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19,

aid ’}zmolhy .Enmmm DI Trwin may have

the statements of Tracey Clarke

taken the view that the z*si?zé*" ﬁ:i%ﬁs nazmd in th& gtatements were not involved

in as dircot 8 way a8 ﬁzm«; pet %m hsted. It wmzld he-left to DL frwin to make a

decision as to which pf:atwn mm{mm& wam m‘ievmt I suppose 4t highlights
the point that, it there %za{i b&&i} a {:m@ner s gfhcer this task could have been
delegated to that officer to _-_mhasa up. -_-_Sz__t_mfa.i was working unsupported as a
single coroner, it was f}.ﬁ:}‘éi%“_iéséé that T wu?d have done. _.'G‘i}v'i.t}u.s'iy DI frwin
thought that thers was no need 1o cm‘zzactm{}m than the petsons named in his
letter of 16 September 1?9@3;{;{1%%1&%1&% 1o ask him for the reasoning

hehind that decision,

On 9 September 1999, 1 instractee [ M@ C o 2dvise on the inquest
1 have vsed Mr- a gféét’z-éééﬁ' in inq’ﬂéé‘ts over the years. He is very up to
speed with coronial law and gfmaizcu and. aiso the sort of issues that atise in
controversial ingquests. E‘sfiy ium of mm_' "ctmrz s at pages 860376 1o 80377, 1
received his advice on 30 Sep&em%ar 1999, whlch is at pages 00369 to 00371,

I remember finding my%ﬁ‘f mce(i with “1 dwadfui dilemma:  whether I should
either hold the inquest i a szpiaf;eeﬁ fﬂm},, concedim%‘f the evidence of Tracey
Clarke and Timothy 5&3}@8% Of, dimmatwely, whether 1 should inform the

Hamill family's solicitors of ihe-g;sz of ‘ﬁ‘lf‘:}l‘ evn:ience knowing that, given both

witnesses” fears for their pcm}mi gafety thzs wauld then inevitably cause great
difficulties in the holding af an zm;wgz ’E’he pmbiam concerned transparency of

process and _dau.smn.«mz&mg, :

In respect of Tracey Clarke and ?’1?}}(}2?’1}* 3'&1&2%:3’(’1':1 not being prepared to give
gvidence, M’z-% advice effectively says that 1 shouold not just accept the
opipion of the police officer, but needed o be personatly satistied that the
witnesses had grave aad gevuine feary Tor their safety, 1t is correct to say that,
in the summary at paragraph & of his 'ﬂc'%.if'ice?."l\é‘iir‘- advised that 1 had little
choice but to hold an inquest in this case. At the time ] agreed sind, in ihe
absence of & criminal trial where all the facts were explored, I took the view that

an inquest shauld be higld,
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