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_________________________________________________________________________ 

 

CUFFE: Rooting out corruption was a rallying cry in the Arab 

Spring. As one by one the despots fell from power, more details came to light about their 

lavish lifestyles and their abuse of state funds. 

 

EL-JEDI: On the one hand, I see the poverty in Libya, the ruined 

infrastructure, the destruction in the country.  On the other hand, I’ve seen billions and 

billions of dollars being shuffled in western banks. 

 

CUFFE: The hunt’s on across the globe for stolen assets.  And 

London is one of the first places to look. 

 

PALMER: The shocking thing is that despite all the efforts of our 

Government, our banks, our regulator, London is still a favoured destination for dictators to 

bring their loot and spend it. 

 

CUFFE: In tonight’s File on 4, we report on the growing 

frustration of Libyans and Egyptians who are trying to recover missing billions.  They 

complain that Britain sticks too rigidly to the rules, without making allowances for countries 

coming out of turmoil.  But the British Government says it’s not that simple. 
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BURT: We’re perfectly prepared to act entirely properly to 

return things, but to suggest that just because circumstances are difficult, the rule of law in 

the United Kingdom should be changed, bent, obscured or not followed I don’t think helps 

anyone.     

 

SIGNATURE TUNE 

 

ADVERT FOR VIENNA OIL CONFERENCE  

 

MALE VOICEOVER: [MUSIC] The Organisation of the Petroleum Exporting 

Countries welcomes to the fifth OPEC international seminar.  High level speakers .... 

 

CUFFE: Three weeks ago, Vienna played host – in its usual 

elegant style. 

 

MALE VOICEOVER: Join us June 13
th

 and 14
th

 at the Hofburg Palace, 

Vienna, Austria. 

 

ACTUALITY AT HOFBURG PALACE 

 

CUFFE: The red carpet’s out at one of the entrances to the 

Hapsburg’s imperial palace and one by one the black cars are smoothly drawing up. This is 

an occasion for oil ministers from across the world to hobnob with the heads of the largest oil 

companies. But this year, one familiar figure is missing. 

 

WAITER: It was about 9.30 here and the police was already here 

and we see the body in the river. 

 

CUFFE: It was a windy Sunday morning in late April when the 

body of a well-dressed man was found floating in the River Danube, here by the north bank, 

the modern side of Vienna, where there’s a row of restaurants, and one of the waiters had just 

come in to work. 
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WAITER: He was with his suit and he was a little bit blue, but 

after that the police take him out and .... 

 

CUFFE: Did you recognise him? 

 

WAITER: I don’t recognise him.  I see a body, nothing else.  I 

don’t know who he was.  We thought poor man that he’s in the river and everything. 

 

CUFFE: But you noticed that he was smartly dressed? 

 

WAITER: He was good dressed, he was good dressed. 

 

CUFFE: The drowned man was 69 year old Shukri Ghanem, a 

former Libyan oil minister under Gaddafi who defected during the uprising and was living in 

Vienna, where he already owned an apartment. His friend, Amer Albayati, noticed that in the 

weeks leading up to his death, he was constantly on edge. 

 

ALBAYATI: I meet Shukri Ghanem many time after he come back 

from Libya to his residence in Vienna, and when we walk in the park near of the river where 

they found him dead, when some Arab people they come in the park, he afraid. I feel he is 

anxious, I feel when he come back to Vienna he is afraid and anxious of something, but he 

didn’t speak.  

 

CUFFE: No wonder the Libyan was nervous. In the high octane 

oil industry, rumours about his business dealings are rife.  Rob Palmer has been investigating 

the Libyan oil sector for the campaign organisation, Global Witness. 

 

PALMER: Shukri Ghanem was a significant figure within the 

Gaddafi government, especially in the oil sector. He was head of the National Oil Company 

for a significant portion of time as well as the Minister of Oil.  He was at the centre of how 

the Gaddafi regime carved out the oil industry - who it gave contracts to, where resources 

went.  He knew a huge amount about the oil industry, which was a major earner for the 

Gaddafi regime, and he also would have known a lot of information about potential corrupt 

deals or shady business around how oil contracts were handed out, how money was 
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PALMER cont: potentially siphoned out of the Libyan state coffers to 

the personal enrichment of figures around Gaddafi. 

 

CUFFE: You say he had information about these corrupt deals.  

Was he implicated himself? 

 

PALMER: You know, following his death, it will now be difficult 

to establish for sure exactly what role he played, but a lot of people I’ve spoken to in Libya 

and who know about this have said that Shukri Ghanem was at the centre of a lot of the 

suspicious deals and transactions that took place in the country. 

   

CUFFE: As File on 4 has discovered from influential sources in 

Libya, many people in high places had reason to wish him dead. 

 

EL-JEDI: He did a lot of bad things.  He was one of the guys who 

have multi billion dollars accounts outside the country, in different countries.  He really 

didn’t miss a chance. 

 

CUFFE: Abdulhamid El-Jedi is working on behalf of Libya’s 

transitional government to recover assets stolen by the Gaddafis and their inner circle, 

reporting directly to the deputy Prime Minister. He’s almost certain there’s a link between the 

former oil minister’s death and what he was about to reveal. 

 

EL-JEDI:  When we build a legal case against Shukri Ghanem 

andthis case was presented, and there was a mandate of arrest issued against him, of course 

he was not in Libya so they had to go through Interpol, they negotiated with them.  

Eventually they issued him what they call a red card.  This red card was issued on the 25
th

 of 

April 2012.  26
th

 he comes to this lawyer in Tripoli, he says ‘How about I give up 70% of the 

funds, I fully cooperate with you for a return immunity of life sentenced?’  27
th

 exactly he 

comes with exactly the same offer, however instead of 70% he offers 100% of the money, 

returning the Libyan people’s money, cooperating and informing about his partners in the bad 

deals.  Lighter sentence or immunity. Two days later he was found floating on the river.  Now 

if that’s a coincidence, fine I’ll take that, but probably it is statistically it is very very limited 

probability.  However, you know that’s exactly what happened. 
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CUFFE: So in exchange for immunity, he was really going to 

spill the beans on a lot of corrupt deals and people? 

 

EL-JEDI: Absolutely, ma’am, because he wanted to talk and they 

did not want him to talk. 

 

CUFFE: The Austrian Police say so far there’s no evidence of 

foul play, but we understand that they haven’t closed the case.  Investigations in Vienna are 

mirrored across the world, as transition countries hunt for money syphoned from the state 

into the accounts of despots, their relatives and friends. It was the corruption of their leaders 

that fuelled public anger and ignited revolution. For some years under Gaddafi, Abdulhamid 

El-Jedi had been secretly gathering evidence, even though it put him in danger. 

 

EL-JEDI: On one hand, I see the poverty in Libya, the ruined 

infrastructure, the destruction in the country.  On the other hand, I’ve seen billions and 

billions of dollars being shuffled in western banks, and the names of a few people and 

individuals.  This is how I came about trying to at least inform the Libyan people and maybe 

they could do something about it.  So I tried to localise those transactions, identify the parties 

involved and now hopefully power is in the hands of the people and the people should ask for 

their money back.  

 

CUFFE: How much money do you think is out there? 

 

EL-JEDI: Overall, in terms of aggregate amounts, it’s in the tens 

of billions of dollars, if not approaching to the hundred billion dollars. 

 

CUFFE: The international response to the Arab Spring was to 

impose sanctions on leading politicians and freeze their assets.  At the height of turmoil in 

Libya, Britain froze £12 billion worth of assets, most of which have now been returned.  But 

as Rob Palmer of Global Witness points out, that’s the easy part. 

 

PALMER: There’s three groups of assets that we’re talking about 

here.  One are the assets in the name of state authorities and state funds - the Central Bank of 

Libya for example.  They’re relatively easy to identify because they are in the name of the 
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PALMER cont: Libyan state, relatively easy to return.  You unfreeze 

the assets and they go back to the Libyan government, so that’s one state asset.  The second is 

personal assets - assets under the personal control of senior Gaddafi figures that were named 

on the sanctions list, that are again relatively easy to identify and freeze.  You then have the 

third category, which is assets that belong to people connected to the Gaddafi regime, assets 

that were corruptly acquired in connection to Libya and that’s much more nebulous, it’s 

much more difficult to prove the connection back to Libya, but also it’s difficult to identify 

them, because there are so many figures, so many peripheral figures - middlemen, lawyers, 

nominees, family members in the middle - in the mix who aren’t necessarily known to the 

authorities.  And often corruptly acquired assets get put in the names of those intermediaries, 

those middlemen, which makes it difficult to identify and freeze. 

 

CUFFE: At one point last year, when Arab leaders and their 

cronies were in a race to move money out of their countries as fast as possible, the Swiss 

authorities identified questionable asset flows amounting to over $3 billion.  An equivalent 

amount of money may well have ended up in London, according to Tim Daniel, an 

international lawyer who has worked with a number of foreign governments on asset 

recovery. 

 

DANIEL: Everybody thinks in terms of Switzerland and secrecy 

jurisdictions, but we have been aware for the last, oh ten, twelve years that London is actually 

a primary destination for these people.  I think this arises from a number of factors.  One is 

that it obviously is a very open jurisdiction and there is a lot of financial expertise available in 

London, so that anybody who wants to distribute funds, they can find the contacts in London 

relatively easily - in fact, far too easily because there are company formation agents who will 

help with the formation of the necessary companies and trusts in the secrecy jurisdictions, 

they have contacts in those jurisdictions and they will also, because of the sophistication, if 

you like, of our, our financial services sector, they can advise on where money should go and, 

of course, very easily transfer money from London to the secrecy jurisdictions. 

 

CUFFE: So London is a good place for hiding dirty money? 
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DANIEL: It’s a good place through which to launder money.  It 

doesn’t necessarily stay in the jurisdiction, but you have all the technical assistance that you 

could wish for here.  And, as is increasingly apparent, our banks - many of them high street 

banks, not just private banks - seem to be only too willing to take the monies of these people. 

   

CUFFE: Pressed on by concerns about terrorism, countries like 

the US and Britain have stepped up their anti money laundering regulations. Since 2007 

British banks have been required to follow strict procedures when dealing with customers 

considered to be high risk.  And there are plenty of sophisticated tools to help them. 

 

ACTUALITY WITH COMPUTER 

 

DUNN: Yeah, so the user logs into this, it’s available over the 

internet.  They would log in .... 

  

CUFFE: At his office in Chancery Lane, Mark Dunn of 

LexisNexis showed us the anti-corruption software he’s devised for financial institutions.  

They can search the database for any adverse information about a potential new customer. 

 

DUNN: And then to finish off, we can look at the politically 

exposed persons list.  So these are lists of known individuals associated with government, 

senior positions perhaps in the judiciary, and they are known as politically exposed people 

because there’s a potential risk they may be open to corruption or financial crime because of 

the status they have. 

 

CUFFE: But a recent review by the Financial Services 

Authority showed that many banks aren’t using even the most basic tools at their disposal to 

check their PEPs, or politically exposed persons. Tracey McDermott is the FSA’s acting 

director of enforcement and financial crime.  

 

MCDERMOTT: We set out in our report a number of examples and one 

of the ones was a situation where we had identified, when we did our visit, someone who we 

believed to be a PEP and a higher risk customer. The bank said they had done their own 

searches and they couldn’t find any information suggesting there was a problem, We had 
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MCDERMOTT cont: done a Google search, which we pointed out to the 

bank, the first hit of which linked them to allegations of corruption. So that is a fairly basic 

example of some checks that the bank could have taken but hadn’t. 

 

CUFFE: The review – an in-depth look at twenty-seven banks - 

identified serious weaknesses in their systems and controls. It concluded that three-quarters 

of them, including the majority of major banks, failed to take necessary steps to prevent 

money laundering. 

 

MCDERMOTT: We found that a significant number of banks were not 

applying the money laundering regulations properly, proper understanding of exactly who the 

customer is, where their money comes from, what their relationships are, what sort of money 

flows you should expect through the account, again then through onto the monitoring that’s 

supposed to be done of the accounts, whether that was adequate to meet the higher risks.  

There were examples again cited in the report of situations where the bank had been told, for 

instance, that there would be £25,000 to £30,000 throughput annually a year on an account 

and then all of a sudden you'll see payments going in of half a million pounds, where the 

bank didn't seem to notice or recognise that there was a very big distinction between what 

they had been told at account take on and what was actually happening on the account.  

 

CUFFE: These seem very basic, these errors, don’t they? 

 

MCDERMOTT: We were disappointed that the standards weren’t 

higher across the board and we did believe that some of these were simple things that actually 

should be being done and should be doing done better. 

 

ACTUALITY AT COUTTS 

 

CUFFE: One of the worst offenders identified in the FSA report 

is Coutts, the Queen’s Bank, owned by the Royal Bank of Scotland, with its glass-fronted 

headquarters here in the Strand in central London.  The bank boasts that whatever its clients’ 

lifestyle and ambitions, they’ll be in good company with Coutts, but has it been fussy enough 

about the company it keeps?  The FSA investigation throws that into doubt.   

According to the FSA, Coutts was guilty of serious and systemic failings, resulting in an 
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CUFFE cont: unacceptable risk of handling the proceeds of crime.  

These included failing to properly identify and record all politically exposed persons, and to 

monitor their activities. 

 

MOLLOY: What comes out of the report is that Coutts was clearly 

in expansion mode at the time.  They were pushing to increase, to grow their customer base 

and they were keen to develop new markets, probably emerging markets, high risk markets. 

  

CUFFE: Timon Molloy is editor of the Money Laundering 

Bulletin.  He says Coutts was taking customers even when questions had been raised about 

them. 

 

MOLLOY: There are five cases, it says, where there are credible 

sources of adverse intelligence and allegations of criminal activity and this included theft of 

state funds and involvement with individuals who are wanted by law enforcement, but the 

customers were still approved.  And in a further two cases, the adverse findings were 

discounted on the basis they were allegations of criminal conduct and not actual convictions, 

or because the anti money laundering team thought sufficient time had elapsed since the 

allegations were first made. These would be factors which should be taken into account by 

any private banker and AML team when determining whether to take on a customer at all. A 

major red flag to deciding whether or not to take on a customer in the first place. 

 

CUFFE: The FSA fined Coutts £8.75 million.  The bank 

declined our request for an interview, but referred us to a statement from the head of the 

Wealth Department at RBS. 

 

READER IN STUDIO:  Since the FSA first raised its concerns, we have 

implemented a number of improvements to prevent any recurrence of these failings.   Regulatory 

reforms continue apace.  We remain committed to ensuring that our systems and controls are 

robust and counter the risk of financial crime in all the markets in which we operate. 
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CUFFE: Another smaller bank with a London branch, Habib 

Bank AG Zurich, was fined just over half a million pounds.  It tells us it’s implemented a 

number of remedial measures in the UK and remains committed to ensuring systems and 

controls to combat financial crime are robust and effective.  But as far as the new Libyan 

authority is concerned, it’s a question of shutting an empty stable door. Once the money’s 

disappeared into a personal bank account, a shell company or property, it’s an extremely 

tortuous legal process getting it back.   

 

ACTUALITY IN HAMPSTEAD 

 

CUFFE: 7 Winnington Close is a modest enough address, but 

this is Hampstead Garden Suburb, where an eight bedroomed, neo Georgian house sells for 

£10 million, and inside there’s a swimming pool and there’s a cinema with suede-lined walls.  

The house was bought for one of Gaddafi’s playboy sons, Saadi. 

 

SHABAN: It’s the first ever successful asset repatriation case 

following the Arab Spring.  In that regard it’s a landmark case. 

 

CUFFE: Mohammed Shaban is the lawyer representing the 

Libyan Government in the UK. He made it his personal mission to return the Hampstead 

house to its rightful owners – the people of Libya. But before he could persuade the British 

authorities to hand it over, he had to provide them with solid evidence. 

 

SHABAN: We had to first of all satisfy the courts that this house 

actually was beneficially owned by someone on a sanctions list - ie one of Gaddafi’s family 

members.  On a land register his name doesn’t appear, the title is in the name of a BVI 

company, and the BVI – British Virgin Islands – is a very secretive jurisdiction, and so we 

had to probe very thoroughly with the British Virgin Islands Companies House and also with 

HM Treasury in the UK to find the link between the two.  And we finally managed to get 

confirmation from Her Majesty’s Treasury here that the house was beneficially owned by 

Saadi Gaddafi according to British Virgin Islands government authorities. 

 

CUFFE: And once you had the proof, was it then easy to realise 

the money? 
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SAADI: Not straightforward, because the next step is to satisfy 

the courts here that Saadi Gaddafi used Libyan state funds to buy this house.  That was quite 

a struggle, because obviously the way these dictators and their sons work is they don’t leave a 

paper trail, but we managed to be able to find Saadi Gaddafi’s official salary in Libya.  

Interestingly, we found that the highest income he could have earned if he was given his 

salary and allowances according to Libyan law would have been around £34,000 and the 

judge was satisfied that the only way he could have bought this house is through the misuse 

of state funds as a result of his position as his father’s son and head of a military unit in 

Libya. 

 

CUFFE: In a sense it was an easy target, wasn’t it?  So how 

difficult will it be to realise other assets? 

 

SAADI: Yes, real estate is easier because you can see it, you 

can go to the land register, you can follow it through.  Other assets like bank accounts, for 

example, are fiendishly difficult to get information on because of data protection laws, 

because of the way that the UK authorities deal with information gathering and information 

giving.  Other information, like stocks and shares and unlisted companies are also very 

difficult for similar reasons. 

 

CUFFE: It’s these shadow assets, of people not on the sanctions 

list, that Abdulhamid El-Jedi in the deputy prime minister’s office now wants to recover. 

 

EL-JEDI: There’s a lot of money which was taken completely out 

of the system for certain individuals.  Of course, the money then was invested in real estate, 

in shares, equity bonds, even solving debt, you name it.  Now, in terms of the recovery and 

appropriating those funds, with some countries we did go some steps forward.  With Britain, I 

will not call it that, we ran into a deadlock, however we are not getting the kind of 

cooperation that we should get. 

 

CUFFE: What the Libyans need is official corroboration of 

evidence they’ve already compiled by undercover means.  Their London lawyer, Mohamed 

Shaban, acknowledges that up to now they may not have been as effective as they could 
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CUFFE cont: when approaching British authorities. But now they’re 

ready to hand over details of addresses and accounts in the UK.  

 

SHABAN: The difficulties we’re having at the moment is they 

have a very fixed set of procedures that we have to follow in order for them to hand over any 

information.  Applying those procedures to, say, a country like Libya or Tunisia or Egypt 

with a … who’ve just come out of a revolution, whose judicial system is quite fledgling, it’s 

going to be difficult to overcome.  And I think, you know, it would be helpful if the UK 

authorities were to sit with us and say, ‘Okay, these are our procedures, but we also 

understand the difficulties that you face, we understand that Gaddafi’s people didn’t leave a 

money, a paper trial, let’s work together to find a solution whereby the veracity of the 

information is protected, the identity of the people is protected, but also we are able to 

provide you with sufficient information for you to be able to investigate.’ I think that would 

be a more pragmatic approach.  I’m hoping in the not too distant future to perhaps have a 

conference with British authorities, together with His Excellency the ambassador to be able to 

try to overcome some of those.  At the moment, it’s still very strict. 

 

CUFFE: So a year on from recognition of the National 

Transitional Council, you haven’t had a face to face meeting? 

 

SHABAN: No, I haven’t had a face to face meeting.  I’m hoping 

to set one up fairly soon. 

 

CUFFE: It’s difficult for the representatives of foreign 

governments to know exactly who in Britain they should be dealing with.  The Treasury is 

responsible for freezing assets, SOCA - the Serious Organised Crime Agency - investigates 

individuals, and the Foreign Office takes the lead in handing assets back. SOCA won’t 

confirm or deny that they’ve received a request for help from the Libyans, but Foreign Office 

Minister, Alistair Burt, has been speaking to Libya about asset recovery.  He stresses 

Britain’s willingness to help, but says that it can only do so within a proper legal framework. 

 

BURT: You either obey the law or you don’t.  It’s not there to 

make life difficult for people, it’s there to make sure that that honesty and equity apply and 

that the people who are entitled to ownership should have ownership.  And again, much in the 
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BURT cont: same way that we were prepared to act and act quickly 

when people pointed out that wrongdoers had assets that needed to be frozen, we’re perfectly 

prepared to act entirely properly to return things, but to suggest that just because 

circumstances are difficult, the rule of law in the United Kingdom should be changed, bent, 

obscured or not followed, I don’t think helps anyone.   

 

CUFFE: But then they’re saying it’s up to Britain to also do its 

part.  I mean, the assets are being held here in Britain, therefore surely it’s Britain that should 

be helping to identify what’s going on here. 

 

BURT: If assets have been stolen then presumably there is 

evidence that assets have been stolen and evidence needs to be presented to courts locally.  

That needs to be done to perfectly straightforward evidential standards and international 

standards and then a valid claim can be made. 

 

CUFFE: Armed with their own evidence about missing assets, 

the Libyans are now turning their attention to a number of individuals suspected of 

wrongdoing. 

 

ACTUALITY WITH LIST 

 

CUFFE: I’ve got a list of two hundred and forty names here.   

It’s got the title Law No 47 and it’s ordering the sequestration of assets of certain individuals 

and companies.  It says the properties of everyone on this list, as well as those of wives, 

children and relatives, must be brought under the control of the public administrator.  Number 

107 is Saleh Ibrahim El Mabrouk El Werfeli.  

Saleh Ibrahim was Dean of Tripoli’s Higher Education Academy.  For a time, he was also a 

high ranking and active member of the notorious revolutionary committees, Gaddafi’s 

enforcers.  At the height of the uprising, he left the country through Tunisia.  His movements 

were tracked by Abdulhamid El-Jedi and other members of the opposition. 

 

EL-JEDI: Saleh Ibrahim left Libya, I believe, just before the fall 

of Tripoli.  I think he was on a mandate and his mandate was to try to hire certain 

mercenaries, I believe are from Eastern Europe, Serbia if I recall correctly.  He has access to 
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EL-JEDI cont: certain funds. But then by that time Tripoli fall so he 

stayed outside the country with this money.  We believe he had a figure around $200 million. 

Then he went to Egypt, I believe, then he came to the UK.  Last seen in the UK at the end of 

January, beginning of February.  Now I know his family live in the UK for about, I don’t 

know, twelve, thirteen years, his wife and his kids.  He owns homes and I think he’s residing 

in Britain.   

 

CUFFE: We asked the Metropolitan Police and the Home 

Office if they could give us any information about Saleh Ibrahim. We wanted to know 

whether he was in Britain and what he has to say about the allegations against him.  They told 

us they couldn’t comment.  Eventually, with help from Libyans here in Britain and in Tripoli, 

we established that he is here, and owns a house in the south of England. We were able to 

contact him through an intermediary and he agreed to meet in central London for an 

interview.  Dr Ibrahim says he did travel to the Balkans a few days before the fall of Tripoli 

but it wasn’t to hire mercenaries. He was there, he says, to conduct an international peace 

mission through politicians in Croatia and Serbia.  He denies that he ever received state 

funds. 

 

IBRAHIM [VIA INTERPRETER]: I challenge them if I ever have even $20,000, let alone 

the $200 million they are talking about.  If I was ever given a reward, it must be somewhere 

in a bank account or it must be in cash. Let them produce proof that that is the case. They 

haven’t caught me withdrawing cash from a bank or in an airport with cash on me. 

 

CUFFE: But they have investigated your affairs in Tripoli and 

elsewhere and they strongly suspect that you do possess state assets, that you have removed 

money from Libya, in fact that you did so shortly before the fall of Tripoli. 

 

IBRAHIM [VIA INTERPRETER]: If they have any proof that I owned a single penny or 

moved a single penny anywhere, let them produce it. I would be very prepared to go before 

the judiciary when there is a decent judiciary in Libya. 

 

CUFFE: Saleh Ibrahim says he is now strapped for cash and that 

he has applied for asylum in Britain, which will come as a surprise to those who remember 

his name from the past. 
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EXTRACT FROM ARCHIVE - MUSIC 

 

CUFFE: In April 1984, WPC Yvonne Fletcher was shot dead 

outside the Libyan Embassy, where pro-Gaddafi demonstrators were clashing with 

opponents.   

 

NEWSREADER: One of Colonel Gaddafi’s leading supporters in Britain 

has been deported. Police said Saleh Ibrahim Mabrouk, age 26, was arrested on Saturday.  He 

is not an accredited diplomat, but he was a member of the so-called Revolutionary 

Committee which runs the bureau in London. 

 

MAN: Tonight then, the first of the Libyan revolutionary 

students to leave Britain is back in Tripoli.  A young man in his mid twenties that few in this 

country will ever want to set eyes on again .... 

 

CUFFE: And one man who felt particularly strongly was John 

Murray, who was serving alongside WPC Fletcher and was with her in the ambulance before 

she died. He is now retired, but he’s been carrying out his own investigation into her murder. 

He had no idea that Saleh Ibrahim was now living in Britain. 

 

MURRAY: I was actually quite astounded and quite amazed. This 

guy, he was at the embassy when this murder took place. If the police, the Home Office, the 

Government know where he is and he is in the UK, then surely he should be arrested and 

interviewed.   

 

CUFFE: But of course Saleh Ibrahim is not the chief suspect. 

   

MURAY: He is not the chief suspect, but he’s got to have vital 

information because he was there at the time. He should certainly be invited in, if I can put it 

like that, for questioning if nothing else.  If we can assist the Libyans with this man, if he is 

wanted over there and if he can be arrested and sent back to Tripoli for investigation, that 

must surely help the investigation for Yvonne Fletcher and get more cooperation from the 

Libyans.  So it stands to reason that they must do something about it. 
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CUFFE: Dr Ibrahim insists he was not inside the Embassy at the 

time of the shooting and says he’s always been happy to help the British police with their 

enquiries.   

I think many people in Britain would be very surprised to learn that you were allowed into 

Britain, given your connection with murder of Yvonne Fletcher – the fact that you were at the 

Embassy at the time of her murder. 

 

IBRAHIM [VIA INTERPRETER]: This is a case that interests the British authorities, it 

doesn’t concern the Libyans.  And I trust the British judiciary and I trust the freedom of 

opinion, the freedom of press in Britain. I have come to the UK very willingly, of my own 

free will.   

 

CUFFE: Has the Metropolitan Police contacted you in 

connection with their own going inquiries into the death of Yvonne Fletcher? 

 

IBRAHIM [VIA INTERPRETER]: Naturally they have been in touch with me ever since 

2000 and they have been investigating with me.   

 

CUFFE: Could you just explain to me, because it’s hard to 

understand why the British authorities who had deported you after the shooting at the 

Embassy, why you were then allowed to enter Britain again? 

 

IBRAHIM [VIA INTERPETER]: What’s the problem in this? A man who has submitted 

an application for a visa at the British Embassy, they have agreed and I’m here and I’m very 

prepared to be investigated with. There are so many cases of people whose application for a 

visa is rejected and they go and they sought the legal procedures for application and they get 

granted a visa another time. 

 

CUFFE: We wanted to talk to the Home Office about why Saleh 

Ibrahim was allowed back into Britain after being deported, and about his immigration status 

here. They told us they couldn’t comment. And it’s not just Libya that would like to question 

people who are now in the United Kingdom. Egypt is anxious to extradite some former 

politicians in Hosni Mubarak’s government and identify assets they want returned.   
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ACTUALITY IN LONDON 

 

CUFFE: London was a favourite with the Mubarak family, and 

particularly Knightsbridge with its exclusive shops.  And the former President’s son, Gamal, 

used this double-fronted Georgian house in Wilton Place as his London address, though the 

Land Registry lists it as belonging to a company in Panama.  You might think this would be 

one of the £85 million worth of Egyptian assets frozen under sanctions at the time of the Arab 

Spring, but we understand this isn’t the case.  The trouble is, the British authorities won’t say 

for certain what’s frozen and what isn’t, and that’s causing friction between London and 

Cairo. 

Wilton Place is one of many properties the new Egyptian Government thinks it should be 

able to reclaim. Since December last year, Ahmed Saad and other members of the Judicial 

Committee for Asset Recovery have been talking to the British Government but, like the 

Libyans, they’re frustrated that progress is painfully slow. 

 

SAAD:   Actually we expected more help from UK because we 

know that we have a longer relationship with UK.  We thought, most of the delegation with 

me, that when we meet the UK Government after all this what happened, that they will give 

us more information.  We were some kind of shocked that they didn’t make any police 

investigation or financial investigation or whatever, so it was some kind of shocking for us. 

 

CUFFE: In order to force the Treasury to reveal exactly what’s 

been frozen and where those assets are, the Egyptians have applied for a Judicial Review in 

the British courts, drawing on EU legislation. 

  

SAAD: We actually made an application for a Judicial Review 

on 9
th

 March and this is because you need document, you need information that they already 

have. So as long as they have this information, at least we can have a look about it, we can 

trace it, as long as we don’t know anything about this information so how can we trace it? 

 

CUFFE: Off the record, British government officials says that 

Egypt has not been easy to deal with. Foreign Office minister, Alistair Burt, has been talking 

to Egyptian officials both in Cairo and London.  While sympathetic to their concerns, he’s 

adamant that the law has to be observed. 
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BURT: It must be right and appropriate that people in their 

own country have to go through the legal procedures which gives them entitlement to any 

assets, and that entitlement can then be presented to United Kingdom financial institutions 

and others, so that they then are able to respond to those and hand the money over.  Our 

procedures are perfectly open and we work very diligently to make sure people understand 

what it is that they need to do.  No one is being difficult, we’re just doing legally what is 

appropriate and right. 

 

CUFFE: But these are countries in turmoil and I think the 

feeling is that perhaps there’s a bit of give and take here, we should be a little bit more 

helpful than we are being. 

 

BURT: It’s a persuasive political argument, but I don’t think if 

you’re dealing with the ownership of assets and money it’s a particularly good one. I mean, 

assets either belong to people or they don’t and that’s got to be proved.  

 

CUFFE: Do you think that in a way relationships with Egypt 

have just broken down?  I mean, they’ve gone to the courts now in order to get more 

cooperation from Britain. 

 

BURT: The court process is not a demonstration of the 

breaking down of a relationship.  The rule of law is the foundation on which these decisions 

are made.  Our relationships with the Egyptian Government are at present first rate.  There’s 

no difficulty in relation to this, they understand fully that legal processes have to be gone 

through and I have not been made aware of any discomfort at ministerial level.  If someone 

queries a judgement that’s been made and wants to take it to Judicial Review, that’s entirely 

appropriate.  What’s important is the right decision is made. 

 

CUFFE: At a meeting in Camp David earlier this summer, G8 

leaders signed an agreement to give as much help as possible to transition countries trying to 

recover their assets after the Arab Spring. They plan to treat requests as a priority and send in 

their own investigators to work alongside teams in Tripoli and Cairo.  But they’ll need to 

manage expectations.  There are good reasons why Britain and others aren’t prepared to bend 

the rules in order to return money to countries still in flux, with no certainty about where it’ll 
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CUFFE cont: end up.  And there’s a sobering fact to remember: a 

report from the World Bank has shown that only 1% of stolen assets has ever been recovered. 

 

SIGNATURE TUNE  

 


