
 

1 

PLEASE NOTE “THE ANDREW MARR SHOW” MUST BE 

CREDITED IF ANY PART OF THIS TRANSCRIPT IS USED 

 

 

THE ANDREW MARR SHOW 

INTERVIEW: 

ALISON SAUNDERS 

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC 

PROSECUTIONS 

JULY 27
th

 2014 

   

ANDREW MARR: 

Now then, the Director of Public Prosecutions has one of the most important and 

difficult jobs in public life, deciding which cases should be brought to court; is there 

sufficient evidence to secure a conviction; is it in the public interest to pursue 

historical child abuse cases, for instance; and are our hard-edged confrontational 

courts fair on the victims? Alison Saunders is the new DPP. Good morning and thanks 

for joining us. 

    

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

Good morning. Pleasure. 

 

ANDREW MARR: 

Just on that last point. We had a terrible story this week of a woman who took an 

overdose after giving evidence in a historic sex case and potentially possibly killed 

herself because of the experience she’d gone through in court. Now we have more and 

more cases coming to court at the moment of people who have had historic and very 

traumatising experiences and they’re going in as witnesses. Are they being treated 
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fairly, do you think?   

  

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

I think there’s a real issue about are they being treated fairly and that’s why we’re 

looking, I’m looking at how we might rebalance the process, so that it is a little fairer 

for victims and witnesses to give evidence. What we’re looking at doing is talking to 

witnesses and victims before they go into court, possibly telling them a little bit more 

than we do at the present about what they’re going to face in court. 

     

ANDREW MARR: 

Because it can be quite cold and confrontational and shocking for people. 

 

ALISON SAUNDERS:  

Absolutely. And I’ve been talking to victims and witnesses who’ve given evidence in 

court and certainly one of them was saying to me she’d waited a number of months 

before she gave evidence, not knowing what she was going to be asked, and she said 

that was worse than actually going in and being cross-examined. So I think there’s 

more we can do to tell victims and witnesses what they’re going to face. 

     

ANDREW MARR: 

Of course lawyers will always say part of the job is to test the prosecution, the 

defence witness …  

  

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

Absolutely. 

          

ANDREW MARR: 

… as hard as possible, and that is part of what a court is for. So how can you do this 

rebalancing without balancing it too much as it were in favour of the victim and 

against the accused? 

  

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

Absolutely, all of this has to be done within the confines of insuring that there’s a fair 

trial – of making sure that the defendant is able to have a fair trial. But there is more 
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we can do. We don’t have to coach the witnesses, we don’t rehearse them - and I’m 

not suggesting for one moment we do that – but we could tell them what the defence 

is going to be perhaps, we could tell them a little bit more about what they’re going to 

face, and prepare them more. 

   

ANDREW MARR: 

(over) They’re going to attack your character, they’re going to attack your history … 

 

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

Absolutely. 

     

ANDREW MARR: 

They might bring in this ex-partner and so forth? 

 

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

Absolutely. I mean what the victim was telling me when she was explaining her 

experience was she’d spent the last few months worrying about can I remember 

talking to this person, was it about this, am I going to be asked about you know when 

I met that person or what happened twenty years ago. 

   

ANDREW MARR: 

And other countries of course do have this kind of system. They don’t coach, but they 

do prepare victims. 

 

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

No, I mean America and Australia do exactly this. I’m not suggesting we go as far as 

some of those countries, but I think there is certainly more we can do. 

  

ANDREW MARR: 

In your judgement, is the law going to be changed to allow this to happen or does the 

law need to be changed? 

  

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

I don’t think the law needs to be changed. I can do some of this through guidance to 
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my prosecutors. I’ll be talking to other people within the criminal justice system to 

consult with them, but I think there’s more we can do within the existing law as it is. 

 

ANDREW MARR: 

There’s been a lot of criticism in the papers of some of the high profile prosecutions 

of kind of famous people for historic alleged sex offences. Do you think it’s gone too 

far? Is there an element in which famous, particularly famous elderly people, are 

being pursued just so that the state can show that there’s no fear or favouritism? 

   

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

No I don’t and that’s not what we are doing. I’m very clear about this. We are not 

pursuing particular types of people. What we are doing is reacting to people who 

come forward with complaints and if anybody (no matter who they are or no matter 

who the complaint is against) comes forward, then the police will investigate that. If 

there’s sufficient evidence – and that’s got to be the first point of call – if there’s 

sufficient evidence, we will then consider whether it’s in the public interest to 

prosecute. So none of these cases are dealt with in any different way to the thousands 

of cases we do prosecute. 

  

ANDREW MARR: 

You have nothing easy in your in-tray (Saunders laughs) but another problem you’ve 

got in your in-tray is the problem that, particularly in high profile cases – we’ve seen 

some recently – the defence is bringing in very, very highly paid top flight lawyers, 

and at what stage does the state justify spending huge amounts of money on lawyers, 

to take those lawyers on? Do you get drawn into a kind of arms war in terms of legal 

fees? 

  

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

No, we look at each case right at the beginning to decide what sort of level of resource 

do we put into it and we make sure we put the right resource into it. It’s entirely a 

matter for the defence if they want to pay who they want to bring in and how many 

people they want to bring in, but we do make sure that we are properly resourced to 

take the cases. 
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ANDREW MARR: 

As a prosecutor yourself, you’re probably best known for bringing back the Stephen 

Lawrence prosecution and getting some convictions there. Probably your proudest 

moment. What did you learn from that? What was your moral or motto after that 

experience? 

      

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

I think after that, it was never give up. These cases, even though they might be some 

years old, you can always look to bring prosecutions. A lot about how to deal with 

victims and witnesses. So I spent a lot of time talking to the Lawrences before, during 

and after the case, and that’s really important because I don’t think as prosecutors we 

can ever underestimate the sort of human impact of the work that we do … 

   

ANDREW MARR: 

Sure. 

 

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

… the decisions that we make both on the prosecution witnesses and victims and on 

the defendants. 

  

ANDREW MARR: 

Absolutely. Alison Saunders, there are a lot of people out there who need prosecuting 

(Saunders laughs), so I’ll leave you to get on with it. Thank you very much indeed for 

joining us. 

  

ALISON SAUNDERS: 

Thank you very much. Thank you. 

 

INTERVIEW ENDS 


