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The future imprisonment of the Lockerbie bomber remains in the hands of the Scottish judiciary and Scottish ministers, even after a deal between Tripoli and the UK Government that could pave the way for his transfer to Libya.
The pledge from Whitehall comes after the two countries' recent agreement on prisoner transfer which specifically says that Scottish authorities have control over the future of prisoners north of the border, without naming the only Libyan held in a Scottish jail, Abdelbaset Ali Mohmed al Megrahi.
However, the issue has once again sparked tensions between the Scottish Government and Whitehall, with an accusation by Alex Salmond at the weekend that a £450m deal recently struck between the Libyan government and British-based oil giant BP has been linked to Megrahi's possible transfer from Greenock prison.
advertisement
The row began in the early weeks of the SNP administration last year, when it emerged Tony Blair had discussed prisoner transfer when still prime minister and visiting Libya, but without consulting Scottish legal authorities.
The SNP asked Whitehall negotiators that the prisoner transfer agreement should specifically exclude Megrahi, but the UK Government found their Tripoli counterparts were not willing to break with convention and create a treaty with reference to a specific convict.
Holyrood ministers are "strongly opposed" to a transfer of Megrahi, convicted of killing 270 people in the 1988 bombing of Pan Am flight 103 over Lockerbie.
A spokesman for Mr Salmond said allegations that Megrahi's future was tied up with the BP deal are "very serious".
A Whitehall source responded last night that it remains the case that Scottish ministers will have the last word on any possible transfer.
While Megrahi appeals his case, he could not be transferred, and, whatever the treaty says, a refusal to transfer could be subject to judicial review under human rights law.
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 Add Comment
Posted by: Clare, Lanarkshire on 1:22am Mon 4 Feb 08
"While Megrahi appeals his case, he could not be transferred, and, whatever the treaty says, a refusal to transfer could be subject to judicial review under human rights law." Douglas, did you read that sentence before you committed it to print? It makes no sense. Megrahi's case is under appeal so he can't be transferred, end of. So don't try to muddy the waters by going on to say "a refusal to transfer could affect his human rights". What utter tosh! If prisoners jailed under Scottish Law are the responsibility of the Scottish Government then that's that, the treaty doesn't apply to them without the Scottish Government's agreement to move Megrahi. You can't have it both ways. And surely a majority in the Parliament will back Salmond on insisting the appeal proceeds. Of course the other thing is Douglas, we know that Blair wanted Megrahi transferred don't we and we know why? If the appeal goes ahead some very shocking truths may emerge , which would call into question the conduct of many over the tragedy that happened in the skies over Lockerbie. Salmond was accused of "picking fights" at the time (by Kirsty Wark, and didn't she make a real fool of herself that night?) when in fact he was right. Blair was lying again about what he'd discussed when in Libya and what he'd agreed to. Isn't it just as well that sometimes readers have better memories than journalists or is it that some journalists function with selective memory only? 
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Quote | Report this post
Posted by: subrosa on 2:08am Mon 4 Feb 08
I'm sure the Scottish government will handle this in their usual professional manner. They will ensure Scotland's name will not be smeared by the behaviour of labour in London. You're right of course Clare, this will open a can of worms but so what? Let the truth out and watch the guilty all scurry to oblivion.
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Quote | Report this post
Posted by: Donald Anderson, glasgow on 7:33am Mon 4 Feb 08
Westminster and the Whitehoose jailed him. Scotland will free him and more.
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Quote | Report this post
Posted by: Strathturret, Montrose on 8:40pm Mon 4 Feb 08
I agree I think he is innocent. The interesting question is who framed him and why?
I agree I think he is innocent.

The interesting question is who framed him and why?
Quote | Report this post
