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When a judge gives a wrongful guilty verdict - especially following the trial of a defendant who is very 

obviously innocent – the inevitable question is why?  Why did District Judge Annabel Pilling convict the 

innocent Linda Jones, despite all evidence to the contrary? 

The conviction of Jones did not involve the processing of complex legal technicalities, and neither did it 

require obtuse, nuanced interpretations of case law principles or wrangling with a genuinely novel 

scenario for which extant statute law is woefully unprepared. 

In the case of Jones, to arrive at the verdict could not have been easier.  It was very simple indeed: if it 

was proven that Jones said the things the prosecution alleged, then Jones ought to have been found 

guilty, but if it was not proven (as indeed it wasn’t) then Jones ought to have been found not guilty. 

Did Linda Jones say the things Heather Inglis, Haroon Munir and Hamza Shah testified that she said?  At 

the trial, three prosecution witnesses testified that Jones said “x, y and z” and Jones testified that she 

did not say “x, y and z” – and, moreover, that she could not have said and would never say “x, y and z” – 

backed up by five defence witnesses. 

Did Jones say “x, y and z” or not?  Yes or no?  At the trial there was no dispute as to whether saying 

“x, y and z” amounts to a crime under Section 4 (a) of the Public Order Act 1986.  If Jones said “x, y and 

z” then she’s guilty but if she didn’t say “x, y and z” then she’s not guilty.  Did Say It = Guilty.  Did Not 

Say It = Not Guilty. 

Why then did a qualified and experienced barrister, why then did a professional judge, why then did 

42-year-old Annabel Pilling believe (or claim to believe) that Linda Jones said things which were 

obviously fabricated, things which were transparently and demonstrably a pack of lies? 

I have no reason to suspect that Annabel Pilling is either stupid or naïve.  On the contrary, Pilling has 20 

years’ since Call (to the Bar) under her belt.  No, Annabel Pilling is neither stupid nor naïve.  Was 

Annabel Pilling threatened or bribed?  I have no evidence of this; neither do I suspect it or think it 

likely.  Annabel Pilling was not threatened or bribed into giving a wrongful guilty verdict. 

So what blinded Annabel Pilling to the truth of Linda Jones’ innocence?  If Annabel Pilling’s bad verdict 

was not because of stupidity, naivety, incompetence, coercion or corruption, then what other possible 

reasons and motives are left? 

Prejudice perhaps?  A personal dislike of the defendant, or of what the defendant represents and 

stands for?  I have to say, I think this is far and away the most likely reason and motive as to why 

Annabel Pilling found an innocent Jewish woman guilty of a crime against Muslims which she obviously 

did not commit. 



By far the most likely explanation for Annabel Pilling’s egregious guilty verdict is anti-Semitism.  I do 

not say this lightly.  I cannot be 100% conclusive that Annabel Pilling is an anti-Semite without the 

opportunity to interrogate her directly, however it is the most likely explanation for her verdict against 

Jones, and, furthermore, my recent research into Annabel Pilling strongly suggests a general attitude of 

hostility towards those associated with the State of Israel. 

Judge Pilling is a prominent member of the Downe House School alumnae – featuring on page 20 of 

Beyond Downe House (2nd Edition).  Page 23 of school magazine Cloisters (Issue 4, Summer 2012) 

reports that Judge Pilling awarded cups and certificates at the school’s 2012 Prize Giving ceremony.  

On page 16 of Cloisters (Issue 11, Winter 2014) Judge Pilling appears in a photograph in connection with 

the “DH LINKS Legal Cluster Group”. 

Cloisters also provides hints as to possible religious and political influences at the school.  Page 7 of 

Cloisters (Issue 4, Summer 2012) includes a reference to “…the Occupied Palestinian Territories…”  On 

Page 22 of Cloisters (Issue 8, Dec 2013), in an article about the Michaelmas Term of 1988, it is stated 

that: “…for the first time the Chapel resounded to the Muslim call to prayer.” 

Mrs. Emma McKendrick, Headmistress of Downe House School, replied to my enquiry about Judge 

Pilling with an e-mail in which she said it was not possible for the school to discuss any current or former 

pupil; however, former pupils – and others – were free to discuss Judge Pilling. 

Seven recently-obtained quotes about Annabel Pilling from seven different sources: 

Source One: "She could not be said to sympathise with [the State of] Israel but rather with Israel's 

enemies." 

Source Two: "Annabel wanted to be a lawyer from an early age and worked terrifically hard to succeed 

in her chosen career.  She's an inspiration.  We're all so proud of her achievements in the legal 

profession." 

Source Three: "District Judge Pilling has a reputation for harsh sentencing and in my experience this 

reputation is not without some justification." 

Source Four: "I hesitate to call Annabel an anti-Semite but I can see why others might think that.  She's 

definitely pro-Palestinian." 

Source Five: "To the best of my knowledge Annabel doesn't favour the Jews." 

Source Six: "Before becoming a judge she was a well-respected, clever and resourceful barrister." 

Source Seven: "When we did RE [at Downe House School] I'd say her heart was for Eastern religions and 

she was interested ... in Africa and Islam." 

I would welcome the opportunity to meet with Judge Pilling to discuss in detail her personal views on 

Jews and the State of Israel… 


