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with the conflict, and as the death toll 
mounted the IRA came under increasing 
pressure to call a ceasefire.

There is reason to believe that a number 
of the paramilitaries connected to the 
attack were police informers.

There are serious concerns about the 
way the Loughinisland killings were 
investigated, with a subsequent inquiry 
by the police ombudsman establishing 
that police failed to take some suspects’ 
fingerprints or DNA samples. Police have 
admitted that one key piece of evidence  – 
the getaway car – was destroyed.  There is 
no evidence that any officer sought or gave 
permission for this to be done.

The families of the dead men are also 
bringing civil proceedings against the PSNI 
after the police ombudsman in Belfast 
examined the initial investigation, and 
then produced a report which was widely 
criticised for refusing to acknowledge 
whether police informers were involved 
in the massacre. Murphy said: “The expe-
rience of these six families demonstrates 
that the current mechanisms for truth 
recovery do not work.”

It appears likely that the case will be 
heard under the terms of the controver-
sial secret justice proposals, which will 
allow government lawyers to keep such 
evidence secret, disclosed only to a judge 
behind closed doors, where it cannot be 
examined or challenged by the families’ 
lawyers. 

Although ministers maintain that the 
Justice and Security Bill is intended to 
protect intelligence sharing with foreign 
governments, its critics insist its true pur-
pose is to conceal evidence of government 
wrongdoing in cases such as this.

An MoD spokesman said: “There is not 
much we can say at this stage beyond con-
firming that a claim has been made. This 
will be dealt with in accordance with the 
normal process – gathering evidence and 
presenting it to the courts.”

A spokeswoman for the PSNI said: “We 
would be unable to comment as this is an 
ongoing legal case.”
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Schoolgirl shot in head by Taliban is flown 
to British hospital for ‘prolonged care’
Doctors confident Malala 
Yousafzai can recover

Hague praises her bravery 
as campaigner in Pakistan

Jon Boone Islamabad 
Haroon Siddique

Malala Yousafzai, the Pakistani schoolgirl 
and peace activist shot in the head by the 
Taliban because she campaigned for the 
right to be educated, arrived in the UK  
yesterday  for medical treatment.

“Doctors ... believe she has a chance of 
making a good recovery on every level,” 
said Dr Dave Rosser, medical director of 
Birmingham’s Queen Elizabeth hospital. 
He told reporters her treatment could 
take months, but she would not have 
been brought to the UK at all if her chances 
recovery were not good.

Six days after a gunman clambered into 
the back of a van full of her classmates 
and shot her from point blank range, the 
14-year-old landed at Birmingham airport. 
Malala travelled to the UK on her own, 
but her family may follow. The hospital 
is home to the Royal Centre for Defence 
Medicine, the primary receiving unit for 
military casualties from overseas.

“Malala’s bravery in standing up for 
the right of all young girls in Pakistan to 
an education is an example to us all,” said 
the foreign secretary, William Hague.

A spokesman for Pakistan’s military 
said the girl would require “prolonged 
care to fully recover from the physical and 
psychological effects of the trauma”. That  
is likely to include the partial rebuild-
ing of her skull and “intensive neuro-
rehabilitation”.

In the UK, she should be safe from the 
Tehreek-e-Taliban Pakistan (TTP), the mil-
itant group that has claimed responsibility 
for shooting her and which has vowed to 
try and kill her again if she recovers. The 
attempted murder sparked worldwide 
condemnation and sent shockwaves 
through Pakistani society.

Politicians have been forced to make 
strong public stands against the TTP, 
tens of thousands of demonstrators have 
taken to the streets and journalists, dar-
ing to reflect the public mood, have been 
warned of reprisals by militants.

Efforts to save the life of a young girl 
who rose to prominence in 2009 after 
writing a BBC blog describing the terror 
of living under Taliban in Pakistan’s Swat 
valley have already meant her being shut-
tled between hospitals. She was initially 
airlifted from Swat to Peshawar, where 
surgeons spent three hours removing a 
bullet that lodged near her spinal cord. Her 
injury was not instantly fatal because she 
ducked before the gunman fired, appar-
ently ensuring the bullet missed much of 
her brain. She was later moved to a hospi-
tal in Rawalpindi, the garrison town close 
to the Pakistani capital.

Although she has been unconscious 
throughout her ordeal, relying on a venti-
lator to breathe, she has received bedside 
visits from some of the most powerful 
people in the land, including the prime 
minister and the army chief. The mili-

tary has described her recovery as satis-
factory and said she was able to move her 
legs and hands several days ago when her 
sedatives were reduced. It has not said 
whether she suffered any brain damage 
or other permanent trauma.

Gordon Brown, the UN special envoy 
for global education, launched an I am 
Malala petition on Monday. “Today, sadly, 
32 million girls are not going to school, and 
it is time to fight harder for Malala’s dream 
to come true,” he said. He added he would 
hand the petition to Asif Ali Zardari when 
he visited the Pakistani president next 
month, and that it would also be given to 
the UN secretary general, Ban Ki-moon.

Police have arrested at least three sus-
pects in connection with the attack, but 
the two gunmen who carried out the 
shooting remain at large.

The biggest rally yet showing solidarity 
with Malala was held in Karachi on Sun-

day; an estimated 10,000 attended. 
Although some politicians have been 
criticised for not specifically naming 
the TTP in their otherwise damning 
statements, many analysts have been 
impressed by the resolve of Pakistan’s 
leaders. Last week, General Ashfaq 
Parvez Kayani, the powerful army chief, 
described Malala as an “icon of courage 

and hope” and vowed to fight against ter-
ror “regardless of the cost”. There has 
even been speculation that the current 
mood may lead to military operations to 
clear militants out of North Waziristan.
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Taliban reaction

Media comes under threat from militants
Several Pakistani and international 
news organisations have been forced 
to take extra security precautions after 
receiving threats from Pakistani Taliban 
in the wake of negative coverage stem-
ming from the assassination attempt on 
Malala Yousafzai.

One news executive described the 
threats as “specific” and directed 
against named individuals.

A journalist in Swat, the region 
where the attack on the 14-year-old 
took place, has been given police 
guards after receiving a written warn-
ing saying police had “credible informa-
tion that you are on the hit list of the 
Tehreek-e-Taliban Swat”.

Coverage of the attempted killing, 
which the Tehreek-e-Taliban Pakistan 
(TTP) were quick to take credit for, has 
been unrelenting. “This is the worst 
press the TTP has ever had, there is no 
doubt,” said Rana Jawad, Islamabad 

bureau chief at Geo News, who said 
Pakistani media coverage had been 
“sustained, purposeful and focused,” 
despite TTP attempts to cite Islamic 
laws they claim Malala broke.

According to Jawad, the TTP issued 
demands on the day after the shooting 
that news organisations must provide 
“balanced” coverage, by which they 
meant giving prominence to the Tali-
ban’s justification for the attack.

Muhammad Amir Rana, director of 
the Pakistan Institute for Peace Studies, 
which monitors jihadi media, said the 
TTP alarm at the country’s broadcasters 
was reflected in a new peak in public 
opposition to the TTP.

“We have seen a similar public sen-
timent in the past, but this time it is 
quite unique,” he said. “This case has 
provided a catharsis of the masses for 
all the grievances that have been build-
ing up for years.” Jon Boone 
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of occasion

T
he Commons yesterday 
had its first chance to 
discuss the revelations 
of appalling behaviour of 
a once highly respected 
and admired public 
figure, whose name has 
over the past few weeks 

become synonymous with abuse. 
MPs also talked about Jimmy Savile. 

But there are no votes in his crimes, 
so they were happy – at least Labour 
MPs were happy – to talk about Andrew 
Mitchell first. 

The chief whip, who is due to account 
for himself to leaders of the Tories’ 1922 
Committee, sat in his place at the end 
of the front bench. He looked, if that 
is possible, even more like a very stern 
codfish who has been on the slab for 
too long. For most of the time he stared 
straight ahead while various Home 
Office ministers sort of defended him.

Labour MPs were performing a deli-
cate balancing act. They want to remind 
the voters about what Mr Mitchell may 
or may not have shouted at the police 
as often as possible. In the jargon, it fits 
in with their “narrative”, which is that 
the government is composed of arrogant 
toffs (another word, like “pleb” which 
you almost never hear in real life) who 
despise mere public servants.

At the same time, they want him to 
stay, a permanent reminder of the narra-
tive, a sort of “memento toffee” as the 
Roman plebs might have said.

At first the job of reviling Mr 
Mitchell was left to backbenchers 
– all female, for some reason that 
eludes me.

Catherine McKinnell asked what 
the effect would be on police 
morale of a “cabinet minister 
verbally abusing” officers. 
Damian Green said crisply 

that Mr Mitchell had apologised to the 
officer, the officer had accepted it, “and 
for most people that would be enough”.

Barbara Keeley chipped in. She 
accused the chief whip of “ranting 
and raving.” Theresa May, the home 
 secretary, said that this matter had 
been dealt with, “and that is an end to 
it.” This fell somewhat short of a stout 
defence, and a look of slight anxiety 
crossed Mr Mitchell’s fishy face, as if he 
had spotted a waiter arriving with a jug 
of Mornay sauce.

At this stage we assumed that 
Labour was leaving the job to the 
troops while the officers kept quiet. 
But suddenly Yvette Cooper, the 
shadow home secretary, was up, 

quoting Theresa May back at her. 
She had told the Police Federa-

tion that she believed the 
public should always 

give them the respect 

they deserved. Her implication was 
clear.

“I have already answered that ques-
tion,” said Mrs May. “No you haven’t!” 
Labour members bellowed back. Seema 
Malhotra said that in her constituency 
people were arrested for abusing the 
police. Did this mean a different law 
applied in Whitehall?

“No,” said Mrs May, looking increas-
ingly unhappy. 

The session ended and Mr Mitchell 
disappeared. We were on to Jimmy 
Savile. Whatever you think about his 
loathsome attacks, there is something 
faintly distasteful about the hunting 
mentality of some MPs. They want him 
stripped of his knighthood and OBE, 
even though those died with him. I half-
expected someone to demand that the 
wretched man be dug up so that furious 
crowds could tear to pieces whatever is 
left of him.
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then produced a report which was widely 
criticised for refusing to acknowledge 
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Justice and Security Bill is intended to 
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pose is to conceal evidence of government 
wrongdoing in cases such as this.

An MoD spokesman said: “There is not 
much we can say at this stage beyond con-
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