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All 

Please find attached Brian Altman's Report on the question of whether Post Office has brought charges without 
sufficient evidence. 

As a quick reminder of the background: Brian was instructed off the back of Jonathan Swift's recommendations. His 
work was subsequently adopted as a work-stream within the Group Litigation. Brian was asked to review the 
sufficiency of the evidence on which charges were brought in a sample set of 8 cases — those cases having been 
selected as being high profile cases within the Group Litigation and / or CCRC cases. 

In summary, Brian's conclusions are that: 

n the seven cases reviewed, there was sufficient evidence to justify the charges in each case. 

n the eighth case, there was insufficient documentation available in the files for a review to be undertaken. 

the primary allegation (that Post Office operated a deliberate policy of charging theft when there was an insufficient 
evidential basis to support that charge) is fundamentally misplaced; not only is there no evidence of such a policy, 
there is positive evidence that each case was approached both by internal and external lawyers professionally and 
with propriety, and, unquestionably, case-specifically. 

the secondary allegation (that offences were indicted with an eye to the making of applications for confiscation and/or 
compensation orders on conviction) is similarly misplaced as in the seven cases reviewed there was a proper legal 
and evidential basis for bringing the charges, which included due consideration of the orders that might follow 
conviction. 

there is a minor criticism about the use of inconsistent language in the recording of charging decisions, and about 
offering no evidence on a theft count, resulting in a judge formally entering a not guilty verdict, when the count ought 
technically to have been left on the file. 

Brian has also reviewed the relevant parts of our Letter of Response and confirmed that his Report is consistent with 
the points made in that letter. 

As this Report supports the approach being adopted in the Group Litigation, I do not believe that there are any 
immediate follow-up actions required. However, if you have something in mind or have any questions, please do let me 
know. 

Kind regards 
Andy 

Andrew Parsons 

Partner 
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