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Reagional Raf.MNo:
DFP Ref. Mo:
POLICE SERVICE OF NORTHERN IRELAND

IIB Ref. Nop:

SUBJECT: REPORT REGARDING MISCONDUCT INVESTIGATION

TO: Superintendeant

(10's Team Leader or equivalent)

Full  Name, Rank, ALLEGED BREACH OF DISCIPLINE BY:-

Humbyr anl Station

of officers Inspector Alan George McCrum, 16742, DCU Craigavon
concemed  State D/lnspector Michael Irwin, 15170, DCU Craigavon
whether any  officer Constable David Allan Orr, 13646, DCU Craigavon

15 suspended from Constable Alan Keith Neill, 16143, DCU Craigavon

ducy and  dete o Constable Gordon Cooke, 14384, DCU Craigavon
‘}’nsbj‘l Constable A . PW1362, DCU Craigavon

A/Constable Gadfrey Silcock, R13583, DCU Craigavan

RiConstable James Murphy, RE6447, DCU Craigavon

R/Constable Paul H J Warmock, R11232, DCU Craigavon

R/Canstable Robert Cecil Atkinson, R4610, DCU Craigavon -
suspended 11 April 2001

Retirad Members

D/Chief Inspectﬂrpag PWi68
Sergeant P89 11863
R/Constable P40 R12400

R/Constable Denise Cc-rnett- PW1578

Criminal OFFENCE(S) AND PUNISHMENT:- M. A,
Conduct
iwhere COURT AND DATE OF CONVICTION:- N.A.
upplicakale]
f’"‘f‘: L DATE AND PLACE OF OFFENCE{S):- N.A.
'y
e MAME: L K Kennedy D G Jackson
Sl RANK: D/Ci{Superintendent Cllnspector
NO: PWEEH2 12669
STATICN: Knocknagoney Lisnasharragh
DCU/REGION: C2, Crime Dept B Headquarters
TELEPHONE NUMBER: . R
Ext IR Ext I
DATE OF APPOINTMENT: 11 May 2001 11 May 2001
{as per date on
Rewiged 4101 Form CD4}
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SUMMARY:

On Sunday the 27th Apl ' tm, Robert Hamill,
25 years, DOB12.12.71 of was assaulted by
a Lovalist crowd, at the junction of Thomas Strest/Market Street,
Portadown. He was removed to Craigavon Area Hospital and later the same
morning transferred to the Royal Victoria Hospital, Belfast, where he died an
8 May 1997. not having regained consciousness. CE entry made by

Constable A refers. See Folder 3, Part 25.

The initial assault investigation was conducted by Ex-Detective Chief
Inspector P39 . who at that time was attached to Portadown Police
Station.

After the death of Robert Hamill the murder investigation was taken over by
Ex-D/C/Superintendent W A M McBurney, who at that time was the Regional
Head of CID attached to Gough Barracks, Armagh.

Subsequent enguirfes resulted in six persons being charged with the murder
of Robert Hamill. A further two persons were arrested and interviewed but
released unconditionally to bes reported 1o the Director of FPublic
Prosecutions. A report regarding this investigation was completed by
O/Inspectar Michael Irwin, 15170 {at thar time stationed at Portadown} and
submitted to the Director of Public Prosecutions, DPP Reference Number
2209/97 and RUC HQ Reference Wumber C40/7/97 refers.  Copy file
attached at Part IV, Pages 1-55 for information.

In Qctober 1987 the DPP withdrew the charges preferred against three of
the accused. This decision was reached after consultation with three
potential witnesses which revealed that

a. One of them, namely Witness A, was unwilling to give evidence,
regardless of any sanction which a Court might impose,

h. A second, namely Witness 8, denied having seenr what he had
previously told police.

c. A third, namely Jdonathan Wright, could not pravide evidence of the
reguired standard to realistically proceed with a prosecution.

See copy of DPP Direction, Part |V, Pages 56-57.

In November 1997, thae DPP issued a further direction to withdraw the
charges against two more of the accused. This was because in the gpinion
of Senior Counsel, atter consultation, the credibility of a fourth witness
could not be relied cn and also the extent of forensic evidence against one
of the accused was insufficient to provide a reasonable prospect of
conviction.

See copy of DPP Direction, Part IV, Pages 58-60.

The sixth person, namaly Paul Rodney Marc Hobson, had alleged charges of
Murder and Causing an Affray proceeded with. At Crown Court on the
17 November 1899 in a reserved judgement, Lord Justiceﬁufuund
Mr Hobson not guilty of alleged Murder charges but guilty of Causing an
Affray. At Part |V, Pages 61-88 of these papers is a copy of the reserved
judgement made by Lord Justice-mr inforrnation.
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In addition to the murder investigation file as submitted and following =z
complaint by the Iateﬁ Solicitor, on behalf of Diane Hamill
{sister of the deceased Robert Hamill}, D/C/Superintendent W A M McBurney
was appointed ta investigate alleged neglect of duty by police at the scene
of the alleged assauft on Mr Hamill on the 27 April 1997, That investigation
was supervised by the late Mr j Solicitor, on behalf of the
then Independent Commission for Police Complaints. The investigation
focused on allegations of misconduct by Officers of Justice at

Market Street/High Street, Portadown, on 27 April 1997 and in particular to
four officers ie -

Constable Alan Keith Naill, 16143

R/Constable Bobert Cecil Atkinson, R4610

R/Constabl P40 R12400 inow retired)
R/Constable enise Cornet L PWI1278 Inow retired}

The matter was reporied to the Director of Public Frosecutions who directed
"Mo Prosecution” - BUC  Reference MNumber B147/1345/97 and DFP
Reference Number 7563/98 refers. A copy of these investigations papers are
attached at Part 1Y, Pages 87-142,

On  the 28 January 2001, O/CiSuperintendent  Stewart,  Criminal
investigation Departrnent, Armagh, briefed the Chief Constable on his
concerns pertaining to what appeared to be inaction on the part of certain
officers at the scene of the assault on Robert Hamill on 24 April 1987

The briefing emanated from D/C/Superintendent Stewart’'s preliminary review
of the original murder investigation of Robert Hamifl.

The perceived inactions referred to by O/C/Superintendent Stewart centred
around what was, or was not done, by various police officers following the
assault ie after Robert Hamill and others had been removed to hospital and
the opposing factions had been dispersed.

The matter was referred to the Police Ombudsman for Northern Ireland and
Superintenden inow retired), who had been attached to
Cormplaints and Discipline, Lisnasharragh, was appointed as the Senior
Investigating CHficer te deal with "internal investigation into alleged inaction
by Police who attended the incident at Portadown on 27 April 1997, during
which Robert Hamill was fatally injured”,

Mr Chris Mahaffey, Senior Investigation Officer, was appainted on behalf of
the Police Ombudsman to supervise the investigation to be conducted by
Superintendent McGregor.

It was agreed that SuperintEnden_investigatian would focus on
the following areas of concern:-

4. Scene preservaticn.
b. The existence or otherwise of an immediate arrest strategy.

t. The absence of a general arrest strategy for those identified at the time
as being concerned in the disturbance.

d. No consideration was given as 1o the seizure of suspects' clothing for
the purpose of forensic examination.

’ -,
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e. No attempt was made to gather debris {broken bottles, glass etc) at the
scene.

f. There was no proper debriefing of officers who had attended the
disturbance.

g. Valuable forensic and identification evidence was therefore lost.

Fellowing the retirement of Superintendent - under the terms of the
Patten Report, Superintendent K Kennedy, Internal Investigation Branch, was
appainted as the Senior Investigating Officer and Chief (nspector
O G Jackson, Internal Investigation Branch, as the Assistant Investigating
Officer on the 11 May 2007,  In addition, two [/Sergeants and one
Constable wera alse appointed as part of the enquiry team to assist in the
investigation.

Analysis of decumentation resulted in Forms 17/3 being served on eleven
police otficars. Four retired officers were also identified but due to the fact
that they were no longer serving officers, Forms 17/3 could not be served
¢gn them. Further details regarding this area will be outlined as the papers
progress.

At this point it is necessary to identify the following points:-

1. At present, three investigations are ongoing with regards to the alleged
murder of Robert Hamill and are as follows:-

A. Thea internal disciplinary investigation {present papers refer) being
conducted by Superintendent Kennedy under the Supervision of
Mr Chris Mahaffey on behaif of the Police Ombudsman.

B. An investigation being conducted by Mr Chris Mahaffey on hehalf
of the Police Ombudsman relating to¢ how police dealt with
witnesses known as A and B during initial investigations into the
alleged murder of Rabert Hamill.

C. An investigation being conducted by D/C/lnspector K -
Gough  Barracks, Armagh Criminal, Investigation Oegartment,
relating to alleged conspiracy 1o pervert the court of justice by
R/Constable Robert Cecil Atkinson, R4610.

2. Form 17/3 has heen served on R/Constable Atkinson as part of this
present enguiry. Howewver, his Form 17/3 relates to alleged criminal
conduct and not his actions at the scene with regard to scene
preservation, securing evidence and the arrest of offenders. To date he
has not been interviewed owing to the fact that he may be the subject
of a possible criminal trial. The R/Constable was suspended from
official duty on the 11 April 2001 following his arrest on the direction of
the Chief Constable. An interview of him will pend the outcome of a
direction from the Director of Fublic Prosecutions or the result of
criminal enquiry.

3. With regard to the retired officers:
3. DJ/Chief Lnspectmpag retired from the police 23 February 1998,

Sergeant P89 retired from the police under the terms of the Patten
Report on 6 February 2001.
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P40
R/Constable

28 January %
RiConstakle {nee Cornett] was medicafly retired from the police
on 14 May 2001.

was medically retired from the police on

Details regarding attempts to interview each of these officers will be
cutlined as these papers prograss.

REMARKS:

As stated earlier, R/Constable Robert Cecil Atkinson, R4810, is currently
suspended from duty and a file has been submitted by
D/Clinspeactork to the Director of Public Prosecutions.

INITIAL ACTION:

As previously ocutlined analysis of previous files submitted with regards to
the murder of Robert Hamill by the Enquiry Team, has resulted in the service
of Form 17/3 on eleven officers.

The contents of each Formm 17/3 were viewed and agreed by
Mr Chris Mahatfey, Police Ombudsman's QOffice for Northern Ireland, prior to

service.

With regard to the four retired police officers and due to the fact that they
ware no longer subject to disciplinary regulations, it was agreed that letters
should be delivered to sach. The purpase of these letters was to inform
therm of this investigation and ask if they would be prepared to assist with
the enquiry in the capacity of a witness.

FORM 17/3

D/Constable Donald George Keys, 12543, DCU Craigavon -
Form 17/3 served on 18 April 2001 by Superintendent K Kennedy.

Inspector Alan George McCrum, 16742, DCU Craigavon -
Form 17/3 served on 18 April 2001 by Superintendent K Kennedy.

R/Constable R C Atkinson, R4610, DCU Craigavon -
Form 17/3 served on 12 June 2001 by Superintendent K Kennedy.

Constable Alan Keith Naill, 161432, DCU Craigavon -
Form 17/3 served on 28 June 2001 by Superintendent K Kennedy.

Constable Gorden Cooke, 14984, DCU Craigavon -
Form 17/3 served on 28 June 2001 by Superintendent K Kennedy.

Constable David Allan Orr, 13648, DCU Craigavon -
Form 17/3 served on 28 June 2001 by Superintendent K Kennedy.
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RiConstable Godfrey Silcock, R13583, DCU Craigavon -
Form 17/3 served on 28 June 2001 by Superintendent K Kennedy.

Ri/Canstable P H J Warnock, R11932, DCU Craigavon -
Form 17/3 served on 28 June 2001 by Superintendent K Kennedy.

R/Constable James Murphy, R6447, DCU Craigavon -
Form 17/3 served on 2 July 2001 by Superintendent K Kennedy .

Constable® PW1362, DCU Craigavon -
Form 17/3 served on 3 Juiy 2007 by Superintendent K Kennedy.

D/fInspector Michael Irwin, 15170, DCU Craigavon -
Form 17/3 served on 18 July 2001 by Superintendent K Kennedy.

Copies attached Part IV, Pages 143-171.

POLICE WITNESSES:

Superintendent L K Kennedy, Investigating Officer

iNow D/Chief Superintendent}
Service of Forms 17/3 as previously referred 1o. Interview of:-

D/Constable D G Keys, 12543 - Part Il, Pages 1-34
Inspector Alan George McCrum, 16742 - Part |, Page 69
Dinspector Michael Irwin, 15170 - Part 1l, Pages 72-73
Constable Alan K Neill, 16143 - Part I, Page 84
Constable A ., PW1362 - Part Il, Page 88.

Preparation of letters and authorisation that they be hand-delivered to the
retired mambers ia

Ex—DIC,’rnqnnnmrFEg - Part Il, Pages 90-91
Sergeant P89 - Part Il, Pages 92-96
R/Constable P40 - Part ll, Pages 27-98

R/ConstablJJll nee Comett) - Part Il, Pages 99-100
requiring their attendance for interview. Copies attached. Part IV, Pages

172181,

Interview of Sergeant P89 at Lurgan Police Station on
17 October 2007, Part ll, Pages 92-96.

Telephone cpnversatians with Ex-R/Constable F inee Cornett] and
R/Constahle P4g - indicating that they wou not be attending for
interview. Part [T, Pages 97-100.

Chief Inspector D G Jackson, Assistant Investigating Qfficer

Present with Superintendent Kennedy during the service of Form 17/3s.
Accampanied Superintendent Kennedy during the interview of:

D/Constable D G Keys, 12943 - Part |l, Pages 35-68
Inspector Alan G MeCrum, 16742 - Part I, Pages 70-71
O/Inspector Michael Irwin, 15170 - Part ll, Pages 74-75
Constable Alan K Neill, 16143 - Part |l, Page 85
Constable A , PW1362 - Part ll, Page 89.
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Interviews of:

Constable David Alan Orr, 13646 - Part |, Page 76
R{Constalbile Godfrey Silcock, R13%23 - Part Il, Page 78
R/Constable James Murphy, R8447 - Part I, Page 80
R/Constable Paul Warnock, R11932 - Part Il, Page 82
Constable Gordon Cooke, 14984 - Part |l, Page 86
accompanied by WSergeant

Interview of Ex-Sergeant P89 at Lurgan Police Station on
17 October 2007 accompanied by Superintendent K Kennedy. Werbal
conversation with Ex-Sergeant P89 on 12 November 2001 - indicating

that he did not wish to attend for interview. Part ll, Pages 101-105.
Sergeant Enguiry Team

Present with Chief Inspector Jackson during interview of police officers as
previously outlined. Part Il, Pages 77, 79, 81, 83 and 87. :

Seizure of audio tapes from the Director of Public Prosecutions' Registry
regarding the previous murder  enquiry as conducted by
Ex-D/C/Superintendent McBurney and Dilnspectar  Irwin. These tapes
referred to police radioc communications during and immediately after the
alleged incident at Portadown on 27 April 1897, Part Il, Page 1086.

Received audio tapas from Sergeant-

Interview of Constable Simon Mark Godly, Communication Officer,
Fortadown Police Station who was on duty on 27 April 1997, Staterment
obtained regarding clartfication of actual words spoken on the audio tape.

nterview of NN N ot porsons

were amployed by Craigavon Borough Council on 27 April 1997 and were
operating a road sweeping vehicle in the Town Centre.

Intervicw of Sergeants_ and_ Both

attached to J2 MSU on 27 April 1937 and responded to initial incident.
Part Il, Pages 107-109.

Constable Simon Mark Godly

Communication Officer at Portadown Police Station on 27 April 1997, In a
witness statement chtained, he clarifies words spoken by police officers
from transcripts previously prepared for the investigation files prepared by
D/ inspector Irwin and Ex-D/C/Superintendent McBurmmey. He was also able
to identify which officers were speaking, {where he was familiar with them|
and he has marked the names on a typed copy of the transcripts provided to
hirn. Part I, Page 110.

In brief, page 10 of the transcript read, "Roger lay a tape” however the
carrect words spoken were "l'll relay that to him™.

It was necessary to have this area clarifiad to establish if directions were in
fact given to have the scene secured prior to 7.27am on 27 April 1997,

7 10127



Sergeant J2 Mobile Support Unit

In a staterment obtained he outlined how he responded to a public order
situation at Portadown on 27 April 1987,

He recalled speaking to Inspector McCrum at the scene but indicated that on
his arrival, no disorder was taking place in the Town Centre, He patrolled
the area for a short period before stand-down was given. Some time later
iafter he had terminated duty} he became awvare that a Robert Hamill had
suffered serious injury. Part ll, Pages 111-112.

Sergeant J2 Mobile Suppart Unit

In a statement obtained he corroborated the account as given by Sergeant
I = outlined being spoken to by Inspector MeCrum who infermed him
that a Catholic youth had been assaulted by Protestants.

He patrolled the Town Centre area for approximately 45 minutes before
. receiving the order to stand-down sometime after Jam.
" Mo debriefing regarding the incident took place and he does not remember
observing much debris about the street. Part I, Pages 113-114.

Civilkar, CIVILIAN WITNESSES:
witnessos

The position regarding civilian witnesses to this disciplinary enguiry is as
Lisz Full follows:-

Mames anid

Addrazses One area which this disciplinary enquiry was tasked to address was that
ardl whal “the scene was not properly preserved for forensic examination™ at an early
wath stage. An examination of the scene log indicates that the scene was not
witnass can secured by means of tape untl 7.27am, whereas the alleged assault
prove occurred at 1.50am.

(Confirm if Enquiries established that at or around 5am on the 27 April 1897, a
full Craigavon Borough Council mechanical roadsweeper was operating in and
writter around the vicinity of Portadown Town Centre and was prevented by poiice
| from cleaning certain areas of the town. As a result the following witnesses
-.‘bcun waere interviewed by the enguiry team:-

o _

mis amployed by Craigavon Borough Council as a driver of a
mechanical roadsweeper. [n a statement obtained he outlined how every
other weekend for the past ten to twelve years, he has worked an overtime
shift to clean Portadown town centre streets with a

He has stated that he leaves his depot at around five and ten past four
arriving in the Town Centre at or about 4.20am. He further cutlines the
route taken to Portadown and the area cleaned.

On the night Robert Hamill was assaulted, he outlines as follows:-

"I was doing the left hand side of High Street about three buildings in from
the junction with Edward Street. A bullet-proof police car pulled in, in front
of me and he asked me 1o leave the area around Thomas Street, High Street,
Market Street and Woodhouse unswept because there had been an incident.
He told me to leave a certain distance frem these junctions clear. It may
have been BQ vards each side but ! cannot remember precisely - it could
have been 100 yards. | didn't go near this area he had pointed out. | knew

I

JRCKAGHED 26 amill E

10128 |



this policeman to see but | can't remember his name. He told me that once
the police were finished, they would ring me at home to clear up. This was
around 5.00-5.30am. The place where he stopped me was outside the
Mationwide Building Society. | swept no further towards the area he had
indicated. | swept further out up High Street. | can remember a police
landrover sitting outside the Halifax Building Society and the Northern Bank.
This was at the time that the police car stopped me. | was later phoned to
come in and sweep the area | had left. This was around
11-11.30am - before dinner time. The place | was stopped by the police |
have marked Dﬂtucupy ot a map of Portadown Town Centre and given
to D/Sergeant | have also marked the area we were told not to
sweep with a green marker”. Part |l, Pages 115-1186.

He is employed as a binman by Craigavon Borough Council and every other
weekend for the past seven or eight years he has completed an overtime
shift withﬁto clean Portadown town centre,

. In a withess statement obtained he corroborates the account as given by
B siatcs as follows - "We had just turned left into High
Street when & policeman spoke to us.  There was orange tape across
somawhere. | can't remember exactly where. He told us there had been an
incident and not to sweep the junction at Thomas Street/Woaodhouse Street.
We stopped sweeping immediately Lowards that area and swept further out,
The area that the policeman had indicated was definitely not swept. | would
estimate that from the naormal tme it takes to do this job it would have been
between 5.00 am and 5.30 am when the policeman spoke to us. | have
rmarked on a photocopy of a map of Portadown town centre wherg we werg
stepped by the policeman. | should say that every Saturday and Sunday
marning a police landrover sat outside sither the Northern Bank or the TSBE
Bank when we were working. There was a bit of activity that morning but |
can't recall if the landrover was thera when the pnﬁn spoke to us. |
have given this photocopy to Detective Sergeant Later on that
morning | was cafled back to finish the sweeping job. This was around late

morning. | didn't notice whether there was a lot of glass about™. Part |,
Pages 117-118.
Q... CONCLUSIONS:
ErieFly .
diacuss On 27 April 1997 at approximately 1.50 am, Robert Hamill and P
munts ot were assaulted by a loyalist crowd at the junction of Thomas
allagations treet/Market Street, Portadown. Both persons were removed to Craigavon
For wnel Area Hospital and later the same morning Robert Hamill was transferred to
agonst {Do tha Royal Victoria Hospital, Belfast.
ncxl repear
comorts of Cn the 8 May 1887 Robert Hamill died, not having regained consciousness.
atalemANLE)
The initial assault investigation with regard to Mr Hamill and M.rD was
conducted under the supervision of the then D/Chief Inspector P39
who was attached to Portadown Police Station.
Following the death of Robert Hamill on the 8 May 1997 and the receipt of a
complaint received on 9 May 1897 from Solicitor, on
behalf of her client, Diane Hamill, ({sister of deceased], O/Chief
Superintendant W A M McBurney, Head of CID, Armagh, was appointed as
the senior investigating officer. Two files were subsequently submitted as
already stated.
i
JACKSOMCD26:hanil 9

10129 |
|

-



I
JALKS DN SO 2 harmlP

It i1s reasonable 1o comment at this stage that four years have elapsad prior
to the commencement of this discipiinary investigation, This period of time
has resulted in the fact that not all persons invelved at the inftial stages of
the assault on Robert Hamill have been interviewed by this enquiry team.

Enguiries as conducied by the enquiry team resulied in the service of Forms
17/3 on eleven officers.

Eleven individual folders containing all relevant docurnents reqguired for the
intervigw of each efficer together with thoe interview transcripts are attached
to this file.

To elaborate further, | would intend to:
A. Dutiine events at the initial assauit scene.

B. OQutline the role played by each individual officer, result of relevant after
caution disciplinary interviews and brief conclusions regarding Form
17/3 as served.

C. Discuss the steps taken to interview ex-members.

0. Discuss Llhe merits of allegations lor and aguinst with regard to possible
disciplinary action and areas not fully investigated owing to the non
interview of ex membaers.

E. Discuss internal General Orders regarding scene investigation togethar
with possible changes in training needs,

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

In wiew of the compleaxity of timing of issues in this case a time line chart
has been prepared and is attached to Part IV of these papers. In brief this
chart commences at 2330 hours on the 2& April 1997 and terminates at
1300 hours on the 27 April 1827, Fart IV, Pages 182-202.

The chart was prepared by the enquiry team from an examination of various
documents and outlines events dealt with by police on duty at Portadown on
26-27 Aprit 1997, It will be useful to refer to this when considering the
sequence of avents relavant 1o this current disciplinary enguiry.

At or about 1.50 am on 27 April 1987 Robert Hamill andD

were assaulted by a loyalist crowd, at the junction of Thomas Street/Market
Street, Portadown.

At that time, a four officer landrover patrol, previously detailed for Public
Order duties, was located almost directly opposite Thomas Street at the
junction of Market street/Woodhouse Street, Fortadown. The four police
otficers in this landrover were:-

Constable Alan K Neill, 16143,
Reserve Constable R C Atkinson. R4810 {currently suspended from duty).

Reserve Constable P40 400 (now retired),
Ragserve Constable Denise Cnrnettﬂ PW1978 (now retired).

The previcus report as referred to and completed by the then D{Chief

Superintendent McBurney outlines his investigation into alleged misconduct
by these four pohice officers.

10 10130
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The scene at Wn time is best described in the reserved judgement of
Lard Justice as "a wviolent incident” and resulted in additional
police resources having to attend the incident,

The additional resources wha arrived at the scene have baen identitied as:-

JBFO

Reserve Constable Godfrey Silcock, R13583.
Raserve Congtable Paul H J Warmnock, R11332,

JD70

Constable David A Qrr, 13646,
Constable A PW1362,
JDBO

Constable Gordon Cooke, 14934,
Resorve Constable James Murphy, RE557.

The two suparvising officars namely:-

Inspector Alan Georae McCrum, 16742,

Ex SergeantP89 . 11863, also attended at the scene.
In it] mabile patrol vehicles under the supervision of Sergeants-
and also attended the scene.

Initial police actien involved separating rival factions and attempting to
restare order to the town centre area. Enguirias and records have
established that two ambulances were tasked to the scene. Robert Hamill
was given oxygen therapy in the ambulance and arrived at Craigavon Area
Hospital at Q208 hours.

At or about 0200 hours, Constable * , PW1362, arrested a
Wayne Lunt, placed him in the rear of a police landrover and released him
after his tdentity had been clarified. In brief, the Constable arrested Wayne
Lunt after observing him carrying a bottle.

The exact tirme that ardet was restored is not clear, however, at or about
0230 hours Inspector McCrum, the Duty Inspector left Portadown town
centre and travelled 1o Banbridge Police Station on routing supervision
duties.

The distance from Pertadown to Banbridge is 10.2 miles and an examination
of the Occurrence Book indicates that Inspectar McCrum sighed same at
0310 hours. See Part IV, Pages 203-204.

At 0245 hours Ex-Sergeant P39 left the town centre and wert o
Craigavon Area Hospital to establish the condition of both injured parties. It
may not be unreasonable to assume that between 0230 and 0245 hours,
the situation within Portadown town centre had been brought under control.
This assumption i made by virtue of the fact that both supervising officers
had left the Town Centre.

Enquiries have failed to establish what exact information was aiven to
Sergeant PB9 about the condition of Mr Hamill and M¢D at that
point in time. The reason for this is due to the fact that Sergeant pgg

did not wish to assist the current investigation.

11 N
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At 0253 hours, Police Constabies Crr and® . were tasked 1o the scene
of an injury road traffic accident at Eden Cabs, Bridge Street, Portadown.
This accident involved threg vehicles and the driver of one of the wehicles
was conveved back to Portadown Folice Station at 031% hours by Sergeant
P89 and pracessed through the Drunk-in-Charge procedurs.  Copy file
attached Part |1V, Pages 208-215,

At 0345 hours the Public QOrder landrover crew, ie, Constable Neill and
Reserve Constables Cornett, P40 and Atkinscn were stood down from
duty.  With the exception of Reserve Constable Atkinson the three other
members terrminated duty at 0345 hours and Reserve Constable Atklnsun

terminated duty at 0415 hours.

At this point in time it would appear that the condition of Mr Hamill and
MrD was not known b*,r police and the alleged assault sceme had not

been properly secured.

At or about 0430 hours nspector McCrum learmed from Craigavon Area
Hospital that Bobart Hamill had "sustained serious head injuries which may
be life threatening” and that he was being transferred to the Neurglogical
Departmant of the Royal Victoria Hospital, Belfast {Journal entry Inspector
McCrum refers. See Folder 9, Part 4]

As a result, O/Constable Domald George Keys, 12543, who was the duty
call-gut Detective officer was contacted at home per telephone by Inspector
McCrum at or about 0430 hours and briefed regarding events.

At this point in time no scene of the alleged incident appears to have been
properly secured.

At 0500 hours DfCanstable Keys placed himseif on duty and arrived at
Fortadown Police Station at or about 0530 hours, On arrival at Portadown,
D/Constable Keys was further briefed by Inspectar McCrum but as precise
ccene details were not known, [/Constable Keys attended the scene
accompanied by Constable Gordon Cooke, 14384,

On arrival at Portadown town centre [DfConstable Keys recalls observing
police present but cannat be specific as to the presence of & police vehicle,
In any event, no actual scene had been sealed by means of tape and no
police officers present could actually identify to him the actual scene or area,

As a result, D/Constable Keys gave instructions to police not to let anyone

through the town centre. Corroborating evidence on this point exists via the
% and

stawmf the two Borough Councill workers, ie, Mr
Mr who were instructed by Constable Orr not to perform street
cizaning duties.

D:Constable Keys returned to Portadown Pelice Station and as no precise
information about the exact circumnstances or the cxact scene locatian was
available, he asked Inspector McCrum to racall to duty the four members of
the landraver crew. |n addition, /Constable Keys requested that Inspector
McoCrum ask officers on duty to compiete statements and identify persons
present at the alleged assault scene.

OVConstable Keys contacted ex D/Chief Inspector P39 who was the sanior
Detective on call and asked her to attend due to all the circumstances,
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D/Constable Keys also arranged for the attendance of other agencies, ie
scenes of crime and photography. In addition, the D/Constable also had 1o
arrange for a separate photographer to attend at Craigavon Area Hospital
with regard to a separate assault incident which s not connected to this
invesligalion.

At 7.15 am, D/C/lnspector P39 _arrived at Portadown Police Station
and received a brief re circumstances of the avents. At this point in time,
D/Constable Keys, via uwnitorm officers, had obtained more details with
regard to the assault and both officers attended the scene.

The scene was properly secured by means of tape and Constable A '
PW1362 was appointed to commence the scene lag. '

At 0730 hrs, DfCa’lnspecmrfpag and D/Constable Keys called at _
I h

fHamill household) and {DEF kousehold) in an
attempt to abtain the injured parties’ clothing but without success.
D/Constable Keys made arrangements forE andF ta
attend Portadown Police Station later that evening for interview.

At this juncture | would refer the reader 1o the time line chart which ocutlines
when individual officers completed statements of evidence, when thay
terminated duty and when the scene was closed after examination,

Enquiries have established that on 27 April 1937, indrvidual officers on duty
made their own statements of evidence and ether handed them to
cdetectives or left them in the Communications Room at Portadown Police
Station.

Enquiries have also established that whilst individual officers identified
individual persons involved i the incident on 27 April 1227, no formal
debriefing took place to properly establish or co-ordinate events by either
uniform supervisors or detectives prior to officers terminating duty. In fact,
the four officers who first witnessed the alleged assault on MrD and Mr
Hamill terminated duty between 0345 and 0415 hrs and without any
debriefing and without completing any statements or station records,

With regard to uniform officers on duty on 27 April 1997 it should be
pointed out that written witness statements were made on the following
dates:-

Inspector McCrum, 16742

His first witness statement regarding events of 27 April 1297 was not made
until 7 May 1997. A further statement was made on 13 November 2000,

Constable® PW1362

Her first witness statement was made aon 27 April 1997 with further
statements made on 24 June 1397 and 4 November 1937, In addition, the
sequential contents of the Constable's notebook with regard to the events of
27 April 1987 were not in chronolegical order. A question mark therefore
arigses as to exactly when her notebook entry was completed and what
details in her notebook were given to the enquiry team after 27 Aprl 1997.
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Constable Gordon Cooke, 14984

His first statement was made on 27 April 1997 and a further statement was
made on 22 January 2001.

Constable Alan Keith Neill, 16143

His first statement was made on 27 April 1297 after he had been recalled to
duty. Further statements were made on 13 May 1997 and
21 November 1897,

Ex-Sergeant P89

His first statement was made on 7 May 1997, Further statements being
made on 15 May 1997 and 28 December 2000,

H/Constable Godfrey Silcock, BR13583

His first statement was made on 27 April 1987 and a further statement was
made on 24 May 18997,

B/Constable Robert C Atkinson, R4610

{Currently suspended from duty). His only statement was made on the
27 April 1887 after he had been recalled to duty.

With regard to RiConstables Wamock R11932, Murphy R6447, 0
R12400 inow retired) and Cornett||| PV 1278 (now retired) - alf
of these officers complated one witness statement dated 27 April 1297,
Ex-D/Cilnspector P3s was the serior investigating officer with regard to
initial events on 27 April 1887, The D/C/Inspector has since retired from the
police and has not, to date, assisted in this investigation. According to
Dfinspector Michael irwin, 15170, he commenced duty an 28 April 1897 at
8.15 am some 30% hours after the incident. In the late aftermoon of
28 April 1997 some 38 hours |ater, the DfInspector commenced to write
action sheets regarding the investigation. Owing to the fact that
ex-D/C/InspectorP3g has not assisted in this investigation it has not been
established what actual policy decisions were made regarding sarly arrests.
In addition, neither the policy log nor Da'Cflns.;r:nm:taczr':’39 journal are
available to assist in determining the direction and control of the
investigation in the early stages. A considerable search was undertaken by
the Enquiry Team for these documents but without success.

According to D/Inspector Irwin, early arrests of the suspects identified by
uniferm personnel on duty on 27 April 1997, had been arranged for
1 May 1997 by D/C/Inspector P38 but had 1o be cancelled owing to the
arrest of five other persons, for an unconnected but nevertheless sericus
incident.

Enquiries have established that on 30 April 1297 five persons were arrested
tor ather matters and required to be interviewed on 1 May 1987 by the
officers attached to the initial assault enquiry.  Without assistance from
D/C/inspectorP39 the question of an early arrest strategy and the reason
behind it cannot be tully claritied. Details with regard 1o this area will be
further highlighted as these papers progress.

What has been established is that three persons were arrested on
8 May 1987 under the supervision of ex-D/C/InspectorP3® but relegsed
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without charge.

On 10 May 1997 and after the death of Robert Hamill, six persons were
arrested under the supervision af ex-D/C/Superintendent McBurney and
Diinspector Irwin and charged with the murder of Robert Hamill {copy file
D/Inspector Irwin refors).

B.

ROLE PLAYED BY INDIVIDUAL POLICE OFFICERS

Each of the serving officers were served with Forms 17/3 by
Superintendent Kennedy as dated and outlining the allegations.

They were interviewed under cautio ] ry interview

was Mr” Solicitor, acting as a
friend. 50 present during some o e INterviews Was a representative

from the office of the Police Ombudsman for Northern Ireland.

At the commencement of each of these interviews, Merrew
attention to his opinion that the principles established during the case of
Michael Phillip Merrill -v- The Chief Canstable of Merseyside Police were
applicable to this enquiry due to the passage of time.

A copy of this ruling is attached at Part IV, Pages 205-219.

Separate folders were prepared in respect of each member interviewead
and will be referred to by number in this file, All original documents
produced during interviews and raferred to are attached. Also included
in them are summaries of each interview and documentation regarding
process and protocal.

Folders vwere also prepared in anticipation of interviewing ex-members.
These are attached by way of explanation of unanswered questions and
are listed as follows:-

Ex-D/Chief Insnecmrpag - Folder 12.
Ex-SergeantP89 1- Folder 13,
Ex-R/Constable P40 - - Folder 14,

Ex-R/Constable Cornett- Folder 15.

Constable Alan Keith MNeill, 16143 - Folder 1 and
Part Ill, Fages 165-185

Form 17/3 served an 28 June 2001,

Constable Neill was interviewed at Lisnasharragh cn
28 September 2007 by Superintendent Kennedy and Chief Inspectar
Jackson between 1217 and 1259 hours.

In relation to the allegation that he neglected his duty by failing to
secure and preserve as evidence, broken glass at the scene where the
injured persons were lying, Constable Neill stated that he took no steps
at the time to secure and preserve the glass for examination because of
the public order situation in the town at the time. He said that there
were only four members ol one crew and they were unable to do
anything other than try to praserve the life of the pecple who were there
and lock after themselves, Constable Meill said his main priority at the
scene was obviously to preserve the life of the injured persons and glass
may have been moved to treat the injured. He stated that he did not
remember about the glass until he had left the scene and was
completing his statement. Constable MNeill said it was impractical to lift
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the glass initially as they were trying to stop 40 - 50 persons fighting in
the street. He also added that he was unaware of the seriousness of
the assault when he was stood down. He said he was never instructed,
at any stage, by a supervising officer, tc secure the scene for
examination.

In relation to the allegation that he failed to effect or arrange early
arrests, Constable Neill stated that the situation was ongoing and it was
maore a matter of trying to get the people out of the town centre at that
time. He again stated that the main police priority was attending to the
injured persons and bringing calm to the town centre, He said he did
not discuss any of his observations with any supearvising officer or
indicate to them that early arrests of identified persons should be
considared.  He said that once the situation calmed. he was stood
down.

In relation to the allegation that he failed to make a full and accurate
notebook entry, Constable Neill stated that he had nothing to do with
Wayne Lunt after he was taken to the back of the landrover. When
asked why his notebook did not contain all refevant details regarding the
ir f Wayne Lunt, he said that he can not recollect why, Mr

Constable Neill's legal representative, added that his client had
an entry in his notebook about Wayne Lunt and that that was all his
client knew about the circumstances surrounding Lunt. Constable Neill
agreed with this.

Constable Neill has a previous conviction. Part IV, Page 220,

Constable David Alan Qrr, 13646 - Folder 2 and
Part [ll, Pages 205-212

Form 17/3 served on 28 June 2001,

Constable Orr was interviewed on 20 Se 001 at Lisnasharragh
by C/inspector Jackson and Sergeant between 0822 and

09237 hours.

Constable Orr was shown photographs of the scene of the assault on
Robert Hamill and D ~and asked to mark where he had
parked his patrol vehicle, which he did. He also indicated where he
believed a police landrover had been parked. He could not recall having
seen any individual assaulis taking place and bad been more concernad
with keeping the rival factions apart., He could not recall having secn
Wayne Lunt ar consulting Constable A . about him on the night of
the incident. It was later when he heard that she had detained Lunt.

At the time of the incident, Constable Orr had not realised the serious
rnature of the assault on Bobert Hamill. He had not been prasent when
any discussiens, if there were any, regarding scene preservation by the
supervising officers had taken place. He did not remember having been
given an instruction by Inspector MeCrum to go te Craigavon Ares
Hospital and obtain the clathing of the injured parties. He alsg could not
remember if he had been asked to assist in drawing up a list of suspects
who had been at the scene of the assault.

Constab!eﬂ PW1362 - Folder 3 and
Fart lll, Pages 186-204

Form 17/3 served on 3 July 2001.
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Constable was interviewed at Lisnasharragh on
20 November 2001 by Superintendent Kennedy and Chief Inspector
Jackson between Q804 and 1008 hours,

'n relation to the allegation that she aliowed Lunt 1o leave the vicinity
aftar being told by a parson that he was invelved in a serious aseault
and that she failed to make a full and accurate entry in her notebook
and to note the relevance of this valuable information, & replied
that she released Wayne Lunt because she didn't have much choice.
The personnel on the ground were not enough for what was going on,
"The crowd were ocutnumbering us, | had to let him go". $She stated
that if she had wanted to detain hirn any longer, herself and at least two
gther Constables would have had to leave the scene in order to take
Lunt to the police station. The decision to release Lunt was purely
because af the public order situation pertaining at the time. In relation
to her notebook entry she stated, "It was a very busy and traumatic
night, we were brought in off the ground and just asked to make a

statement”. She then stated that she couldn't offer an explanation as
to why she did not put these details in her notebook. nm

. her solicitor, stated that there were 2 possible expla
she deliberately suppressed the information about Lunt and the other
that in the confusion of the night she simply forgot. A stated it

was not suppressed, but that she simply forgot.

In relation to the allegations that she nedlected 1o mention this
information in a statement or to any investigating or supervising officer,
she replied that it was not a deliberate gmission, but that it had slipped
her mind and she had entirely forgotten about it.

in relation to the allegation that she neglected her duty in that she took
no action n respect of Lunt concerning his behaviour, she repliad that
nobody was going 1o investigale it. She said, "lf you put in an assault
on police file for every kick and bump and scrape, you would be doing
paperwoark from now to doomsday”. She agreed that she made a
conscious decision that she wouldn't investigate the assault on her by
Lunt, even though she had put an entry in the CE and Accident Book
regarding same.

. 'n relation to the allegation ot failing to effect and arrange early arrests
she stated she did not believe that she received any instructions from
supervisory officers as to any further action to be taken. 5She stated
that in her opinien, Inspector McCrurm was in charge af the alleged
assault scene at the time. She left and went to a road traffic accident
involving a drunken driver. She also said that the public order crew,
JD&81 would have dealt with any public order offences and the actual
assault. She did not accept any responsibility.

In relation to the allegation concerning the loss of valuzgble forensic and
identification evidence, shea stated that, "If you knew Portadown town
centre, there's quite a [ot of bottles lying about the town centre over the
weekend and the bottle Lunt had could have ended up anywhere at all."

Constable Gardon Cooke, 14384 - Folder 4 and
Part I, Pages 244-255

Form 17/3 served on 28 June 2001.

Canstable Cooke was interviewed ot Lisnasharragh on 1 Qctober 2001
by Chief Inspector Jackson and Sergeant ibetween 0221 and
0950 hours,

I
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In relation to the allegation that he neglected his duty by failing to
secure and preserve as evidence, broken glass at the scene, Constable
Cooke stated that when he arrived it was pretty chactic. There was a
large, very violent crowd, fighting with police already at the scene, and
fighting to try and get to the injured persons. He immediately helpad
other police to hold these persons back. He continuad to help to held
this large crowd back until more seniar officers arrived at the scene. He
further stated that he was not the first person on the scene, not the
senior officer at the scene nor wachted to take any further
action by any senicr officer. Mr Consatable Cooke's legal
representative, stated that he did not believe Cooke had articulated
completely in relation to the scene. Cooke added that he had not been
prasent during tha assaults and was not aware of how sarious the
incident initially had been. Cooke also added that after this incident had
been brought under control, he could not recall any debrief having taken
place at the scene or any instructions given by supervising officars. He
further stated that the town barriers were all closed, effactively sealing
the scene from any vehicles passing through and as far as he was
awarga, a police vehicle remained at the scene to prevent any pedestrian
aceess 10 it.

Constable Cocke was shown photograph aloum marked ARN1, showing
a stick and pieces of glass. He did not recollect sesing these.

Constable Cooke stated that when he left the scene he believed there
was a car left at the scene and on returning with DJ/Constable Keys, the
vehicle was still present. In his opinion the scene was preserved
although not by himself.

In rclation to the allogation of failing to offest or arrangs an early arrest,
Constable Cooke replied that this was a riot situation when he arrived,
very violent with people roaming about all over the street trying to get
towards these injured people. He stated that they did their best to
protect the injured persons while awaiting the arrival of the ambulance.
He said that it was not practical to start arresting people at the scene.
He said that he did not consult with any other police or supervisors at
the scene regarding the possible arrest of suspects. He stated that he
had no conversation about possible arrests and no formal debricfing
took place.

In relation to the allegation of failing to comply with a lawful order to
draw up a |list of persons identified at the scene, Cocke stated that he
went one better than drawing up & list and that he made a full written
statement identifying all persons that he knew at the scene and
descriptions of them. He stated that he did not think it appropriate to
consult with other officers to draw up 2 list, especially in the light of
this turning out to be a serious assault and identification of offenders
possikly being an issue.

In relation to the allegation of failing to obey a lawful order to go to the
hospital, Constable Cooke replied that he never failed to comply with
any lawful order, he was never instructed to attend the hospgital but he
was aware that other officers were asked to go to the hospital and in
fact did go.

-\u
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R/Constable Paul H J Warnock, R11932 - Folder & and
Part lll, Pages 234-243

Form 17/3 served on 28 June 2001.

RiConstable Warnock was  interviewed at  Lismasharragh  on
24 September 2007 by Chief Inspector Jackson and Sergeanth
between 1504 hours and 1526 hours.

In relation to the allegation that he failed to make 2 full and accurats
entry in his notebook, R/Constable Warnock stated that he had stopped
at the back doors of the landrover. He thought that Constable A

and Lunt had got into the back of the landrover. He then left the
landrover and went to the police line to control the crowd.

RiConstable Warnock stated that he simply assisted CDI"IStEblE_A ta
take Lunt to the back of the landraver. He said that it was only a short
distance, a few wyards, and that he had no further dealings with Lunt.
He said he was at the landrover for approximately 30 seconds to 1}

. minutes,

n relation to the allegation that he failed to mention the reason why
Lunt was placed in the landrover. R/Constable Warnock stated he did
not know. He saw Constable & cross to the landrover with Lunt
and he assisted her, although he wasn't aware whether or not he had
been arrested. He did not remember gverhearing any convarsation
between Constable A and Lunt. R/Constable Warnock also stated
that he was not aware that Lunt had been released.

R/Constable James Murphy, RE447 - Folder 6 and
Fart lll, Pages 224-233

Form 17/3 was served on 24 September 2007,

RiConstable Muorphy  was  interviewed at  Lisnashar
24 September 2001 by Chief Inspector Jackson and Sergeant
between 1435 and 1456 hours,

. In relation to the allegation that he neglected his duty as a police officer
in that whilst he noted two males lving on the ground and broken glass
on the street he took no appropriate action 1o secure and preserve the
scene, R/Constable Murphy stated that they responded to a call from
R/Constable Cornett screaming on the radio about a disturbance in the
town centre.  When they arrived, the officers that had been in the
landrover were already out and appeared to be surrounded in various
parts of the town centre. There were people all over the place and they
were fighting and running about like "madmen”. R/Constable Murphy
stated that there were females with both the males on the ground but
he only glanced at that becasuse there were so¢ many things going on
with so few police and they were trying to “watch each other's backs”
and keep the crowd back. He stated that he was trying 1o push people
up the street but it was impossible as there was too big a8 crowd. He
stated that he saw a lot of small particles of glass strewn all over the
ptace as if bottles or glasses had been braken.

fn relation to the allegation that he failed to make a full and accurate
notebook entry and in particular to note the relevance of why a suspect,
namely Wayne Lunt, was placed in the rear of the police landrover and
then released, Murphy stated that he saw Constable A take Lunt to
the landrover and went over to assist. Lunt was put in the back of the
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landrover and he stood at the back of the landrover. He stated that
crowds were still coming up from Woodhouse Street and he was
assisting to push them back and trying to watch Lunt at the same time.
He presumed Lunt had been arrested but he didn't speak to or have time
10 speak to Constable A in relation to it. He did not speak to Lunt
and did not overhear any convarsation between Constable and
Lunt, He stated that he did not know the reason why Lunt was released
and that Constable A did not say anything to him. He also said that
he did not know the reason why Lunt was in the landrover to start with
and he presumed ConstableA was dealing with it.

R/Constable Gogdfrey Silcock, R135b33 - Folder 7 and
Part lll, Pages 213-223

Farm 17/3 was served on 28 June 2001.

He was interviewed on 20 Septe at Lisnasharragh by Chief
Inspector Jackson and Sergeant between 0951 and 1015
hours,

R/Constable Silcock explained that he is known as 'Dean’. He then
cutlined how he had been called to a disturbance in Fortadown an
27 April 1897 at 0147 hours. On arrival, he had seen two men lying in
the Main Street. One appeared to be having difficulty breathing and he
rendered assistance to him. He removed glass from the vicinity and
called for an ambulance. He remained with this man until the
ambulance arrived, protecting him from people who were trying to kick

him.

He was asked tc mark the positions of where these men were lying an
photographs, which he did. He also marked where his police vehicle
had been parked, He recalled that there had been a lot of gltass present,
broken bottles of some description. He did not secure any of this for
examination.

in relation to the position of the ambulance, R/Constable Silcock could
not recall. He did not speak to any medical personnel. He was more
concerned with his own safety and that of his colleagues, bearing in
mind the public order situation. He did not attempt to make any arrests.
He included the names of suspects in the statement he made later that
morning which he gave to CID.

After the incident, he had gone with Sergeant Pgg to Craigavan
Area Hospital where he learned that the assault was serious. A male
person had been aggressive towards the Sergeant and himself,

R/Constable Silcock heard no directions being given about preserving
the scene or identifying persons for early arrest. He was not debriefed,
other than being askaed to make a statement and baving told Inspectar
McCrum and Sergeant P89 of perscns whom he could identify as
being at the scene.

During his service in the Police, R/Constable Silcock could not recall
having received any training about scenes or exhibiting evidence. He
had received first aid training. He reiterated that his main concern was
of his safety and that of the injured parties.

“
[
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R/Constable Robert Cecil Atkinsan, B4610 - Folder 8

VWhilst Form 17/3 has been served in relation to alleged criminal
conduct, no formal disciplinary interview has been conducted to date.
This is due to the fact that the R/Constable is to be reported to the
Director of Public Presecutions for allegedly attempting to pervert the
course of justice. This alleged charge is linked to the events of

_KZT April 1987 and is being investigated by D/Chief Inspector

An interview will take place pending the outcome of that
enguiry.

Inspector Alan George McCrum, 16742 - Folder 9 and
Part Ill, Pages 100-132

Inspector McCrum was served with Form 17/3 on 18 April 2001.

He was interviewed at Lispasharragh on 30 August 2001 between

1021 and 1202 howrs by Superintendent Kennedy and Chief Inspector
Jackson.  Also present was q of the Police
Cmbudsman's Office. The interviews were recarded on a total of three
tapes.

During interview Inspector McCrum confirmed that he was the Duty
Inspector in Portadown on Saturday, 27 April 1997 with Divisional
responsibility for Lurgan and Banbridge Sub-Divisions. He was aware
that officers had been detailed to cover Portadown town centre for
public order duties but he did not attend their briefing.

Inspectar McCrum outlined haw he had been made aware that disorder
had broken out in the town centre and had made his way, along with
Sergeant P89 to Market Street. He was informed by Constable
Cooke that two malfes had been assaulted by a group of Protestant
youths and had subsequently been taken by ambulance to Craigavon
Hospital. YWhen he arrived, this group of youths were still on the strest
and Inspector McCrum stated that his policing priority at that time was
to move them on to avoid further disorder. To this purpose, he
requested further rescurces from the MSW which he knew ware on duty
in Banbridge.

The Inspector went on to describe how the situation was brought under
control after the arrival of additional resources. He then continued with
his supervision duties relating 1o the Division, At this time, he was not
aware of the gravity of Mr Hamill's iniuries and no scene was indicatad
to him. He did direct SergeantP89 to go to the hospitali and
ascertain the condition of these injured. Inspector McCrum had no
knowledge of any information supplied to medical staff.

Inspector McCrum then went on to relate how he had spoken to
someone at the hospital around 4.00 am and was apprised that one of
the injurad was sericusly il! and that the assault should be regarded as
potentially life-threatening. As a result, he contacted D/Constable Keys
who was the call-out CID officer. In respect of his journal entries about
having instructed Constable Cooke to draw up a list of persons at the
scene and to obtain the injured parties clothing, Inspector MceCrum was
unclear as to whether these had been complied with,

Inspector McCrum then went on to say that part of his briefing to
DConstable Keys was to have the scene of the assault taped off and
preserved for examination. He did not parsonally visit the scene to
confirm that this had been done, Ha explained sthat the officers who
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had originally been at the scene had been allowed to terminate duty
because at that time it was not known that the assault was such a
serious one. Inspector McCrum did not debrief them although he spoke
to them at the scene.

Inspector McCrum then explained how he came to make his two
statements about events on 27 April 1997, He stated that immediate
arrests were not practicable due to the limitation of resources and that
his main concern at the time was public order.  The fact that certain
individuals had bheen identified as having been present during the
disorder was not communicated to him at that time. He maintained that
such information would have been forthcoming during the CID debrief
and that CiD were taking owver the investigation. He was inveolved in
preparing a press release, and left the collation of the available
information to D/Constable Keys.

The interview concluded by Inspector MceCrum  explaining  the

_circumstances of his having made a statement to D/Chief Inspector

K in November 2000 specificaily about R/Constable Atkinson
and confirming that the contents of that statement are correct.

D/Constable Donald George Kevys, 12543 - Folder 10 and
Part Ill, Pages 1-93

DiCoanstable Keys was served with Form 17/3 on 18 April 2001,

He was interviewed at Lisnasharragh on 17 July 2001 between 1025

and 16585 hours by Superintendent Kennedy and Chief Inspector
Jackson.  Also present was Mr*imm the Police
Ombudsman’s office.

Initially the interview was tape recorded but at O/Constable Keys'
request, the tape was turned off and the interview was conducted by
way of notes.

During the interview, D/Caonstable Keys stated that on 27 April 1897 he
had been contacted by Inspecter MeCrum  at approximately
4,40 am - 4.45 am. He placed himself on duty at 5.00 am. He had
been informed of an incident in Portadown and as a consequence, an
injured party had been taken to the Neurc Surgery Unit at the Rovyal
Victoria Hospital, Belfast, He was unaware of who might have informed
medical staff of how Mr Hamill's injuries were sustained.

D/Constable Keys went on ta relate how he went 1o the scene of the
assault and was briefed by Constable Cooke, however, the exact scene
could not be established. He directad that no one should be allowed
through the scene, albeit that to his knowledge the scene was by this
time some four hours old. In his opinion, the initial responsibility for
scene preservation lay with the first officers on the scene andfor their
supervisors. He had the officers who had initially been at the scene
recalled to duty in order to make statements detailing what and who
they had seen during the disorder.

DiConstable Keys then outlined how he had contacted D/Chief Inspector
P39 and D/Constable McDowell. He had visited the scene with the
D/Chief Inspector and secured the scene. They had then attempted to
obtain clothing belonging to the injured parties.

DiConstable Keys went on to explain how he was also involved in a
saparate enquiry about an assault in  Banbridge ({(See PartlV,
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Pages 231-232} and the tasking of a Scenes of Crimes Officer and
Photographer tor the Portadown incident. He outlined how he had
briefed these people when they became available. He had also either
recarded or received statements fromF andE

The D/Constabie than went on to say that decisions regarding the arrest
of identified suspects were up to the D/Chief Inspector who was in
charge of the enquiry. He had no note or recollection of any discussion
about these considerations,

The next portion of the interview dealt with D/Canstable Keys having
obtained and viewed video tapes from the Alliance and Leicester
Building Society which had no evidential value and were subseguently
returmed to the shop. He had alse viewed video tapes at the Northern
Bank which again had no evidential value, D/Constable Keys had no
note or recollection of conferences or discussions relating to the Hamill
murder enguiry other than those supplied Lo him by the inlerviewers. He
could not recall why statements had mnot been recarded from Judith
Little and Donald Bleving or what actien had been initiated in response
to the information supplied by them.

At the conclusion of the interview, D/Constable Keys repeatad his view
that he had secured the scene as early as he possibly could, that at an
early stage be had no evidence to connect suspects to the actual assault
in order to effect arrests, that the video tapes viewed were of no
evidential valug and that genearally he bad been diligent in carrying out
his enquiries into the assault on Bebert Hamill.

D/Inspector Michael Irvwin, 151370 - Folder 11 and
Part lll, Pages 133-164

Form 17/3 served on 139 July 2001,

D/inspector Irwin was  interviewed  at  Lisnasharragh  on
6 September 2001 by Superintendent Kennedy and C/lnspectar Jackson
between 1043 and 1318 hours.

Prior to the commencement of his interview, Dflnspector Irwin handed a
statement to Superintendent Kennedy. See Part Ill, Pages 94-99. In it
he referred to an assault on a* in Banbridge and an
incident in Lurgan involving a batcen round having been fired. He stated
that he was involved in enguiries into these matters and the

Enquiry Team have confirmed that these incidents accurred.  Part IV,
Pages 221-222 and Pages 223-227.

D/lnspecter Irwin also stated that although arrests had been planned in
relation to the Hamill assault on Tst May 1997, these had to be
postponed due to persons having been arrested for g serious arson in
Portadown on the evening of 30th April 1997, This is corroborated by
an ICIS report, Part |V, Pages 228-231,

In relation to the allegation that he failed to properly investigate ar
appropriately deal with matters which should have secured the early
arrest of identified suspects, D/Inspectar Irwin stated that the assault
occurred at approximately 1.50 am on 27 April 1987 and that he
commenced duty on 28 April 1897 at 8.15 am, some 30} hours later.
He had not keen briefed or received any notice of this incident prior to
commencing duty. He stated that D/Chief Inspector P29 was the
duty officer for that weekend and briefad him on all incidents when he
commenced duty. This included the incidents mentioned. He stated
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that D/Chief Inspector P39 detailed him to supervise the Banbridge
and Lurgan incidents while she looked after the Hamill incident. He
stated that prior to travelling to Banbridge/Lurgan he attended a briefing,
ie the Hamill incident conducted by D/Chief inspector P29 . He was
given no responsibility for this incident. He returned to Portadown in
the lata afterncon of 28 April, approximately 38 hours after the Hamiil
assault had occurred. He volunteered to assist D/Chief Inspector P39

in raising action sheets. He stated that he undertack this role on his
own initiative and 1o assist his supervisor. He was not involved in any
poticy decisions regarding early arrests of identified suspects.
D/Inspector Irwin was on annual leave between 2 and b May inclusive.
On returning to duty on & May, he supervised 3 arrests for the Hamill
assault. He stated that he was aware that D/Chief Inspector P39 had
been encountering resource difficulties regarding the arrest ard search
cperation.

In relation to the seizure of clothing belonging to suspects for the
purpose of forensic examination, Dflnspector lrwin stated that on their
arrest, the suspects' clothes were seized and submitted for forensic
exarmination. He also said that Stacey Bridgett was forensically linked
through blcod to Robert Hamill's clothing.

He stated that he was not in a position to order or influence the early
seizure of suspect’s clothing.

In relation to the appropriate seizure and exhibiting of CCTV video
evidence, D/Inspector Irwin said that he understood that D/Constable
Keys had been briefed by D/Chief Inspector P32 on 27 April 1997 to
check for possible video evidence. He stated that this was a priority on
28 April 19297, He did not know the reason for the delay. He assumed
it was because the 27 Aphl 1987 was a Sunday and gaining access to
commercial premises to seize any CCTV footage was impractical.
D/Inspector Irwin stated that it was completed by D/Constable Keys on
28 April 1997 and as he understood it, there was no video evidence.

Dfinspector Irwin summarised his account by stating that he had only
minimal involvement in the assault investigation on Robert Hamill at the
outset on 28 April 1987, the bulk of his day being taken up with two
completely different investigations. ©On 29 and 30 April 1987, he
assisted, on his own initiative, D/Chief Inspector P39 in a supporting
role, particularly assisting on the administrative side of the investigation
and family liaigon.

STEPS TAKEN TO INTERVIEW EX-MEMBERS .

In consultation with Mr Chris Mahaffey, Potice Ombudsman's Office, it was
agreed to have retired officers interviewed in a witness capacity with regards
to this enquiry. As a result, letters were delivered to each member,

The first letter, as delivered to Ex-D/Chief lnspecturp39 . was replied to in
writing which stated, "l no lenger have the RUC journal to which you refer.
On 23 February 2001, | was interviewed by Mr Chris Mahaffey, another
celleague from his office and an RUC officer. At that time | gave all the
information | could recall regarding the investigation. | regret that | cannot
help vou any further with this matter.”

As a result, a second letter was defivered to ex-D/Chief Inspectar P99

indicating that the current enquiry was not related to Mr Mehaffey's
investigation. In addition, the letter slso asked as to the location of the
ex-members journal and the Policy Book regarding the initial assault
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investigation of Mr Hamill. To date, no further response has been received.

. CORNETT
With regard to letters forwarded to Ex-R/Constables P40 ~and
These persons did make contact with Superintendent Kennedy by telephone
indicating that they did not wish to asgsist with the enqguiry,

With regard to letters forwarded to Ex-Sergeant P53 . he did
attend for interview at [urgan Police Station on 17 October 2007, however,
he declined on that date 1o make any written statement or reply to specific
questions. ©Mr P89 did indicate that he would think the matter over and
decide if he would assist with the enquiry in due course.

On the 12 November 2001, further contact was made with Mr P89 by
Chief Inspector Jackson, On that date, MrpgH indicated that he did
not wish to assist with the enquiry.

MERITS OF ALLEGATIONS FOR AND AGAINST WITH REGARD TO
POSSIBLE DISCIPLINARY ACTION  AND AREAS NOT FURTHER
INVESTIGATED OWING TO THE NON-INTERVIEW OF EX-MEMBERS.

In this section, it is intended to examine the merits of allegations for and
against with regard to possible disciplinary action in respect of police officers
who have been served with Form 17/3.

In deing so, it is necessary from the outset to indicate that this disciplinary
investigation commenced some four years after the initial incident, which
occurred. on 27 April 1997,  In fact, and referring to each officer as
interviewed, the Merrill ruling was raised by their Solicitor on each occasion,
namely, that the principal of the Merrill ruling applied and whilst each officer
was anxious to assist in the investigation, they did so without prejudice to
the judgemcnt of the Merrill case in the future.

It will be necessary 1o take into account the contents of the two previous
files as submitted by Ex-D/C/Superintendent McBurney, D/inspector lrwin
and the reserved judgement of Lord Justicedin respect of the
Hahsgon trial.

It will also be necessary at times 10 remember that ex-members have not
assisted with this investigation and therefore in instances, complete deiails
in respact of certain areas have not been established.

I intend to progress by examining each area that this disciplinary enguiry
focused an, and when this is completed, to summarise events.
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AREA A

THE GSCENE WAS NOT PROPERLY PRESERVED FOR FORENSIC
EXAMINATION.

In 1987, the following General Order was in force and is still active today,
namely:

General Order 12/94 CC dated & July 1994, entitled, "Scenes of Crime
Preservation and Examination".

Copy ol said Order is attached at Part IV, Pages 232-238. This General
Order is well detailed and appears self-explanatory.

It is divided in 8 sub-sections, headed:

Introduction.

Preservation of a Scene.

Duties at a Scene.

Scene Examinatian,

Order of Priority of Support Services,
Staternents of Evidence.

Supervision of Prisoners/Suspects.
Other Relevant Instructions.

e o s

Paragraph 1

Entitlad "Introduction” states:

"Seene preservation is a significant factor in any criminal investigation. Al
members must recognise their responsibility to acknowledge, adhere to and
implement the ethos of scene management”,

As can be seen, this paragraph placed responsibility for scene presarvation
on individual membears.

Paragraph 2

Entitled "Preservation of a Scene™ cutlines:

1. The objectives of preserving a crimsa scene; and
2.  The failures to adequately preserve a scens.

It states in bold capitals;

"EXCEPT FOR THE PURPOSES OF PRESERVING LIFE OR PREVENTING
FURTHER INJURY, SCENES MUST ONLY BE ENTERED BY PERSONS UNDER
THE DIRECT CONTROL OF THE SENIOR INVESTIGATION OFFICER {S10).
THESE PERSONS WILL ALWAYS HAVE A FUNCTION TO FULFIL FOR THE
SI0. NO UNAUTHORISED PERSONS MAY BE ALLOWED TO ENTER™.

it should be remembered that at the time when Robert Hamill was assaulted,
a riot was in progress with people and police running about the scene.

Police tended to the injured and removed glass away from the victims to
pravent further injury, as stated above.

Thesa officers at this stage were concerned with preserving life and
preventing further injury to the victirns and possibly injuries to themselves,
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At this time it is open to guestion how the police could have foreseen the
relevance of pieces of glass around the victims.

"Hindsight" is extremely relevant in this particular case.

Paragraph 3

Entitled "Duties at a Scene" states:

1. "Cne set of instructions cannot cover duties and procedures for all
scanes of crime. The following paragraphs outling the general
procedures to he followed and can be augmented by officers using
initiative and commonsense to suit prevailing circumstances”.

The word "initiative" is defined as:- "Tha ability or instinct to initiate and
follow through a plan or tool; enterprise and determination”.

Commonsense is defined as “Native good judgement. A set of general
unexamined assumptions as distinguished from specially acquired
concepts”.

Unfortunately, not every person is gifted with initiative or commonsense
to the same degree.

The same is also true of police officers.
This paragraph then states;

2. "The primary duty of the first police officer on arrival at a scene
involving casualties must be directed towards the preservation of life”.

"This duty must be immediately followed by the necessity to "preserve
the scene” to enable correct interpretation and identification and
collection of all available evidence".

At this stage, regarding the initial assault scene of Mr Hamiil/Mr Girvan,
it is possible that vital evidence had been lodged in the soles of
paramedics' shoas, tyres of ambulances and others tending both injured
persons. ftems which may have been evidence are bound to have been
disturbed or removed from the scene.

This paragraph also gives instructions to "tape off” the immediate scene
area and commence a Scene Log.

It should be remembered that at this time, the police were dealing with two
assaults, namely Hamill and D . aleng with crowd trouble in the
Town Centre.

At this stage no one knew how serious the injuries to Robert Hamill were.

It was an assault that unfortunately is a regular cccurrence in most Town
Centres at weekends.

A scene is not normally maintained nor taped off for these incidents.
Hours later, when police received the informaticn from the hospital that
Robert Hamill was critical and may not survive, was, in my opinion, the

relevant 1ime to seal off the area, start a scene log and preserve and secure
evidence,
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The problem then of course, is how much evidence had been lost or
disturbed in those few hours from the initial assault tg the serious
assault/murder.

Sub-paragraph 12 of Para 3 states;

"When a Senior Investigating Officer has to leave the holding area to attend
to other operational matters, the co-ordination of support services at the
scene must be delegated to ancther officer with scene examination
axpetience and who is involved in the investigation".

This begs the questicn of, "What happens if the pcolice officers at the scene
have no experience gr training in sceng examination?"”,

Paragraph 4
Entitled "Scens Examination” outlines having the scene properly examined.
Paragraph 5

Entitled “Order of Priority of Support Services” outlines what services may
be needed.

Paragraph 6
Entitled "Statement of Evidence” states;

"All persans entering the incident scene and named on scene log sheets, to
submit statements of evidence detailing their duty at the scene”,

There is nothing in this General Order 1o suggest when these statements of
evidence should be completed and to whom they should be given.

There is no mention of a debriefing after leaving the scene or prior to
termination of duty.

Paragraph 7

Entitled "Supervision of Prisoners/Suspects” outlines preserving and securing
evidence on prisoners or suspects.

Paragraph 8

Entitled "Other Relevant Instructions” suggests further instructions, one
being the Police Manual, Chapter 4 paragraphs 2{1} and 21, "Duties of first
police at scenes of crime™.

I will now examine Chapter 4 of the Police Manual entitled, "Detection of
Crime" which indicates as follows: -

In April 1929, Para 2 of Chapter 4 was amended.

28
10148



[Lh'y
JACKEONCOZEN amill

In 1987, at tha tima of the Hamill murder, para 2(1} stated,
"Scene Praservation and Examination™.

Crime scenes properly preserved and expertly examined can yield vital
evidence. It is therefore essential that police preserve and protect the
scene of a crime by preventing unauthorised entry to it".

In April 1989, this paragraph had a sentence added in the middle and states;
i "Scene Preservation and Examination™.

Crime scenes properly preserved and expertly examinead, can provide
vital evidence. Forensic evidence may be lost. it is therefore essential
that peoiice preserve and protect the scene of a crime by preventing
unauthorised entry 1o it".

[ believe these paragraphs are self-explanatory.

Copy of Police Manual Chapter 4, para 2, dated November 1852 is attached
ta Part IV, Pages 239-240.

Copy of Police Manuai Chapter 4, para 2, with amendment, dated
April 1999 is attached to Part [V, Pages 241-242,

Paragraph 20 of Police Manual Chapter 4, is dated November 1290 and was
amended in August 1993,

In November 1990, paragraph 20 entitled "Examination of the Scene”
stated,

"The aim of the first police officer 1o arrive at the scene should be to
exclude unauthorised persons and prevent any contamination of the scane™.

't further stated,

"The greatest importance should be attached te the careful and systematic
examination of the secerng of a crime 38 scon as possible and 1o the accurate
recording of all that is noticed. MNothing should be overlooked, as the most
trifling details may afterwards prove invaluabie. Ewvery care should be taken
lest careless handiing should speoil traces of evidence”.

In 1980 the instructions ciearly outline preserving the evidence and avniding
contamination.

The amendment in August 1898 states,

"The primary duty of the firet police officer at a gcene must be the
presarvation of fife. He should summon only such assistance as immediately
required. Police should then withdraw, "seal off” and preserve the scene.
Thiz will mean sealing off ihe immediate area (incident scene) and if
necessary a wider area (helding area}”,

As can be seen, the 1938 amendment refars to preservation of life and
includes "sealing off the area.” These terms are not used in the 19920
contents.

Copy of Chapter 4, paragraphs 20 and 21, dated November 1990 is
attached a2t Part IV, Pages 243-246,
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Copy of Chapter 4, paragraphs 20 and 21, dated August 1298 s attached
at Part 1V, Pages 247-250.

In paragraph Z of Chapter 4 of Police Manual dated November 1992, they
refer the reader to Police Code Section 29, paras 28-32.

This referred to "Preservation of the Scene," but has been cancelled by
General Order 12/94

Copy of Code Section 29 paragraphs 28-32 is attached to Part IV,
Pages 251.262.

As can be seen from instructions at the time and at present, emphasis is
placed on preserving the scene and any avidenece,

At a murder scene or major incident, it is clearly understood what one Is
dealing with and the area can be sealed, scene log started and agencies
tasked.

Unfortunately there are no guidelines in force re a minor assault that may
have medical complications and end up as & murder investigation.

AREAS B ANLD C ARE INTERLINKED AND THEREFORE WILL BE
CONSIDERED TOGETHER.

Area B

THERE WAS NO IMMEDIATE ARREST STRATEGY, PARTICULARLY IN
RELATION TO WAYNE LUNT.

Area C

THERE WAS MO GEMERAL ARREST STRATEGY OF THOSE IDENTIFIED AT
THE TIME AS BEING CONCERNED IN THE DISTURBANCE.

Taking into consideration accounts given by police officers and the contents
of the reserved judgement of Lord Justice i it should be
remembered that a riot was in progress during this incident.

The area now being examined is why no one was arrested at the time.

The Police Code Section 24, para 4% is entitled "Rioters to be made
amenable” and states, "They (policel direct their attention to the arrest of
the ringleaders and to the dispersal of their followers, as many as possible of
whom should be identified at the time, and their names, acts and words
noted immediately after the riot. 1t will depend upon the discretion and
firmness of the officer in charge, the strength of his party and the several
circumstances of the case, whether the rioters are to be arrested, ar merely
identified so that they may afterwards be brought to justice.”

This enguiry has failed to establish if a list was drawn up of persons
identified during the riot and if so, its whereabouts. According to Inspector
McCrum, he gave an instruction to have a list of identified suspects drawn
up but this is not accepted by any of the police officers as interviewed.
What has been established is that suspects were identified in individua!
statements of evidence.

With regard to the initial arrest of Wayne Lunt by Constable A
PW1362, it would have to be stated that her actions were less than
protessional. Constable A - whilst making mention of the arrest of Lunt
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in her initial witness statement dated 27 April 1887, failed to make any
mention of the fact that & male person approached her and gave information
to the effect that Lunt was involved in the serious assault until interviewed
by CID on 24 June 1997, In addition, the Constable took no steps to have
Lunt properly interviewed at a later date for alleged assault on police
{herself) and possession of an offensive weapon {a bottle). This area will be
further commented on in a later part of these papers. It should be pointed

out that specific reference is made with regards to the arrest of Wayne Lunt
at Pages 25 and 26 of the reserved judgement by Lord Justicehin
the Hobson triai.

Ex-D/Chiet Inspector P39 was the initial investigating officer with regards
to the assault on Mr Hamill andD on the 27 April 19297, The fact that
she has declined to assist in this investigation has resulted in the area of an
garly arrest strategy not being fully explored.

In November 1991, General Order 105/91 C{c} entitled, "Majar Investigation
Incident Room Standardised Administrative Procedures” was issued.

This order cutlined the MIRIAM system {Major Incident Room Indexing and
Action Management] and the HOLMES System, {Home Office Large MWMajor
Enquiry System).

it explained the principle abjectives of a Major Incident Room and identified
and explained the functions within an incident room.,

This General Order is relevant to the Hamill Enquiry as initially it was dealt
with by megans of the MIBIAM system, then, when Robert Hamill died, it was
put on to the HOLMES system.

Para 4 of this Order outlines the functions of staff. the most important
being:

1. Seniar Investigating Officer.
2. Deputy.
3. Office Manager.

Great respoensibility lies with the Office Manager. Para 4, sub para 2 states,
"He must maintain a level of staff capable of carrying out all necessary
administrative duties in the most efficient manner and ensure that all
relevant informaticn is made available to the Senior Investigating Officer to
assist him in directing the enquiry. He must be constantly aware of
developments in the invastigaticn and ensure that the Senior Investigating
Officer is kept up to date with all such developments.”

The Office Manager must ensure that all actions which are raised during the
course of the enguiry are "dealt with satisfactorily.™

This General Order does not mention the keeping of 3 Policy Book but
paragraph 2{e} states;

{e) "To act as a means of historical reference so that in a long running
enguiry, officers joining the investigation team can have easy reference
to major policy decisions taken during the course of the enquiry.”
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Unfortunataly the Policy Book in relation to Hamill, cannot be found, if in
fact, one was ever commenced.

Copy of said General Order is attached at Part |V, Pages 253-259.

In December 1397, General Order 81/87 Cic} entitled, "Major Incident Poficy
Book” was issued.

Para 1, "Introduction™ is extremely relevant to this present enguiry.
Para 1 states;

"A policy file will be maintained cn all enquiries where a major incident room
is established. This would include any instance in which a HOLMES system
is established but may also include a manual system established to deal with
any other complex or lengthy enguiry. The policy file is an important
document due to its implications for the Court process and the
accountability of Senior Investigating Officers {(S10s). It should be noted that
the policy file is subject to procedures governing disclosure.”

Para 2ial states;

"When the HOLMES system is used toc manage an investigation, the policy
file must be included in the incident aceount.”

Fara 2{2) states;

"Each policy decision should be signed and dated by the officer making the
decision.”

Para 4 states;

Al briefing and conference notes should be recorded on HOLMES system
during an anguiry in the same manner as the paolicy file."

Unfortunately the Senior Investigating Officer, Mr McBurney, and his deputy,
D/Chief Inspector P38 have both retired.

D/Inspector Irwin is the sole supervisor remaining and cannol account for the
whereabouts of the policy file.

Copy of said General Order is attached at Part IV, Pages 260-266.

D/Inspector Irwin also indicated that he wvolunteered to assist D/Chief
Inspector P39 raise action sheets. He stated that he undertook this role
on his own initiative, some 38% hours after the initial assault had taken
place to assist his superiors. He also indicated that he was not involved in
any policy decision regarding early arrests of identified suspects.

y 1987, 3 persons, namely a Stacey Bridgett, Dean Forbes and

were arrested and interviewed with regard to the alleged

assault. Dftnspector lrwin indicated that between the 2-5 May 1927, he had

been on annual leave and played no active role in the policy decision with

regards to their arrests. There is also a suggestion that on the 6 May 1997

Wayne Lunt was also 1o be arrested but this was not done due to resoyrce
shortage.
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An sxamination of D/Inspector Irwin's journal and notebook entries indicate
that conferences did take place with regard to the initial assault
investigation,  As to what decisions were arrived at during these
conferences, the D/Inspector indicated that he cannot remember and in his
statement he states, "l would suggest that the appointed S0 and Deputy
{ex D/Chief Inspector P39 | are best positioned to answer the key
questions as to decisions made which determined the course of the
investigation”.

In order for the area of an early arrest sirategy Lo be examined there would
be the need for ex D/Chief Inspector P29 1o assist with this investigation.

AREA D - NO CONSIDERATION WAS GIVEN AS TO THE SEZURE OF
SUSPECT'S CLOTHING FOR THE PURPOSE OF FORENSIC EXAMINATION.

This area is closely related to the area of an early arrest strategy and alsa to
the area that no proper dehriefing of officers who attended at the scene
took, The latter area will be further covered as these papers progress.

Without being able to establish decisions made which detarmined the coursa
of the initial assault investigation this particular area cannot fully be
explored.

One might conclude that if there ts no arrest strateqy then there was no
strategy for ocbtaining forensic evidence.

AREA E - NO ATTEMPT WAS MADE TO GATHER DEBRIS {BROKEN
BOTTLES, GLASS, ETC) AT THE SCENE.

I would refer to matters already outlined in Arga A with regard to this
matter.

Police at the initial assault scene tended to the injured and removed glass
away from the victims to prevent injury to the victims and possibly injuries
te themselves.

It is gpen to question how the police could have foreseen the relevance of
pieces of glass around the victims and how serious the injuries 1o Robert
Hamill were. It is easy to consider these matters with the hanefit of

hindsight.

A possible criticism could be that had a complete debriefing taken place by
the Duty Inspector or Duty Sergeant at the scene of this incident, the glass
which had been removed from arocund Mr Hamill's head may have been
recovered. The subject of debriefing will be discussed later. In saying this
howsaver, what has to be considered is Lhe situation pglice were confronted
with, ie, having to separate two rival facticns. |n effect, the glass quite
possibly could have been kicked away by the crowd.

| would point out that in March 1929, General Order 16/89 Cic) entitled,
"Guidelines for the Collaction of Evidence in Incidents where glass has been
broken” was issued.

It cutlines guidelines for the gollection of evidence in incidents where glass
has been broken. Copy of same is attached at Part IV, Pages 267-268.
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AREA F - THERE WAS NO PROPER DEBRIEFING OF OFFICERS WHO HAD
ATTENDED THE DISTURBANCE.

In the Police Manual on Public Order, paragraph 12.8 states -

"As soon as circumstances permit all members invalved in the operation
should return to the base station to undergo a thorough dehrief”.

Paragraph 12.9 states -

"Flans should be formulated to identify, arrest and prosecute those persons
who were involved in any criminal activities and to collate datails for criminal
injury claims”.

Paragraph 20.7 is titled "Debriefing” and states -

"Effective debriefing at the end of an operation is just as important as the
briefing before it". Debriefing can be described as being in three different
stages:-

a. By supervising officers at the scene of the incident whilst the details are
still fresh in the mind.

b. Immediately after the event and before dispersal of personnel engaged in
the operation.

¢. A post incident enquiry may be held.

A criticism of the Hamill incident would be that no debriefing appears to
have taken place.

The initial officers at the scene who were retained on duty for Public Order
duties were stood down and allowed to go.

On discovering the seriousness of Robert Hamill's condition, they were
recalled to make statements of evidence.

Regardless of the assault, | believe the members stood down should have
firstly been debriefed by a supervisor re the assault and riot and detailed to
prepare statements prior to terminating duty.

The Superviser on duty would then have heen fully apprised of the situation
and been in a position to brief CID and his authorities when required.

Copy of the Police Manual on Public order is attached at Part 1V,
Pages 269-283.

Debriefing is essential and is covered in the IRMAC Briefing/Debriefing Pack
which is the standard briefing system used in the Police Service. IIRMAC
stands for - INFORMATION, INTENTICN, RISK, METHOD, ADMINISTRATION
AND COMMUNICATIONS.

Page 18 of this Pack ocutlines the importance of effective debriefing.

They are the same 3 points as already outlined and contained in the Police
Manuzl on Public Order.

Copy of I[IRMAC Briefing/Debriefing Pack is attached at Part |V,
Pages 284-305.
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The Police Manual, Chapter 3, paragraph 8, is titled "Debriefing" and states -
"Prior to terminating duty, Canstables will be debriefed by their supervising
Sergeants/inspectors.  All incidents and cccurrences, particularly those of an
unusual nature, will be discussed and records will be completed”.

Copy of Police Manual Chapter 3, paragraph 9, is attached at Part IV,
Pages 306-307.

The senior supervising officer at the initial assaull scene of Mr Hamill and

D was Inspector McCrum. The assault cccurred at 1.50 am and
enquiries have established that Inspector McCrum accompanied by ex
SergeantP89 artrived at the scene some time after 2.10am.

At this point, Inspector McCrum directed police on the ground to separate
the two rival factions which was complied with.

The exact extent of Inspecter McCrum's debriefing at the scene is not clear
but what is known is that at 2.30 am, he left the scene and drove the 10.9
miles to Banbridge Police Station on supervision duties. The Occurrence
Book at Banbridge was signed by the Inspector at 3.10 am.

It would appear that Inspector McCrum played no active rele in debriefing
members under his control at the scene after the incident. In fairness to the
Inspector, he indicated that he felt this was the responsibility of CID,
however, as the Duty Inspector it could be reasonably suggested that he
should have exercised more leadership guidance and control ever those
officers under his command.

Further criticisms of the lack of debriefings are as follows:-

According to Inspector MceCrum he spent most of his time collecting
information on the incident for release to the Press Office. Criticism
with regard to various press releases have already been dealt with as per
attached papers at Part |V , Pages 308-312.

It is suggested that proper initial debriefing could have prevented this.

An examination of the Occurrence Book at Portadown for 27 April 1997
shows that Constable A made entries with regard to the arrest of
Wayna Lunt after she bad been assaulted. See Folder 3, Part 25.
Proper debriefing would have highlighted this and ensured that
appropriate follow-up action was taken.

An examination of notebook entries in respect of Constable” ~and
ex-Sergeant PBY shows that their recorded events for
27 April 1957 are out of sequence.

Ex-Sergeant P89 has decided not to assist with this investigation.

A ' . . : .
Constable has already been interviewed regarding this area. It
would appear that debriefing and effective supervision could have
prevented this.

In April 1899, General Order 31/99 Cic| entitled "Template for Copying
Notebook Entries - Form 38/67" was issued. This was to standardise
the submission of notebook entries which should properly deal with
such matters in the future. Copy attached at Part |V, Pages 313-314.

-
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AREA G - VALUABLE FORENSIC AND IDENTIFICATION EVIDENCE WAS
THEREFORE LOST.

This area is closely linked with scene preservation, early arrest of suspects
and lack of a debriefing.

It is impossible to be precise in stating if valuable forensic evidence was lost
pricr to 7.27am. It is also impgssible 1o indicate the precise position
regarding identification evidence. This assumption is based on the following
points:-

1. Seripus public disorder took place both before and after the assault on
Mr Hamill and MrD This resulted in various persons and police
mowing in and out of the scene. This action was necessary to render
first aid to both persons and separate rival factions. It is therefore
possible that valuable evidence was already displaced by these actions
prior to 7.27am.

2. Whilst the scene was not properly secured until 7.27 am, avidencea
exists which indicates that there was a police presence at the scene
{statements of Mr Robinson, Craigavon Borough Council and
D/Constable Keys refer}, from 4.30am onwards when Robert Hamill's
medical condition had been established.

3. The scene was examined after it had been sealed by O/Constable Keys
and various exhibits collected.

4. With regard 1o the early arrest of suspects and identification evidence,
without being able to ascertain from ex-0D/C/Inspectar P39 decisions
made which deterrnined the course of the investigation, this area cannot
properly be explored. It should hewever be notad that when Stacey
Bridgett was arrested on 6 May 1287, clothes seized from him,
forensically tinked his clothing 10 Robert Hamill’s clothing through blood.

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

The junctian of Thomas Street and Market Street, Portadown is described by
local police as a "flash point” and is recognised as being a potential trouble
spot. it forms a crossroads where the two communities cross each others
paths when returning from their weaekend evening entertainment.

To police Portadown Town Centre, additional resources are detailed to carry
out public order duties at weekends. In essence, four officers from the lata
duty turn were detailed overtime to perform public order duties on the
evening 26/27 April 1287, These officers have already been identified in
these papers. Two of the Reserve Constablas have since retired from the
Service and are tharefare no longer subject to disciplinary regulations. They
have declined to assist in this investigation.

Constable Alan Neill was the driver of the police landrover and he has been
intarviewed in connection with this disciplinary investigation.

The three R/Constables, namely, Atkinson,Pm . and Cornett Inee—
have been notified officially and in writing that no action is to be taken
against them with regards to the previous investigation by Ex-D/Chief
Superintendent McBurney.
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Wit regard to Constable Neill and the enquiry as conducted by Ex-D/Chiet
Superintendent McBurney, the FPolice Ombudsman's Office is currently
considering recommendations.

The assault on Robert Hamill and his friend, MrD . occurred at 1.50am
on 27 April 1997, The situation at Portadown Town Centre has already
been described by Lord Justice_ as a "violent incident”.

At the initial stages and immediately after the assault, police ie the four
officers in the landrover crew, were heavily outnumbered by the crowds
present. The police present called for further assistance and concentrated
on separating the two rival factions.,

An examination of transcripts of the unifarmed officers at the scene who
were interviewed for this investigation, indicate that fighting on a large scale
was taking place. Even with the arrival of additional resources, the police on
the ground were heavily outnumbered. At page 23 of Lord Justice
ireserved judgement in the Hobson case, he commented as
follows, "It appears that once the police did Intervene, they acted resolutely
and were able to keep the Loyalist crowd away from the two men on the
ground and to prevent any further sericus injury.  The Mationalists were
heavily outhnumbered by the Loyalist crowd and it was anly the presence and
intervention of the police that could have been responsible for the prevention
of further attack upon them™.

At this point, the reader may find it useful to consult the time chart attached
to these papers whilst reading further.

An indication of how concerned police were and the behaviour of the crowd
is highlighted in that at or about 2am on 27 April 1997, consideration was
given 1o the use of FRGs and plastic bullets to control events. It should
however be pointed out that plastic bullets were not discharged at this
incident,

An examination of the transcripts of those officers interviewed during this
investigation indicate that police at the scene were aware that twa parsons
had beean injured and were taken away by ambulance. R/Constabie Silcock,
R13583, administered assistance to Robert Hamill and D . He
removed glass away from Robert Hamill to prevent further injury being
caused to him and moved him into the recovery position, He protected
Robert Hamill from the aggressive crowd until he was taken away by
ambulancea.

Enguiries have established that Robert Hamill arrived at Craigavon Area
Hospital at 2.09am and was mechanically ventilated. It would be fair to
assume that Robert Hamill [eft the assault scene by ambulance at or shortiy
before 2.05am.

It appears that when Robert Hamill left the scene by ambulance, no one
krew how serinus the injuries to him were. A question mark arises as to
how any police officer could have foreseen the relevance of pieces of glass
around Mr Hamill at this early stage.

Constabie # arrived at the scene of this incident at or about Zam and
her initial witness statement dated 27 April 1997 cutlined how and why she
arrested and subsequently released a person now identified as Wayne Lunt.
The transcript of police radic communications for the 27 April 1997 indicate
that Wayne Lunt was released from the rear of the police landrover at
2.05am. After his release, Constable A assisted other police with the
disorderly crowd.
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At the direction of Inspector McCrum, the Loyalist crowd was pushed out of
the Town Centre and beyond the town barriers convenient to
5t Mark's Church. 1t should be noted that Portadown Town Centre is sealed
off at night by security barriers. Vehicufar access to the town is via
Edward Street where an entry barrier to the Town Centre is controlled by
police.

Additional mobile support assistance arrived and assisted local police in
keeping the Town Centre clear and ensuring that the Loyalist faction was
not allowed to re-enter the town. The additional mobile support unit
Sergeants were briefed as to their duties by Inspector MeCrum upon arrival
in the Town Cantre.

At this time [2.30am approximately), six police vehicles, two ambulances,
two rival factions and police officers had been through the actual area in
which Robert Hamill had been assaulted. It is therefore not unreasonable to
suggest that valuable forensic evidence may have already been lost or
disturbed. 1t is difficult to attribute fault or blame to any specific police
officer in respect of this. Quite simply, police had to position vehicles and
move different factions through and away from the scene to prevent further
trouble.

At 2.30am, Inspector McCrum left Portadown Town Centre and went to
Banbridge Police Station on routine supervision duties. At this stage, and as
previously stated, no one knew how serious the injuries to Robert Hamill
were, It would appear that the assault initially was being treated as just
anather unfortunate but regular accurrence in most Town Centres at
weekends. A scene is not normally maintained or taped off for these

incidents,

A criticism could be directed at Inspector MaCrum in that instead of leaving
the scene area, he should have concentrated on actively debriefing his party,
appointing an officer to deal with the assault and considered making arrests.
On  hindsight, this should have boen the action taken, however,
Inspector McCrum has stated that he had insufficient resources to make
arrgsts.

Once the rival factions had been separated, a degree of normality returned to
the Town Centre and police resumed normal patrol duties, At $245 hours,
Sergeant P89 and R/Constable Silcock went to Craigavon Area Hospital
to enauire as 1o the condition of both injured parties e Mr Hamill and
mMrD According to Inspector McCrum, he had previously instructed
Sergeant P9 to establish the condition of both persons. As Sergeant
P89 has declined to assist in this enguiry, this cannot be corraborated.

At Craigavon Area Hospital Sergeant P89 and R/Constable Silcock were
subjected to abuse by a male person and subsequently left the hospital. The
enquiry file submitted by Ex-D/Chief Superintendent McBurney identifies the
person believed to have been involved in the confrontation as a Colin Hull.
Considering all the circumstances, this was prebably the right thing to do ie
withdraw and prevent any further conflict or disturbance in a busy and very
important area of the hospital.

What has not been established is what Sergeant P83 was told, if
anything, with_reaards to the then condition of Robert Hamill. An interview
with Sergeant P89 is the only possible way of attempting to clarify this

point. It is howaver fair tc presume that had h2 obtained any relevant
infoarmation at the hospital, that bhe would have relayed this to
Communications at Portadown Station. An examination of police radio
transmissians for 27 Apri)l 1927, shows no record of Sergeant pag
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communicating any message with reference to the then condition of
Rabert Hamill.

At 2.45am, Constables * . and Orr were tasked to attend a road traffic
accident at Bridge Street, Portadawn. One of the drivers at the scene tested
positive for alcohol consumption and was conveyed back to Portadown
Police Station by Sergeant P89 who, according to his statement made
for the accident file, was at the scene of the accident at 3.00am. He also
stated that he conveyed a Mr ||l 1o Portadown Station at 3.07am.
It shnuld be noted that his notebook entry (Folder 13, Part 8} states that he
conveyed Mr_to Fortadown RLUIC Station at 3.17am. Criticism
of his record keeping will be alluded to later in this report. See Part |V,
Pages 315-346. A second driver was injured and conveyed to Craigavon
Area Hospital. In effect from 3.1bam, Sergeant P8%Y vwas
non-operational and confined to Portadown Police Station to deal with the
drunk-in-charge procedure. Prior to attending this accident at 3.00arm,
Sergeant P89 reported to the Communications Roormn that the Town
Centre was guiet. An examination of the transcript of police radio
transmissions for the 27 April 1987 show that at 2.56am, the Maobile
Support Units asked for and received instructions to stand-down from duty
from Sergeant P89

An impeortant point in this transcript is that at 2.56am, the words, "Roger,
lay a tape” are rmade, Initially the enquiry team focused on this to establish
if instructions had been given to tape off the scens of the assault on
Robert Hamill at that time. As can be seen from the statements of
D/Sergeant “land Constable Godly, Communications Portadown, the
actual words © oger lay a tape"” should have read, "I'll relay this toc him".
Having listened to the tape | agree that the account as given by Constable

Godley is correct,

At 3.10 pm Inspector McCrum signed the occurrence book at Banbridge
Police Station.

At 3.15 am Constable Coocke, L’Icvr‘nst.e‘ll:lle:"Jbl and Constable Qrr were at
Portadown Police Station. '

At 3.30 am R/Constable Warnock returned the FRG and availed of his meal
break.

Between 3.45am and 4.15 ublic order crew of Constable Neill,
R/Constables P40 , Corne nd Atkinson terminated duty.

At their termination of duty, it is clear that no officer had been appointed to
deal with the previous alleged assault on Mr Hamill and D . In addition,
all four officers terminated duty without having been debriefed by any
supearvising officer, namely Inspector McCrum ar Sergeant P89

In fairness 1o Sergeant P89 he was dealing with a prisoner regarding
the road traffic accident and it is guite possible that Inspector MeCrum had
not returned from Banbridge, In any event, Inspectar McCrum could be
criticised for not debriefing these officers prior to their termination of duty.

At or about 4.00am Inspector MeCrum was informed by a Doctor in the
intensive care at Craigavon Area Hospital that Robert Hamill had sustained
serious head injuries which may be life threatening and he was being
transferred to the Neurclogical Department of the Royal Victoria Hospital,
Belfast. Inspector McCrum has no recorded note of the name of the Doctor
to whorm he spoke nor any other specific details of this conversation.
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On receipt of this information, Inspector McCrum contacted D/Constable
Keys, the call-out Detective, and briefed him regarding the assault. |t is
important tc note that at this time the DfConstable was at home and had not
heen an duty at the time of the alleged incident. The purpose of the call-out
duty system is to ensure that in the event of a serious incident, Detective
experience can be callsd upon.

On receipt of this call D/Constable Keys placed himself on duty and drove to
Portadown Police Station.

According to Inspector McCrum's journal entry, he instructed Constable
Cooke, on consuftation with other section members, to draw up a list of
identified suspects at the initial assault incident, and further instructed
Constables Cooke and Qrr to attend the Casualty Department at Craigavon
Hospital and obtain the clothing from both injured parties.

These instructions are disputed by both Constables Cooke and Orr.
Constable Cooke indicated that he received no instruction from Inspector
McCrum to draw up a list of suspects but that he did in fact go one step
further by identifying suspects in a statement of evidence which he prepared
prior to terminating duty. According to Constable Cooke he did not liaise
with other section members thus ensuring that it could not be construed that
ofﬁce;s had conspired to manufacture evidence regarding certain suspects
identified.

Constables Cooke and Orr both deny being instructed to artend Craigavon
Hospital and obtain clothing in respect of Mr Hamill and D . It should be
noted that in fact Constable Orr, up until 6.00 am, was still actively dealing
with tha injury road traffic accident.

It is not clear what actual duties were performed by Inspector McCrum
between 4.00am and 5.30 am when D/Constable Keys arrived at
Portadown Police Station. Inspector MeCrum has stated that he gave
instructions to have the scene secured. He believes he gave these
instructions to Constable Godley the communications officer but cannot be
sure. He has accepted that he did not revisit the actual assauit scene. On
"hindsight” and in view of the information obtained from the haspital with
regards to Robert Hamill, the Inspector is open to criticism for lack of
leadership in not taking a more "hands on" appreoach from 4.00am onwards.

At b.30 am, D/Constable Keys arrived at Portadown Police Station and
received a further briefing from Inspector McCrum. It is a fair comment that
at 5.30 am D/Constable Keys automatically faced "an uphill struggle.” in
essence, persons then present were not in a position to fully brief him on all
relevant and salient facts surrounding the initial incident.

DiConstable Keys walked the short distance frem the Police Station into
Portadoawn town centre accompanieg by Constable Cooke. According to
D/Constable Keys, there was a police presence in the town centre but he
cannot recall if a police vehicle was actually present.

This account is corroborated by the two Craigavon Borough Street Council
warkers who were instructed by Constable Orr to aveid cleaning the area
where the alleged assault had taken place. In addition, Mr Robinson

‘indicated in his withess statement that he recalled observing orange coloured

tape but cannot indicate it's exact position.

These two accounts support Inspector McCrum to the extent that at or
about 4.30 am, police were present in the town centre albeit that the scene
was not properly secured by means of white tape. |n fact, D/Constable Keys
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could not establish the exact position/location of the alleged scene when he
arrived. This was because the four officers who could have tdentified the
actual scene had terminated duty. This is another area where Inspector
McCrum and SergeantPg89 could be criticised. Had a debriefing taken
place at the scene after the incident or prior 1o the members terminating
duty, this difficulty may have been alleviated.

D/Constable Keys, being unable to identify an actual scene, returned to
Portadown Police station in order to attempt te establish more detailed
information to allew him to commence enquiries. Prier to leaving the scenc,
cather police were present in the town centre and they wera instructed not to
allow any persons/vehicle through the scene. In addition, the town barriers
remained closed at that point in time.

During the interview of D/Constable Key with regards te this enquiry, he
indicated that when he first visited the slleged scene, he could not be sure
that it had not been contaminated. | feel this 15 a fair comment by the
D/Constable. | also feel that he acted correctly in réturning to the Police
Station initially to establish more details.

D/Constable Keys asked Inspector McoCrum to make contact with the four
members initially at the scene and recall them to duty for the purposes of
making witnhess statements. This was complied with and the members were
contacted per telephone at their homes.

D/Constable Keys also requested, via Inspector McCrum, that all members
who attended the scene provide witness statements. On a time scale
astimate this would have besn at or about 6.00 am. At that time, Inspector
MeCrum and Sergeant P89 were free from all other tasks and were
acting as supervisars for uniform personnel under their control. OfConstabla
Keys was allocated an additional task from Banbridge Police regarding an
unrelated assault with the injured party then at Craigavon Area Hospital.

It is clear that both Inspector McCrum and Sergeant P8% examined
various police issue batons as produced to them but a guestion mark arises
as to the amount of supervision they rendered with regards 1o the
completion of witness statemsnts by members under their command, It
should be pointed cut that neither Inspector McCrum nor Sergeant P89
completed their staterments regarding the events of 27 April 1897 unt|l
7 May 1897,

O/Constable Keys, by talking to members at the scene of the initial assault,
cbtained further information and as a result centacted D/Chief Inspector
P39 {the senior duty Detective) and asked her to attend regarding the
alleged events. D/Chief Inspector P39 _attended Portadown Police Station
at 7.15 am and walked to the scene with D/Constable Keys.

At 7.27 am, the scene was secured by means of tape and a scene log was

hcmmmenl.‘:ed by Constables Qrr and A ~ At 6.00am., Constables Orr and

were at Craigaven Arca Hospital completing the drink driving
procedure in relation to the earlier road traffic accident. [t is difficult to
indicate if in fact they had any debriefing prior 1o 7.27 am b‘y ary
supervising officer regarding the initial assault on Mr Hamill andD

After the scene was secured, DJ/Chief Inspecmr‘ﬂ‘ and D/Constable
Keys commenced enguiries .and called at {Hamill
houschold} and {PEF  household} in an attempt to obtain the

clothing of both the injured parties.
The uniformed officers were completing relevant witness statements at
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Portadown Police Staticn but it would appear that no supervising officer
co-ordinated a formal debriefing and collection of these statements. It would
seem that the uniform supervisors ie Inspector McCrum and Sergeant
P8% , believed that the investigation of the assault now rested solely
with ClD.

In hindsight, Inspector McCrum should have concentrated more on debriefing
those under hts command thus ensuring that all relevant witness statements
were completed.

At 8.00 am, Caonstables Orr and A terminated their duties at the scene
and returned to the police station,

At 8.15 am, Inspector McCrum and Sergeant P89 terminated duty.
What this in fact meant was that officers under their command were still at
the police station completing important withess statements without a
debriefing, without co-ordination or supervision. Again it is assumed that
the uniferm supervisors |left the matter for CID, taking no active part in
supervision. Taking into account that both D/C/lnspector P38 and
D/Constable Keys were involved in attempting to complets initial endquiries, |
feel that Inspector McCrum is open to criticism for not taking a more active
leadership role by supervising and assisting those uniforrm members under his
command.

This area of supervision is further highlighted with regard to the previous

arrest of Wayne Lunt by Constable A . At 5.20am, Constable A
made an entry in the Occurrence Book regarding being injured on duty oy
Wayne Lunt. In addition, Constable A cormpleted the Qccurrence Book

with regard to the investigation of the road traffic accident. Constable
Halley then rnmnleted her withess statement regarding the alleged assauit of

%[ Har‘nill.D and the arrest of Wayne Lunt fafter 8.00 arm). All of these
entries were countersighed by Sergeant P9 - supervising officer.
In the statement made by Constable A on 27 April 1897, no mention

was made regarding comments made to her by a male person when she was
releasing Wayne Lunt from the landrover, ie that Lunt was the person
responsible for the assault on Robert Hamill. This information was only
made available by Constable A when further interviewed by CID on
24 June 1997, In addition, a further gquestion mark arises as to when
Constable? completed her notebook entry for events on 27 April 1997,

During initial enguiries, a copy of Constable » 's notebook entry as
subrnitted for the investigation file submitted by Ex-D/C/Superintendent
McBurney and D/fInspector Irwin, wwas obtained from Armagh. An
examination resulted in the woriginal notebook heing obtained. An
examination of the ariginal notebook showed that the order of events for
27 Aprl 1997 as recorded by Constable A “were out of sequence.

Comment with regard to the arrest of Wayne Lunt by Cnnstable"ﬁ‘ was

made by Lord Justice I in his reserved judgement of the Hobsan
trial on 17 November 1989, It has to be stated that Constable A
actions with regard to the arrest of Wayne Lunt, the completion of important
witness statements and the fact that she took no positive action to procass
or officially report Wayne Lunt at a later date after his arrest are less than
professional.

In saying this however, it is clear that on 27 April 1937, the Constable had a
very busy duty turn. In the first instance, she reacted to a violent situation
in the town centre. Almost immediately, the Constable had to deal with a
three vehicle injury road traffic accident. Two of the parties had to be
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processed for the drink driving procedure. Records indicate that at 6.00 am,

Constable A _ was still actively involved in the accident investigation.
Records also indicate (injury on duty report of Constable A . in CB refers,
See Folder 3, Part 25} that when Constable A _ returned to Portadown

Station, she was injured and limping. In essence, it appears no support by
means of supervision was facilitated for the Constable. |t would have to be
suggested that a hands-on approach by the supervising Inspector and
Sergeant could have prevented shortfalls in the completion of statements
and notebook entries.

It also has to be pointed out that an examination of Ex-Sergeant P89 's
hotebook entry for 27 April 1997, shows that it is also out of sequence with
regard to events. An examination of this notebook begs the guestion of
when it was completed and could he best described as less than
professional. In fact, it is & shambles. This area cannot fully be coverad
without an inlerview with Sergeant P89 . Again the duty Inspector is
open to criticism with regard to supervision in this regard.

The witness statements as completed by uniform officers on duty would
appear either to have been left in the CID office or in the Communications
Room. After the scene was examined by outside agencies, ie Scenes of
Crime  and Photoaraphy Branch, the statements were collected by
D/C/Inspector P39 and D/Constable Keys. These statements did contain
details of suspects allegedly invalved in the initial assault.

What cannot be answered is why the earty arrest of certain suspects was
not considerad or carried out. The only way that this could be explored is by
an interview with Ex-D/C/Inspector P39 Such an interview would be
necessary to establish the decisions made which determined the course of
the investigation.

Alsg, with regard to enquiries conducted from 27 April 1897 +to
6 May 1987, when three persons were arrested with reqard to the assault
on Rebert Hamill, an intervigw of Ex-D/C/Inspector P38 would again be
required to establish the decisions made which led up to the arrest of these
individuals.

The interview of DfInspector Irwin has failed to gain any constructive
information with regard to decisions taken by Ex-D/C/Inspectar P39 In
addition, no policy document with regard to decisions taken in the ipitial
fnvestigation can be located and the journal of Ex-D/C/Inspector P38 .
covering the relevant dates cannot be found. '

As previously outlined, this enquiry has addressed alleged disciplinary
matters which occurred some four years ago. The passage of time has
resuited in some of the police officers as interviewed, beaing unable to fully
recall all salient points. Considering all the circumstances, this is
understandable. In addition, four officers have since retired from the Service
and are therefore no lenger subject to disciplinary regulations. They have
not assisted with this enquiry. As a result, certain areas as previously
putlined cannot be fully examinad,

In essence, lhe passage of time makes it difficult to make formal
recammentdations with regard to disciplinary charges against any individual
police officer. in addition to this, any disciplinary charges would be strongly
contested in keeping with the Merrill judgement.

In hindsight it i5 esasy to identify faults and level criticism. However,
Inspector McCrum as the senior officer on duty, appears to have taken an
insufficient hands-on approach to the incident, This could also be stated in
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respect of Ex-Sergeant P39 . It would appear that neither supervisor

took responsibility for the actions of officers under their control. A clear
failure of leadership.

With regard to Constable® . her actions concerning Wayne Lunt, were
less than professional but have to be balanced against all the facts, ie the
public disorder situation and lack of supervision. Constable A ‘s

notebook entry also has to be described as less than satisfactory.

With regard to scene preservation and loss of possible evidence, it is difticult
to level fault or blame towards any individual. The first priority of police at
the scene would have been to protect life, render assistance to those injured
and disperse the rival factions. This was done and the physical numhers of
police vahicles, ambulances, pelice and rival factions meant that the scene
was contaminated at a very early stage. Possible evidence may have been
lost but the prevailing circumstances that palice had 1o deal with could not
have prevented this.

Once it had been established that Robert Hamill's injuries may have been life
threatening, steps were taken to have the scene secured and preserved at or
around 4.30 am. The scenes was however not formally taped off until
7.27 am by CID when the gravity of the situation was recognised. Again
lack of initial supervision is at fault.

Early arrest of suspects and completion of statements and notebook entrias
was possibly the result of lack of supervision or directions given by
supervisors, |t was D/Constable Keys who actually had to request the Duty
Inspector 1o recall members to duty. [t would appear that Inspector MeCrum
took no active part in any debriefing nor gave any advice, assistance or
directions tc these under his command.

The carly seizure of clothing for forensic and identification purposgses cannot
fully be commented upon due to the fact that Ex-D/C/InspectorP39 is
unavailable to answer ralevant questions. It should be noted that on
& May 1997, a Stacey Bridgett, via blood, was forensically linked to Robert
Harmill.

Owing to the following:-

the fact that the Policy Book with regard to the initial assault
investigation has not been iocated [if in fact ona was started/completed)
outlining the direction and decisions made in the investigation;

the fact that Ex-De’Cflnspectﬂrp3g 's journal entries are not available;
the fact the Ex-D/Ciinspector P39 has declined to assist in this
enquiry;

it cannot be fully established what evidence may or may not have been lost
by the delay in the eartly arrests of suspects and seizure of suspects'

clothing.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:
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RECOMMENDATIONS:

It is of importance that fundamental mistakes identified in the initial assault
investigation of Robert Hamill do not occur again.

The four main area open to criticism are:

1. Lack of supervisian.
2. Failure to properly and constructively debrief police persennel on duty.

3. Failure to maintain recorded policy on decisions made which determine
the course of the investigation.

4. Fallure to complete proper records ie notebooks and statements.

In relation ta Point 1 “lack of supervision™, this matter is coverad in the
Police Manual which outlines the responsibilities of individual ranks. Failure
to properly supervise was the responsibility of two individuals namely
Inspector McCrum and Ex-Sergeant P89

Without an interview of Ex-Sergeant P89 it cannot be fully established
his exact role in this matter, It could theretore be construed as unfair to
level all the responsibility on Inspector McCrum.

In relation to Point 2 "failure to debrief”, this matter is covered in Police
Manual Chapter 3, in the Police Manual on Public Order, Para 12.8 and in
the [IRMAC Briefing/Debriefing Pack.

A criticism of the Hamill incident is that no debriefing took place. Faifure to
properly debriet appears to be purely down io three individuals namely
Inspector McCrum, Ex-Sergeant P8g and Ex-D/Chief InspectorP3®8

‘Without an interview of Ex-Sergeant P83 and Ex-D/Chief Inspector
P39 it cannot be fully established as to their exact role in the matter.

It must be said however, that a failure to both properly supervise and carry
out an effective debrief, clearly demonstrates a lack of leadership during the
initial management of this incident by the supervisors involved.

In relation t¢ Point 3 "faiflure to maintain recorded policy”, this is now
covered in newiy issued arganisational instructions.

In April 2001, General Order 23/2001 entitled, "Major Crime Investigations"
was issued. |t comprehensively outlines the requirements of the McPhersen
Repcrt, the ACPO Murder Manual, Major Incident Room Standardised
Administrative Procedures (MIRSAP) Manual, HMIC Report "Policing Loendon
{20001" and ACPQ Crime Committee guidelines relating to the role of Chief
Qfficers in murder/major crime investigations. Part [V, Pages 347-362 refer.

Point 4 "Failure to complete proper records re notebooks and statements” ig
covered in the Faolice Manual,

General DOrder 94/88 Alel is entitled, "Dfficial Issue Motebooks -lssue and
Accounting Procedures". Part IV, Pages 363-366.

This Order refers to the accountability of issuing and retaining of completed

notebooks hut does not include journals,
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General Grder 31/99% Cict is entitled, "Template for Copying MNotebook
Entries - Form 38/67".

This QOrder standardises the subrnission of noteboak entries subrmitted in
criminal and civil cases.

It should be remembered that in the Hamill case, the failure to complete
proper records mav aaain be a supervision problem ie Inspector McCrum and

Ex-Sergeant P89

The Supervisors should have ensured notebooks were completed properly
and statements prepared expeditiously, using the evidence in their respective
notebooks to complete same.

General Orders at the time and at present, appear 1o be sufficient to cover all
aspects of crime investigation. Any failure at the scene would appear to be
purely down to lack of supervision and leadership

In saying this, it has to be recognised that this internal disciplinary
investigation commenced four years after the date of the alleged incident.
The Enguiry Team therefore had the benefit of "hindsight”.

In addition, with the passage of time, some officers as interviewed have
been unable to fully recall events and othars have not assisted with this

enguiry.

The getual scene of the initial assault on Robert Hamill was not secured until
7.27am [some five hours 37 minutes after Lhe incident) and this has resulted
in criticism of palice action. In saying this, two points have to be noted.

1. At and after the assault ie 1.50am, six police vehicles, two ambulances,
ambulance crews, police officers and rival factions had been through
this scen2 on numerous occasions before police brought a viclent
situation under control. It is therefore reasonable 1o conclude that a lot
of possible valuable forensic svidence was displaced at an early stage
and In circumstances which police had no contrel over.

2. At or about 4am when the condition of Robert Hamill was established,
police were present at the scene. The criticism here is that lack of
adequate supervision and leadership failed to promote the investigation
adequately.

| recornmend as fellows:-

A. Current General Orders as outlined in this report on scene management,
briefing and debrieling, securing of records, recording of policy
directions, statements and notebook entries should he re-circulated to
District Commanders. General Order 42/2001{cc} entitled "Introduction
of Decision Logs and Use of Current Situation Reports in Major Crime
Investigation” covers the adoption of Decision Logs in the investigation
of serious crime. Part IV, Pages 367-377 refer.

B. That District Commanders highlight the importance of these instructions
to those officers under their control.

C. Whilst residential training courses for Senior Investigation Cificers are
undertaken with regards to Criminal Investigations and Scene
Management, there is & need to relate such expertise ta officers on the
ground whao are iikely to be the first officers attending such scenes. In
consequence, District Schoals of Instruction should be organised and
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streamiined with an input from SQCO and qualified SI10s. This is an
area which shouid be referred 1o Training Branch to be addrassed.

D. Relevant General Orders and other Sarvice [nstructions, need to
emphasise the importance of immediate completion of notebook entries
fallowing a serious incident. 3upervising Officers have a responsibility
1o ensure that this is complied with. This should aileviate the prablems
encountered durina  this  enguiry 8 the notebhook entries of
ex-SergeantP89 and Constable®

E. One anticipates the re-writing of the Police Manual, Code and General
Orders in light of recent fundamental changes in the Police Service. An
opportunity would therefore appear to present itself whereby the areas
of criticism identified in this report could be readily addressed.

F. The current standard of training of recruits should incorporate an
appropriate level of knowledge regarding crime scenes, completion of
records and rules of evidence.

G. During this investigation, the Enquiry Team was unable to locate and
securg the journal of an ex-member. Legal advice (see Part IV,
Pages 377-378), indicates that journals remain the preperty of the Chief
Constable and that if required in connection with a criminal investigation
and the relevant ex-member fails or refuses to hand the journal over,
then a search warrant may be obtained. | am awars of staff from The
Police Ombudsman's Oftice having to obtain such & warrant recently.
With the high number of senior officers presently retiring under The
Severence Scheme, this difficulty is likely to be encountered again.

| recommend that all applicable members, upcn leaving the organisation,
bhe asked to surrender their journals and that seme form of accounting
procedure be implementad to ensure their confidential safekeeping.

| suspect that there may be some resistance to this suggestion given
that unlike notebooks, journals contain mare than just evidence, they
often contain details of confidential dealings or conversations.
However, without some form of retention policy in place, the
organisation is likely to be placed in the embarrassing situation of being
unable to locate and/or secure official documentation which is required
to ensure effective criminal andior disciplinary/conduct investigations.

As outlined in these papers, Inspector McCrum and Constable A have
beern identified as being scmewhat remiss in their professionalism. &
decision as to what disciplinary action should be taken must however be
balanced against the passage of time, the Merrill Judgement and the fact
that retired members, including ather supervisars, have not assisted in this

invastigation.
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However, while | do not recommend formal disciplinary action for the
reasons st oottingd, | feel that the conduct of Inspector MeCrum and
Cnnstable_’t‘ _is sufficiently serious to warrant informal discipline, |

therefore recommend as follows:-
Inspector Alan George McCrum, 16742, Craigavon DCU

To receive Admonishment with Record regarding his lack of supervision,
poor scene management and failure to brief/debrief in connection with the

fatal assault on Mr Hamill and the assault on MrD on 27 April 1897 at
Portadown. :

A
Constable . PW1362, Craigaven DCL

To receive Admonishment with Record regarding her poor record/notebook
keeping, poor filefreport managemenl and the omission of important
evidence froem her initial statement in relation to the fatal assault on
It Hamill and the assault on KMrD on 27 April 18927 at Portadown.

wWith the abolishment of Divisional Discipline Books, Admonishment will
need to be recorded in some other form.,

Signed: ﬂw Date: A gumm-raf eﬂaog

. ._DfChief Superintendent ._____ |

I
JACKSTh I CD2Ehami”

Invastigating Officer
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Terurn Leaslar
SupBrvisur

Fogward to

District Comumandar jor
EQUivRi Btk

cf offizar undar

e kg linee

%WARDING

REPCRT OF
DISTRICT
COMMANDER

Ta: District Commander
Craigavon DCU {Lurgan

| contirm | have checked the contents and compilation of this file for
proofs, where necessary, and for accuracy. Farwarded for your
attention and onward transmission to the Deputy Chief Constable,
Internal Investigation Branch [(Code Section 3{33}{4) refers).

Signed: Data:

Chief Superintendent
Internal Investigation Branch

DCLU Ref Na:

To: Deputy Chief Constable, nternal Investigation Branch

MB: A report ig reguired regarding the member’'s attitude, general behaviour and
perfermance of duties, etc. A recommendation as to formal disciplinary
action, or otherwise, i5 also required together with recommendations for
action necessary to prevert similar ingidents.

(Repart in
relation 1o
member{s)
under
invest-
igation}

I
JACKSOMCDEE amil

Signed: Date:

{District Commander
or eduivalent)
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