Tuesday, 23rd February 1999
R.v.Paul Hobson [Evidence of Const Neill]
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his foot at him?

2 A. In the same area of his head, shoulders.

3 Q. Did you see that clearly?

4 A. Yes.

5 Q. What can you say about that person?

6 A. He was in his 20s, he had short hair, goat beard.
7 Q. What do you mean by a goat beard, just'for the record?
8 A. Just a goat beard round his mouth, just on his chin and
9 he had a round face.

10 Q. His height?

11 A. He would have been about 5' 8, 5' 10.

12 Q. Or anything he was wearing?

13 ~ A. He appeared to be, like, I didn't know whether it was a
14 ' waistcoat or a sort of a leather fronted coat with cloth
15 arms on it but it was something like that.

16 Q. How far do you recall’béing away when that happened?

17 A. Approximately 20 to 30 ft.

18 Q. What was the 1i§htiﬁg like in that area?

19 A. The lighting was still good like.

20 Q. 'Are you in a position to say whether when the pefson struck
21 or‘swung their foot towards Mr Hamill they hit' him or not?

22 A. No, I can't say whether it hit him or not.

23 What was that question again, Mr Kerr?
24 = MR KERR: I asked him was he in a position to say whether when he
25 ’ swung his foot the foot hit him.

26 The foot hit?

27 MR KERR: Mr Hamill or not.

28 Yes.

29 MR KERR: Can you say?

30 You said you weren't in a position to say
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