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R v ATKINSON, ATKINSON & HANVEY
OPINION

L. 1 consulted with Andrea -(Md(eé) on Tuesday 2™ March. The purpose of the
consultation was for me to have the opportunity to asscss the witness and her credibility
in the light of the devclopments which are chronicled in the documcntation recently
provided to me. The consultation ariscs out of the failurc of Ms-lo attcnd court on
22" December :ind the subscquent police invcélighlions, dirccled by the RM. into the
reasons for her non-atlcndancé. _

2, Ms. - had attended Craigavon Court on 27" October 2003 for commmittal
proceedings when the proceedings were adjourned for reasons which had nothing to do
with her. The case was then fixed for a number of days commencing on 22" December
2003. Accordingly arrangements were made for her to attcad on the 22™ and. as I
understand the position, she was first spoken to carly in December about the
arrangemcnis.

3 During the month of December Ms. - had problems with her son. On the 1* of that
month the child was scen by- and again on the 1™, This sccond examination
was a house visit and, aithough there appeared to be no records of the visit when the
matter was first investigated by police, an intcrview with-conﬁnncd that a
visil had indeed been made to the house.

4. On Friday 19® M- was contacted by D/C Murphy to confinm the final travcl
arrangements. Shc did not mention the problems with the child to D/C Murphy but
indicated that the arrangements were suitable. In consultation with her [ asked her about
this failure to alcrt police o any potential difficulty which the sickness of the child
xpight' causc. She told us that she had lﬁbugllt that shc had mentioncd it to police and

o agreed (hat it was surprising that she did not mention the illness of the child o D/C
Murphy. ’

On Sunday 21* Deccmber Ms.- contacted police indicating that she would be

* .. unable to travel to Northern Ircland on the Monday as the child was ill. D/C Murphy

[

contacicd her to be told that the child had mumps and octitis and that therc was a fear
that duc to the cluld’s high temperaturc lic might have a fit. She indicated that shc could
not attend court on the Tucsday (23). When asked if she could she replied “Definitely

M

- not*.
6. It transpires that shc had to attend. on the Tucsday. a prcviously arranged medical
appointment relating to a job for which she was applying. She did not inform police of
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