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Your letter of 6 November to the Attorney General has beenpassed to rne for reply in r""p""i of the epec*f,lc mattersreratJ.ng to this officl-. r -" 'Eoa/EL;

T must emphaelse at the outset that r do not have charge of thernrrEsttgatlo::_ currentry being ""llriaxen i, i*t--tro", to whichyour cllent was arested on s io,oe*U*, f"ut :.

The matters _to whr.ch yoyr compl.aints relate are in respect ofthe very issues to d decioed-r"- Jr," course of the crimir:a'trial currently Uetore Vr Justice ft'r"L*r. I do not thLnk it isapproprlate for me to respond in oJiafl to such critlcisms atthis stage. SubJect t; iriut, howeve;;-; would repty as folrows.
You ral'se 

" r::lb?: of points about what you perceJ.ve as thlsoffice's far.lure to v:-sit_northern -cyprus. 
rt has been pointedout both to' you and to chose instruciirg yo., many tlmes thar thesFo's posrtion ;;d; -i"o* 

the obstructrve attltuae of the"government".there,-i"a 
""t-trom- "ry G"r. of desire or effort onbehalf of thts offi.ce to--unoertake enquirles there.

your client. was not arrested in a ,,braie of pubr'ctty,, . rhepublicity whrch forrowea hls arrest was not sought by thisof f ice. fhe batt terms 
"uu^sequ".-J1y u*t were, in iact, set at.a revel suggested to in.' corit uy " tri"- o*rence . No applicaticnnas ever been made to vary the rrninciar t*rq's of iirat bail, andin respect of applicatf-o-ris to vary other terms, .I am satisfiedthat amounts meniioned by th? proi"ouiro' as belng involved inthe case have been "orrrrEt"ntry ,"i".i"o to throughout.

Transfer occufred. s'me fourteen months after your client wascharged. Durr,ng th;i tiri*, evldence io Justtf,y a rransf,er oncounts LnvorvJ.ng thefts of sums 
-rn -extess of {,150 m'rllon wasbrought togethei- ri-is ; matter of r"aw that transfer is. andcan only be, a matter f,or a designated- autnorrty as deflned insection ,4(2) of the Criminal Justice Act Lgg:. The Chief

I:iil:i?ii:"t stlpendiarv Masistrate i; not such a desisnated
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I have no lcnowledge af the eventsthe behaviour of, tle u"rio, porice
su-moundlng the enquLry intoofficer you mentLon

The matter ?: orl.ginarry reported to this of,fr.ce concernedallegatlons 
-?I_^t:lioge'. i1"""-l"ui-t&. rhe facts surroundinsthese arlegations are lontained j.n the-prosecutlon case (see forexample, pagss lg and 19 of the Case Statement).

I!t-tllSlltgatLon bv this offl.ce was not inl.tLat€d a6 a resurtor a complalnt .made by Mr Allcoclc oe ifre Inland nev*n,r*. rf youhave evidence :ulrqh rrf;prrcates or tends. to inprlcate nr Alrcock,then you shourd eorwa-ra-lt to tne-pirrc* department which isipvestlgating tfre rnaiteJ.
r am entLrely satLsfied wlth the manner of the Lnvestigationcarried out tiy the serious fraud office into the rnatters withwhlch your crr.ent naJ-r-e-e]r charged. r am satisfr.ed in addition:*lh^Il" Judgement which has been exercLsed by those of,ftcers ofthe SFO whom you seek to crltictse.
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Youps sincerbly
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George Staple
Director


