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MANUKA honey, which originates from Aus-
tralia and New Zealand, has been given a sci-
entific definition by the New Zealand govern-
ment in order to combat fakes.  

Some manuka products sell for as much as 
£327 per jar, which has led unscrupulous pro-
ducers to counterfeit the main active ingredi-
ent, leptosperin, which is valued for its medici-
nal properties.  

Over a period of three years the New Zea-
land government tested 800 samples of honey 
from around the world to establish the unique 
properties of Manuka.  In April the country’s 

Ministry of Primary Industries (MPI) defined 
manuka destined for export as needing to have 
four chemicals and one DNA marker to be 
considered genuine.  

Bryan Wilson, deputy director general of 
the MPI, was quoted in The Guardian saying: 
“It is important that overseas regulators have 
confidence in the assurances we give them 
about New Zealand Manuka honey and that 
consumers in those countries are confident 
they are getting the real deal.”  

Exports of the honey is expected to reach 
nearly US $300 million in the next few years. Bryan Wilson 

Together with a previous complaint, the 
U.S. government is after a total of $1.7 billion 
in assets it says were taken from the fund, 
1Malaysia Development Berhad, and laun-
dered through U.S. financial institutions.  A 
complaint filed last year said that $731 mil-
lion from the fund was deposited in accounts 
owned by the Prime Minister.  

Sandra R. Brown, the acting U.S. Attor-
ney, was quoted by The New York Times on 
17 June as saying: “These cases involve bil-
lions of dollars that should have been used to 
help the people of Malaysia, but instead was 
used by a small number of individuals to fuel 
their astonishing greed.”  

The Prime Minster’s wife, Rosmah 
Mansor, who is referred to in the complaint as 
the wife of Malaysian Official 1, is said to 
have received a $27.3 million necklace bought 
with money from the Malaysian fund.   

A key player in the case is Jho Low, a 
friend of the Prime Minister’s stepson Riza 

Aziz.  The U.S. wants to recover more than 
$400 million from Low, including his $250 
million yacht, Equanimity, as well as more 
than $8 million in diamond jewellery that 
Low is said to have given to Australian model 
Miranda Kerr. 

MALAYSIAN Prime Minister Najib Razak is at the centre of a corruption com-
plaint filed by the U.S. Justice Department on 15 June seeking $540 million in 
assets, including a luxury yacht and real estate, which it says were stolen from a 
Malaysian government fund.  

Miranda  Kerr 

Najib Razak 

‘Astonishing greed’ in Malaysia 

U.S. claims Prime Minister Raza 
stole $1.7 billion from state fund 

Kiwis set honey trap for manuka fraudsters 
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The decision upholds one written in 2015 
by Court of Appeals Judge Kimberly A. 
Moore, that the First Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution “protects even hurtful speech.”  

Slants  
The decision concerned an Asian-

American dance-rock band called The Slants.  
The band claimed that they wanted to adopt 
and thereby neutralise a disparaging term that 
has been applied to Asians. 

The decision probably means that the 
Washington Redskins football team will be 
able to retain Federal trademark protection 
for its name.  The team cancelled six registra-
tions in 2014, saying they disparaged Native 
Americans.  

The team lost a case in Virginia and ap-
pealed to the U.S. Court of Appeals in Vir-
ginia, but it was put aside while awaiting the 
decision in the Slants’ case. 

A UNANIMOUS decision by the U.S. Supreme Court in June ruled that the 
government could not refuse to register a trademark simply because it is of-
fensive; to do so would be a violation of free speech. 

Judge Kimberly Ann Moore 

A BATTLE over breakfast cereal 
brands has broken out in New Zealand 
because a shop owner has refused to 
stop selling Weetabix to British ex-pats.  

Customs officials there seized 300 
boxes of Weetabix toward the end of 
June after Sanitarium, producer of the 
New Zealand breakfast cereal Weet-

Bix, complained that the British brand 
infringes its trademark.  

The British product was ordered by 
Lisa Wilson, co-owner of a family-run 
business in Christchurch called A Little 
Bit of Britain.  Sanitarium sent Wilson a 
letter saying they would allow her to 
receive the shipment if she placed stick-
ers over the Weetabix label. 

 
But Wilson accuses Sanitarium of 

bullying, saying that the look, taste and 
packaging of the two products are com-
pletely different and cannot be easily 
confused.  

According to The Guardian, she 
said: “They are trying to force us to do 
what they want because they are a multi

-million dollar company, but we are not 
willing to bow to Sanitarium’s de-
mands.”  She is reportedly prepared to 
take the case to the High Court where 
Sanitarium dropped a similar case four 
years ago. 

Lisa Wilson 

GOLD smuggling has resurfaced in Japan as 
authorities there contend with a 40-fold in-
crease in the number of arrests for bringing 
gold into the country illegally.  

The offenders benefit by dodging millions 
of dollars’ worth of duties.  There have been 
recent seizures of multi-million dollar cargoes 
from fishing boats and private jets.  

The gold comes from places where pur-
chases are not taxed, such as Hong Kong or 
Macau, and the smugglers avoid an eight per-

cent duty in Japan.  The maximum punish-
ment for evading the tax is a fine of $90,000  

According to Atsushi Mizoguchi, a writer 
who specialises in the Japanese underworld, 
while some smuggling is the work of the Ya-
kuza criminal syndicates, much of it is carried 
out by less organised groups.  

“They’re more creative than the Yakuza,” 
he told The New York Times on 14 June, “and 
now they’re rich so they can scale up by buy-
ing even more gold.” Atsushi Mizoguchi 

Gold in them thar tills 
Japanese smugglers dodge duty payments 

U.S. Supreme Court decision 

Judges say offensive trademarks are free speech 

New Zealand breakfast producer 
cites Weetabix as cereal offender 
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London-based dealer Peter Harrington bought a draw-
ing at an auction in 2014 for £10,000 that was described 
as a Dylan original.  On the back were signatures includ-
ing one of former road manager Joseph Forno.  

It was said that the work survived a fire in the 1990s.  
However, according to The Guardian of 12 May, Forno 
told the dealer that “nothing survived the fire.”  

The auction house refused to refund the money, saying 
it was not responsible for authenticity. 

BOB Dylan’s music and poetry have been rec-
ognised, but if imitation is the sincerest form of 
flattery, then a forged Dylan drawing may be 
his biggest honour yet. 

Drawing bought by a London dealer for £10,000 

Until now the biggest penalty has 
been a fine of up to £500,000, but the 
new law provides for fines of up to £20 
million or four percent of annual global 
turnover, whichever is greater.  

The new law defines personal data in 
more detail and expands its application to 
data portability, a right to be forgotten, 
specific restrictions to protect children 
and restrictions regarding transfer of data 
outside Europe.    

The previous regime for data sharing 
with the U.S., known as Safe Harbour, 
changed in October 2015 when the Euro-

pean Union held that it was invalid.  It 
was replaced by what is now known as 
the EU-US Privacy Shield, which will be 
subject to review this summer.  

In addition to the new restrictions, 
companies will have only 72 hours be-
fore they must report a data breach to the 
Information Commissioner’s Office  

Writing for the British publication 
CityA.M. on 25 May, the UK Information 
Commissioner, Elizabeth Denham, not-
ed: “I think it’s fair to say that people 
feel their sense of power over their per-
sonal data has slipped its moorings.” 

DATA Protection laws in Europe and the U.K. will have a bigger sting 
in their tail when the new General Data Protection Regulation comes 
into force on 25 May 2018. 

Elizabeth Denham 

TIGHTER restrictions on where U.S. 
patent owners can file infringement law-
suits will result from a U.S. Supreme 
Court decision on 22 May in the case of 
TC Heartland LLC v. Kraft Food Brands 
Group LLC.  

The decision, which holds that a do-
mestic corporation resides only in its 
State of incorporation, updates a ruling 
from 1957 which allowed patent holders 
to file suits anywhere that a defendant 
sells its goods or services.  

The ruling is seen as favouring de-
fendants in patent litigation by limiting 
places it can be sued.  It represents an 
effort by the Court to prevent forum 
shopping by so-called patent trolls. 

 
Necessary 

 
However, earlier this year Senator 

Orrin Hatch, a Republican from Utah, 
said that, regardless of such a ruling, 
Federal legislation would be necessary to 
prevent continued forum shopping. 

Art dealer loses £10,000 
on fake Dylan drawing 

Senator Orrin Hatch 

U.S. Supreme Court updates patent ruling 
to stop forum shopping for domestic cases 

General Data Protection Regulation 

New data law to take effect next year  
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Q: Has your psychology degree 
been useful in your investigative career? 
 
A: Yes.  Being interested in the 
human condition lends itself to investi-
gations.  It helps me to understand the 
situations we look at. 
 

Planning 
 
Q: Were you planning to pursue a 
career in investigations when you left 
university? 
 
A: Not at all.  I started working in 
marketing and advertising, but then de-
cided I wanted to develop my career in a 
less commercial area.  I wanted to work 
in the public sector and an opportunity 
came up in the Service Authorities for 
NCIS and the National Crime Squad. 
 
Q: What did you enjoy most about 
working for law enforcement? 
 
A: When I was at SOCA I enjoyed 
being able to look under the bonnet of 
certain parts of society—to explore and 
understand how and why criminality 
exists and how it operates within the 
normal world.  Also, I learned how evi-
dence is assembled so that cases can be 
successfully prosecuted.  That’s been 
useful in some of the litigation matters 
I’ve handled, especially when we’re 
trying to present evidence of assets 
when a client is pursuing a claim. 
 
Q: Why did you decide to switch 
your career from law enforcement to 
commercial investigations? 
 
A: It sounds like a cliché, but I 
wanted a fresh challenge and saw great-
er opportunities for entrepreneurial ef-
forts in the private sector. 

Q: What have you found to be the 
most significant differences between 
working for law enforcement and work-
ing in an investigations business? 
 
A: Working for law enforcement 
you have powers to compel people to 
cooperate, whereas in the private sector 
you have no such powers.  You have to 
be more creative.  Also, the time you 
have to put a case together is significant-
ly less in the private sector. 
 
Q: Were there any surprises when 
you started working in the corporate 
sector? 
 
A: I suppose I was surprised that a 
lot of the characters you encounter in the 
private sector are more similar than I 
expected to those we looked at in law 
enforcement. 
 
Q: Have you focused on any one 
type of investigation? 
 
A: No.  I work on a range of cas-
es—everything from due diligence in-
quiries to fraud investigations. 
 

Secrets 
 
Q: Without giving away any se-
crets, what cases have you found most 
interesting? 
 
A: I ran an investigation into com-
panies in southern Italy that were receiv-
ing EU funding.  That turned out to have 
elements of organised crime involved.  I 
also ran a due diligence inquiry into a 
prospective management team for a fi-
nancial services business.  The results 
were interesting because it became clear 
that they needed to be brought in as a 
team in order to balance out each other’s 

strengths and weaknesses.  Another 
completely different kind of investiga-
tion focused on technology.  Following a 
hack, we had to determine whether 
source code had been stolen by a com-
petitor to our client.  In the end there 
was nothing to suggest that the code had 
been abused, which was reassuring for 
our client. 
 
Q: What’s been the toughest chal-
lenge you faced in your corporate work? 
 
A: The challenge is to conduct 
complex investigations within an agreed 
budget.  It’s particularly tricky when 
there is criminal intent on the part of the 
subjects of the investigation or when 
they have gone to great lengths to ob-
scure their activities. 
 
Q: What are your interests outside 
of work? 
 
A: I like to read across a range of 
genres.  Also, I like to keep up with 
emerging technologies. 

Jody graduated from Lancaster University with an Honours Degree in Psychology. After work-
ing for commercial organisations, he trained as an Intelligence Officer at the National Crimi-
nal Intelligence Service (NCIS) and joined the Serious Organised Crime Agency (SOCA) at its 
inception in 2006.  He joined Bishop International in 2008 and has conducted a wide variety of 
multi-jurisdictional inquiries for international banks, major law firms and global corporations. 
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