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New Year Message from the Secretary and Acting Chairman
Brian Hudson
So we start another year smeared already by police
incompetence and flawed procedures. The three
collapsed rape trials leading up to Christmas have
certainly opened up many disclosure issues and I
know that FACT members will welcome the
thorough examination into why evidence which
would vindicate an accused from the alleged crime
is not disclosed. This is not the only area of
disclosure which is of grave concern, the other
being the eagerness of the police to disclose to the
DBS even the slightest sign of an allegation of
abuse even when there is no trial and the case is
dropped. For many who write into FACT their
careers have been ruined by this practice and it is
as if this is another way to prosecute and ruin a
person’s life when a trial is not considered
appropriate through lack of evidence.
We are also encouraged by the result of three other
trials where our members have in recent weeks
been found not guilty of alleged abuse. Although
their trials did take place, either the jury brought a
verdict of not guilty or the Judge ordered the same
direction. Their tragedy is not yet over however as
they now have to fight the aftermath and in two
cases go through the process of internal
investigations which in the end could blight their
careers. The tide is turning however and we should
be encouraged that at long last the flaws and bad
practices which have blighted abuse trials are being
exposed.
Sadly FACT remains as crucial as ever as a
resource for individuals as the statistics will show.
The website alone received 10.460 hits between
September 2017 and January this year, many of
these visits were to look at specific pages the
highest viewed being the ‘how to reclaim legal and
court expenses’. Our helpline received 211 calls in
a 9 month period of which 121 of these were new
cases. Up until November 2017 143 new cases
came to the helpline for assistance. We are so
grateful to Horatio for manning this single-handed.
It is an enormous commitment and highly
respected and needed. Email contact is just as
busy with 2/3 new cases each week, with people
seeking advise on how to proceed and desperate
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for help. For many FACT as been a lifeline and as
far as we can tell it is still the only one world wide
which is in existence judging from the enquiries we
get from individuals in many other countries. The
work at the centre of the FACT hub is demanding,
for as well as new cases, the ongoing support to
existing ones and general administration averages
60 to 100 emails per week. On top of this we have
a Committee member who manages our busy
Twitter account and Facebook page which gives us
a constant presence on social media. We also have
a national committee member who has been
exceedingly diligent in looking into the practices of
the Church of England through the examination of
their guidelines and through circulating letters and
other material to Bishops throughout the country.
This has also had overlaps with the now much
publicised George Bell campaign to clear the
defamatory allegations made against him.
FACT has also, with the much appreciated help of
our past Chairman, been able to make a
submission to the recently formed All Party Group
looking into miss-carriages of justice. A
comprehensive document by Nicholas and covering
letter written by our President Sister Frances
Dominica OBE has been sent to this group and at
the time of writing we await their response. Our
hope is to have an audience with the group and put
to them the specific need to have a special group
looking into abuse allegations especially in the light
of recent revelations. At the time of writing we are
also aware that a production team is at work for a
Panorama Special on False Allegations, that we
understand will be shown in March . This will not be
first Panorama to highlight miscarriages of justice in
abuse trials. A program in 2000 produced by Garry
Horne, with the journalist and reporter David Rose,
investigated the case of R Shuttleworth who to this
day maintains his innocence and whose accusers
the program investigated throwing up many
inconsistencies and in which Chris Saltrese
participated. Like other revelations and exposures
such as the Select Committee Recommendations
the following year, the Henriques recommendations
last year and the current failed celebrity witch hunts
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New Year Message from the Secretary continued …

Obituary

have failed to influence any essential change in the
law. Let’s hope this next program has more impact.
I would also like to express sincere thanks to all
those who took the time to send Christmas
greetings and encouragement to those FACT
members who are in prison. Many have replied to
the office expressing their appreciation for the
cards and letters and stating how much this contact
means to them especially at sensitive times of the
year such as Christmas and birthdays. Perhaps the
same can be done at Easter. Prison conditions for
some are very poor and it does seem to be a post
code lottery as to how well our older members are
treated. We hear of deaths and ill health with some
regularity, some members witnessing at close
quarters the inability of our prison institutions to
care for those who are especially vulnerable
through age or ill health, for some their
incarceration will possibly be a death sentence.
The least we can do is to keep them encouraged
and lift their spirits when we can.
Would you all please give your support to the
forthcoming Church Service which is taking place
again this year following the positive comments
received after our last one. This is open to people
of all religions, or none, in a spirit of support and
remembrance for those affected by untrue
allegations. There are details on this in this edition
and for the Spring conference taking place on the
12th May. I hope that you have all been able to
renew your memberships by now as we do need
your support. We have no means of income to
support our work other than subscriptions and
donations. Please let me know if you have
experienced any problems or issues in renewing
and we shall do our utmost to correct them.
Finally at the time of writing I have just heard of the
death of Sir Henry Brooke a former Appeal Court
Judge who was a FACT supporter and campaigner
for justice. He was tireless in his quest for access
to justice for all and showed his support for two of
our members through his writings in his Blog. Sir
Henry attended our Service at St James last year
where he spoke with several members.
Brian H. Jan 2018 ■

Sir Henry Brooke
1936 – 2018
Sir Henry Brooke, a retired Lord Justice of Appeal and
tireless campaigner for access to justice, died on
Tuesday 30th January, aged 81..
Sir Henry was called to the bar in 1963 and became a
QC in 1981. He was appointed to the High Court
bench in 1988 and became an appeal court judge in
1996.
Despite retiring from the Court of Appeal bench in
2006, Sir Henry has been a tireless campaigner for
access to justice. He was vice-chair of the Bach Commission and helped to draft the commission's widely
praised The Right to Justice report.
Sir Henry pioneered the use of computers in court
rooms and in barristers’ chambers. He was instrumental in establishing Bailii, which publishes British
and Irish case law and legislation, European Union
case law, Law Commission reports, and other lawrelated British and Irish material. .
Following his retirement from the Bench in September
2006 he practiced as a civil mediator for eight years
and was Chairman of the Civil Mediation Council between 2007 and 2011. He is the Emeritus President of
the Slynn Foundation, and a patron of nine charities in
the legal field, including the Public Law Project, the
Prisoners of Conscience Appeal Fund, Prisoners
Abroad, Law for Life and the Harrow Law Centre.
When not blogging or tweeting — those being his
main hobbies in retirement besides serving as a mediator and helping to lead several legal charities — Sir
Henry followed cricket with great enthusiasm.
Underlying everything that Sir Henry did was a
fundamental humanity. ■
Editor’s note: Obituary compiled from various sources.
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AGM, 2017
Secretary’s Report to AGM 2017
Looking back over the year I must say I despair a little
to know yet even more people have joined us and
have become victims of this wicked witch hunt by the
prejudiced and uncaring agencies when they do not
bother to check the facts and investigate each
complaint thoroughly. The way in which they
continue to encourage and prosecute unfounded
allegations should have given rise to a national
scandal but it hasn’t. I am personally hurt and
affected when each new case comes to light and I
experience at close quarters the tactics and
persecution exercised by the authorities despite our
efforts and those of others to educate them. The
recent case Jemma Beale who has been prosecuted
for wasting police time and sending an innocent man
to prison is but the tip of the iceberg. Words failed me
when I saw in print that this was reported as a rare
occurrence that someone should do such a thing,
what is of course a rare occurrence is that someone
was prosecuted for this.
It does not always do to rant off about the injustices
that are befalling innocent people; it gives a vent for
the anguish but that is all. Those that could change
this are not listening enough to implement changes to
the law which would reduce false allegations. The
greedy litigation solicitors continue to lure those of
delinquent tendencies to fantasize an allegation so
that they may be seen as the good guys and
prosecute for money and their percentage. Police
continue to have the policy of believing every word
told to them in historical allegations and the CPS give
scant regard to the flimsiness of evidence knowing
that a prejudiced jury will bring a conviction unless of
course there happens to be some strong indisputable
evidence to the contrary. This evidence of course is
hard to come by and even when it is present we have
known it to be manipulated and disregarded or
undisclosed in the first instance. What also rings true
is that many are convicted wrongly because of
underfunded defence or more often the accused
wrongly believes in the broken justice system, which
is simply not fit for purpose in these cases.
Until the law is reversed which from 1991 onwards
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has allowed multiple counts to be tried together when
not of striking similarity we face the uphill struggle of
guilt by volume As the writer and friend of FACT and
the North Wales Innocent Richard Webster pointed
out in his Memorandum of Evidence to the Home
Affairs Select Committee, which examined this
problem in 2002: ‘When defendants are compelled to
face large numbers of allegations of sexual abuse
made by different complainants in a single trial, the
presumption of innocence is almost inevitably
destroyed.’ Today this has changed again, and a
defendant only needs to face a few and sometimes
singular charge to be considered guilty even before a
trial starts.
The Independent Inquiry into Child Sexual Abuse
continues to roll on and has taken evidence from a
number victims both real and false. A number of
areas of Inquiry are currently under way which can be
viewed on their website, unfortunately false
allegations is not amongst them though we have
made a submission which was reported on in the
Summer Edition of Faction.
The costs of this Inquiry are going to be as
astronomical as the costs of the
compensation handouts. The costs for the first
quarter of the 2017/2018 financial year are over six
million pounds.
So what is FACT doing?
From my perspective I am sorry to say we are not
achieving a lot on the campaigning front. That is
where we hope that the new Alliance Unfounded will
come in and hopefully we shall hear from the
Unfounded Secretary later. What we have been
active with is supporting many people who have
found themselves victims in the last months. This is
done by email, the helpline and the extensive use of
the website. I am in constant receipt of messages
from individuals who often state that they did not
know where to turn to and acknowledge the help they
have received from us. This in itself is vitally
important. FACT as been instrumental in bringing
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together people for mutual support and
encouragement and held a much welcomed Church
Service in the Centre of London earlier this year to
which many came and found that support. FACT has
also been very active in helping to set up Unfounded
by providing venues, start up funds and advice and
support. We have also spread the word when invited
to do so by the media via Simon’s many contacts and
through Horatio who is also always ready to impart his
experience and knowledge to enquiring journalists and
producers. As yet we do await a production company
to really get to grips with the enormity and devastation
of false allegations and produce something which will
be damming for the current state of affairs the
government has failed to act on. It is my view that
between us all we hold all the key points and have
sufficient information and evidence now for this to
become a reality.
At this point I should like to express my thanks on
behalf all members and those whom have used FACT
this year to the Committee who carry out specific tasks
vital to what we do achieve. To Horatio who makes
himself available most days and then calls back those
who are often desperate to find some help and
support. This is a very draining task and to be honest I
am not sure how he does this on his own. I think that
we at FACT may show a lack of understanding and
support for this helpline service for I know having
taken it on a couple of times in Horatio’s absence how
tiring and draining one feels after an hour on the
phone with someone who is experiencing the first
stages of devastation…
To John who maintains our website and keeps it up to
date with not just FACT’s current events but those
other areas from the media and supporters. This
website itself has been under attack on more than one
occasion this year resulting now in us changing hosts
and re-launching the whole site with minimum loss of
service. To assist John in this task we have another
John in New Zealand whom is a member of FACT and
an IT expert and it is to him we turn when things go
beyond our own capabilities. To Pam who has
dedicated herself to pushing for the Church to
acknowledge the damage they are doing to
individuals. Pam has written countless letters to the
Church hierarchy and been most active in trying to get
them to see the error of their ways and improve the

manner in which they treat those accused of historic
abuse before and proof of guilt is established.
We thank Michael who took on the editorship of
FACTion and has produced some amazing issues
which are all received well and accumulate positive
comments. I think you will all agree that the standard
is high and the professionalism and hard work which
goes into each issue is outstanding.
To Katy who keeps our Twitter account rolling daily
and now a Facebook page, a big thank you, as this
again is a dedicated task which requires research as
well as keeping one’s eye on what is happening in
the digital electronic world. Then there is her
husband who whilst fighting to clear is own name put
on a FACT Tee Shirt and did a charity run not only
raising funds for FACT but also raising its profile.
FACT was out in the open.
To Simon who has travelled around the country and
given radio interviews and media information we are
also most grateful. We have Linda who as well as
fighting for her husband’s freedom and to seek
justice keeps her eye on what is happening and is a
great campaigner spreading the word wherever she
can. I should also like to thank Pat for despite
receiving devastating news concerning her own
husband wrongly accused a second time has
managed to remain positive and support our work at
committee level throughout the last year. June who is
co-opted on to our committee and has now
successfully launched Unfounded, the alliance of
groups which hope to campaign on target topics.
This has taken a big effort and just to say these
things are time consuming is an understatement
To Anne our treasurer who always says she does not
seem to do much but without whom we would really
struggle to keep an accurate and required track of
finances. Anne also sorts out the catering for events
as well as booking rooms and venues for meetings.
Thank you to Kevin who has buried his head in paper
and found his way around the complex structure of a
constitution which will hopefully make it acceptable to
the Charity Commission as well as encompassing
FACT’s mission and objectives. This has been a long
process which I am sure Kevin is willing to share but
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AGM, 2017
The Secretary's Report to the AGM 2017, continued ……

you may not have the time to listen to the full story. A mammoth task which we are pleased to say is now
complete to a point of being about ready for the next stage.
Last but by no means least is Sister Frances whom we are indebted for her presidency of FACT and for
promoting the organisation amongst her many and varied contacts in positions of some influence. Sister
Frances was the driving force and coordinator of the Church Service I mentioned earlier in the heart of our
capital which we are repeating again next year.
Then we have our supporters and advisors from all over this country who know of the plight of the innocent
who are wrongly accused. Amongst them is a retired Judge
Finally let me assure you all that FACT is needed and is both respected and thanked continually from those
who use it. There is a continual flow of thank you emails and calls usually stating “I do not know what I would
have done without you”. FACT is without doubt needed but needs to do more. We are welcomed and liked
despite our inability to legally help but for the support and advice which is available. For many knowing there is
a group of people available in this very unpopular area of law is indeed a ‘God Send’ and a lifeline for all those
who need us.
B Hudson
Secretary/Acting Chairman
September 2017 ■
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FACT Social Media Report - September 2017
I took over the management of the FACT Twitter
account in February of this year from Ros Burnett,
who had worked tirelessly to set up and maintain the
account for several years and is a hard act to follow.
I had previously run my own (anonymous) Twitter
account raising awareness of false allegations which
grew to over 2000 followers, so had some direct
experience of the issues involved.
I am acutely aware that I am tweeting on behalf of an
organisation and must maintain a level of objectivity
and professionalism. As a former Headteacher, I am
also aware of the importance of tweeting with good
grammar and spelling as a public face of the
association (where the 140 character limit allows, that
is – sometimes rules need bending to fit things in!).
Consequently, I try to balance tweeting the strength of
members’ feelings with avoiding alienating the general
public. Following on from Ros’ example, I will also
point out from time to time (when appropriate), that we
acknowledge that there are genuine cases of sexual
assault and abuse and we find them abhorrent. BUT,
false and wrongful allegations of this kind are equally
devastating, sometimes even more so, due to the
sheer injustice experienced and lack of public support
given to the victims of this crime.
I have set up various Google Alerts to keep up-to-date
with relevant news stories as they arise. At times I am
able to wade through these and tweet ‘breaking news’
stories, whilst at other times I cannot physically do this
and keep the account ticking over by retweeting
others. I keep a close eye on a number of pertinent
accounts including lawyers and similar organisations,
as well as certain individual tweeters for useful stories
and information to retweet.
As part of the role I sometimes receive direct (private)
messages to the account. I have received media
requests and requests for support and information and
redirect people to the relevant personnel as required.
I have found myself tweeting from almost anywhere
that I can get an Internet connection, including on
holiday on the beach, sometimes to the annoyance of
those around me when there have been important
matters to tweet!

Since taking over the account, I have been surprised
that there has been little direct ‘trolling’ of the account.
There have been a few odd comments and remarks
directed towards us or our cause but nothing that has
caused particular alarm. This shows a real shift from
my experiences tweeting about this subject matter a
few years ago and I feel this is because members of
public are beginning to get wiser to the continual
stories of false accusers in the press. This does not
mean that things have changed for those facing
allegations or prejudiced jurors, but there is hope that
there has been a gradual shift in public acceptance of
false allegations.
I either ignore these occasional negative comments or
reply politely if I feel it would be beneficial. I will not
engage in any twitter rants or arguments on this
account as it would be neither appropriate nor helpful
to the organisation.
The account has continued to grow and now has over
2000 followers.
In April I set up a FACT Facebook Page. Static
Facebook pages do not get much engagement and it
is hard to get individuals to ‘Like’ a page as they may
wish to keep their connection with FACT private.
However, it is an important way of maintaining our
public profile and it means we have a presence on that
popular medium as well for anyone searching for
support.
In addition, in April, I set up the new Unfounded
Twitter account which I also manage. This now has
over 300 followers; however, it is a shame that more
of FACT’s 2000 followers haven’t also followed the
alliance’s account. The more follows and retweets etc
an account receives, the more influence the account
has on changing public perceptions, so it’s important
that members support these accounts where they can.
Obviously managing social media accounts requires a
huge and regular commitment. I am happy to continue
to run these accounts for the foreseeable future and
remain a co-opted member of the committee.
September 2017
Social Media Manager FACT ■
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AGM, 2017
Justice in Crisis:
What can student based projects offer in the current climate?
by

Dr Dennis Eady, Cardiff Law School
“However an understanding of our economic discourse requires an appreciation of one of its basic rules:
Men (or women) of high position are allowed, by special act of grace, to accommodate their reasoning to
the answer they need, logic is only required in those of lesser rank.”
J. K. Galbraith “The Affluent Society” 1958 page 220
“Judicial Truth, however ridiculous, always trumps real truth and common sense”
Davis Anderson and Nigel Scott “Three False Convictions, Many Lessons: the Psychopathology of
Unjust Convictions” 2016 page 189.

Crisis: What Crisis?
The CPS test for assessing the basis of a prosecution
involves a two stage test: the evidential test (although
this is based on the chances of conviction rather than
the quality of the evidence – a crucial distinction) and
the public interest test. In December 2016 a man of
101 years old was sentenced to 13 years in prison, in
other words, sentenced to death, for assaults which
allegedly happened 50 years ago. Many others in
their 70s, 80, and 90s have suffered similar fate at the
hands of a justice system that seems increasingly
psychopathic in its lack of empathy and humane
reasoning. One of the consequences of this is the
presence of thousands of elderly (mostly) men
suffering appalling conditions in prisons – many of
whom need nursing care (see Appendix 1 Mr Isham’s
letter to Inside Time).
Presumably and incredibly there are people in the
CPS and other elements of the system who actually
believe that such actions meet evidential standards
and do some possible service to the public interest. In
September 2015 Sarah Sands was convicted of the
manslaughter of a local man who had been accused
of sex offences against children. She received a three
and a half year sentence later increased to seven
years. This woman armed herself with a knife and
went to the victim’ s flat, an act that must therefore
have been premeditated, stabbed him eight times and
mercilessly left him to bleed to death. Suddenly the
system was prepared to offer leniency, understanding
and the most generous benefit of doubt imaginable –
all of which have been a million miles from the minds
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of those setting out to kill off elderly men accused of
sex offences. The difference of course lies in the label
of sex offender, regardless of issues of evidence or
conviction.
We have seen over the last 20-30 years a massive
decline in due process and the standard of proof in all
areas of the criminal justice system, matched with a
massive increase in sentences and the prison
population (see Appendix 2) but the approach to sex
offences and the decline in evidential standards
required to convict them have been the most dramatic
of all. A whole new structure of criminal justice
response has been constructed to manage the witch
hunt mentality surrounding the issue. This has been
expertly set out by Dr Ros Burnett (see Appendix 3)
and need not be elaborated on further here.
In recent decades our society has progressed and
become more humane in many areas but the criminal
justice system has moved in the opposite direction.
Former Prime Minister, John Major, once said that
society should “understand a little less and condemn a
little more”. Whether due to his ignorant and
irresponsible words or not, that is exactly what has
happened and it may work for most people until of
course they are suddenly the ones misunderstood and
unjustifiably or excessively condemned. People
accused of sex offences are placed at the most
draconian end of a society that has over the last few
decades undergone a cultural change in its justice
system. That change moves away from
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understanding towards condemnation, away from
complexity towards a simplistic, one dimensional
view of criminals and victims (with an obsession with
the persecution of anyone accused of sex offences),
away from rehabilitation towards retributions (with the
“psychology of healing” reliant entirely on retribution)
and away from due process to assumption. As any
study of human rights will show – the more
reactionary a society the greater its propensity to
injustice and wrongful conviction.
The recent 20 year anniversary conference of the
Criminal Cases Review Commission (CCRC) was not
without some glimmers of hope, at least in the sense
that there was open debate and some critics of the
system were invited and listened to (although the
near complete absence of invitations to journalists
was strongly challenged). The new Lord Chief
Justice Lord Burnett and the Chair of the CCRC
Richard Foster both spoke movingly about the
tragedy of the Birmingham Six and how this should
not happen again. I doubt that there was anyone
present who disagreed with that but many were
crying out for recognition that many similar tragedies
are being played out today and the system is failing
to address them. It was impossible not to feel that
the irony was being lost in a sea of complacency.
At the Criminal Appeal Lawyers Association
conference, that followed a few weeks after the
CCRC event, Amanda Pearce from the CCRC
provided a very informative account of the
operational processes of the CCRC. The talk
highlighted how waiting times for case reviews to
begin have reduced from 36 months (out of custody)
and 18 months (in custody) in 2012-13 to a target of
3 months for both custody and non-custody cases by
March 2018. It was also illustrated how funding for
the Commission has been significantly cut in recent
years. The elephant in the room (how has the
massive reduction in waiting time been achieved with
less funding) was not however explained, but one
can only reasonably deduce that the decline in the
referral rate to less than 1% (as was debated at the
20 year conference) reflects a sacrifice of the
intensity of the investigations to the mantra of speed
and efficiency. A pattern reflected throughout the
criminal justice system.

CCRC bashing is an easy pass-time and in fairness if
ever an organisation was between a rock and a hard
place it is such an organisation. That is not to excuse
some truly shocking non referral decisions, but the
real problem lies in the traditional intransigence of the
Court of Appeal and the complacently, ignorance or
vindictiveness (take your choice) of successive
governments in this area. The CCRC could be part
of the solution by getting the nature of the problem
across to government or they could perpetuate the
problem by remaining complacent and subservient to
the dictates of the Court of Appeal.
Anderson and Scott’s book quoted at the beginning
of this account suggests that many individuals in the
justice system have come to act in a sociopathic way,
their sensitivity towards the human condition and to
rationality has been sacrificed in favour of preserving
the system. Examples of this could fill many volumes
but two examples from the judiciary will suffice here
In a recent case the single judge was presented with
new medical evidence from a doctor and a nurse
specialist which provided new evidence – plausible,
alternative and innocent explanations for the injury
which resulted in the conviction. In refusing leave to
appeal the judge stated:
“ln the factual circumstances of the case, the
jury had before them sufficient evidence upon
which to consider causative alternatives to
that which founded the applicant's conviction.
It cannot reasonably be argued that the
reduction of the expert evidence to a joint
statement has rendered the resultant
conviction unsafe; nor can it be reasonably
argued that the contents of the reports of Dr A
and Ms B affect the safety of the conviction
and should be admitted as fresh evidence.”
The fact of the matter is that the jury at trial were
given no explanation for the injury other than a sexual
assault. The statement of the judge is simply untrue,
the jury did not have sufficient evidence to consider
causative alternatives, no such alternatives were
offered. It is not just the fact that what the judge says
is untrue that illustrates the dishonesty. It goes
beyond dishonesty in that the judges asserts it
“cannot reasonably be argued“. We have reached a
point where the obvious truth cannot be reasonably
argued, only the opposite of the truth can be
reasonably argued. There is no accountability for this
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reverse of logic and reason where the judiciary are
concerned.
The specious reasoning of the judiciary seeps into
practical everyday reasoning through often obscure
judgements. Ashley Charles attempted to Judicially
Review a CCRC decision this year. In rejecting the
appeal the High Court set out the various judgements
in relation to cases taken against the CCRC. The

result was a judgement that renders the CCRC if not
a law unto itself, certainly a law unto the Court of
Appeal: Ashley Charles v Criminal Cases Review
Commission EWHC 1219 (Admin) 2017
Pulling the threads together from these authorities:
i) The CCRC exercises an important residual
jurisdiction in the interests of justice.
ii) The decision whether or not a case satisfies
the threshold conditions and is to be referred
to the CACD is for the CCRC and not the
Court; it is not for the Court to usurp the
CCRC's function.
iii) The judgment required of the CCRC is
unusual, carrying with it the predictive
exercise as to the view the CACD might take.
iv) The threshold conditions serve as an
important filter, not least in preventing the
CACD from inundation with threadbare
cases; they also assist in striking the right
balance between the interests of justice
on the one hand and those of finality on
the other.
v) Even if the threshold conditions are
satisfied, the CCRC retains a discretion
not to refer a case to the CACD.
vi) Though the decisions of the CCRC, whether
or not to refer cases to the CACD, clearly are
subject to judicial review (see recently, R v
Neuberg [2016] EWCA Crim 1927, at [52] –
[53]): (1) the CCRC should not be vexed with
inappropriate applications impacting on
scarce resources; the Court's scrutiny at the
permission stage is thus of importance; (2) on
a judicial review, CCRC reasons should not
be subjected to a "rigorous audit" to
establish that they were not open to legal
criticism. (Emphasis added)
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Therefore according to this judgement:
● The CCRC is merely a filter for the Court of
Appeal – far from the body that would end the
evil of miscarriages of justice as the Royal
Commission of 1993 had hoped.
● Justice can be traded off against finality – this
is a clear admission that justice can be denied
and compromised. It is described as the right
balance. Justice cannot be rightly balanced
against finality. It should be a non-negotiable
concept. If it has to be compromised it should
at least be done with regret not approval.
● The CCRC can make “political” decisions not
to refer cases even if they meet the threshold
conditions. This is scandalous abuse of the
legislation and no justification is given for such
an abuse.
● CCRC reasons should not be open to rigorous
audit – what organisation outside of the criminal justice system could be tolerated, even encouraged, to do a poor job by being given the
assurance that there work will not be open to
quality control. Imagine if such a statement
were made in the health service, the building
industry or any other responsible agency.
Justice is in Crisis – more so than when the Royal
Commission was ordered on the release of the
Birmingham Six in 1991, worse than in 1997 when the
CCRC started work. Not only is justice in crisis but
the High Court and Court of Appeal are not merely
unaware of the crisis they positively promote it.
Where does this leave student miscarriage of justice
projects, do they have a role and what should it be?
The Position of Students Projects
There is always a concern that people seeking help
will have an idealised view of a miscarriage of justice
project based in a University Law Department: “A
centre of resources, skills and influence”. The reality
is more akin to: “The inexperienced led by the
deluded in pursuit of the unobtainable.” There is an
issue with the expectations of both clients and
students in terms of what can be achieved and sadly
there has to be a process of downgrading hopes and
expectations given our limitations and the crisis of
justice in which we are situated.
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The innocence project movement in the UK began
around 2005 on the initiative of Dr Michael Naughton
at Bristol University and at one time the Innocence
Network UK (INUK) had projects in over 30
universities. Even at that time the establishment of
INUK was a response to the failure of the appeal
system to address the miscarriage of justice problem.
Now, INUK is no longer operative and there are
perhaps 10 -15 projects of broadly similar type around
the country. The decline has occurred for numerous
reasons but the lack of success due to the resistance
of the appeal system has been a primary one. Cardiff
for example has made 16 applications to the CCRC
since 2010 and had only one referred to appeal (the
conviction was quashed). We have another case (a
direct appeal out of time, not a CCRC referral) which
will be heard in the Court of Appeal early next year.
We know that despite what we believe to be an
extremely strong case for exoneration the CPS will
rigorously oppose the appeal. In the past they might
well have conceded that the conviction was wrong.
Nowadays they seem to oppose every appeal,
however meritorious, as though this were some ethical
foundation for their existence.
The following considerations are a perspective based
on a state of justice in crisis and the dilemmas
consequently facing the Cardiff University Law School
Innocence Project, although it is probably not
unreasonable to assume that other projects are in a
similar position, although they may not share this
analysis or the same approach.
Cardiff’s project currently receives approximately one
request for help per week and about 70% of these
involve claims of wrongful conviction for sexual
offences. These are the most difficult cases for any
organisation to work on because the evidence rarely
extends beyond the accusation and many accusations
are vague in terms of time, place and context.
Admirable organisations such as Inside Justice and
the Centre for Criminal Appeals (CCA) receive many
more requests than this and make pragmatic
decisions to direct their resources to those cases that
they might realistically be able to assist. These are
rarely going to be “evidence-poor” sex offence cases.
There are some admirable law firms that try to tackle
the problem but are equally hindered by the nature of
these convictions and the restrictions on post-trial
legal aid and grounds for appeal.

Cardiff Law School Innocence Project does work on
sex offence cases, but we make it clear to both our
clients and students that our chances of success, in all
cases, but especially these, are vanishingly small and
if there are other options we advise clients to use
them.
This highlights the key dilemma for student based
projects and it is one on which, in the early years of
INUK, Michael Naughton promoted considerable
thought and discussion. The dilemma is this: Do we
work on cases that have a “legal” potential to be
overturned (albeit under the current system it may be
very hard to locate any at all) or do we concern
ourselves with the person’s innocence regardless of
the system’s likely refusal to ever accept this. At
Cardiff in practice we have accepted the latter. It is
debateable whether false hope is better than no hope
but there can be little question that for the wrongly
convicted a constant rejection on the basis that
nothing can be done must be desperately isolating.
We are honest with our clients about the prospects,
but many still want us to try. Our resources are of
course limited and we run a big risk of trying to help
too many people and end up too overloaded to help
any.
Faced with justice in crisis; comprising of a rampant
convictionist police force and CPS, a diminishing
standard of proof requirement and an impassable
casuistry in the appeal system, we have another
dilemma. How do we teach students to work on cases
when we know that every method we suggest is
doomed to failure? How do we portray a positive
value to the project given the abysmal track record we
have? Perhaps the best answer, which we share with
our students is provided by one of our clients:
“There were many times that I was ready to
draw the curtains on my life and just a handful
of people got me through those dark, awful
times…..what I’m trying to say is that, no
matter how sad I feel at the outcome of my
case, please, please tell yourself and your
students that it’s not always the end result that
counts the most. Please don’t ever give up
trying. I’m sad for you lot for not winning on
my behalf because I feel you all work so very
hard, but don’t be too sad, because I’m certain
I won’t be the only person who gains so much
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There are some positives therefore:
●

Most of our clients appreciate our efforts regardless of the outcome.

●

We provide a free service to desperate people.

●

The project remains popular among students,
it is oversubscribed even after the situation
described above is fully explained and illustrated during the training process.

●

Many students are enthusiastic, committed,
talented and hard-working despite the problems, and most realise, as a result of being
involved with the project, that the conventional
view of the criminal justice system as an ethical, functional mechanism based on truth and
proof is a dangerous myth.

●

Many experts in various professions are willing
to give their time and expertise free of charge
to the project.

●

In terms of a learning experience for students
it is invaluable giving them real case work experience and hopefully a better understanding
of the problems within the system.

see our role as a campaigning one to some degree
and we have had involvement with the Justice Select
Committee and other government consultations, the
development of the Open Justice Charter and the
latest plan to set up an All Party Parliamentary Group
on miscarriages of justice the launch of which takes
place at the House of Commons on 29th November
2017.
Sadly our role seems to be to induce a reality check in
young people that what is going on in the name of
justice - in our name – is often bizarre, irrational and
inhumane. We have to try to find grounds for appeal
because obviously people want to clear their name,
but there is also value potentially in simply listening,
caring and trying and in living with the reality rather
than the illusion. It would be good if student projects
could portray to their students a picture of effective
work addressing a few errors in an otherwise sound
system, but as the late great Leonard Cohen said
“You don’t want to lie, not to the young”.

Appendix 1
Letter from Inside Time magazine, Oct. 2017

There is a risk that universities will have projects of
this kind to tick an academic “pro bono” box, that they
will underestimate what is involved, that they will leave
too much work and responsibility to inexperienced
students, that they will give false hope and false
impressions and that they will use wrongly convicted
people as an educational resource without enough
attention to client care. There is also a major risk that
what used to be innocence projects evolve towards
becoming legal clinics and the potential risk in this that
the radical, ethical element inherent in the early days
of the movement will be lost.
There is also a risk that unless the appeal system
becomes more open student projects will gradually
cease to exist, apart perhaps for a few small projects
working with organisations such as the Centre for
Criminal Appeals (CCA). Consequently at Cardiff we
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A typed copy of this letter can be found on page 33 under Appendix 3.

strength from your help and if you folk give just
one more person in this world the strength to
get through the darkest of times - then surely,
isn’t all your work worth it?”

Appendix 2:

Appendix 3:

Justice In Crisis 2017

Ros Burnett, Justice Gap Website,
February 2017

�� 1994 Criminal Justice and Public Order Act – corroboration not needed, right to silence without inference
abolished.

�� 1999 Youth Justice and Criminal Evidence Act – sexu-

This article is also available as a chapter in “
Wrongful Allegations of Sexual and Child Abuse”
2016. Ed Ros Burnett, Oxford University Press

ally behaviour of complaint basically inadmissible.

�� 2001 onwards Terrorism Acts introduce pre-emptive
justice

�� 2003 Criminal Justice Act – hearsay, disclosure, double jeopardy and bad character, irrational sentence
increases

�� CCRC – afraid to re-refer or challenge the ‘test’, sitting on cases, very low referral rate

�� CCRC, Innocence project, Appeal Clinics, legal firms
overloaded with cases

�� Court of Appeal intransigence.

■

No physical evidence and no requirement for
corroboration

■

A moral obligation to report abuse

■

Invitations to come forward and reassurances of
anonymity

■

There is no Statute of Limitations

■

The relative ease with which compensation can be
claimed

■

Once accused, always listed

■

An absence of warnings about the risk of false
allegations

■

Removal of the corroboration warning Section 32
the Criminal Justice and Public Order Act 1994.

■

In the 1990s there were significant modifications to
‘similar fact evidence’ Case Law Judgements

■

Developments that improved the prospects for
claiming compensation for abuse, and therefore
making allegations Criminal Injuries Compensation
Act 1995

■

Bad character evidence Criminal Justice Act (CJA)
2003

■

Cross-admissibility

■

The Victims’ Code Domestic Violence, Crime and
Victims Act 2004

■

Special measures to protect and assist complainants
in trials for sexual crimes

■

Prosecution Policies

■

Policing policies in relation to victim

■

Victims’ right to review ■

�� Joint Enterprise Concerns (R v Jogee 2016 UKSC 8
undermined by Court of Appeal in R v Johnson 2016
EWCA Crim 1613)

�� Sexual Offences Acts 1997, 2003 and 2009 – Register
(unique to this category)

�� Victims’ Charters – one dimensional victimology
�� Escalating prison population (highest in Western Europe), excessive sentences, suicides, conditions
amounting to torture.

�� Imprisonment of mentally ill, elderly and disabled
�� Destruction of Court transcripts continues in digital
age

�� Post trial disclosure R v Nunn 2014
�� Cuts in legal aid
�� Abandoning the standard of proof - most dramatically
of all in historical abuse cases

��“We will believe you” philosophy
��Evidential requirement minimal
��Time lapse no obstacle to prosecution
��Age, Dementia no obstacle
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Fact Helpline Statistics
by

Horatio Goodden
1st Nov 2015 - 31st Oct 2017

The figures start at 1st Nov 2015 because an error
in my computer storage means that digital records
before this date have been lost. Figures before this
date were shared with the committee but until now
this data too is missing.
There are incidences where a landline number and
a mobile number have been about the same matter.
These are treated as separate, as one call has
tended to be from an accused and the other from a
partner, spouse or friend of the accused. Since
each person has different needs of support they are
treated as a separate issues.
Calls to the Helpline which have been received but
not immediately answered have been responded to
as soon as possible afterwards. There are times
when our call back to the caller's number has not
been responded to. There are many reasons for
this; however of significance are those numbers
which bar incoming barred numbers. The number
used by the Helpline coordinator for outgoing calls
is a private number and could be answered by an
inappropriate person should this number be
subsequently used to contact FACT. Thus when
used on Helpline duties the number is barred.
FACT makes reference to ex-directory callers on
our website, perhaps we should consider make
reference to' call barring' as well.
There are often calls beyond the remit of FACT. All
are listened to. Where possible the caller is guided
to an appropriate support organisations and/or a
solicitor.
From 1st November 2015 to 31st January 2016
there were 34 calls, 33 of these calls were new
cases, and one was a follow-up to a previous call.
The record for this year is incomplete.
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From 1st February 2016 to 31st January 2017
there were 199 calls. 173 of these calls were new
cases. 102 from an Education and other related
Professionals setting and 71 from a Caring setting;
roughly 60% : 40%. Twelve calls were follow-up
calls from on-going issues. 4 calls from members
about FACT business. 7 calls from Media. 3 calls
from beyond the remit of FACT (such calls would
have been new cases but are not recorded as such
but which were directed to another support
organisation).
In the nine months from 1st February 2017 to 31st
October 2017, there were 211 calls. 75 from an
Educational and other related Professionals setting
and 56 from Caring settings; roughly 60% : 40%.
Two calls were follow-up calls on on-going issues.
14 calls were of issues beyond the remit of FACT.
17 calls from members about FACT business. 7
calls of Media enquiries. 6 calls from professional
bodies (such as Solicitors, Other charities etc). 34
callers were ex-directory or they barred withheld
numbers when I called back (it is not possible to
confirm if any of these callers contacted the
Helpline later but from an unbarred number).
As a matter of interest the Helpline has experienced
calls where the caller has claimed to be in Australia,
Austria, France, Philippines and USA. Since all
such calls used a mobile number it has not been
possible to establish the actual geographical
source. They all however referred to an allegation
supposed to have occurred in the UK.

Secretary’s Note:
The above is by no means the whole picture and does not
reflect the amount of hours which Horatio puts in to call
all enquiries back. This is a vital service and FACT as
well as those who have received essential support owe
our advisor a massive debt of thanks. ■

FACTion - Vol 8.1- Winter 2017 - 8

MPs to look into the plight of
the wrongly convicted
by Suzanne Gower, Centre for Criminal Appeals
This article first appeared on The Justice Gap website

You really don’t have to look very hard to see major
problems within the criminal justice system. In the last
week, we have seen headlines about 10,000 cases
which may be affected by data manipulation at a
private laboratory. Recent reports from the inspectorates of both police and the Crown Prosecution
Service have found considerable evidence of shortcomings and poor practice in disclosure, but with legal
aid cut to the bone the defence community is not
always able to adequately respond and challenge
these poor practices.
Add into this picture the epidemic of fresh allegations
of often decades-old claims of sexual abuse and the
oft-criticised techniques deployed by those investigating them and there would appear to be a perfect storm
of miscarriages of justice waiting to occur.
At the Centre for Criminal Appeals, the non-profit law
practice and charity dedicated to investigating such
cases, there is certainly no shortage of requests for
our services; over 800 in the last three years.
And yet the current mood amongst those of us dedicated to challenging miscarriages of justice is markedly pessimistic. The Criminal Cases Review
Commission’s much heralded historical referral rate of
3.3% disguises a miniscule 0.77% last year. Those
lucky few who make it past this considerable hurdle
find themselves before an increasingly reactionary
Court of Appeal Criminal Division.
Professor Julie Price from the Cardiff Law School Innocence Project sums up these concerns and frustrations:
“Obviously, we can never know for certain whether someone is actually innocent. But in 12 years,
our project has presented to the CCRC serious
evidential flaws relating to 17 people maintaining
innocence, with success in only one. This cannot
be right: statistically, morally, or in terms of simple fairness. There is something fundamentally
wrong – arguably the statutory relationship between the CCRC and the Court of Appeal. Is the
CCRC, as the public guardian of miscarriages of

justice, prepared to support the recommendations
of the Justice Select Committee and press the
government to properly review the relationship
between the CCRC and the Court of Appeal and
the approach of the latter? If not, why not?”
Her colleague Dr Dennis Eady recently told the audience at the CCRC’s 20th anniversary conference that
he considers the situation to be worse than either in
1991 when the Royal Commission on Criminal Justice
was ordered, and 1997 when the CCRC began its
work. When I later asked Dr Eady to expand upon this
view he told me that he stood by the comment:

It has become far too easy to
wrongly convict
and close to impossible to
overturn genuine miscarriages of justice.
“Due process safeguards have been drastically
eroded and the CPS seems intent on achieving
prosecutions at all costs and opposing every appeal regardless of its merits. The always low, referral rate of the CCRC is the lowest it’s ever
been and the Court of Appeal seems to be becoming more and more intransigent and restrictive. It has become far too easy to wrongly
convict and close to impossible to overturn genuine miscarriages of justice. Justice is in crisis and
all responsible attempts to address the problem
will end in disillusionment unless the government
addresses the issues.”
It is in direct response to this perceived crisis in justice
that Wednesday 29th November will see the launch of
a new All Party Parliamentary Group on Miscarriages
of Justice. The new group is the brainchild of lawyer
Glyn Maddocks, founding trustee of the Centre for
Criminal Appeals, and Barry Sheerman, the Labour
MP for Huddersfield who has been a longstanding
supporter of the campaign to clear the name of Maddocks’ client Tony Stock.
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MPs to look into the plight of the wrongly convicted continued…….

Preventing and overturning miscarriages of justice
should be amongst the most fundamental duties of our
criminal justice system but this duty is not currently being
met. The aim of this group is to bring together a group of
Parliamentarians committed to truth, justice and accountability. Mr Sheerman comments:
“As parliamentarians, we have a duty to help the
wrongfully convicted and address the structural
problems within the criminal justice system which
continue to result in miscarriages of justice. Despite
the creation of the CCRC 20 years ago, the number
of cases referred to the Court of Appeal is pitifully
small and wrongful convictions which are referred
remain largely uncorrected. I hope that the APPG on
miscarriages of justice will provide a forum from
which we can work together to improve access to
justice for those who have been convicted of crimes
they did not convict and, ultimately, prevent wrongful
convictions.”
The APPG has been welcomed by Parliamentarians
from across the political spectrum and also by many lawyers, campaigners and academics who work in this area.
Professor Price has expressed her hopes that this will
help bring about some much-needed change in this area.
“I very much welcome this vital attempt to embrace a
renewed informed political will to work with those of
us who have direct and disheartening experience of
this appalling situation. It’s time to call for change –
on behalf of those innocent people in prison who will
never be released without a new political push. I
have invited Welsh MPs to take a key role in this new
APPG and am delighted at the early positive response from those already agreeing to sign up to the
new APPG.”

False Accusations Cases
2017
The full extent of false accusations of abuse
being made to the police during 2017 is
probably unknown, but we are making a list
of cases reported in the media. For 2017 we
have a list of over 240 wrongful allegations.
People being accused range from age 14 to
90 and include the famous to the unknown,
mostly unknown.
Each case is an individual tragedy, not only
affecting the accuse, but also their family
and friends. Some were lucky and the
justice system worked for them, although
being on bail and going to court has its own
devastating toll on the individual.
Unfortunately, others were jailed, and only
subsequently evidence showed that they
were wrongly found guilty. The toll on the
innocent cannot be put in a few words and
probably can never be adequately
expressed.
If you would like a copy of this 26 page list,
which includes a brief summary of each
case and links to the relevant media web
pages, then click on the link below or go to
the our website.
Report Link: False Accusations Cases

About Suzanne Gower
Suzanne is managing director at the Centre for Criminal
Appeals. She was senior case officer on the legal team
who represented 22 of the families of the Hillsborough
Disaster in the inquests which returned the historic
verdict that the 96 victims had been unlawfully killed. ■
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A SPECIAL INVITATION
To
A SERVICE OF FELLOWSHIP AND ENCOURAGEMENT
FOR ALL THOSE WHO HAVE BEEN AFFECTED BY
FALSE ALLEGATIONS OF ABUSE

Saturday 17ᵗffį March 2018 at 12 noon
St James’s Church Piccadilly London
St James’s Church is situated 200 yards from Piccadilly Circus in the heart of our Capital
City. The Rector and Churchwardens have kindly agreed again to host a special service, with
reception to follow, for all those who have been affected by false allegations of abuse, with
their families, friends and supporters. This will be a private service and will not be open to
the public. Attendance is by accepted invitation which can be done by email, details below.
All current registered members, friends and associates of FACT are most welcome.
We welcome all in the above category to attend, irrespective of your religious beliefs or
affiliations. It is our hope that some of our legal advisors, legal contacts and dignitaries will
also attend together with members, friends and associates of all groups affiliated to Unfounded.
We are mindful of those members who continue to suffer in prison or on license and the
many whose lives and careers have been ruined by miscarriages of justice and the unfair
legislation which has been dealt out to so many. We will especially remember those in prison
at this time, of whom there are more this year than last. We will have a time of prayer and
lighting of candles for them.
Following the Service we hope that we can all meet informally in the Church Hall to share
with each other and to enjoy some light refreshments.
Please indicate your intention to attend by emailing, alicia4angels@gmail.com or writing to
FACT, 83 Ducie Street, Manchester M1 2JQ.

We are very grateful to Rev Lucy Winkett and Sister Frances Dominica OBE for
being instrumental once again in hosting this special event.

St James’s Piccadilly, 197 Piccadilly London W1J 9LL
(Between Piccadilly and Jermyn Street, 200 yards from Piccadilly Circus)
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The results of FACT’s questionnaire
on coping strategies used by the wrongfully accused
by John Chatwin
The Oxford University research paper ‘The Impact of Being Wrongly Accused of Abuse in Occupations of Trust:
Victim’s Voices’1 describes the terrible suffering of the falsely accused and their friends and family. The effects of
a wrongful allegation are long lasting or even life-long.
With this in mind I wanted to find out how people cope, not only with the initial shock of the arrest or allegation,
but also in the long term. I hoped we could learn from each other. A questionnaire was given to those attending
the Autumn FACT conference, and emailed to all members. The response was good with 43 respondents. Many
had made very full comments running to several pages, and I am very grateful to everyone.
Here are a couple of graphs which illustrate the responses to the questionnaire. The first chart shows the
answers to the question ‘what helped you cope when the allegation was first made?’

Number of people helped

35
30

What helped in the short term?

25
20
15
10
5
0

It is striking that the greatest support came from friends and family and at this stage not many people had help
from anywhere or anything else.
The shock of the allegation could be paralysing.
“Initially I was crippled with shock, terror, confusion. I didn’t know what to do, what to expect, who to turn
to”
Some people felt very isolated, this was sometimes made worse by their employers who may have insisted that
they speak to nobody.
“I felt absolutely alone and terribly afraid. I couldn’t talk to [my husband] as he needed my strength. I
couldn’t talk to family or friends as I had been told to keep absolute secrecy.”
Unfortunately, many people found they were left without any support from any official body and had to look for it
themselves.
“No support, practical, emotional, financial, therapeutic etc. has been offered or provided . . . by any of
the authorities, yet without the things we have sought out ourselves we would most likely have cracked
under the strain.”
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The second graph illustrates the answers to the question ‘what has helped you in the longer term?’
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It seems that after the initial shock people were beginning to find other sources of help to enable them to cope.
At this stage many had become aware of the work of FACT. One described how FACT was there for them in
their darkest moment.
“. . . that was one of the darkest and most frightening moments of desperation I have ever experienced,
yet [FACT email contact] held out his hand to me, grabbed on, and kept me afloat.”
Another person commented that they wish they had known about FACT sooner.
“With hindsight, the knowledge and support available from FACT (and other groups) especially good
defence teams that specialise, would have been very useful before the trial!”
It was striking that so many wrote such full accounts of their suffering and it seems there is a deep need to talk
about our experiences with those who have been in the same situation. Seven people mentioned the
usefulness of being able to share their experiences with other FACT members in similar circumstances and
perhaps this is something that FACT can facilitate.
15 people coped by ‘taking control’ to some extent. Some did this by working with their defence teams and
researching the allegation. Others regained their sense of purpose and self-worth by supporting other wrongly
accused people or by campaigning for better treatment of victims of false allegations.
The importance of good specialist advice by a legal team that believed in their innocence was mentioned. To
have an advocate who is fighting for you and is clearly on your side is very encouraging. FACT can provide
contact details of specialist solicitors who are known to have a good track record.
The right mental attitude also helped many. One wrote about the need to control anxiety by compartmentalising
it, keeping it in a separate mental space. Another couple decided that they would only discuss the allegations
during a particular time of the day. Another strategy was to try to live in the moment, or practise the technique of
‘mindfulness’. Some coped by trying to find some good in the awfulness of the situation.
“In time we came to realise that some good could come out of our suffering, we were closer to each
other and our family and realised what really mattered in life.”
Others developed distraction techniques, to take their mind off constantly worrying about the future, or feeling
angry about the injustice of their condition. These included listening to music, watching films or TV, going for
long walks or visiting friends. Some went on holiday or had days out. One person took up long distance running.
FACTion - Vol 8.1 - Winter 2017 - 8
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The results of FACT’s questionnaire on coping strategies used by the wrongfully accused, continued …

The final graph shows the answers to the questions, ‘if you sought help from any professionals, can you tell
us if they were counsellors, doctors, faith leaders, complementary therapists or been for mindfulness
training?’ and ‘how helpful did you find them?’
20
18

Helpfulness or otherwise of professionals

Number of people

16
14

Could do
better

12

Not helped

10
8

Helped

6
4
2
0

GPs were the professionals that were most commonly found to be supportive. In view of the many
comments made about the helpfulness of GPs I would recommend that everybody who is wrongly accused
visits their doctor.
“Our GP was wonderful. She never doubted my innocence, and when we felt suicidal, she came to
see us on a Saturday morning when she was off duty.”
Some people benefited from medication, and there should be no shame in making use of this particular kind
of support.
“Eventually I went on a low dose of [an antidepressant] and after a week of taking them I suddenly
realised I felt better, more like my normal self. . . . I stayed on them for about a year after the case
was over, then gradually came off them and have been able to cope without them ever since.”
Counsellors were a mixed bag. Some found them very good, because they could offload their anger and hurt
to someone outside their family or they helped them develop coping strategies.
“My counsellor was very helpful to me, giving me the chance to talk, cry, rave, rant without worrying
how my feelings would make the other person feel.”
But one had a very different experience.
“Counsellor was terrible; they only reported our meeting to the police as they felt I must be guilty and
they had to report a possible danger to others.”
This isn’t to say that counselling is a bad idea, but it comes with a health warning. It’s important to check what
confidentiality policy your counsellor has before revealing information you wouldn’t want shared.
The same warning applies to those seeking spiritual help from their faith leader. After seeing their priest one
person found themselves subjected to safeguarding measures. One couple coped by going to churches
outside their Diocese, involving a round trip of 80 miles.
“We had to seek spiritual support outside our Diocese as we were not allowed to worship in our own
diocese unless we had a risk assessment, which in my case would have almost certainly resulted in
an humiliating “safety agreement”.
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The last part of the questionnaire left a space for people to make general comments. Some spoke of their
anger that the justice system seemed to favour the accuser.
“The fact that the law is changing with the statements “you will be believed” is extremely hurtful. . . .”
“I have tried to get the police to investigate the complainant for seeking to pervert the course of justice,
and perjury, but they have refused.”
Others wrote about the enduring pain of being wrongfully accused.
“We are different, we are permanently damaged and although the scars are fading slightly we cannot
see a time that they will be completely gone.”
Some gave advice to the wrongly accused.
“Always be professional with others and keep diaries.”
“Do not talk to the media, keep low on medication, drugs and alcohol.”
There is a lot more that I could write about in this article. In fact the full report on the questionnaire runs to 20
pages and would fill a whole copy of FACTion! I will be trying to distil the essence of your responses and any
useful advice that could help others into a FACTsheet for the website.
One thing is clear. The wrongly accused don’t get enough support, especially in the initial stages of being
investigated. FACT’s work is absolutely vital. ■

John Chatwin

The above is a summary, the full report (23 pages) can be downloaded via the following link:

https://factuk.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/Report-onquestionnaire-to-FACT-members-about-coping-strategies.pdf

1 The Oxford University research paper ‘The Impact of Being Wrongly Accused of Abuse in Occupations of
Trust: Victim’s Voices’ can be downloaded from this web address:
www.law.ox.ac.uk/research-and-subject-groups/impact-being-wrongly-accused-abuse-occupations-trustvictims-voice (or just Google it!)
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Living in Fear:
The Reality of Being Falsely Accused
by Patrick Graham
On Thursday 30th June 2016 at 08:15 I answered the
door in my dressing gown to 3 officers of the South
Wales Police. They promptly arrested me and took my
laptop, my phone, my iPad and my wife's computer (all
essential to running our work and private lives) and
after watching me get dressed, took me to Cardiff Bay
Police Station where I spent the day isolated in a cell
from approximately 09:30 till 19:30, barring the initial
finger printing, processing and the interview which
occurred at approximately 3:30 pm and lasted about
45 minutes.
The Police claimed that, between 1991 and 1996, I
sexually assaulted someone, then a minor, three
times. In 2016, when this claim was made, I
understand she was 35 years old. It later emerged that
she had first laid out these claims in 16 hours of
interviews with the police in February 2013.
I had declined a solicitor because, until the actual
interview,I assumed it was some weird mistake. I am a
Guardian-reading, former senior officer in a Local
Authority, who has worked with the police for years in
the field of community safety. It was clear to me I
would be helping the police correct this obvious
mistake. They would then apologise and let me go.
After being softened up in solitary confinement for
several hours, I was interviewed. They asked me if I
knew my accuser. I couldn't remember her at this
point; they were asking about a time that was ancient
history to me. They then put to me some other names,
only one of which I recognised.
They then suggested that I had been to parties at a
house with other men where my accuser was made to
stand on a table naked whilst we abused her. “NO,
obviously not,” I said. I had never been there and had
no idea who these named men were. Moreover I am
repulsed by the idea of child sexual contact.
They declined to tell me the details of what the other
men were supposed to have done.
That was the sum of the accusations. My barrister
later told me that I had I been found guilty of taking
part in these offences would be facing a possible eight
year prison sentence.
During the next 3 hours in solitary confinement, I was
given the chance to speak to my wife on the metal
speaker in the cell wall. Se had been left at home with
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no idea what it was the police might be doing. Whilst I
had been sitting in a cell, she had to cope with
workmen fitting a new boiler as well as (the sods law
effect) three other bad things happening. In my brief
call I told her about the ridiculous accusations that I
had had thrown at me and said I would probably need
to be picked up from the station as I was being
released later.
That evening I was released on bail and got my belt
and shoelaces back, but not my mobile phone. On the
train home I managed to borrow the train guard's
phone – he seemed to be able to tell that I was at the
tail end of one of the worst days of my life, and quickly
agreed to let me call my wife, and so she came to pick
me up. We were too numb to cry.

Too numb to cry.
I sat in the car
feeling more like a rape victim
than an ordinary citizen.

On the way home in the car I felt more like a rape
victim than an ordinary citizen. Having the action of
the police turned on me certainly made me identify
even more with what rape victims used to go through
back in the 1980s if they entered a police station and
dared to voice their complaint.
That was the beginning of the daily grind of living with
the sword of Damocles of police backed rape
accusations hanging over my head. It still felt like a
ridiculous, if terrifying, mistake at this stage, but all
advice was to keep what had happened to ourselves
and tell as few people as possible. This is an
understandable stance for those who know about the
“no smoke” lynch mobs and witch hunters who like
nothing better than projecting their inner demons onto
people they can “monster” - and that monstering
seemed like a real possibility.
Now, I would advise others in the same boat now to
talk about it. Tell all your family and friends. They need
to know the truth and you need the support that comes
from them, seeing your honest pain at being so badly
wronged.
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After being re-bailed three times, I was invited in April
2017 to go to the police station to be charged with
three sample counts of indecent assault. It later
emerged that the decision to charge me was taken
despite there being zero investigation of the
confiscated computers, zero investigation of my
exculpatory evidence1, and no new evidence supplied
from anywhere that supported what my accuser had
said back in February 2013.

I sought out support
Accused.me.uk
FACT
FASO
I was not alone!
I hired a lawyer, sought out support. I was lucky to find
the website ‘accused.me.uk’ that pointed me to their
own forum and other organisations, such as FACT
and FASO, that supported those falsely accused of
rape or serious sexual assault. It soon became
obvious to me that I was not alone and that the police
were in fact persecuting many more innocent men
than I had ever dreamed possible.
In time I began to learn new aspects of the law that my
lawyers didn't bother to tell me about, for example
PACE section 22 (see page 25). This deals with
‘anything which has been seized by the police’ and it
states quite categorically that ‘nothing may be retained
….if a photograph or copy would be sufficient’ for
evidence in court. Knowing this, in January 2017, I
started trying to get my equipment back by writing to
the Chief Inspector and Officer in Charge. I wrote
three more emails, each time attaching the copied
page of the PACE law (neatly illustrating how easy it is
to make digital copies) that states they had to return
these items.
Eventually, in September 2017 I was permitted to
collect my computers. The Inspector apologised for
not replying to my request sooner, but he “had only
just got back from leave”. My reply, agreeing as to
when to pick them up, included the date of my first
email and the simple acknowledgement, “9 months
continuous leave duly noted”.
My co-defendants and their lawyers were surprised
and delighted that I had actually got my possessions
back, and they all proceeded to demand the same
thing.
Once our computers were back we discovered that the
police had never looked at any of them. It may
1

surprise you to know that computers allegedly
belonging to a dangerous paedophile ring were not,
according to the computer forensic unit, worth looking
at because the alleged crime was over 20 years ago.
Of course, the truth is that there was not a single
pornographic child image on any of the computers
they had seized. I noted to the police in an email, ‘Is
there a random group of five proven paedophiles
anywhere in the world who could have zero child
porn imagery on their devices? The odds against
that must be approximately a million to one’.
There may be also another reason why the police did
not look at the computers, and that lies with the
mindset of believing the accuser or they would say
‘victim’. With that mindset, the police probably felt that
the computers would not prove our accuser’s story,
ignoring the fact that they were told by one defendant,
her uncle, that emails on his his computer would prove
his innocence.
On the day her uncle was arrested, June 30th ,2016,
he told the police that “the proof of what I say is in an
email trail in my computer, please look at it” and he
gave them the password in writing. Well now he had
regained access to that computer, he had in his
possession conclusive evidence that she was lying.
It now became very obvious that the police had
accepted as true everything that the complainant said,
even when she changed her story to fit the facts. They
had accepted her words when she said she had lost
the email trail showing how her uncle had paid her
hush money. She claimed that she no longer had the
computer that she previously used for emails. She
forgot that her uncle’s computer would also have a
copy of her emails.
Evidence on her uncle’s computer showed that she
had not only lied to the police, but had tried to extort
the money from her uncle using emotional
manipulation and lots of friendly emails over a two
year period. It was only when he refused to give her
any more money, that she decided to add him to the
story she had been developing of the paedophile
rapist gang.
The woman revealed in all this evidence (and there
was much more more) that she was clearly a
manipulative liar who, over the past two decades, had
made a total of four separate false allegations of rape
against a total of eleven men. Some of the strongest
evidence of her duplicitous nature and behaving like a
‘sexual predator’ (as described by a CPS lawyer
reviewing the evidence) was in police hands back in
2008.
Police knew that as a teenager the woman, who
cannot be identified for legal reasons, had previous
admitted making a false allegation of rape after a night
out.

A definition of exculpatory evidence can be found
in the footnote on page 38
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Living in Fear: The Reality of being falsely accused, continued ……

One of the defending Council, wrote that the woman
had “found a powerful ally in the police, who have acted upon her allegations without question, ignoring obvious lines of inquiry and seeking to undermine
potential evidence that contradicts her allegations.”

compensation from the public purse which had not
been proved in a court of law.
Was money her motivation?
The link to The Sunday Times article is:

In January this year (2018), the CPS lawyers, who had
been so keen to prosecute, reviewed, all the evidence.
It became obvious to them that our accuser had made
it all up. From that point events moved swiftly, the
CPS decision to “offer no evidence” then led to a
statement being made in court that “The evidence no
longer passed the test of a probable successful
prosecution”, which is a weasel way of avoiding the
truth.
What they should have had to say ::
“We never looked at much of the evidence
presented, yet alone all the “unused evidence”
that was known to the police four years before
charges were even brought. And in this
evidence was a mass of material that made it
clear that the accuser is a totally unbelievable,
and a proven serial liar. Therefore the victims
in this case are revealed to be the five falsely
accused men and their families.
We would like to apologise for the massive
damage done to them all and promise to
make sure that CPS lawyers in the future
actually seek out evidence that could save
such people from this extreme and
prolonged distress and the tax payers
millions of pounds in wasted money” .
I and everybody else knows that I am is as innocent
as the day I was born, but I have been done down by
incompetent police and CPS officers.
I’ll give the last word to one of my co-defendants,
“We have been living in fear. This issue of
automatically believing complainants
[in sexual abuse cases] conflicts with the
requirement of an objective investigation.” ■

Note from the Editor:
In an article in The Sunday Times that covered
this case (19th January, 2018), it was mentioned
that the accuser received, with the support of the
police, £22,000, for a previous accusation in 2012,
from the Criminal Injuries Compensation Authority.
The general public would be alarmed if they knew
that the police were supporting applications for
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https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/cpsfailings-paedophile-trial-collapses-over-luridclaims-of-serial-fantasist-dv7dzd5r2

Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE)
Part 2, Seizure, Section 22 Retention.
(1) Subject to subsection (4) below, anything which has
been seized by a constable or taken away by a constable following a requirement made by virtue of section
19 or 20 above may be retained so long as is necessary in all the circumstances.
(2) Without prejudice to the generality of subsection (1)
above—
(a) anything seized for the purposes of a criminal
investigation may be retained, except as provided
by subsection (4) below—
(i) for use as evidence at a trial for an offence;
or
(ii) for forensic examination or for investigation
in connection with an offence; and
(b) anything may be retained in order to establish its
lawful owner, where there are reasonable
grounds for believing that it has been obtained in
consequence of the commission of an offence.
(3) Nothing seized on the ground that it may be used—
(a) to cause physical injury to any person;
(b) to damage property;
(c) to interfere with evidence; or
(d) to assist in escape from police detention or lawful
custody, may be retained when the person from
whom it was seized is no longer in police detention or the custody of a court or is in the custody
of a court but has been released on bail.

(4) Nothing may be retained for either of the purposes
mentioned in subsection (2)(a) above if a photograph or copy would be sufficient for that purpose.
(5) Nothing in this section affects any power of a court
to make an order under section 1 of the M1Police
(Property) Act 1897.
(6) This section also applies to anything retained by the
police under section 28H(5) of the M2 Immigration
Act 1971.]
(7) The reference in subsection (1) to anything seized by a
constable includes anything seized by a person
authorised under section 16(2) to accompany a
constable executing a warrant.]
Editor: We highlighted section 4 above as it was part of
Patrick’s argument for the return of his computers.

FACT Spring Conference, 12th May, 2018
at
St Luke’s Church and Conference Centre
Great Colmore Street, Lee Bank, Birmingham. B15 2AT
Places at this conference must be booked in advance either by post or email

Disclosure Issues
10.00 – 11.00 Registration and Coffee/Tea Reception
11.00

Welcome & Opening Remarks

11.10 – 12.00 Morning Session. ‘Disclosure Issues Past & Present’
(Discussion Groups)
12.00 – 12.50

Sandwich Lunch

12.50

Introduction

1.15 – 2.00

Speakers: TBA (awaiting confirmation from CCRC)

2.15 – 3.00

Speaker: Dr Kevin Felstead

3.00 -3.15

15 minute refreshments break

3.15 – 4.15

Panel (The Speakers, Secretary & Other Invited Experts)
Questions and Discussion

We have the venue booked for longer than the programme as we know the
importance of the face to face contact time which our members value. We
have left reasonable gaps in the day for exchanges of information and contact
with each other, committee and speakers.
For further information, contact;
FACT Secretary: 83 Ducie Street, Manchester. M1 2JQ Email: sec@factuk.org
or book via the dedicated mobile number for the conference 074640436496
NOTE: St Luke’s has some parking and is easy to find using Sat Nav with input B15 2AT.
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Written Submission to the Justice Committee’s Inquiry into Prison
Population 2022: Planning for the Future
December 2017
by Dr Dennis Eady
1. Executive Summary
▪ The government should plan ways to reduce numbers not plan for increasing prison expansion
(Paragraphs 3 and 5)
▪ The increase in the prison population is due to a number of societal and criminal justice factors most of
which are potentially avoidable or at least could be greatly reduced. (Paragraph 4)
▪ The current strategy in relation to prisons is unsafe, ineffective and amounts in many respects to cruel,
inhuman and degrading treatment (See Paragraph 6 and Appendices 1, 2 and 3)
▪ A shift in criminal justice and prison policy towards a public health model is required to bring the system
into a humane and effective condition reflective of an advanced civilized society. (Paragraphs 7-13)
Please note the appendices are important examples and evidence in support of the arguments presented in
this document.

2. Introduction
I am responding to the consultation in a personal capacity based on experience over 25 years as a
campaigner on miscarriages of justice with the organisation South Wales Liberty (later South Wales against
Wrongful Conviction) and 8 years professional experience as Case Consultant to Cardiff University Law
School Innocence Project. This work has brought me into contact with prisons and prisoners through visits
to numerous prisons and regular communications with prisoners who maintain innocence. I have a
bachelor’s degree in Social Administration, Masters Degrees in Criminology and Criminal Justice and Social
Science Research Methods. I also have a PhD since 2009, the subject of which was concerned with
miscarriages of justice.
I have endeavored to frame my comments under the terms of reference although many of my comments
suggest an alternative approach to the one implied in the terms of reference. An alternative, that is, to what I
consider to be the flawed policy of prison expansion.

● What is the current and projected make-up of the (sentenced and unsentenced)
prison population in England and Wales up to 2022?
3. The current prison population of approximately 85-90,000 is reported to be the largest in Western Europe
with the highest percentage of life sentenced prisoners of any Western European country. The model
appears to be increasingly reflective of that in the USA and there seems to be little political will to reduce
numbers. The UK should plan to reduce prison numbers and re-design the strategy for future management
in a way that will reduce re-offending, reduce the harmful effects of imprisonment on prisoners, their families
and the wider community (see suggestions below)

● What has led to the current size and make-up of the prison population?
4. There are many factors which could be avoided and include:
� Massively increased sentence length (reflecting the draconian approach of the USA), following
measures in the 2003 Criminal justice Act and subsequent policies.

Page 27

FACTion - Vol 8.1- Winter 2017 - 8

� The failure to address mental health, learning disability, sex offending and drug related problems
outside of the prison system.
� A massive increase in sex offence convictions frequently based on a minimal evidential requirement.
� Related to the above, a massive increase in the imprisonment of the elderly (mostly men) mostly for
(often historical) sex offences.
� The decline in due process safeguards over recent decades, the creation of many more offences and
cuts in legal aid have resulted in an increase in wrongful convictions and innocent people in prison,
often serving long sentences and with little hope of overcoming an impassible appeal system.
� Many dubious and sometimes unjust convictions in the context of joint enterprise.
� Harsh recall decisions for life sentence prisoners.
� Indeterminate and extended sentences.
� Overall a more reactionary criminal justice system which emphases retribution above rehabilitation.

● To what extent are these factors taken into account in prison population projections?
5. It appears that the rationale of this inquiry is to consider how to cope with a continued rise in the prison
population. Projections are then presumably based on the intention to continue with flawed and inhumane
policies. I strongly urge the Justice Committee to make it clear that the current trend, which shames the UK
in comparison to other European countries, should be reversed rather than make plans to accommodate it.

● What is the Ministry of Justice's existing strategy for managing safely
and effectively the prison population?
6. The current strategy of the mass warehousing of a toxic mix of people with complex needs is neither safe
nor effective: ● The building of massive USA style prison complexes housing thousands of prisoners flies in the face of
accepted research into what might reduce offending i.e. small scale local facilities which encourage
family contact and engagement with local employers and services.
● Prisons are not safe – levels of violence (on both staff and inmates), self-harm and suicide have reached
the highest levels for years and are made more likely by staff shortages, poor conditions and the
inappropriate imprisonment of the mentally ill and vulnerable.
● Conditions in segregation units and Close Supervision Centres amount to cruel unhuman and degrading
treatment. (See Appendix 1 below)
● Levels of cellular confinement and lack of purposeful activity amount to cruel unhuman and degrading
treatment for around 20% of prisoners in England and Wales (See Appendix 2 below)
● Conditions in which frail, vulnerable, elderly prisoners are kept amount to cruel unhuman and degrading
treatment. (See Appendix 3 below)

● Non-violent prisoners are at risk of violence and intimidation by being mixed randomly with violent
prisoners.
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Written Submission to the Justice Committee’s Inquiry into Prison Population 2022, continued ……

● What are the implications of the likely rise in the population for the
resources required to manage prisons safely and effectively?
7. Clearly if the current rise in numbers continues safety and effectiveness would rely on major input of
staffing levels.
8. However that alone will not make prisons safe, effective or humane. There needs to be a complete
change in the criminal justice response towards a public health model. In such a model the requirement for
prisons, at least in their current form, would be substantially reduced. There needs to be recognition of
different needs and separate therapeutic responses to those with drug and alcohol problems, mental health
problems, learning disabilities, and offenders with uncontrolled and unacceptable sexual inclinations.
9. Prison should only be used for elderly offenders in exceptional circumstances and those with mental
and/or physical health problems should receive appropriate care in an appropriate environment.
10. In some of these cases secure environments may be unnecessary but where they are required the
current warehouse model of prison with all its criminogenic qualities should be avoided. The example of the
therapeutic model of Grendon Underwood prison may be valuable as an example of a more constructive
approach. A public health model would also address the staffing problem by creating jobs which were both
challenging and constructive, where the emphasis is on progress and purposeful activity rather than
mindless confinement. Such jobs would be likely to attract talented and progressive people.
11. The change in approach would reduce the system’s current emphasis on security, and focus security on
sections of the population where this was a genuine concern for public safety. Currently security dominates
the lives of all prisoners whether or not they pose a real risk to the public.

● What impact does reducing reoffending by existing prisoners and those under the
supervision of probation services have on the size and make-up of the prison population?
12. A constructive public health approach to offending and rehabilitation would have a positive effect on the
prison population by addressing the problems of offenders rather than promoting criminality in a toxic and
dangerous environment. This needs to be matched by a sensible and constructive response in the courts
rather than draconian sentences which make discussion of rehabilitation meaningless for many prisoners.

● What is Her Majesty's Prison and Probation Service's current capacity to
manage safely and effectively the prison population?
13. The capacity to manage and the philosophy of the current system are respectively inadequate and wrong
in principle. The proposals in this documents are not new or radical, the problems have been apparent for
many decades. A continued expansion of the prison system in its current form would be a shameful
reflection on a modern advanced society.
APPENDIX 1
Conditions in Segregation Units and Close Supervision Centres

Conditions in Segregation Units and Close Supervision Centres (Special Units designed to hold disruptive
prisoners) exacerbate the prison situation to the point of psychological torture and severe threats to health and
physical well-being. In the case of these units this is a situation created by design and can in no way be
justified by circumstances.
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The extreme nature of these regimes:
a) Amounts to psychological torture and inevitable physical and mental deterioration.
b) Has been perpetuated rather than addressed by government and prison service policy over many
years and there is no current intention apparent to improve the situation.

This may be best illustrated by two graphic descriptions of life in Close Supervision Centres:
In 2003 former Chief Inspector of Prisons Sir David Ramsbottom wrote a book “Prisongate: The shocking
state of our prisons and the need for radical reform”. Page 113 describes the life of an inmate in a Close
Supervision Centre as follows:
“Prisoner R had been kept in total seclusion on …the segregation unit of the Close Supervision
Centre……for 206 days when we saw him in August 1999…throughout….he had been denied access to
work, education, hobbies, gym or the chapel. The furnishings in his cell consisted of a concrete plinth on
the floor, on which he put his mattress, a cardboard chair and table, a small fixed mirror and a prison
issue notice board. He was not allowed a radio. He barely saw another person….unlocked …for his
daily exercise in a small caged yard in which he was left alone…..After what was invariably less than an
hour he was taken back to his cell and locked in”
(Ramsbotham 2003: 113)

The following letter published in the prison magazine “Inside Time” April 2016 was written by the brother of a
man held in a Close Supervision Centre and demonstrates that the extreme nature of the treatment suffered in
these units and not improved since Sir David’s description in 1999:

54 months in complete isolation
Anonymous - HMP Isis
I was reading an article regarding the
recently released Guantanamo Bay
detainee Shaker Aamer and his allegations
of torture in the presence of a British MI5
agent. I was intrigued to read the official
British response, which was that they do
not agree with or condone, and I ·quote
'cruel, inhumane or degrading' treatment or
behaviour.
Since 2010 my brother has been held
as a CSC prisoner, excluding 14 months at
Broadmoor Hospital, to date-it has been 54
months in complete isolation. In this time he
has been unable to integrate with a single
person and for the vast majority of this time
he has been escorted for his daily 30minutes
exercise, 10 minute shower and 10 minute

phone call surrounded by 8-10 officers
dressed in full riot gear including shields. All
this while handcuffed. My brother has had no
access to any meaningful activities
whatsoever. He has had his legal paperwork
tampered with, much of his personal property
'deliberately broken or 'go missing' and been
assaulted by officers many, many times.
Whilst at Broadmoor Hospital he was
diagnosed with severe mental health issues
such as paranoid psychosis, paranoid
delusional disorder and Asperger's
syndrome. Nobody should have to spend 4
years 6 months in segregation, let alone
someone with extreme mental health issues.
Is this not cruel, inhumane and degrading'?
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This current example illustrates how these facilities are being used to create detention conditions that amount to
psychological torture and inevitable physical deterioration. Moreover in this case, as no doubt with others, the
conditions are prolonged and applied to a person with severe mental health problems.
A recent publication (2015) on behalf of the Prison reform trust: Deep Custody: Segregation Units and Close
Supervision Centres in England and Wales1 by Dr Sharon Shalev and Kimmett Edgar highlights, among others,
the following concerns:
▪ Segregation and Close Supervision Centres (CSCs) entail social isolation, inactivity and increased control of prisoners – a combination proven to harm mental health and wellbeing.
▪ 20% of those segregated spent between 14 and 42 days in isolation.
▪ 9% of those segregated spent between 14 and 42 days in isolation.
▪ The average stay in CSCs was 40 months (over 3 years in the conditions described above).
▪ Over half the prisoners interviewed for the study reported three or more mental health problems including anxiety, depression, anger, difficulty in concentration, insomnia and an increased risk of self-harm.
▪ Regimes in units were impoverished, comprising little more than a short period of exercise, a shower, a
phone call and meals.
▪ In most units exercise periods lasted 20-30 minutes well short of the 60 minutes minimum stated in the
European Prison Rules for the Treatment of prisoners (the Mandela Rules).
▪ About half of the prisoners in CSCs did not understand why they were there and the majority did not
know what they needed to do to progress and that the opportunities to demonstrate a reduction in risk
were limited.
▪ Two thirds of prisoners interviewed were clear that the monitoring mechanism of the Independent Monitoring Boards has not helped them.

It is clear that the standards that the UK government deems to be acceptable do not meet international human
rights standards.

APPENDIX 2
Time out of Cells
HM Inspectorate of Prisons has long recognised the dangers of excessive confinement. The Inspectorate2 noted
in 2007:
“The amount of time spent outside cells is also critical to the mental health and wellbeing of prisoners.
For those reasons, the public sector Prison Service has a key performance target (KPT) of 10 hours a
day during weekdays for time out of cell. In nine prisons, (surveyed for the report) the best outcome for
an unemployed prisoner amounted to less than four hours a day out of cell – and on a worst case could
be less than an hour.

1 http://www.prisonreformtrust.org.uk/Portals/0/Documents/deep_custody_111215.pdf
2 Time out of cell: A short thematic review (Introduction) December 2007

https://www.justiceinspectorates.gov.uk/hmiprisons/wp-content/uploads/sites/4/2014/07/Time-out-thematic.pdf
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It is clear that this aim has never been met and there is no doubt that the situation has continued to deteriorate
as indicated by HM Chief Inspector of Prisons Report of 2014–15 1
Purposeful activity outcomes were at their lowest level since we first began to collate these annually in
2005–06, and were only good or reasonably good in around a quarter of prisons. Plans for the introduction of new standardised core days and increased activity had been thwarted by acute staff shortages.
Prisoners, especially young adults, were spending even more time locked in their cells. There were insufficient activity places in many prisons, and too many of the places that existed were unfilled, with prison staff not always supporting prisoner attendance. Prisoners who had the least time unlocked were
often either unemployed or on the basic regime.

Figure 14 (below) from the 2015 Inspection Report2 illustrates the extent of extreme cellular confinement with an
average of 21% of prisoners spending less than two hours a day out of cell.
Figure 14: How long do you spend out of your cell on a weekday?

Locals

Spend more than 10 hours Spend less than two hours
out of cell (weekday) (%)
out of cell (weekday) (%)
10
26

Category B trainers

11

11

Category C trainers

18

16

High security

13

7

Young adults

6

36

Open

56

2

Average

14

21

This pattern was reflected recently in the very concerning Inspection Report of Wormwood Scrubs Prison in
London in December 2015 when among many concerns noted was that “most prisoners still had less than two
hours a day out of their cells” (emphasis added).
This situation is exacerbated and the consequences more stressful by overcrowding – the five most
overcrowded prisons in May 2016 being between 187% and 157% overcrowded. 3

The UK’s National Prevention Mechanism Report makes the following observations 4
“Human rights standards deem acceptable the practice of separating prisoners based on the likelihood of
their exercising ‘a bad influence’, but any restrictions imposed on persons already deprived of their liberty
must be the minimum necessary and proportionate to the legitimate objective for which they are imposed.
At their most severe, isolation practices can amount to solitary confinement, which is defined as follows:
‘Solitary confinement is the physical isolation of individuals who are confined to their cells for 22 or more
hours a day. Where this lasts for a period in excess of 15 consecutive days it is known as prolonged
solitary confinement. In many jurisdictions prisoners are allowed out of their cells for one hour of solitary
1 HM Chief Inspector of Prisons for England and Wales Annual Report 2014–15 Extracts from “More time locked up and less purposeful activity” (pages 50-56)
2 http://www.justiceinspectorates.gov.uk/hmiprisons/wp-content/uploads/sites/4/2015/07/HMIP-AR_2014-15_TSO_Final1.pdf
3 www.howardleague.org.uk
4 Monitoring places of detention.

Sixth Annual Report of the United Kingdom’s National Preventive Mechanism. 1 April 2014 – 31 March 2015
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Written Submission to the Justice Committee’s Inquiry into Prison Population 2022, continued ……

exercise. Meaningful contact with other people is typically reduced to a minimum. The reduction in stimuli
is not only quantitative but also qualitative. The available stimuli and the occasional social contacts are
seldom freely chosen, are generally monotonous, and are often not empathetic.”’ 7
These reports noted that in some prisons in the UK access to fresh air could be limited to 30 minutes and that
lack of time out of cell may be particularly applied to “unemployed” prisoners, those on the “basic regime” and
those with mental health problems.

Conclusion
Currently around 20% of prisoners in the UK are subject to confinement with less than two hours a day
out of cell, for the majority if not all of the week, and that this can be a long term situation.
Given the definition of solitary confinement above and the figures provided on lack of time out of cell for
many prisoners it is clear that the United Nations, Standard minimum rules for the treatment of
prisoners (1955) are not being met. The psychological and physical affects that must follow this
amount to inhumane treatment and infringes Article 5 of the UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

APPENDIX 3
The following letter was printed in Inside Time Magazine in October 2017. What it describes
matches a number of anecdotal descriptions I have heard about the plight of the elderly in prison.

Too Old for Prison
KG Isham – HMP Lincoln
I have had the opportunity to see first-hand what
an unmitigated shambles the prison estate is in –
assaults, rampant drug taking and self-harm, the
list is long. But the one thing that grates on me
that I really find truly disgusting, is the way
elderly prisoners are treated in prison – mainly
thanks to society’s almost rabid desire to punish
historical sex offenders. More and more people
are being sent to prison who should be in care
homes.
“Picture this, a man confined to his bed,
elderly suffering with dementia, screaming
out in agony from chronic bedsores, while he
lies in his soiled clothes in his urine-soaked
bed. “
If you read that in a newspapers, if that poor man
was in a care home, there would be angry
headlines, letters to the authorities and
condemnation from society. But if that man is a
convicted criminal and he’s in prison people just
shrug and say “so what?”

Does this man not deserve the level of care
befitting his age and medical conditions? Just
because he’s an offender does that make him
less of a human being? Due to the witch hunt
around historical sex offences, nearly half of the
prison population are aged 50+. I understand
the need to punish offenders, but is prison the
best way? You certainly cannot rehabilitate
someone who is unable to remember what
happened yesterday let alone a crime committed
decades ago.
This is not “punishment” it is nothing but
torture, nothing less and in a supposedly civilised
country in the 21st century. Keeping these
people in prison should turn the stomach of
anyone with a shred of humanity and morality.
There are secure care homes where they could be
cared for properly. Or is it cheaper to stick them in
prison as the government don’t have to pay pensions
and disability allowance. What a disgrace. ■

7 United Nations, Standard minimum rules for the treatment of prisoners (1955), 67(a). United Nations Commission
on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice (2015), op. cit., 93(1)(a).
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Address of Lord Burnett of Maldon, Lord Chief Justice, to the
Criminal Cases Review Commission on 2 November 2017
I am very grateful to the Criminal Cases Review
Commission for asking me to join you this morning to
reflect briefly on your first twenty years of service to
the rule of law and cause of justice. As I am first to
speak may I thank Linklaters on your collective behalf
for their generous hospitality without which this event
would not be taking place. It is particularly poignant for
me to be here because, as some of you know, I was
junior counsel to the May inquiry into the convictions
of the Guildford Four and Maguire family and so whilst
not quite the midwife to the birth of the Criminal Cases
Review Commission was one of those in the delivery
room. You have a fascinating day ahead of you and I
am only sorry that pressing commitments elsewhere
will force me to leave, rather rudely, as soon as I have
finished speaking.
At one time our criminal justice system operated in a
way that was, if I can borrow from Hobbes, nasty,
brutish, and short. This is perhaps exemplified by a
story told by Sir Henry Hawkins, a judge who was
himself no stranger to miscarriages of justice; for
some he was one of the very worst judges of the late
19th Century. Rather than recall one of his own
criminal trials, his memoirs recount an Old Bailey trial
in the early to mid-1840s.
The story opens with the accused (not then the
defendant) being read the charge. The offence:
picking pockets. The plea: not guilty. The witness for
the prosecution is called. In short order, prosecuting
Counsel summarises what happened on the day in
question: you felt your pocket being tugged and your
handkerchief was no longer there. Yes, the witness
agrees. The handkerchief is then produced. Again, the
witness agrees that it is indeed the missing
handkerchief. The judge suggests to the accused that
he has no questions to ask by way of crossexamination. Without waiting for an answer, the judge
calls the next witness.
This time prosecuting counsel foregoes a leading
question. Nevertheless, the second witness is sure he
saw the accused tugging on the victim’s pocket and
walking off with the handkerchief. Again, the judge
asks the accused if he has anything to say to the
witness. And again, he doesn’t wait for an answer. He
moves straight to telling the jury that he is convinced
the accused is guilty. The jury agree. Guilty. The judge
doesn’t hesitate: seven years’ transportation. And, of

course no prospect of an appeal then. The nascent
appeal process on points of law to the Court of Crown
Cases Reserved was not created until 1848. The trial
length. In total: two minutes fifty-three seconds. Not
much more time than it takes to recount the story.
We have come a long way since then. Judges don’t
act as prosecutors. Nor do they tell juries how to
decide cases. Prosecutors don’t tell witnesses what to
say. And defence counsel ensure equality of arms. No
system is however perfect. Mistakes can and do
happen. It was in response to several particularly
egregious miscarriages of justice towards the end of
the 19th century that the Court of Criminal Appeal was
created in 1907; its jurisdiction passing to the Court of
Appeal in 1966.
That, as it turned out, was an incomplete solution to
such problems. Incomplete because of appeal
confirmed in R v Pinfold [1988] Q.B. 462, the principle
of finality of litigation required the power under the
Criminal Appeals Act 1968 to be read as only
permitting a single appeal against conviction. This was
the case even where fresh evidence came to light
after an appeal had been dismissed.
There was however one option that might be tried to
bring the matter back before the Court of Appeal. To
apply to the Home Secretary, via the Criminal Case
Unit of C3 Division of the Home Office, seeking to
persuade him to refer the matter to the court under
powers then contained in section 17 of the 1968 Act.
Failing that, there was always the option of asking the
Home Secretary to recommend that the Queen
exercise the royal prerogative of mercy. That avenue
had however been found wanting in the 19th century.
It was no real answer to the problem of fresh
evidence, not least because a pardon started from the
premise that the person concerned was guilty.
An application to the Home Secretary seeking a
referral was however no effective answer in most
cases either. The reality was that the power was
exercised sparingly. From 1981 to 1988 3 on average
4-5 cases a year were referred. From 1989-1992, this
rose to an average of 9 per year. Those referrals
came from an average of 700-800 applications to the
Home Office a year. The inadequacies of this
approach, and the operation of the criminal justice
system more broadly, were explored by the May
Inquiry and then by the Runciman Royal Commission
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Address of Lord Burnett to the Criminal Cases Review Commission, continued ……

in the early 1990s. If I may say so it is a particular
pleasure to see here this morning Professor Zander, a
member of that Commission. My copies of the reports
by Sir John May have followed me around since they
were published and have always sat within reach of
my desk. Yesterday I was able to leaf through them.
They tell a sorry story. The report into the convictions
of the Maguire family was produced within nine
months and led to their successful appeals. That into
the Guildford Four took longer because of the need to
await action being taken against police officers, but
the convictions had already been quashed. I look
back with professional satisfaction at the part I played
in exposing the miscarriage of justice in the case of
the Maguire family and the investigation into what
went so wrong in the prosecution of the Guildford
Four. They were not the only high profile cases at the
time which resulted in convictions being overturned
and perhaps illustrate how very careful we have to be
when dealing with prosecutions of those who, for one
reason or another, are seen to be beyond the pale by
the public.
The weaknesses in the procedures for curing
miscarriages of justice exposed by these cases and
explored by the Runciman Commission, were
eventually three-fold.
The first was a structural problem. The Home
Secretary was reluctant to refer cases because the
statutory power to do so was, properly, understood to
impinge on the separation of powers. The executive
was understandably cautious before acting in a way
which might be seen to interfere with the
administration of justice. As such it was a power to be
exercised rarely. The second problem was a practical
one. The Home Secretary would only refer a case
where there was fresh evidence. Absent fresh
evidence it was thought improper for the executive to
suggest that the courts had gone wrong. Equally,
absent fresh evidence, it was thought a referral
served no purpose as it would have no prospect of
success. Thus, structural and practical limitations
rendered the power an ineffective curative. The third
was that, dedicated though those who worked in C3
were, they were substantially under-resourced.[1]
It was all this which led Sir John May, with his
formidable assessors in Professor Sir John Smith,
Alistair Graham and Sir Richard Barrett, to suggest an
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alternative system should be devised. The Runciman
Commission spelt out that alternative in its Report of
July 1993. It was, of course, the Criminal Cases
Review Commission; created shortly afterwards
through section 8 of the Criminal Appeal Act 1995.
And you started work on 31 March 1997. We are
celebrating your birthday a little late.

C C R C began in 1997
Since your creation you have put the old system to
shame. You have been active in the pursuit of justice,
where Home Secretaries were reluctant,
understandably reluctant, to act. You have acted
consistently with constitutional principle. And, most
importantly, you have referred over 630 cases for
reconsideration by the courts. An average of 30 a
year for the past twenty years. And of those, I
understand that nearly 70% of referrals have seen an
appeal succeed. In terms of applications made to you,
you now receive approximately 1,300 a year. It is a
sobering thought to reflect on how many miscarriages
of justice were going unacknowledged. And it would
be naïve to suppose that the current system provides
a universal cure.

It is of more importance
to community,
that innocence
should be protected,
than it is,
that guilt
should be punished; .
President John Adams (USA)
1 735 - 1826

Your continued importance – and centrality to our
criminal justice system – was recognised by the
House of Commons Justice Committee in 2015. I can
only agree. As I said earlier, no justice system is
immune from error. Those errors can lead to the
wrongful conviction of the innocent. And we cannot
forget what US President John Adams once said,
expanding on our own Blackstone,
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‘We find, in the rules laid down by the greatest
English Judges, who have been the brightest of
mankind; We are to look upon it as more beneficial, that many guilty persons should escape unpunished, than one innocent person should suffer.
The reason is, because it is of more importance to
community, that innocence should be protected,
than it is, that guilt should be punished; . . .’[2]
Independent of courts and government, the role you
play in securing justice for the innocent is an integral
part of the administration of justice, in its broadest
sense. It is work of the highest importance to the
individuals concerned, to wider society, and our
commitment to the rule of law. As such it is work that
remains as important today and tomorrow, as it was
over the last twenty years. And just as the Court of
Appeal will continue to scrutinise with great care
applications referred to it, it is my hope that you will
continue to scrutinise the work of the courts with equal
care in the coming years. Justice depends upon it.
Thank you. ■

“Far from accusers not being believed,
police have been trained
to go out of their way to treat even
preposterous claims as credible.”
“We are expected to live with this.
Victims of rape are entitled to say
that men can be bastards,
but victims of false accusations
are entitled only to shrug and say
that life can be a bitch.”
Peter Joyce
Dry Ice
Page 235 - 6
the concluding paragraphs
See the review of Dry Ice on page 39

_______________________
1. See para 1.11 of the Final Report of 30 June 1994
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/a
ttachment_data/file/235647/0449.pdf

2. Adams’ Argument for the defense (1770)
https://founders.archives.gov/documents/Adams/05-03-020001-0004-0016
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Tackling Miscarriages of Justice:
Twenty Years of the Criminal Cases Review Commission
by Laura Tilt
DPhil Candidate, Centre for Criminology, University of Oxford
A little over twenty years ago, at a time of revelations
of what remain the most controversial miscarriages of
justice in English history, the Runciman Royal
Commission made an important recommendation: the
creation of an independent post-conviction review
body to investigate potential miscarriages of justice.
Thus, in 1997 the Criminal Cases Review Commission
(CCRC) replaced C3, a small review department in the
Home Office.
Thursday 2 November 2017 marked the CCRC’s celebration of twenty years of investigations and referrals
back to the Court of Appeal Criminal Division at their
20th Anniversary Conference in London. The audience
represented the range of stakeholders concerned with
tackling miscarriages of justice: appeal lawyers,
CCRC commissioners, members of parliament, forensic scientists, charity workers, investigative journalists,
academics, and a handful of victims of wrongful conviction, including two who participated in panel discussions - Michael O’Brien and John Kamara.
The Commission was represented on each of the
three panels throughout the day by one of the current
Commissioners. They faced some tough questions
and constructive criticism, though the overall mood of
the day reflected acknowledgement that the Commission is reasonably successful at what it does. The
Commission now receives more than 1300 applications per year; since inception, 634 cases have been
referred to the Court of Appeal, with 419 of those convictions overturned.
Whilst the CCRC has done some high quality investigations and has a high success rate – with the Court
quashing almost 70% of referred convictions until the
recent downturn - there is still concern that they are
not referring enough cases, with the number of referrals to the Court having decreased over recent years
from almost 4% to under 1%.

Referrals to the Court of Appeal
decreased to under 1%
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What is causing this declining rate was of interest to
most in the audience, but Commissioners seemed unable to account for it. On the one hand, the Chair suggested that austerity could be a cause: a
representative from the Ministry of Justice spoke
about underfunding of criminal justice and cuts that
might be affecting the quality of applications to the
CCRC, with fewer applicants being legally represented
due to restrictions on Legal Aid (this is currently being
researched by the University of Sussex). In light of
Hodgson and Horne’s research, which found that
CCRC applications with legal representation were
more likely to be successfully referred than those who
weren’t, this is cause for concern.
Some members of the audience suggested that the
declining referral rate may be as a result of the close
relationship between the CCRC and the Court of Appeal, and that the CCRC was unduly deferential to the
increasingly restrictive approach of the Court of Appeal (for example in ‘joint enterprise’ cases, with the
Johnson case, following Jogee raising the bar for referring convictions). Some suggested that where applicants raise the issue of police misconduct, the Court is
now more stringent, emphasising the need to prove
how the misconduct links directly to the safety of the
conviction at hand. Concern was also raised over the
Court’s approach to cases where there is no new evidence but it is assumed that the jury ‘got it wrong’, otherwise known as a ‘lurking doubt’ cases, in which the
Court is reluctant to overturn a jury’s decision.

Police misconduct and
failure to disclose exculpatory evidence 1
are two of the most common reasons
in applications to the CCRC
Commissioners too were keen to express their
frustrations, agreeing that police misconduct and
failure to disclose exculpatory1 evidence are two of the
most common points raised by their applicants. Forensic experts concurred with the CCRC and others that
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such cases are likely to increase in number and severity as
agencies struggle to manage the vast data sources made
possible by mobile and satellite communications and other
devices that takes considerable resources to search, making
accidental and incompetent non-disclosure more likely.
So where to from here? Many raised the need for more thorough research into contemporary threats to fair and equal
justice, including a thematic review of miscarriages of justice
cases. David Rose proposed a very sensible suggestion of
making full trial and appeal transcriptions freely available to
appellants and legal representatives in order to increase the
chances of discovering flaws in the prosecution case and
producing more robust applications to the CCRC. In turn, the
CCRC proposed a new initiative to increase transparency in
the form of a user group forum of interested stakeholders to
share information as well as frustrations.

I know I am
innocent why won’t
they just
listen?

The experience of a miscarriage of justice
does not cease
with the quashing of a conviction.

In light of my own doctoral research, I was moved to hear
from Michael O’Brien and John Kamara that the experience
of a miscarriage of justice does not cease with the quashing
of a conviction. There is a whole other conversation to be
had about the ‘aftermath’ experiences of wrongful convictions, when the Commission and the Court of Appeal has
done its job.
However, whilst the conference heard legitimate concerns
and good recommendations for improvement, in this time of
austerity we must be careful not to cloud the achievements
of the Commission. We should be grateful that we have an
independent review body with government funding (though
perhaps not enough) and extensive review powers, putting
us a step above other jurisdictions who have expressed an
interest in such a body, including Australia and New Zealand. Without it, the likes of Michael O’Brien and John Kamara would likely not have been there to tell their powerful
stories. ■

Author Biography: Laura Tilt is a DPhil Candidate in
the Centre for Criminology. Her research focuses on the
post-exoneration experience of the wrongfully convicted.

1 Exculpatory evidence is evidence favourable to the
defendant in a criminal trial that exonerates or tends to
exonerate the defendant of guilt. It is the opposite of
inculpatory evidence, which tends to prove guilt.
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Books
Reviewed by Dr Ros Burnett

Dry Ice: The True Story
of a False Rape Complaint
by Peter Joyce
The Copy Press, New Zealand.
10 Nov 2016, 238 pages,
Paperback:
ISBN 978-0473-377014 £19.99
Kindle:
ISBN 978-0473-378912 £7.97

I enjoyed reading this book but I really should not
have done. It is a chronicle of shock, anger and
despair; one man’s story of his experiences after
being falsely accused of raping, years ago when she
was 13 years old, someone he’d never met. Yet it is
written with wry humour, and a kind of baffled
detachment as the author tries to take in what is
happening and to take appropriate steps. In my
research on the impact of wrongful allegations, I’ve
often been reminded of the striking opening lines of
Kafka’s novel ‘The Trial’ which captures that
frightening yet absurd moment when a man is
arrested and has no idea why. Peter Joyce brings a
more recent echo of that, when after his own shock
visit from the police, he recalls the lyrics of a song by
The Doors: ‘Strange days have found us, Strange
days have tracked us down, They’re going to destroy
Our casual joys’.
The book intertwines diary entries with excursions
into the laws and policies driving the way that sex
crime allegations are now dealt with by the police and
prosecution services and victims’ services. ‘What?
Aren’t they after the truth? he asks, when advised not
to pass a note of dates and places to the
investigating police. Then, ‘I’m starting to learn just
how much my naïve optimism makes me a lamb
that’s slipped into the alligator pond, and how often
an action that seems instinctive and honest could
actually turn me into lunch.’ (p.24). As the weeks roll
into months he expresses his increased sense of
frustration and anger about the way he is being kept
waiting by the police for news of an outcome to their
investigations. He’s told ‘it’s a complex case’ but is
sure he is being fobbed off ‘by a detective who can’t
find a needle in a box full of needles’; he knows that
police and prosecutors have to boost their sexual
complaints clearance rate, and wonders if he and his
wife, and all the other falsely accused and their
families ‘have become victims of a police image
makeover’.
He has what he calls ‘attacks of common sense’. He
questions everything. Like the day when he saw a
billboard outside a shop with a thought for the day:
‘Truth is more important than facts’ and walks inside
to tell the staff that the statement is ‘baloney’. You
could say he became obsessed. But who wouldn’t be
after being hit by an out-of-nowhere false allegations
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missile. It is troubling that without his
persistence in finding out more and
trying to hold the police to account,
the outcome may have been different.
If I have a criticism it is that the author
seems to have drawn the conclusion
that his accuser is a malicious liar in
pursuit of compensation, although he
does not know her, and in seeking to
understand why false allegations are
made he does not make sufficient
differentiation between lies, false
memories and mistakes. Joyce uses
the word anger many times
throughout the book, but at one point
stops to ponder what he means by
that, and decides that the main
emotion he is experiencing is
‘sustained exasperation’ or ‘an
attenuated sense of violation’. No
doubt, many falsely accused people
can relate to that.
With lucidity and admirable candour
Peter Joyce vividly articulates what so
many others falsely accused are likely
to have thought at times during the
interminable experience of being
accused of despicable crimes they did
not commit. Drawing on his forays into
the research, he shares his
understanding of what should and
what does actually happen in such
cases, crisply revealing the flawed
logic that errs on the side of believing
accusers when there is no evidence
beyond their words that a crime
occurred. The informative sections,
some great comic lines, and
occasional recourse to apposite song
lyrics that resonate with the pathos or
absurdity of his situation, make this
one of the best among a new genre of
misery memoirs, those focused on
victims of wrongful allegations of
sexual offences. ■

The Choice:
By Edith Eger
Published by Rider
7 September, 2017,
400 pages,
ISBN 978-1846045103
Hardback: £10.49
Paperback: £8.99
Kindle: £1.99

Reviewed by Michael Curran
The Choice is a powerful, moving memoir—and a practical guide to
healing—written by Dr. Edith Eva Eger, an eminent psychologist
whose own experiences as a Holocaust survivor help her treat
patients and allow them to escape the prisons of their own minds.
Edith Eger was sixteen years old when the Nazis came to her
hometown in Hungary and took her Jewish family to an internment
centre and then to Auschwitz. Edith and her sister managed to
survive until the American troops liberated the camps in 1945 and
found Edith in a pile of dying bodies.
Edith, now living in the USA, has chosen to forgive her captors and
find joy in her life. She went back to college to study psychology and
now combines her clinical knowledge and her own experiences with
trauma to help others who have experienced painful events.
The Choice weaves Eger’s personal story with case studies from her
work as a psychologist. Her patients and their stories illustrate how
people can choose to escape the prisons they construct in their
minds and find freedom. Edith’s story is an inspiration for everyone
and her message is powerful as the following quotes illustrate:
“Your pain matters and is worth healing: you can choose to be
joyful and free.”
“As long as I was holding onto that rage, I was in chains with
him, locked in the damaging past, locked in my grief.
To forgive is to grieve – for what happened, for what didn’t
happen – and to give up the need for a different past.
To accept life as it was and as it is.”
“We choose to be our own jailors or we can choose to be free.”■
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Alliance created to campaign for victims of false allegations
UNFOUNDED – Alliance Against Unfounded Accusations of Abuse
Over the last 30 years, support groups for those accused of false accusations have worked tirelessly to provide advice and
a shoulder for victims of unfounded allegations. The support groups include FASO, FACT, Accused.me and Safari. Whilst
each group supports a wide range of different people and accusation, all the groups have a similar will to witness change
to the British Legal System to better protect victims of false allegations and wrongful convictions.
Unfounded brings together the wide range of Groups that support victims of false allegations, to speak as one voice in the
fight for justice. The Alliance is committed to working together to raise awareness and influence policy to improve
services to victims of unfounded allegations and miscarriages of justice.
The initial aims of UNFOUNDED are:
��

Campaign to get the recommendations of the Henriques Report implemented.

��

Raise the profile of unfounded accusations to wider parties.

��

Strengthen the position of victims of wrongful allegations in the criminal justice system.

��

Unified voice to influence and engage with government and wider stakeholders.

��

Work together in a positive and respectful way to improve outcomes for victims’ families.

��

Networking across member organisations with swift communication of key information.
Website: http://www.unfounded.org.uk/

NEWS: Update No.1

If you have any specific experience in political campaigning and would like to volunteer to help please contact FACT.■

Unfounded Website Home Page
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Also Supporting Victims of False Allegations
We are happy to introduce other organisations, where you may find additional information / support:

accused.me.uk - www.accused.me.uk
The Accused Me organisation help link you with others and provide advice if you are going through rape
allegations. They also campaign to improve the investigation and detection of sexual crimes in the UK.

F.A.H.S.A - Falsely Accused of Historic Sex Abuse - http://www.falselyaccusedhsa.co.uk
My husband and I assumed that the fundamental principle of justice - innocent until proven guilty - was
enshrined in British Law, our experience taught us otherwise.

B.F.M.S. - British False Memory Association - www.bfms.org.uk
False memory: when a person is convinced a memory is true when it is not. Clinical evidence suggests it
is more widespread than had previously been appreciated. Contact: Kevin Felsted - 0161 285 2583

S.A.F.A.R.I. - Supporting All Falsely Accused With Reference Information. http://safari-uk.org/
SAFARI provide powerful and positive information to those who are in a position to make necessary
changes in the UK's investigative and judicial systems, those who have been affected by false
accusations and those who have suffered from being pressurised into making false accusations.

F.A.S.O. - False Allegations Support Organisation - www.false-allegations.org.uk
A voluntary organisation that offers clear information, practical advice, and emotional support to anyone
affected by false allegation of abuse. Contact - Margaret - 0844 335 1992

P.A.F.A.A. - People Against False Accusations of Abuse - http://www.pafaa.org.uk/wordpress/
S.O.F.A.P. - Support Organisation for Falsely Accused people
The PAFAA and SOFAP website was set up in an effort to offer help and support to anyone who has been
falsely accused of abuse of a sexual nature.

Chris Saltrese Solicitors
mail@chrissaltrese.co.uk

www.chrissaltrese.co.uk/

Chris Saltrese Solicitors
is a law firm providing a premium service
in representing clients accused of
sexual offences and domestic violence,
in criminal proceedings.
We have unrivalled expertise in these areas,
both regionally and nationally.
Many of our clients face allegations as a result of domestic or relationship disputes, contract disputes, mental health
problems, financial incentives and have no prior experience of the criminal justice system. Often these allegations
involve uncorroborated, historic allegations.
In this complex area, specialist legal advice and representation is vital, especially as recent changes in the law designed
to convict genuine offenders, also put the innocent at greater risk of injustice.
We particularly welcome careers, teachers and health care professionals who have been accused of abuse and are
likely to be subject to criminal investigation.
Where allegations have been made we would be happy to advise, whether or not criminal investigations are underway.
For further information please contact

Chris Saltrese Solicitors
3 Regent Road, Southport,
PR8 2RB
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FACT is a not-for-profit organisation founded more than 16 years ago and is 100% run by volunteers
Due to attitudes and changes in the law we are moving further away from the precept of innocent until proven guilty. Add

to this a zero risk tolerance in employment and we find ourselves being called upon more and more to support those
who have been falsely accused of abuse when working in positions of trust (including volunteers) who are maintaining
their innocence or have been cleared. As an organisations we need more volunteers to help us respond to these calls for
help and to enable us to provide first class support to the victims of false allegations and their families, as well as to
seek changes to reverse that increase. We need skills and experience across a broad range of areas. Many of our
volunteers bring with them skills and training they have gained through their careers and previous volunteering, or from
their own personal experience of the devastating effects of false allegation and who want to use this to help others.
We do not provide legal assistance or attempt to influence the outcome of a case, instead we provide information,
practical support and comfort during a very difficult time when the victim can feel very much on their own, vulnerable
and shunned by society. Many of the effects of false allegations last for life.
Whilst FACT is a UK based organisation we recognise a spread of the problem worldwide and are often contacted from
abroad.

Ma k e
Do n a t a
ion!

How You Can Help?
MEMBERSHIP:

If you aren’t already, become a member.

WEBSITE:

Website design. Sourcing and adding news and information

TWITTER:

Managing and writing

MARKETING/COMMUNICATIONS:
WRITING:

Producing leaflets, Producing PowerPoint presentations,
Producing Pod Casts and audio recordings at conferences

For website,
For FACTion
Preparing responses to government consultations
Open letters & press releases representing FACT'S opinion to governments and media

EMAIL SUPPORT: Supporting individuals by email
RESEARCH:

Find out about a topic and keep our knowledge up to date i.e. DBS, employment law,
parliament, Issues in other counties

FUNDRAISING:

Writing grant applications. Finding funding sources

VOLUNTEER COORDINATOR: Supportingvolunteers. Training and recruitment
MANAGEMENT/COMMITTEE:

These are not the only ways of helping.
If you would like further information please see inside front page for contact details.
Page 43

FACTion - Vol 8.1- Winter 2017 - 8

