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BHATT MURPHY SOLICITORS 
PRESS RELEASE 

20 September 2010 
(FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE) 

 
 

CPS ADMITS FAILING SEXUAL ASSAULT VICTIM  
 
The CPS has admitted that it made the wrong decision in offering no evidence against an 
alleged perpetrator in a criminal prosecution for sexual assault and has agreed to pay his 
victim sixteen thousand pounds (£16,000) in recognition of its failure to protect her human 
rights. The CPS has also issued the victim with a detailed apology and agreed to undertake 
a comprehensive review of how it prosecutes sexual offences in the light of her treatment. 
The victim, the alleged perpetrator and the potential witnesses at trial cannot be identified 
due to a court order1. 
 
The victim said as follows: 
 
“No amount of money can ever compensate me for the failure to bring my assailant to 
justice. The way I was treated at trial felt like I was being assaulted all over again and the 
way I was blamed after the trial was even more devastating. I am relieved that that the DPP 
has acknowledged these failings and I hope it will mean that other victims of sexual 
violence will not be failed as I was.” 
 
 
The victim’s solicitor, Tony Murphy of Bhatt Murphy, said as follows: 
 
 
“Policies designed to improve the prosecution of sexual assault cases have been in place 
for years. The criminal justice system does not need new policies; it needs transformational 
change to put those policies into practice. Without this victims will continue to be failed and 
perpetrators will continue to go free.” 
 
 
 
Note to Editor 
 

� The text of the apology extended to the victim by the CPS on 12 July 2010 is set out 
at the end of this release.  

 
� The victim reported the sexual assault on 7 March 2008.  Her alleged attacker was 

due to face a criminal trial in London in 4 March 2009. On the first day of trial, the 
CPS barrister mishandled an application for the victim to be screened whilst giving 
her evidence and failed to warn her not to mention in front of the jury that her alleged 
attacker was already in prison in relation to another matter. As a result the victim had 
to give evidence at the last minute facing her attacker and the jury was discharged 
when she inadvertently mentioned that he was in prison. 

 

                                                 
1
 The identity of the victim is also protected from publication by s 1 Sexual Offences (Amendment Act) 1992 
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� It was open to the CPS to apply for a fresh trial; however it instead took the 
extraordinary decision, without informing the victim, to offer no evidence against the 
alleged perpetrator.  

 
� When the victim raised her concerns with the CPS, it initially blamed her for the 

failure of the prosecution; however it has since accepted in its apology that the 
victim: “was not to blame in any way for the collapse of the prosecution”.  

 
� The victim issued a claim for judicial review against the Director of Public 

Prosecutions (‘DPP’), seeking a declaration that the CPS had breached her rights 
under the Human Rights Act and damages. The DPP conceded the claim and 
admitted that the CPS had breached its positive duty under Article 3 of the European 
Convention on Human Rights by failing to effectively prosecute the alleged assailant. 

 
� At mediation on 25 June 2010 the DPP agreed to pay the victim £16,000.00 in 

damages and to undertake a series of safeguarding measures outlined in the 
apology.  

 
� This agreement was approved by the Administrative Court on 27 July 2010. 

 
� Any requests for interviews should be emailed to 

t.murphy@bhattmurphy.co.uk;c.kinna@bhattmurphy.co.uk 
 

� A recent review by Baroness Stern into how rape complaints are handled by public 
authorities in England and Wales echoes many of the concerns raised by this case.  
http://www.equalities.gov.uk/PDF/Stern_Review_acc_FINAL.pdf 

 
 
 

www.bhattmurphy.co.uk 
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