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FROM: CHRIS MULLIN MP

4

S

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA 0AA

August 20

A8 you will be aware, the Chief Constable of the West Midlands
has recently disbanded hims Serious Crimes Squad and suspended
or transfered to non-operational duties 53 officers connected
with that squad. My purpose in writing is to draw your
attention to the implications of this development for the case
of the 8ix men convicted of the Birmingham pub bombings.

At the trial in 1975 the Jjudge, Lord Bridge, made clear in
his summing up that the csse against the men rested on two main
planks:

1. The forensic evidence of Dr. Frank Skuse, which the Appeal
Court in ite recent judgement agreed to set aside, despite
upholding the convictions on other grounds.

2. Confessions signed by four of the six men while in the
custody of West Midlende polise officerd whe weie moptly
membere of the West Midlandes Serious Crimes Squad.

You will be aware that, from the outset, considerable
controversy has surrounded the confessions. The six men have
always alleged that, during their two days and nights in the
custody of the West Midlands police they were subject to a
programme of violence and intimidation which, according to Lord
Bridge, would, if true. have amounted to torture.

From the outset it was also apparent that the four
confessions were riddled with contradictione and inaccuracies
of a most fundamental nature. I 1iet the most obvious:

** the confessione flatly contradicted each other on the number
of bombes:

** ag to who planted the bombs in which pub:
*%* ag to the location of the bombs:

** and as to the type of containers used -- three of the four
confessions specified plastic bages (which is what the police
believed at the time) whereas forensic scientiste later
demonstrated that the bombs had been either in small casesa or
duffle bags.
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Remarkably, the three defendants whose confessions referred to
plastic bags made.the same error even though they were kept in
isolation from each other. These difficulties were never
satisfactorily explained and in the end the court was called
upon to choose between the defendants' version of how the
confessions were obtained and that of the police.

The crediviiity of the West Midlands Serious Crimes Squad
detectives primarily responsible for obtaining the confessions
was, therefore, the key issue. Most of the trial was taken up
with 1t. More than twenty police officers, ranging in rank
from Detecfive Constable to Assistant Chief Constable, twice
gave evidence. First, before the judge in the absence of the
Jury, to determine whether confessions were admissible as
evidence and, later, before the jury. On each occasion Lora
Bridge made no secret of his incredulity at the defence
suggestion that so many police officers would conspire to
fabricate confessions. He described the allegations made
against the police as "of the most bizarre and grotesque
character." If the defendants were telling the truth, he
said, the police had been involved in a conspiracy
"unprecedented in the annals of British criminal history".
("Unprecedented'", incidentally, was one of the words that the
West Midlands Chief Constable, Geoffrey Dear, recently used to
describe his recent decision, to disband the Serious Crimes
Squad).

Lord Bridge went on: "It involved giving perjured
evidence in which the police must have spent many
hours. .. trying to ensure that their various 1lies would accord
with each other.

""Secondly, consider the scale of the conspiracy in terms
of those involved. It ranges, does it not, from detective
constables and police constables right up through the police
hierarchy to Chief Superintendent Robinson, in charge of the
whole CID of the West Midlands."

Lord Bridge concluded: '"Consider, lastly, the artistry
that has gpne into the preparation of these statements, 1if
indeed they are works of fiction. If the evidence of the
defendants is true, it shows the police not only to be masters
of the vile techniques of cruely and brutality to suspects. It
shows them to have a very lively and inventive imagination."

It i8 no criticiesm of Lord Bridge that, in 1975, he was
unable to envisage a situation where so many police officers
might conspire to pevert the course of Justice. Nor 1is it any
criticiem of the jury who, in the climate of the times, chose
to believe the police version of events over that of the
defendants. May I put it to you, however, that in the 1light of
what we now know there must at least be a reasonable doubt
about the version of events told by the police officers who -
gave evidence at the trial.

The pub bombings trial was only the first of many at which
grave allegations were made about the interviewing techniques
of officers from the West Midlande Serious Crimes Squad. By
no means all the allegations are proven, but they have been
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gufficiently consistent -- and the namee of the same police
officers crop up repeatedly -- to arouse concern among persons
of all professions and of all political persuasions. In
particular I draw your attention to the recent remarks about
the West Midlands Serious Crimes Squad made by the retiring
chairman of the Police Complaints Authority, Sir Ceclil
Clothier: "Obviously there is.a nucleus of officers who were
willing to misbehave in order to secure convictions which they
probably think are justified.”" He added: "I don't know any
other place where anything on this scale has happened."

I also draw your attention to a number of recent cases
that are of direct relevance to the pub bombing convictions:

1. In November 1983, three West Midlands detectives were
sent to prison for assaulting a suspect with a view to
obtaining a confession. One of them was Detective
Sergeant Brian Morton. As a Detective Constable, Mr.
Morton, was present at Queen's Road police station for
all or part of the time that the six men convicted of the
pub bombings were interrogated there. He had taken a
photograph of one of the defendants, Paddy Hill, and at
the trial he testified that Hill bore no sign of injury.
I vividly recall that when I interviewed Mr Morton in
1985 he reserved his indignation, not for the suggestion
that the pub bombings defendants had been subject to
violence. but that, even if they had, any of his
colleagues would have told me about 1it.

2. In December 1984 Mr Derek Gordon was released after
eight monthe in Winson Green Prison, Birmingham, awaiting
trial on a charge of murder. While in the custody of
West Midlands detectives. Mr Gordon had signed a
confession describing how he had committed the murder.
He was later awarded £20,000 compensation. According to
a parliamentary answer (Hansard, July 5, col 192) two of
the officers involved in the Derek Gordon case were
involved in qQuestioning those convicted of the pub
bombings). In answer to a subsequent qQuestion, the
minister declined to name the two officers, but no doubt
theéir names will emerge in due course.

3. In June thie year Mr Ronald Bolden was acqQuitted of
two armed robberies after defence allegations that
detectives from the West Midlands Serious Crimes Squad
had fabricated his confession. I understand (Hansard,
July 5, col 191) that one of the officers involved in
the Bolden case was also involved in the interrogation of
the men convicted of the pub bombings. Your department
has so far declined to name the officer.

By August this year, nineteen cases brought by officers of
the West Midlande Serious Crimes Square had collapsed. Many
more are said to be in the pipeline. Most involve allegations
of fabricated confessions and of police misconduct at least as
outrageous as that which Lord Bridge had such difficulty in
believing at the pub bombings trial.

It has become apparent that Juries are no longer willing
to convict on the evidence of officers of the West Midlands
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Serious Crimes Squad. Faced with this situation the Chief
Constable recently decided to disband the entire squad. In
doing so he has chosen to pretend that the allegations of
serious misconduct go back only as far as the introduction of
the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1in 1986. Manifestly, this
ies not the case. i

Of the 53 officers who have been either suspended or
transferred to non-operational duties. only about a dozen
senior officers have been named. Of the names so far released,
two were involved in the pub bombings case -- Detective Chief
Inspector Raymond Bennett and Detective Inspector Peter
Higgins. Mr. Bennett 18 the officer who, as a detective
sergeant, was responsible for the extremely controversial
interview with the pub bombings defendant, Paddy Hill. Mr.
Higgins was one of the officers who obtained a confession from
Hugh Callaghan.

Among the officers not so far named, 1 confidently expect
to find Detective Sergeant Michael Hornby, whose name has
featured prominently in recent allegations. Mr. Hornby was
another of the officers who obtained Hugh Callaghan's
confession.

I hope I have said enough for you to realise that the
recent developments in the West Midlands police force have a
direct bearing on the pub bombings convictions. I ought to
make clear, however, that it is not in my view necessary to
demonstrate that many of the same personnel have been involved
in subsequent controversies of a very similar nature to the
original allegations. Inevitably, fifteen years after the
event, many of the officers responsible for the convictions
have moved on, although the overlap 18 sufficient to be worthy

of note.

Above all, however, I draw your attention to the fact that
the pub bombings convictions were obtained primarily by
officers of' the same specialist unit that has now been so
comprehensively discredited. No doubt they were operating by
methods that have been refined over many years. No doubt they
were encouraged by many years of official indifference to the
many claims that have been made about their activities.
Further, the issue which has brought the Serious Crimes Squad
to grief is the very one that was a central feature of the pub
bombings trial. Namely, the alleged fabrication of
confessions.

I put it to you again: if the Jury at the pub bombings
trial had known what we know today, there is at least a
reasonable chance that they would have rejected the police
evidence. This being so I respectfully request that you again
refer this case back to the Court of Appeal.

In view of the exceptional public interest in this case I
am taking the liberty of making it available to the media.
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Yours sincerely,

CHRIS MULLIN MP

Rt Hon Douglas Hurd,
Home Secretary,

The Home Office,
Queen Anne's Gate,
London Swl.
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¢vidence of crimink) actiona by theac poLice officers,

BUT, on Frlduy 11,8.R9, {t came to my noL1se thatl in tha
courss off enquiries conductcd by ofricere of thiy Furue latn
other ¢ompiainto levellad againss Serioua frime Squad

members, evidence had come %o lignt that original documénts

Papers on flle in the very racent pact.

Wnat appears to have happened s bound to acrtousu}' ghake

the public confidence in the deileuiive functien of the

Force, sadly at a time when standaran and morale are higher

=
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b. Tha cnvire 10 oparational cemmand struztuce has becn

1988 have oeen moved out ot LlD te nen-cperatlonnl

adriniatrative duties (thia Loveives 1 Delestive Chiel

moved our of vhe CIL te non-oparatianal duty,

d. I have asked the Poi1ico Complainhs Autnority to become

(™

involved and te supirvise ar Inquiry to ve conducted Ly

Mr Donald Shaw QPM LLB, Assistanl. Chief Constable, West
”~
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Yorkanirg Pulica, who will conduct a far réatning
—————

inveatigation into the work and practicos of the Weat

T

—_—
Superintendent Aobinson ¢f tne Wedr Yourkalilre Force.

particulariy, he assisted Mr Golin Samp3un (zhen Chief

Inevitably, @ large numher of my officers invelved will fecl

pruning exwziciss, 1t 1s essentlal that cuts ara nucde Lulw

My determination Lo 09 a thorough Tnquiry inte thooe

unlrormed Hesl MLdlonds poliee olfisurs, over 800
operational detertives, the Police Service in Soneral, and

the general public in particular, will be sinllarly shocked

.

of them will rigntiy demand the truth wrd T am deternined
”~

.

RECEIVED FRCH 821 2080 1249
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POT{CE Authority and wliil 96 Cl1otely invalved wivh Mr keland
—-_.—\_______.-—-—'"___‘—‘—-—.____—-———.___________

/

©NAI/TSCH/2019/31/50




RCU :
BY:XEROX TELECOFPIER 7010 :15- 8-83 10:45AM ;
. FROWM R.T.E. LONDON ' R
e Ao e R O 8.15.1989 10:44

- wEe me - P, 6

Q1245ecel:# @

EXTHAGT FROM CIHTUF CONSTARIE'S QPERATTONAL HvPORT TO pOLICY AUTHORITY =
2y Jufl 1909

You will have mead in yhe Pross reports relating Lo the
aquittal at 21 cwingham Crown Court of a man charged with
robbary who hed been arpastad hy ofrigers of the Weat Violands
poljice Serious Crimec 3quad, You shayld Be aware Lnav o5
gubssquently issued the following statementi-

wThe Chief Constable ceflsgts much of the coneemm received fram
@ variety of sources in his aresa and beyond concernirg vhe
direction, supervisiom and working practice of +he Serjous
Crime Squad.

Thim hap been :alled into starp focus following 8 recent cuse At
B1rmlighan Crowa Court. The chuef conntable rreognided that Lhe
nighesl. prefessional standsrds wost be sehigyed hy all offivers
¢n the Ferce and that all actions wust ve, and must be scen to
be, withip the law.

1t 1s pertiront to podnt out in the preaent debate tnot by
defipition the Sericus Crime Squad exicts gnlaly to deél with
perions crqme. In axceae of spvenly per cent of a1l vheir
casag brought to Erown Casrt result in gUiity Pleas. Many of
those contented are copyicted with no goubls baing caat on the
evi¢rrce producad, A 1ong serving mamber of Lhe Serious Crime
Squad was recently decorated vy H M Bucen for distinguished
panvice, The squad have an cutgtunding recard over many ycars
for profonaionailst.

Neverihaless, 1t was recognised som: months 3gY Lhat. a reot and
branch reylew was neceagary in Qrier to gllay doubtls that vook
place beford protection afrorded LY the ¢rfact of PACE had been
clarified by £ascs statcd, Thosa cAsed whict have already
ralaed corcern have been referred Lo the $CA ard the DPP and no
criminal procecdinds raye téan undertakea, Only one cage
remaing unresolved, Some canes nave rcsulted in internal
aiscipiing and have bren dealt with hy the Cnief Canstable. fhe
foliowing changses were put Lnto truinie

(a) Tepe recording facilivics for 1pveryieds word introduced
in tre West Mldlands laat year and 8ve gtlil being
{ntroduced on a planned programme.

’
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Daciviune were taken to changs fundamentally the
organlsufiion and slruzture of the 3éilous Urime Sguad.
This will take place in the late summer when pyllding
requi remsntd have Leen mei, The quality of auparvision
amt Yrndarahlp hay rezeive will be dreatly enhanced.

Effec kivaly, the sQuad will ve reduced by fivé otticers.

The reaull will be Lhal their prosent unigue management
slrugbure will ddzavpear and they will be #ispersed in
the Fonco L9 WOk alonzaldse the Drug Squad 2 andhe Stalen
Vehicle Squad.

Finally thers havé Beon yubatantiml changea of the
persurnnel of the Serious Crime 33uad over tha last Lwelve
months,"

F
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fet. Constably Hoger Cliftord

Det. Conatahle David Woodleigh
I

Dét. Ch. Supt. Jim Byrne

Dat, Supts 1 Stan Beechey
Bob Morria
Jakn Broyn
Roger Corpeti

Det.. Ch, lnnge:  Ray Benactt
Bob Gowdehily

Dot inepas Terry Mi1a
Peter Hipgina

Al) thase officers nave bern moved out of CLD to non-operaticual adminiatrative
duties.

A further 39 officers who sarved on the Serieun Crime SQuad ih 1086, 1987 srd 1988
ure currently teing moved aut of the CiD to nonaoperational duties.

{This infarmavion relates tor ®age 2, Faragrapha &, b ané ¢1 chiaf Conslablo'a
atatameatl .

N, RECCIVED Frum 821 300 1243

r
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PRON  R.T.E. LONDON
J’

8.15.1989 10:45

PARL INMENTARY _ QUESTION FOR _ORDINARY _wiITTEN_ANSWER
ON_FQUQAY 28TH JULY 1989

MR CHRIS MULLIN: To ask Mr Attorney Gereral, how many

West Midlands police oflicers are or have becn the subject of

Li_;z (‘. reports referred to the Director of Public Prosecutions within

the last 12 months, {"
~
~

&

MEMBER'S CONSTI1TURNCY s SUNDERLAND SOUTH

SOLICITOR GENERALt The Information requosted is-not
readily avalishie.. However, a 1atal of 150 reparts relating to to
allegatlons concerning onc or more Weyl Midlands police
officers were received by the Dircctor of Public P’rosecutions

office in the period | July 1988 10 26 July 1989.

#
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