&=

,‘ PR T ‘(“1 nlEA T R
. { ; o s e

Fror: ¥ ‘i hm PO” S et ! ) KCQ’\M' N’ i3

Sent: 06 July'2009 14:25 \'\A’L P ﬁ/’“"jc : ¢ B

To:  Thompson Chris (CFO) q{,\. ﬂg G GA

Subject: Malpractice

Attachments: Letter from Registrar - Page 1.pdf; Letter from Registrar - Page 2.pdf 5‘

Dear Mr Thompson, )

An issue of perceived malpractice in regard to the behaviour of the Registrar.

I am writing this to you because you, in your capacity as Chief Financial
Officer, are apparently the person to whom allegations of malpractice should
be directed if they concern the activities of the Registrar of the University

of Nottingham. This missive concerns such an allegation.

In May 2008, two personnel at the University were arrested under the Terrorism

Act. After this incident, and for whatever reasons, there were those within

the University and beyond who perceived that the University had acted in a
‘racist’ fashion. Seemingly mundane statements from the University hierarchy -

that appeared subsequent to the arrests - on the University portal came to be

viewed by some through a prism of this said ‘racist’ attitude.

One of the most important incidents which added to the overall degree of
angst, especially amongst our Muslim students, was, to my mind, not ‘mundane’.
This was the Registrar’s letter (copy attached) to Rizwaan Sabir, the
postgraduate student who was arrested in May. In this letter the Registrar
clearly states that the document - the ‘Al Qaeda Training Manual’ - which
Sabir was found to be in possession of and which led to his arrest was
‘illegal’. It is no such thing. It is a bog-standard, undergraduate source

that students use all the time in their essays (not least because Wikipedia
tells them to use it and because it exists as three different books!). I do

not know why the Registrar said this - maybe he was trying to frighten Sabir
into ‘behaving’ in future. However, by far the more serious aspect here is
that the Registrar wrote in this letter that ‘I have been informed by the
police that it was illegal for you to possess this type of material’. That was
an outright and blatant untruth. The police said no such thing. The Registrar
goes on to refer to this document as ‘illegal’ in the letter a further three

times.
The police did not tell the Registrar this document was “illegal’. Common
sense would say that they could not have done such a thmg Anyway, in May

this year I had a meeting w1th three senior police officers: ™. - _
and one other officer. They

confirmed that the Registrar had not been told by any policeman that the ‘Al
Qaeda Training Manual’ was ‘illegal’ and that he was wrong to have done what

he did.



: ‘ tions are, ny mind, totally inexcusébléf 4Tg‘)‘ do h ; 'd.d
was bad:enough, but it had quite severe Kknock-on effects as well and increased
the sense that the University was behaving in a ‘racist’ fashion.

[n February, for instance, Sabir, Hicham Yezza (the administrator arrested at

the same time as Sabir) and Moazzam Begg (ex—Guantanamo) all spoke at a

meeting on campus in front of some 200 or s0 students and staff (the vast
Muslim). I was at this meeting and the atmosphere was

majority of whom were

very anti-police and very anti-University. This atmosphere was, in 10 small
way, generated by the information revealed from the Registrar’s letter t0
Sabir. The ‘salient points’ of this letter were communicated to the audience.
Why, the main speakers were asking, does the Registrar say that itis

© ¢jllegal’ for a Muslim student at the University of Nottingham to ‘possess’
the ‘Al Qaeda Training Manual’ while it is obviously free for students at
other universities to ‘possess’? From the questions/statements that came for

the audience it was clear what their answer was. Some made their views known,
based on what was in the letter, and expressed the opinion that both the

police and the University were acting in a ‘racist’ fashion. I felt in this

meeting that the police were being unfairly castigated as ‘racist’ because I
knew at that time (before my above interview with the police) that they could

not possibly have told the Registrar that the document 1n question was
“illegal’-

The degree of antipathy towards the University that was evident in this
meeting was carried over into the strength of feeling exhibited in the later
sit-in on campus over the Gaza situation. It made that situation more

difficult to deal with. It has also affected the general attitude of our

Muslim students and, among other things, affects my teaching. How [ am to
teach my main subject — “Terrorism’ — in an atmosphere where anything I say
may come to be perceived as biased because I am a lecturer at the University
of Nottingham - which carries with it the label of being <anti-Muslim’? And if
I bend towards favouring a Muslim point of view in my teaching to try and

y any Jewish students in my

bring some balance, ] am brought to order b

classes. It is not pleasant teaching in such an atmosphere. In part, this

atmosphere has been generated by the Registrar’s - in essence - lies.

The general feelings of the Muslim community of students at this University

and among those that support them have, to my mind, been very much exacerbated
by the Registrar’s comments. The police have been unfairly blamed and the
University has been made to appear unfair by the Registrar’s actions.

I leave these comments with you and await your reply.
Thank you for your attention,

Yours sincerely,

Rod Thornton

Dr Rod Thornton QGM
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Nottingham Chief Financial Officer
NG7 2RD Chris Thompson
17 July 2009 .

Dear Dr Thornton

Malpractice Complaint (Public Interest Disclosure)

July 2009, I write to inform you that I am
the procedure set out in the University’s
policy is attached to this letter.

With further reference to your email to me of 6
dealing with your complaint in accordance with
Public Interest Disclosure policy. A copy of this

I have drawn your disclosure to the attention of the President of Council. I am now making
preliminary enquiries about the matters which you raise, on a confidential basis, and will

write to you again in due course.

Yours sincerely
/

U,

Chris Thompso

Chief Financial Dfficer

Enc.

Nottingham




Thornton.

Background

An allegation of malpract
public Interest Disclosure
University’s Registrar, Dr Paul Greatrix,
July 2009. A copy of this email is attached.

ice was made by Dr Thornton under the University's
Policy. This allegation was made against the
and is set out in an email to me dated 6

Allegation

The allegation centres on a statement that was made by Dr Greatrix in his letter
to Mr Riswaan Sabir of 4 August 2008. The statement was to the effect that he
had been informed by the Police that it was illegal for Mr Sabir to possess a
document such as the Al Qaeda Training Manual in the UK. The letter went on to
refer again to what is described as “the illegal document” in the following
statement "I pointed out to you that it was you who had sent the illegal document

and that it was you who had delayed the timing of this meeting.”

Dr Thornton’s allegation is that Dr Greatrix’s statement in the letter that it was
villegal for (Mr Sabir) to possess this type of material in the UK"” was incorrect and
misleading. The implication is that Dr Greatrix was making a deliberately false

statement.

Investigation
1 was assisted in the investigation by Anne Robinson, the University’s Head of
it was his belief that Dr Greatrix

Internal Audit. Dr Thornton confirmed that
terial was illegal. The grounds for

cannot have been told by the Police that the ma
ith three police officers

this belief are that Dr Thornton had had a conversation wi
and one other officer) in which he

says he was told that Dr Greatrix had not been told by any policeman that the Al

Qaeda Training Manual ("AQTM") was illegal.

Anne Robinson spoke to and as part of our investigation. The police officers
said:
be appropriate for a police officer to state that the

a question for the courts to decide;

1) it would not, in their view,
d statement and they would

AQTM is illegal because that is
2) they would not personally have made such a broa
think it unusual for a police officer to do so; and

3) they confirmed that 1 and 2 represented their views, but that they had no
direct knowledge of the actual conversation that took place with Dr GreatriX.

Anne and I also questioned Dr Greatrix as part of the investigation. Dr Greatrix
stated that the advice that he received at the time was that the AQTM was illegal,
and that he had acted on this advice and in good faith. I also noted that Dr
Thornton, whose expertise lies in this area, was also uncertain as to the status of
the AQTM at the time when the police investigation was undertaken, and only
{ater revised his view about the legal status of certain actions taken following

possession of the document legality.

curity, and discussed

the University's Head of Se
h had been attended

I also spoke with Gary Stevens,
eeting on 15 July 2008, whicl

the circumstances around the m
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We, also

Andreas Bieler and Mr. 5t

- by M ‘Sabit; Or Gré rofeszor :
“‘discussed the advice and glidanée that'Mr Stevens provided: Br- Greatax iwche. -, _
drafting of the letter of 4 August 2008 from Dr Greatrix to Mr Sabir. ) N g i
Finding é‘
On the basis of the information presented to me I believe that the statements
gust 2008 regarding the illegality of the

that Dr Greatrix made in the letter of 4 Au
AQTM were made in good faith on the basis of advice that he had received from a

reliable source. Consequently, I do not find that Dr Greatrix’s statement in the
letter regarding the illegality of the AQTM amounts to malpractice.

Chris Thompson .
Chief Financial Officer k\,\ » {F
The University of Nottingham o (/
23 November 2009 ) et
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From: 2 Thb'n:uton Rod

Sent: 26 January 2010 15:58

To: ThompsonChﬂs(CFO)

Cc: Robinson Anne

Subject: Malpractice case - Thornton Q\

Dear Mr Thompson,

Re: Allegation of Malpractice by the Registrar
Thank you for sending me your report into the above allegation. I would merely like to
make a few comments for the record.

1 You say that I ‘was also uncertain as to the status of the AQTM at the time when the
police investigation was undertaken, and only later revised his [my] view about the legal
status of certain actions taken following possession of the document [sic] legality’. This
is factually incorrect. At the time I was unsure as to the document’s ‘legitimacy’ as a
source for a student to use. The question of actual legality (and there is a lot of
difference between ‘illegitimate’ and ‘illegal’) was not at issue and was never raised.

‘e police were always careful, in their documents to use the word ‘illegitimate’ and not
“illegal’. And, as I said, I was unsure about the ‘legitimacy’ of the document because in
their interview with me the police referred to it as being ‘The Encyclopaedia of Afghan
Jihad’ - and this I did say was wrong for a student to be accessing. But the police were
not interested in my view, only that of Professor Brendan McGuirk of the School of Modern

Languages.

2. I was ‘uncertain’ about the status of the actual document until its actual name was

released, i.e. ‘The Al Qaeda Training Manual’. I then went straight to the internet. It
took me two minutes to find out that it was a freely available book. I then informed the
Registrar of this fact, since his portal messages subsequent to the arrests showed he was
himself not aware of the document’s status. I told him in an email of 16 July 2008 that it
was not even ‘illegitimate’. Again, the idea of it actually being ‘illegal’ was not even
an issue. It was certainly a legitimate source for students to use. The Registrar’s reply
(17 July) made it clear that he had taken advice from both police officers and legal
advisors: ‘Please do be assured’, he writes, ‘there were other police officers (and legal
advisors) involved in this matter.who were well informed about this material’. Yet I am
the expert on terrorism, not the police or the legal advisers, let alone Professor

M “iirk. Remember, all the police actions in regard to the arrests and subsequent events
ai < based on what University personnel were telling them; they had no opinion of their
own. Yet despite my telling the Registrar about the AQTM he still sent a letter to Rizwaan

Sabir on 4 August stating that it was ‘illegal’.

ead the documents given to Rizwaan Sabir by the

3. The Registrar had clearly not r
word ‘illegitimate’ is used, not ‘illegal’. Where

police after his arrests in which the
does the word ‘illegal’ come from?

4, You say that the Registrar had received advice ‘from a reliable source’. Two issues
here. The first is that there is no mention of this ‘source’ being actually in the police.
The Registrar did, after all, say he was told ‘by the police’. This was my main issue and
your report does not even address this point. The second point is that the source is
singular. The Registrar had, in his email to me, said he had taken advice from ‘other
police officers (and legal advisors)’; i.e. there were more than one.

5% I find it strange that the letter was dated the 22nd of December and yet it was
signed off on the 23rd of November.

[ am still of the opinion that the Registrar’s letter, to my mind, constitutes
‘misrepresentation’. It was also needlessly threatening in tone towards a perfectly
1



inzocent student from thz;legad Muzligm
ng the Muslim student pody.at; this
uch a position. He should have taken m

And I still do not know what the University’s position is on this AQTM document. In
another email to me (24 June 2008) the Registrar told me that Sabir was ‘arrested not
the research he was undertaking but because of his connection with the originator of the
concern, a member of staff in Modern Languages’. So what direction is he giving? Is the
AQTM okay to use or is it ‘illegal’? From your comments it is obvious that the University
takes the position that the Registrar is right and that the AQTM is ‘illegal’. Well, I am
sorry, but I can no longer teach Terrorism courses at this University if that is the case.
For if the AQTM is ‘illegal’ then so must a host of other books which students regularly
access. Neither staff nor students should be put in a position where they may be acting

‘illegally’.

Teaching on terrorism is like treading on eggshells: I am just too worried about the first
student complaint in terms of subject matter, sources used, or my teaching practice. This
will be the first time - across the UK university sector - that a lecturer has stopped
teaching on terrorism because he fears being left hung out to dry by his university

hierarchy.

Yours sincerely,

" Dr Rod Thornton

School of Politics and International Relations University of Nottingham Nottingham

NG7 2RD
Tel: (@) 115 8468134
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Meeting with Dr Rod Thornton 11am 18/9/09 § ﬁ

Introductions

AR explained that the purpose of the meeting was to make some enquiries regarding
RT's allegations of misconduct as detailed in RT's emall of
6/7/09

AR explained the role of IAS, including undertaking investigations.

Points made during the meeting

AR asked RT about his meeting with the police in May 2009.

around 4 times;
dissertation proposal which RT did not consider too
ing list did not contain the AQTM.

controversial, and the re
When .arrested RT felt in some way in loco parentis.

RT was interviewed by West Midlands Counter Terrorism Police on the day after the
This was the first time that RT had heard about the AQTM. The

arrest o

police also to a document “Encyclopaedia of Islamic Jihad” which RT knows is a (
dangerous document. The police likened the AQTM to the Encyciopaedia of Islamic Jihad, ] \)” .
and therefore RT considered that AQTM would not be a document to legitimately use. !

RT also had a further meeting with the police on the following day, of around 20 minutes.

RT provided 2 documents which had been given to him by .

A: A hand written note of 18/5/08 from

B: A notice from the police to [} of 20/5/08.

RT drew attention to para 3 of the latter in that it refers to a view of the “The University
authorities....” rather than whether the copy of the AQTM was “illegal”.

RT meeting 18/09/09 1
5/10/09






