, all we have nothing but 
love for Syracuse University, and the memory of the Pan Am victims. To quote Professor Joan Deppa from the 
media panel we held last night, “The tragedy made Syracuse University better. It taught us how much we care 
about our students.” 

As Remembrance Scholars, we promise a lifelong mission to spread the stories. The stories of the victims 
lives. The stories of how Syracuse would change forever. Our generation will remember, and more importantly, 
push the cause forward. 

Most of all though, we're here to help ease the suffering. Sometimes it's the things we don't understand -- 
these tragedies, that call for the deepest trust in one another. To the victims, to the families, and to the SU 
community: I hope that little by little, year by year, scholar by scholar, we will help bring you some peace. 
 
Keynote Address by Lesley Thomson, Solicitor General for Scotland  
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In my brief time at here Syracuse University I have had the privilege to speak to and meet students with 
amazing promise, many at the very start of their academic careers and their adult lives. 

It’s 38 years since I started as a student at Glasgow University but I can remember it as clearly as if it was 
tomorrow!  That stage in one’s life where there is an unquenchable thirst to learn and explore. The stage where 
lasting friendships and relationships are formed. The stage where adventures are had and plans for the future are 
hatched. That stage where all that life has to offer and all you will contribute stretches out in front of you.  

On 21 December 1988, in a small town in the south of Scotland, two hundred and seventy families suffered 
an unimaginable tragedy.  From this University families suffered the loss of 35 students, men and women who had 
done nothing more than to strive to better him or herself in a study programme abroad, representing Syracuse 
University in Europe and planning for the future. 

Many of them were at the very same stage in their studies and lives as the students with us today.  The 
University lost, as the Chancellor of the day described it, “its brightest and best”. 

I cannot think, therefore, of a more fitting tribute to those 270 people, and to those 35 students in particular, 
than the ongoing work of the University in bringing together families every year whose only connection initially was 
the loss of a relative on the flight, or on the ground in Lockerbie. 

Families with no previous connection to the University have been welcomed over the years and the 
University archive is a place where loved ones will be forever commemorated, where families can share memories 
and know that those memories will be preserved for others to see; from 82 year old Jean Aitken Murray of 
Sherwood Crescent, Lockerbie to Brittany Leigh Williams, of New York, aged just 2 months, there is the opportunity 
to remember them and celebrate their lives. 

I cannot commend highly enough those involved in the creation and maintenance of the Remembrance 
Scholarship Programme, which does so much to educate those on campus and beyond of the devastating effects 
of terrorism. 

Now I make no apology for mentioning something that’s already been said.   This year Mrs Judy O’Rourke 
was awarded the Order of the British Empire, which is a National order of chivalry for someone who has made an 
impact for the United Kingdom.  This was in recognition of her services to the communities of Syracuse and 
Lockerbie, following the attack of Pan Am 103 in 1988. 

This was an award greatly deserved and reflecting her dedication to the Scholarship Programme which has 
created and enduring and dignified link to the town of Lockerbie. 

Additionally the work of the Syracuse archivists in the past month in the town has captured much of the 
local spirit and the desire to help which I know so many families found comforting in the immediate aftermath of the 
disaster. 

But turning to the future; what does that hold?  As a prosecutor I cannot guarantee that the current 
investigation will uncover enough evidence to allow us to raise further criminal proceedings but I can promise that 
the Lord Advocate and I are committed wholeheartedly to this investigation. 

For us there is no better mark of respect for the indomitable spirit and fortitude of the families who have 
fought so hard to get justice for their loved ones, than to continue to do all we can to bring to account those others 
who were involved in this atrocity. 

For the remembrance scholars, like the hundreds of remembrance scholars before them the future is 
undoubtedly full of promise and we wish those talented students all the very best as they continue on life’s journey.  
You go forward with your dreams and those you represent. 

I’m in America so I will quote a film maker who enriched all our childhoods with his animated movies, “If you 
can dream it then you can do it”. 
 
 

2013 Remembrance Week - SU College of Law Lecture & Discussion – October 10, 2013 
 
Lesley Thomson, Solicitor General for Scotland  

LEARNING THE LESSONS FROM LOCKERBIE 25 YEARS ON 
The international prosecution effort, to Kamp Zeist and beyond 

 
Good morning ladies and gentlemen.  I'd like to thank first of all the College of Law for the very kind invitation to 
speak to you today, and in particular to thank Bill for a very kind introduction.   

Some events in life are so significant that one will always remember where one was or what one was doing 
at the time.   

On the night of 21
st
 December 1988 I was living in Glasgow as a young prosecutor and a fairly new mum 

with a 1 year old.  I watched the news, it was approaching the Christmas holiday time and probably I did what many 
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other families did over those days as news came through; hugged our children closer.  I wondered later if I would 
be involved in the team.  I did not anticipate 25 years later I would be speaking to you today. 

What I wish to do this morning is spend a little time describing how Scotland, with the assistance primarily 
of the United States, came to prosecute two Libyan accused (defendants) in a disused air base in the Netherlands; 
a truly international effort. I also want to talk a little bit about the lasting legacy of this prosecution case, on 
Scotland, Scots law and beyond, in so far as I am able to against the background of a live criminal investigation and 
the ongoing endeavour to bring to justice others who were involved in what has been repeatedly and correctly 
described as “an act of state sponsored terrorism.” 

It is particularly important for me to have the opportunity to talk about these aspects of the prosecution 
here, at Syracuse University.  We have come together to commemorate the 35 students who lost their lives at 
Lockerbie.  But today is also an opportunity for me, as a Scottish Law Officer, to pay tribute and say thank you to 
Syracuse University for the unique role performed during the trial by the late Professor Donna Artz and her students 
of 2000 to 2001.  With assistance and support from the Office for Victims of Crime in the US Department of Justice, 
the students set up, under the leadership of Professor Artz, the Lockerbie Trial Families Project.  Based here in 
Syracuse, they digested each day’s evidence from the trial at Kamp Zeist and provided daily summaries of the 
evidence on a secure website for all the families of the victims across the world.  

Despite the notorious nature of the crime: the length of the trial and its location in the Netherlands did not 
encourage detailed, or even accurate, reporting by the media.  It was essential that the families had accurate 
information.  There were live video streams of the trial available to the families, including in the United States, but 
not everyone could give up the time to follow the evidence in detail in this way or indeed may have wished to watch 
the evidence in this way.   

Professor Artz and her students provided a resource to the families which allowed them to follow the 
evidence over a lengthy period of time, to review it, to make the connections and to understand the case in a way 
which was unique at that time.  I am not sure if anything similar has been done in the US since then in other cases, 
but it remains a unique contribution to Scottish criminal justice and one for which I am delighted to say thank you 
today. 

Before going further, I think I should explain a little bit about the system of prosecution in Scotland, which is 
very different to that in the United States.  

The Lord Advocate and I are the Law Officers for Scotland.  We are both appointed to and removed from 
office by Her Majesty the Queen on the recommendation of the First Minister with the approval of the Scottish 
Parliament.  We are both Ministers in the Scottish Government and may participate in proceedings of the Scottish 
Parliament, although, since we are not elected Members of the Parliament we may not vote.  We remain in office as 
long as the Government does and we have two main roles;  

1.  Principal Legal Advisers to the Government; and 
2.  Head of the Prosecution Service. 

The Lord Advocate is the head of the system of criminal prosecutions and the investigation of deaths in 
Scotland.  In that capacity he has a duty to act independently of any other person.  I am quite simply his Deputy.  
We are both answerable to the Scottish Parliament but may decline to answer any questions if we consider that in 
doing so, it might prejudice criminal proceedings or would be contrary to the public interest.   

The Lord Advocate is responsible for appointing or removing our public prosecutors, known as “Procurators 
Fiscal” in the Sheriff Courts (sentences are imposed up to a maximum of 5 years) and Advocate Deputes (Crown 
Counsel) who prosecute in his name in the High Court of Justiciary (High Court).   A team of around 500 
Procurators Fiscal and 34 Crown Counsel.   

Procurators Fiscal under the authority of the Lord Advocate may issue instructions to the police in relation 
to the investigation and prosecution of crimes, and the police are obliged in law to obey those instructions.  
 
Independence 
The Prosecutor in Scotland is independent of the judiciary and cannot be compelled to bring or abandon a 
prosecution.  As ‘master of the instance’ the Prosecutor is wholly responsible for the conduct of the prosecution 
including the right to withdraw a case or to accept a plea to a lesser charge.   

The Prosecutor in Scotland is also completely independent of the Police who, as I have said, are subject to 
the Procurator Fiscal’s instructions in their investigation and reporting of crimes.  In serious crimes such as murder 
or major disasters the Procurator Fiscal will attend personally at the scene of the incident to give direct instructions 
to the Police as to what enquiries are to be carried out.  (At the crime scene in a murder nothing is moved until the 
PF has attended).  I will speak in a little more detail later about that when describing the immediate response to the 
bombing of Pan Am 103. 

The Procurator Fiscal will also direct and attend the post mortem autopsy and thereafter carry out an 
independent investigation which can include in certain circumstances interviewing material witnesses as well as 
experts in any investigation.   
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There exists therefore a natural tension between the accountability of the public prosecutor and the 
assertion of prosecutorial independence; the ability to resist political pressure, media manipulation, and the court of 
public opinion on what or who should be prosecuted is crucial.   

Prosecution must truly reflect the public interest in a considered and dispassionate fashion and it is, in my 
experience, rarely a process which receives praise or acclaim.  There is often suggestion or criticism about what 
the prosecution could have or should have done, rather than an acknowledgement of what was done.  

In the context of the Lockerbie case prosecutors have been asked things like “do you really think he did it?” 
and “surely Megrahi didn’t do it on his own” to name but a few. We don’t try our cases in the media but we try our 
cases clearly in the public domain ie. the only appropriate forum for trying a case is a courtroom according to the 
rules of evidence in a controlled legal way ensuring robust presentation of a case in a fair manner.  It is often 
difficult therefore to address questions and the underlying insinuations in a meaningful manner in a media context.  

Prosecutors have nothing if they do not have their integrity and independence.  So let me make one thing 
clear.  This case was prosecuted before 3 judges at trial and argued before 5 Judges at appeal. We go where the 
evidence takes us. Thus far it has taken us to the heart of the Qadaffi regime and the Libyan intelligence and we 
have secured a conviction, of an intelligence operative before a court to the rigorous standards of Scots law.  

Our position was, and remains, that Albdelbaset Ali Mohmed Al-Megrahi was involved in this murder and 
that he was acting with others to further the cause of the Libyan regime under Qadaffi.  
 
Interaction with Families 
The conviction of Megrahi is by no means the end of this journey and I will talk a little more about that later, but in 
Scotland we prosecutors have not made it easy on ourselves; the need to protect and preserve prosecutorial 
independence over the years has made us seem at times distant, detached and unsympathetic to the needs of 
others.  A concern in years gone by that closer interaction with victims and witnesses and law enforcement be seen 
as something which could erode and undermine that independence.  

When I joined Scotland’s prosecution service in the early 1980s as a procurator fiscal depute in Greenock, 
it was not such a forward thinking service, not innovative.  In many respects there was a tendency to shelter behind 
the contention that prosecutors did not explain the reasons for their decision making and actions, and that to do so 
would in some way undermine the whole concept and premise of prosecution; as if being more transparent and 
increasing prosecutorial accountability was something to be shied away from.  

Much of that thinking was challenged and in a way overhauled by the approach taken in prosecuting what 
will forever be known as “the Lockerbie case”.   As prosecutors we can only ever be truly independent and 
accountable if all our actions are conducted in a transparent way and those directly involved understand why we 
are making certain decisions and taking certain approaches. 

It has been said many times and in many different fora that the Lockerbie trial proceedings were unique, 
not just in relation to where and how the proceedings took place, but in how we as a prosecution service responded 
to the needs of bereaved family members. 

Scotland is a small, but immensely proud country. According to the most recent figures the number of 
people living in Scotland has reached a new high and at the end of June 2012 the population stood at 5,313,600 - 
up 18,200 since the last census on 27 March 2011.   

In 2011-12, there were 88 cases of homicide involving 90 victims. Over the last 10 years, the most common 
method of killing has consistently been with a sharp instrument. In 2011-12, of the 103 persons accused of 
homicide, for whom the alcohol and drug status was known, 82% were reported to have been drunk and/or under 
the influence of drugs at the time.  

The destruction of Pan Am 103 on 21 December 1988 was a crime of a scale never before experienced by 
first responders, law enforcement or prosecutors, resulting in the death of 270 individuals at differing stages of their 
lives - from infants to students to adults. It is the largest homicide case that Scotland’s prosecutors have ever 
encountered, and it remains to this day the largest terrorist attack on UK soil, and was, prior to 9/11, the largest 
attack on the United States. 

The families left behind  and affected by the tragedy often had no more in common than the one thing that 
brought them together - that they had lost a family member on board “The Clipper Maid of the Seas” or on the 
ground at Lockerbie. There were within this group, without doubt, the full spectrum of personalities, sensitivities, 
strengths and weaknesses.  

The effort to establish the court and prosecute the two Libyans against whom we had a sufficiency of 
evidence was, from the beginning, international in scale and in scope.  This reflected the international nature of the 
act of terrorism on 21

st
 December 1988 when an improvised explosive device, hidden inside a Toshiba radio 

cassette player, detonated on board flight Pan Am 103, then en route from London Heathrow to John F Kennedy 
Airport at New York.  It was undeniably an attack on the United States of America.   

The aircraft was American, the majority of the passengers were American and it was flying to the United 
States.  However, the detonation of the device took place within the United Kingdom’s airspace, as a result of which 
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11 residents of Lockerbie were killed in addition to the 243 passengers and 16 crew members.  In total, the victims 
of the disaster came from 21 different countries.   

The primary responsibility for the investigation fell to the Scottish police and the Scottish prosecution 
service.   

Accordingly, one of the first people to be contacted after the crash at Lockerbie was Jimmy McDougall, 
then the Procurator Fiscal at Dumfries.  He was approaching retirement, but he chose to devote himself full-time to 
the Lockerbie atrocity up until the completion of the substantive Police investigation in 1992.  Indeed, he took up 
quarters alongside the Police at Lockerbie during the major part of the investigation.  
 

Scotland, and the local procurator fiscal assuming jurisdiction for this international investigation was very 
much a matter of happenstance   Had the disaster taken place a few minutes earlier, the wreckage would have 
fallen in England, in legal terms a different country with a different criminal jurisdiction and different rules of 
procedure and evidence.  A few minutes later it would have fallen in the Atlantic Ocean with the chances of 
recovering any evidence, particularly sufficient evidence to support a criminal prosecution, remote and unlikely. 
 
Joint Effort 
It was, however, very much a joint effort with other countries, primarily the United States of America.  The FBI and 
the United States Department of Justice were heavily involved in the criminal investigation.  This continued 
throughout the preparation for trial and indeed during the trial itself.   

We were particularly fortunate to have the assistance of 2 experienced Assistant United States Attorneys 
who joined the Scottish prosecution team in court throughout the trial and appeal, being swept up themselves in the 
myriad of conspiracy theories that have plagued this investigation almost from day one.  

Special mention must also be made of a number of other countries who contributed valuable assistance to 
the investigation and the trial, in particular, Germany, Switzerland, Malta, Sweden and Japan. 

There was also an investigation by the then West German authorities as a result of evidence which 
demonstrated the possible routing of the device through Frankfurt Airport.  The German investigation fell under the 
responsibility of the State Prosecutor at Frankfurt.  Rather than unify these 3 separate investigations into one, a 
decision was taken to allow the 3 investigations to run concurrently but in a closely co-ordinated fashion.  For this 
reason, both the FBI and the German investigators set up field offices in Lockerbie and the Scottish police 
established similar facilities in Washington DC and at Meckenheim in Germany.  I’m not sure that such international 
co-operation had ever been seen before. 

As a result of these investigations, simultaneous announcements were made on 14
th
 November 1991 by 

the Acting Attorney General of the United States and the then Lord Advocate in Scotland of the issuing of warrants 
for the arrest of the 2 Libyan accused, Abdelbaset Ali Mohmed Al Megrahi and Al Amin Khalifa Fhimah.   

This was the first occasion when 2 separate criminal jurisdictions had obtained arrest warrants 
simultaneously for the same individuals in respect of the same crime. This was followed on 27

th
 November 1991 by 

a joint statement from the British and US Governments calling on the Libyan Government to surrender both 
accused for trial in either Scotland or the United States.   

Again, this was unique; the prosecuting authorities in both Scotland and the United States accepted the 
possibility of a trial under either jurisdiction.  Each authority was prepared to lend its full support and assistance to a 
trial in the other jurisdiction.  The terms of the joint statement also called on the Libyan Government to disclose 
everything that it knew of the circumstances of the crime and pay appropriate compensation to those who had been 
affected by it. 

The Libyan Government made it clear in response that they were not prepared to surrender the men for 
trial in either Scotland or in the United States.  They maintained that they had a right to be given access to all the 
evidence against both men and to carry out their own investigation, notwithstanding the fact that both men had 
been charged as acting in their capacity as agents of the Libyan Intelligence Services.   

Faced with this refusal by Libya to co-operate, both governments sought to make progress through the 
United Nations.  On 21

st
 January 1992, the United Nation Security Council adopted resolution 731.  It was based on 

the joint declaration and called on Libya to provide a full and effective response to the British and American 
requests.  The resolution also made reference to a similar request by the French judicial authorities who had been 
investigating the bombing of a French UTA airliner over the Sahara in 1989.  

Libya failed to respond to resolution 731.  Accordingly, the Security Council passed resolution 748.  This 
imposed mandatory sanctions on Libya.  These sanctions were strengthened on 11

th
 November 1993 by a further 

UN Security resolution, 883, and remained in place until suspended in April 1999 when the 2 Libyans were 
surrendered for trial in The Netherlands. 

From 1992 onwards there was a diplomatic impasse between Libya on the one hand and the United 
Kingdom and the United States on the other.  Britain and America insisted that any trial had to take place either in 
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Scotland or the United States.  Libya maintained that it would not hand over the 2 suspects, largely because it 
claimed that they would not get a fair trial. 

In 1997 the Labour Party was elected to government and a Lockerbie trial seemed a long way off.  Britain 
and America were supported by the United Nations resolutions.  But Libya was not without friends.  Pressure was 
beginning to mount on both governments to find a solution.  We are aware that Nelson Mandela raised this with 
Tony Blair and the Foreign Secretary Robin Cook at the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in 
Edinburgh in late 1997. 

Libya had at various times maintained that they would surrender the men for some kind of international trial 
at The Hague in the Netherlands.  The detail of this proposal was limited, but they appeared to accept Scottish law 
and procedure and Scottish judges but not a jury.   
 
Scottish Jury System 
The jury system is very different in Scotland to that of the United States. Trial by jury is used in serious criminal 
cases and there has never been a requirement for verdicts to be unanimous; they are reached by simple majority. 

There are 15 jurors in Scotland and the backing of at least eight jurors is needed to return a guilty verdict, 
even if the number drops below 15 in the course of proceedings. In Scotland the jury has a choice of three verdicts: 
guilty (a conviction), not guilty (acquittal) and not proven (which is also a verdict of acquittal). 

The system of jury selection in Scotland is also very different from that in America. There need to be at 
least 30 potential jurors present in the court for the balloting of a jury to begin. The names of the potential jurors are 
written on paper slips and drawn out of a glass bowl in open court by the clerk. It really is a matter of “random 
selection” and the pool of potential jurors is also chosen purely at random there is no form of jury vetting in the 
Scottish system and no desire for change in that area.  

Given the views of the Libyans to the idea of a non jury trial, many countries suggested that the 
international trial was a suitable compromise and that we should respond sympathetically.  In the absence of 
movement in the diplomatic positions of the UK and the USA, support for sanctions was waning. 

There were 4 reasons why as prosecutors we were prepared to give serious consideration to a trial in a 
third country without a jury.   

Firstly, it was clear that the passage of time would not improve the prosecution’s case.  We had an eye 
witness, Tony Gauci, a Maltese shopkeeper, who gave evidence during the trial that he had sold a number of items 
of clothing to a Libyan whom he identified in court as Megrahi.  This clothing was forensically identified as having 
been in the IED suitcase at the time of detonation.  There was every prospect that the longer the period of time 
before any trial took place the greater chances of deterioration in the quality of Mr Gauci’s evidence.  As it later 
turned out, Mr Gauci’s evidence of identification was a crucial element to the decision of the trial court to convict 
Megrahi; 

Secondly, there appeared to be no realistic prospect of any trial taking place in the United States or in 
Scotland; 

Thirdly, on this assessment, there was little immediate prospect of justice for the families of the victims.  
Any attempt to find justice for these families in a reasonable time would depend on agreeing to a trial in a third 
country; 

Fourthly, as I mentioned, there was concern that the effectiveness of UN sanctions against Libya would 
begin to deteriorate.  Continuation of sanctions would accordingly be less likely. 

As prosecutors, our primary concern was that a trial in a third country should not disadvantage the 
prosecution case in that it should not prevent the prosecution from leading the full evidence necessary to convict 
the accused.   

The Netherlands was quickly identified as a suitable location for any trial to take place.  The Dutch have 
extensive experience of hosting international courts and organisations.  It is a central location in Europe where 
most of the witnesses would come from and there are good transport links with Scotland as well as the United 
States of America. 

On 24
th
 August 1998, both governments announced that if Libya handed over the 2 suspects for trial, the 

British government would provide for a trial to take place before a panel of Scottish judges sitting in accordance 
with Scots law in the Netherlands.  Other than sitting abroad, the only change to normal Scottish procedure was the 
absence of a jury.   

This was followed on 27
th
 August 1998 by the adoption of UN Security Council resolution 1192.  This 

endorsed the joint initiative, supported the proposal for a trial, called on all nations to support the initiative and 
indicated that sanctions would be suspended when both accused were delivered to the Netherlands for trial. 

The idea of holding a trial according to one country’s legal system within the territory of another country is 
one which can be expressed quite simply in a speech such as this, but it is both novel and poses complex legal 
issues.  A treaty between the United Kingdom and the Kingdom of the Netherlands was negotiated in July 1998 and 
concluded in September 1998.   
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This allowed a limited Scottish jurisdiction at Kamp van Zeist in the Netherlands for the purpose of the trial 
of the 2 Libyans.  The blueprint for this treaty was the one between the United Nations and the Netherlands under 
UN Security Council resolution 827 in May 1993, and allows for the United Nations International Tribunal for the 
Former Yugoslavia (ITCY) to sit in The Hague. 

In addition to the treaty for this case it was necessary to amend the law of both Scotland and the 
Netherlands.  Scots law required to be amended to allow the High Court of Justiciary to sit outside Scotland.  We 
had to provide that it could sit without a jury and amend our procedures accordingly.  We had to provide for the 
detention of both accused pending the trial. Dutch law required to be amended to exclude the jurisdiction of the 
Dutch courts, once the Libyans had been extradited into Scottish custody.  All of this activity relating to the initiative 
took place in a very short time scale in the summer and autumn of 1998.   
 

Thereafter, the stage was set for a trial to take place in the Netherlands in a Scottish court which had full 
jurisdiction for the purposes of the trial.  All that was missing were the 2 Libyan accused.  Many people considered 
that the chances of Libya handing over the 2 suspects was remote.   

It was not until 19
th
 March 1999, following a meeting between the then President of South Africa, Nelson 

Mandela and Prince Bandar of Saudia Arabia, that Colonel Qadhaffi announced that the 2 Libyan accused would 
be handed over. 

They were delivered under United Nations escort to the Netherlands on 5
th
 April 1999.  The treaty which I 

have already referred to allowed for full extradition proceedings to take place from the Netherlands to Scottish 
custody at Camp Zeist.  Having expected a period of at least some weeks for this extradition process to take place, 
the position actually was that on 5

th
 April 1999 the 2 Libyans formally waived  their right to contest the extradition 

and the Dutch authorities were then able to expedite  the process.   
The two Libyans were surrendered that same night to Scottish police officers at Camp Zeist. They were 

arrested on the warrants which had been granted 7½ years before and they appeared before a Scottish court in 
Camp Zeist on the following day. 

At that time the ordinary rules of Scottish criminal procedure demanded that any individual who was to be 
prosecuted in the Scottish High Court and is held in custody pending trial must have his trial started within 110 days 
of first appearance in court.  Accordingly we faced the possibility that the trial against both Libyans might have to 
start before the end of July 1999.  Clearly in a case of this size and complexity the defence could not prepare their 
case properly in that time and they sought a postponement of the trial.  The trial did not in fact begin until 3

rd
 May 

2000.   
When the trial started we were well prepared for the at times unusual circumstances of the case. Scotland, 

unlike other jurisdictions requires corroboration of the essential facts in any criminal case: 

 that a crime was committed,  

 that there is jurisdiction for it to be prosecuted in Scotland; and  

 that a particular individual or individuals were responsible for the particular criminal act (s). 
We knew that all the evidence would require to be interpreted in Arabic for the accused and Arabic 

speaking observers. We knew that potentially up to 1160 prosecution and 121 defence witnesses could be called to 
give evidence.  We knew that, although the language of the court was English, much of the evidence would be 
given by witnesses who were not fluent or confident in English and would require interpretation. We knew that there 
were a very significant number of items of real evidence or documents to which reference might be required at any 
time.  There were 621 label productions (non documentary exhibits) and 1867 documentary productions (exhibits) 
listed for the prosecution.  

The largest non-documentary production was the reconstructed section of the Pan Am fuselage containing 
the blast zone – some 50 feet long – located at the headquarters of the Air Accidents Investigation Branch (AAIB) in 
Farnborough in England.   
 This could not be brought physically to the court, but provision was made, in accordance with the legislation 
which allowed the court to sit in the Netherlands, for this item to be made available for inspection at Farnborough. 
Indeed, technical provision had to be made for the court to be able to visit the reconstruction and/or to view it by 
television link, should that have been necessary during the trial.   

We knew that as the case was concerned with the murder of a very large number of people and the 
prosecution potentially required to prove the identity of the victims as well as their precise travel arrangements and 
baggage.   

We were very conscious that a significant number of family members might require to be witnesses.  We 
knew that this in itself could be distressing.  We were also conscious of the rule of Scottish Criminal Procedure that, 
without the specific permission of the court, a witness may not be present in court during a trial before giving 
evidence.   In approving arrangements for CCTV links for family members at remote sites the Court had made it 
clear that the same principle would apply to these sites. 
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The prosecution had therefore engaged the defence in discussions about areas of evidence which might be 
capable of agreement, but especially those which were relevant to family members and which might otherwise 
require family members to give evidence.  These areas were not always straightforward, but at a fairly early stage 
the defence made it clear that they would not dispute the deaths or the identity of the 270 victims.  This meant that 
we were able to reduce considerably the number of family member witnesses who had to be included in the 
indictment and who might potentially be required as witnesses.  Ultimately this matter was the subject of a 
Statement of Uncontroversial Evidence. 

One of the possibly contentious areas was in relation to the reconciliation of the baggage chain. However 
the defence had also made it clear from an early stage that they too wished to avoid family members having to give 
evidence.   While ultimately it proved possible to secure agreement of evidence and/or agree that there was no 
need for attendance of family witnesses as witnesses.  What was always clear was that as long as the possibility of 
some family members giving evidence remained open the court required to authorise their viewing of the trial, at 
Camp Zeist or at remote sites. With defence cooperation therefore arrangements were secured so that family 
members who might be affected were able to view the trial or at least those parts of it which did not relate to the 
evidence which they might require to give. 

We knew that the documentary productions ran to many thousands of pages.  They consisted of many 
different types and size of document; there were maps and plans, many of them in large formats; there were a 
great many photographs – including a significant number of highly detailed technical photographs.  There were 
airport records, computer print outs, manual order books, immigration and hotel records; all absolutely essential to 
prove the case to the required criminal standard in Scotland.  A significant number of documents had already been 
subjected to various processes in order to develop latent fingerprints and required special handling. 

If the case had been prepared for trial in the ordinary way, we would have needed multiple copies of all of 
these documents for the prosecution and defence teams, as well as the judges and court officials, and it would 
have been necessary for full sets of documents to be in the court room or its immediate proximity.    

Ultimately we estimated that there would have been in excess of 30,000 pages of documents in each set.  
It would have been extraordinarily difficult to manage the process of organising hard copy documents in order to 
ensure that the judges, court officials and lawyers in court could lay their hands swiftly on any page of any specific 
document – and avoid degeneration into impenetrable clutter. 

We could see huge advantages in scanning:  instead of putting paper copies before the judges and all the 
lawyers in court as would ordinarily happen, digital images could be called up on the court-room monitors.  The 
volume of paper in court would be dramatically reduced and the time taken in locating copies would be eliminated. 
There were a number of instances where the proceedings would have been slowed down very considerably by use 
of paper copies.  Many witnesses were referred to a large number of documents, copies of which would ordinarily 
have had to be placed before the judges and it would have been necessary to ensure that all parties were in fact 
looking at the same page of the same document.  
 Additionally, by means of monitors and CCTV the public and media at the court and family members at 
remote sites would be able to see any document or photograph which was being referred to in evidence. 

Provided the issue of data storage could be addressed, judges and lawyers could have portable access to 
documents. The bulk of the productions would have made regular transportation of the documents by judges and 
lawyers impossible.  

The result was the scanning of over 30,000 images, including virtually all significant Crown and defence 
documentary productions, onto a database, which allowed for very fast access in court.  This eliminated the need 
for rummaging through hard paper copies.   In some ways, looking back, it is amazing to think that electronic 
presentation of evidence is now the norm, whereas even as recently as 2000, it was the exception.  
 It was possible to compress the data sufficiently to enable the images to be loaded onto portable drives, 
called Flipdrives, which were about the size (for those of you who are old enough to remember…) of a video 
cassette and slot into a laptop.  The prosecution and defence lawyers were issued with these drives which could be 
used in conjunction with the real-time laptops.  

The Prosecution required to put in place arrangements to call 1160 witnesses, resident in a wide range of 
countries: the United Kingdom, the United States, Libya, Japan, Germany, Malta, Switzerland, Slovenia, Sweden, 
Czech Republic, India, France and Singapore, but covering an even wider range of languages.  That required the 
preparation and translation of witness citations, explanatory material and letters of request to various countries; 
liaison with foreign authorities; and extensive travel and support planning and organisation.  

At the conclusion of proceedings each day, members of the prosecution team participated in a private, 
confidential briefing session in the family lounge. During this the families could ask questions of the prosecution 
team members about the case and clarify any points that were unclear. This was a very helpful and well-received 
exercise that usually lasted approximately quarter of an hour to half an hour each day. The briefings frequently led 
to the alleviation of confusion over certain aspects of the case and thus prevented the relatives anguishing 
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unnecessarily. This was innovative in its approach and indeed very different from any interaction we had had with 
family members in homicide trials in the past. 

The prosecution case closed on 20
th
 November 2000 after 72 days and evidence from 227 witnesses, 

witnesses who had travelled from 13 countries to the Netherlands in order to give evidence before the Scottish 
court.  The defence case opened on 5

th
 December 2000 and closed on 8

th
 January 2001 in respect of Megrahi.   

The defence on behalf of Fhimah made a no case to answer submission that insufficient evidence in law for 
the case to go any further. There was no such submission by Megrahi. The NCTA was rejected and the case 
proceeded.  

Three witnesses were called by Megrahi in his own defence and he did not give evidence.  Fhimah, the 
second Libyan, did not call any witnesses nor did he give evidence in his own defence. All very much similar to any 
other trial in Scotland.  Following both Crown and Defence submissions the Judges considered the evidence.  

On 31
st
 January 2001, the 3 trial judges, Lord Sutherland, Lord Coulsfield and Lord MacLean unanimously 

found Megrahi guilty of the murder of the 270 men, women and children who were the victims of the bombing.  
They also unanimously found Fhimah not guilty of the murder and he was immediately freed from the custody of 
the Scottish court to return home. 

The court was told that day by the then Lord Advocate, before sentence was pronounced on Megrahi, that: 
“….the names of those who died were read to the court on the 5th of May 2000.  In any ordinary case, Your 

Lordships would have heard something of the circumstances of the deceased and the family left behind.  In this 
case it is not possible to do that, and I don't intend to try.  I need hardly say to the court that each one left relatives, 
wives, husbands, parents and children.   
 “Something of the scale of the impact can be gleaned from the fact that more than 400 parents lost a son or 
a daughter; 46 parents lost their only child; 65 women were widowed; and 11 men lost their wives.  More than 140 
lost a parent, and seven children lost both parents.” 

Having been convicted of the murder of 270 people, there is only one sentence in Scotland which can be 
imposed on any individual and Megrahi was accordingly sentenced to life imprisonment in a Scottish prison.   

I do not as part of this lecture intend to address what has happened since with Megrahi, as in some ways 
that detracts from the significant work that was done to secure a prosecution and a conviction in this case. 

So what are the conclusions that can be drawn from this unique trial? 
We must not forget what separates us from those who would bring terror to our societies.  It is our belief in 

the core values of freedom and democracy.  These are secured by our adherence to the rule of law.  Ultimately it is 
that which must prevail.  We will have international terrorist trials in the future.  When we do we must learn the 
lessons from Lockerbie. 

 Firstly, There was joint working across countries from the start. A shared cooperative approach supportive of 
the investigative and preparatory work being carried out   In each jurisdiction Scotland, USA, Germany and 
united to achieve justice across these different agencies all with different procedures.  

 Secondly, I believe that the trial at Camp Zeist demonstrated what could be achieved by the international 
community acting together.  We relied on the United Nations acting through the Security Council to impose 
sanctions on Libya.  The Security Council backed the British and American initiative for a trial in a third country.  
That was possible because we as prosecutors were prepared to be flexible and contemplate changing our 
domestic law to ensure that such a trial could proceed.  In the end it was international diplomatic pressure 
which produced the breakthrough and the handover of the 2 suspects. 

 Thirdly, Practical cooperation during trial. That international effort was again evident in the co-operation we had 
from many other countries in assisting with the preparation for the trial and in getting witnesses to travel to the 
trial court in the Netherlands. 

 Fourthly, That we deal with witnesses and victims’ families.  We now have a Victim Information and Advice 
Service as part of our organisation. The staff there are not prosecutors instead their role is to assist victims and 
witnesses about how the system works / information about the case they are involved in / support available to 
help give evidence and ensuring can put victims and witnesses in touch with other organisations that can offer 
practical and emotional support.  

 Fifthly, The central lesson is the need for international co-operation in the investigation and prosecution of 
international terrorism cases.  That does not always require an international court but we can ensure that we 
support each other in the investigation and prosecution of these trials.  We need to consider whether we should 
build on arrangements at prosecutor level and to assist countries in the investigation and preparation for trial, 
particularly those whose judicial systems may be stretched by inexperience or lack of resources.   
We need to be in a position to bring pressure to bear on reluctant countries to co-operate in the investigation 
and support for trials, and while respecting different legal systems procedural rules promote international 
standards for the recovery and  preservation of evidence and the protection of the evidential chain thereafter. 
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 Sixthly, The COPFS team approach to ‘cold case work.’ We have to consider continuity planning, both in 
relation to corporate memory about cases and future proofing.  
Within the prosecution service we have eight prosecutors who are involved to varying extents in the  ongoing 
investigation; one who was involved in the immediate aftermath of the disaster, three (including LRM) who have 
been involved since 1999, two who joined the team in 2007 and two more in 2012.  
We have focused very much on creating resilience and succession planning, ensuring that the team contains a 
range of prosecutorial expertise in counter terrorism, major crime investigations, forensic analysis, international 
co-operation and mutual legal assistance.  

We have used what we have learned in the Lockerbie case as a blueprint for our work more generally on 
unresolved homicides or "cold cases" as they tend to be known. In 2011 we established a Cold Case Review Unit 
within the Serious and Organised Crime Division, staffing it with prosecutors with significant experience in major 
investigations, not just homicides, and who are very well versed in the advances in forensic science. 

In 2011 legislation was passed in Scotland to allow the Lord Advocate, in certain circumstances, to apply to 
the High Court for authority, to retry those who have been acquitted previously of an offence. Those circumstances 
are restricted to, in very general terms: 
Where there has been an admission to the crime which was not available to the prosecution at the time of the 
original proceedings; 

Where there is new evidence that was no available and could not foreseeably have been available; and 
Where there has been interference with the judge/jury ‘tainted acquittal’. 

Building on the experience of the original Lockerbie prosecution team at the time of the proceedings at 
Camp Zeist, when the case was already 12 years old, the Cold Case Review Unit conducts reviews of unresolved 
homicides, and where evidential opportunities and lines of potential enquiry are identified, and under my direction, 
the police are instructed to explore those lines of enquiry and report their findings within agreed timescales. 

As I have said the conviction of Megrahi is by no means the end of the Lockerbie journey. Megrahi was 
charged with and convicted of acting with others who were named in the indictment.  

The High Court found, explicitly that “the conception, planning and execution of the plot which led to the 
planting of the explosive device was of Libyan origin.”  

The criminal investigation in respect of others responsible for this crime remains open and the position 
remains as stated to the Scottish Parliament by the Lord Advocate of the time, Lord Boyd of Duncansby, on the day 
following Megrahi’s conviction in 2001 - at present there is in Scots law insufficient evidence to justify further 
proceedings. If new evidence about the involvement of others with al-Megrahi in the murder of the 270 victims 
becomes available we will reassess that position. 

What has happened since 2011 with the fall of Qadaffi and the previous regime, is the expression of 
willingness by the new governing congress in Libya to assist Scottish and United States prosecutors and law 
enforcement in furthering the investigation. Prosecutors and investigators from both jurisdictions have visited Tripoli 
to discuss with senior members of the governing congress how that investigation might be progressed within Libya, 
while recognising that Libya has undergone and continues to undergo significant change.  

They are, following the establishment of a democratically elected government, working to found an 
independent judiciary and to establish a rule of law and we require to be patient, but we are confident that matters 
in this case will progress.  We continue to work jointly with the United States. 

There are reports today that the Libyan Prime Minister ali-Zeidan was captured by militia at the hotel in 
Central Tripoli where he bases himself.  These reports say that he has now been freed.    

These are the significant challenges facing Libya at this time, and we cannot underestimate the 
commitment of the Libyan congress to assist us in our endeavours, in the face of continuing civil unrest. 

The nature of the ongoing investigation means that both we and law enforcement need to plan for the next 
steps. As I alluded to earlier, in Scotland we don't comment in the media on the progress of a criminal investigation 
when that investigation is live, because we have very strict rules about publicity and its potential to prejudice a 
criminal case. 

We have always made it clear that the only forum where we will discuss the criminal investigation is in a 
court where we are bound by the rule of law and the proper checks and balances that are in place. 

Whatever the future brings I think that Scotland and the United States can be very proud of what was 
achieved at Camp Zeist.  I am particularly proud that a small jurisdiction like Scotland was able to bring 2 men to a 
fair and proper trial for the murder in Scotland of 270 people.   

Two things I’m going to leave you with the words of a great British statesman, Sir Winston Churchill, which I 
think are particularly apposite in the context our ongoing pursuit of justice: 

“Success is not final, failure is not fatal: it is the courage to continue that counts.” 
And I’m going to leave you with my assurance that Scotland's prosecutors are absolutely determined that 

the passage of time will afford no protection to those who have thus far evaded justice.  


