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D ear John

Thank you fo r your le tte r received by em ail yesterday. I  am gratefu l fo r 
you  setting out the position  o f the MPS fo llo w in g  the representations 
made in  m y le tte r sent by em ail on 2 "̂ * O ctober and posted next day.

I  do however consider that you have either neglected or evaded the m ain 
issue set out in  m y letter. S pecifica lly you suggest m y concern lies w ith  
inaccuracies in  the Johnston R eview  when m y le tte r makes clear m y 
prim ary concern is in  regard to the obvious om ission o f  s ign ifican t and 
re levant facts, w h ich  were drawn to  the attention o f the Johnston Review.

These include facts about the leve l o f oversight and senior engagement in  
the decisions to  investigate the leaks com plained o f  by the Cabinet O ffice  
fo llo w in g  the conduct o f a scoping exercise w hich ide n tified  relevant 
leads, reflected CPS advice and h igh ligh ted the prospect that members o f 
Parliam ent m ay be invo lved  in  the leaks in  some way. This, o f  course 
goes to the heart o f  questions o f p roportiona lity .

I  do not w ish  to  rehearse a ll o f the om issions in  th is le tte r but they include 
facts in  re la tion  to G alley and Green’ s conduct and m indset, and facts, 
w h ich  demonstrate the p ro x im ity  o f  the leaker to sensitive and secret 
m ateria l. Th is in fo rm a tion  was available at the tim e o f the R eview  and 
goes to the heart o f  the question o f  p ropo rtiona lity  raised in  the R eview ’s 
term s o f  reference w ith  respect to both the investigation and arrests. I 
re iterate I  am not alone in  these concerns.

I  w ou ld  be gratefu l i f  you could indicate w hat percentage o f the words 
redacted have been concealed on the basis tha t the words o r sentences are 
inaccurate, m isleading o r incom plete.
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Further you have im p lied  that the review  by the H er M a jesty ’ s C h ie f 
Inspector o f  Constabulary, in  w h ich  the Johnston report is to be published 
as an appendix, has taken account o f  the Johnston R eview  in  its 
deliberations and conclusions. However, having read the d ra ft o f  th is 
docum ent, I  do not believe th is can be the case as th is review  is forw ard 
lo o k in g  and does not seek to  test the accuracy or completeness o f  the 
Johnston Review . Therefore a w hole series o f relevant facts crucia l to  the 
p u b lic ’ s im derstanding o f  th is  case w ill not be aired.

F o r example, you w ill be w e ll aware the H M I’s review  does not 
adjudicate on the issue o f  p ropo rtiona lity , therefore the pu b lic  and the 
m edia w ill on ly  have the Johnston review  as a po in t o f reference on this 
and other im portant issues and w ill be m isled i f  i t  is published w ith o u t the 
pub lica tion  o f  more a more com plete account o f  the facts. B y  th is I  am 
no t re fe rring  to the document ‘Response by the Investigation Team to  the 
Johnston R eview ’ as you erroneously suggest. In  fact I  am re fe rring  to  the 
report subm itted by investigators to the CPS, w h ich  contains very little  
sensitive in fo rm a tion  and is capable o f  being redacted in to  a c lin ica l 
account o f  established facts. A lte rn a tive ly  the MPS is perfectly capable o f 
a producing an ob jective factual chronology that covers the period before 
and after the Johnston Review .

Further, you w ill also be aware that Green sought unsuccessfully to  use 
the protection o f  ‘parliam entary p riv ile g e ’ to prevent po lice exam ining 
documents recovered from  his o ffice , w h ich  were removed from  the 
Hom e O ffice  w ith o u t authority, and other records w hich g ive ins igh t in to 
how  proactive he was in  procuring such m ateria l. This m ateria l was not 
available at the tim e o f  Johnston’ s review  but underlines the nature o f 
Green’s conduct. Th is exem plifies the potentia l to  create a w h o lly  
m isleading p icture o f the investigation i f  the current approach is taken.

Once again I  w ou ld  w ish to  stress I  do believe that it  is essential fo r the 
po lice  to  m ainta in the highest standards o f  openness, transparency and 
accountability. I t  should not need to  be said the police service has a 
unique position  in  society and have obligations to the public in  th is  regard 
tha t others do not.

R  F Q uick
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