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Case Study Two: R v Singh and Others
Central Criminal Court, 14th May-24th July 2015

Oliver Saxby QC

“Singh presented very different pressures, of course; but it was of great assistance in this case, too, to gain an overview of the sequence of events and how everything fitted together from the very outset.
Whilst in Bodnar the alleged offences had been fairly recent, in Singh they were historical – dating back some eight or nine years – and the body of material to look through was more substantial. Sifting through it was a mammoth task but from the composite document my junior Alan Blake and I prepared, we realised that there was a serious issue with the year the main complainant said the sexual abuse had started. Indeed one of the defendants could not have been in the UK at the time – an echo of the situation in Bodnar. We asked the police to make some further enquiries – in particular about a film the complainant said she had been taken to. It transpired that the film had been released the following year – in other words she had got her age, and therefore the year, wrong; and the defendant in question had indeed been in the UK at the time. Unnoticed, this discrepancy could have had disastrous consequences. But we saw it and were able to rescue the situation in advance, presenting our case accordingly. 
When it came to the trial itself, our main task was to call the two vulnerable complainants and elicit their evidence as against all eleven defendants in a way the jury could follow and assimilate. As in Bodnar, intermediaries were used; and as in Bodnar, it was very helpful to discuss the form of questioning with them in advance.

In Singh, the principal complainant had been interviewed by the police in two sets of interviews lasting in total over 20 hours. From these interviews, two statements had been produced – running to about 150 pages in total. If we were to have any chance of placing her evidence before the jury, defendant by defendant in a comprehensible way, we needed to refine down the information she had to give as against each defendant into some kind of referenced order. This we did in what we called Examination in Chief Plans. These ran to 36 pages and contained all relevant information the complainant had given the police over the course of her 20 hours of interviews. They were served in the defence and the Court in advance of the trial. 
With eleven defendants on trial and over forty counts on the indictment, there was a risk of ‘information overload’. In fact having been in retirement for around two weeks, the jury entered guilty verdicts on the majority of the defendants on the principal counts”. 

Oliver Saxby QC and Alan Blake were instructed by Thames and Chiltern CPS. 
Media links to the case are below: 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-33656802
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/crime/11761262/Aylesbury-child-sex-ring-Six-guilty-of-schoolgirl-abuse.html
http://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2015/jul/24/aylesbury-child-sex-ring-six-men-guilty-abuse-two-schoolgirls
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/crime/aylesbury-child-sex-abuse-case-six-men-found-guilty-of-child-abuse-on-a-massive-scale-at-old-bailey-10415064.html
http://www.6pumpcourt.co.uk/news/acquittals-in-kent-sex-trafficking-case/
