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THE INQUIRY RESUMED ON WEDNESDAY, 7TH OCTOBER 2026 AS

FOLLOWS:

CHAIRMAN: Good morning, Mr. Greaney.

MR. GREANEY: Good morning, Sir. We're going to
continue with the playing of the evidence of Detective
Superintendent Casserly to the extent that it bears
upon Part 7. We're hopeful that we can do all of that
within one session but we will keep that under review.
CHAIRMAN: Yes.

[Video played].

DETECTIVE SUPERINTENDENT EMMET CASSERLY CONTINUED TO BE

QUESTIONED (ON 1ST & 2ND SEPTEMBER 2026) BY MR. GREANEY

AS FOLLOWS:

MR. GREANEY: And, in particular, were the two most
relevant numbers the ones that we have identified
already, 585 and 9807

Yes, that's correct.

And I use the term there "call data records," I've used
it a number of times, that, essentially, would amount
to the billing records for a particular number?

That's right.

But also incorporating the cell site data for each call
or each text?

Yes, that's correct.

And in terms of subscriber details, they would be the
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details of any person to whom a particular number

subscribed?

That's correct.

So, sometimes when someone acquires a number or a

number to a telephone they would do so in their ow
name?

That's right.

The phone number would then be registered to them?

correct.

is

n

And the common description of that person would be that

they were the subscriber to that number?

That's right.

So, both the call data records were being sought a
also details of any person that subscribed to that
number, in other words to whom that number was
registered?

Yes, that's correct.

Now, the two numbers, 585 and 980, as we've said a
number of times, were attributed respectively to
colm Murphy, 585, and Terence Morgan, 9807

Yes.

And I'd just like to understand a little more from you

please, Detective Superintendent, about how those
numbers were attributed to those individuals?

okay. sSo, in terms of the 980 number, that phone

number was registered in the name of Michael McDermott

with an address at Hackballscross, County Louth.
daughter of Michael McDermott is married to

Patrick Terence Mongan (sic) of Mullaghbawn county
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Armagh and he, Patrick Terence Mongan (sic) was
employed at that time as a builder and worked for
Colm Murphy.

If we pause for a moment to draw out some additional
features, it was established that 980 was registered to
or subscribed to a man called Michael McDermott?
That's correct.

Michael McDermott had a daughter who was married to
Patrick Terence Morgan?

That that's right.

who I've been referring to as Terence Morgan, and it
was established that Terence Morgan was employed as a
builder and worked for Colm Murphy?

That's correct.

A person we've mentioned a number of times. wWwas it
established that 980 was activated, so was able to be
used from 18th October 19967

That's correct.

And was documentation obtained that related to that
phone and its activation?

Yes, it was, yeah. And there's a phone number, 580723
three in which the application was made.

And we can, look first of all, at Slide 66 please?
Yes.

And if we could enlarge the first, the top half of
that, please, Mr. Suter, that's probably fine for our
purposes. Perfect, thank you. we can see that the
customer's name is given as Michael McDermott?

That's correct.
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endorse the name of principal user of the number?

Yes, I do, yeah.

And what name 1is given as principal user of 9807

Mr. Terence Morgan.

And we will Took at it, although it may not be as
significant as STide 66 but if we could look at STide
68; we have a further document deriving from vodafone,
is that correct?

That is correct, yes.

And providing further information important to them

about that particular number and handset including the

customer name being Michael McDermott?

That's right, yes.

And other technical information that no doubt Mr. de la

Poer will adduce in other parts of our process, for
example, the SIM number?

Yes.

which I won't ask you to describe. we'll Tearn much
more about it in due course.

Okay.

So, the starting point was that the registration
details indicated that the principal user of 980 was
going to be Terence Morgan?

Yes.

was Michael McDermott spoken to by the AGS?
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Yes, he was. He was, yeah. On 21st February 1999,
when he was in custody at Carrickmacross Garda Station
he outlined the purchase of the mobile phone and the
fact that who the user was.

And did the -- was the brother-in-law of Terence Morgan
a man called Peter McDermott?

He was, yes.

And was he also spoken to by the police?

He was, yes.

when I say police, I mean the AGS?

Yes.

And did he make a statement?

He did. Yes, he did, in which he outlined that the
user of that phone, or that he attributed that phone to
Terence Morgan, Patrick Terence Morgan, his brother.
Sorry, I earlier said Michael McDermott did that; it
was actually Peter McDermott that did it.

Yes. So, I think there are two people that feature.
First of all, Michael McDermott, the father-in-law. He
outlined the circumstances of the purchase --

That's right.

-- of the 980 number, whilst he was in the company of
police officers at Carrickmacross Garda Station on 21st
of February?

That's right.

Peter McDermott, presumably son of Michael and
brother-in-Taw of Terence Morgan, also made a statement
on the same date?

That's right.
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And in the same location. And Peter McDermott, the
brother-in-Taw, in his statement, attributed the 980
number as being owned and used by Terence Morgan?

He did.

So, a series of date points indicating that 980 was to
be attributed to Terence Morgan?

Yes, that's correct.

In terms of 585, as I've said, that has been attributed
to Colm Murphy. And did the AGS obtain information
which supported that attribution?

They did, yes.

what was the first piece of information that supported
that attribution?

well, the first piece was that Colm Murphy, while
detained in Monaghan and Carrickmacross Garda Stations,
he freely admitted being the owner of that phone.

So, he was asked about it and confirmed that --

Yes.

-- he was the user of the phone with the number 5857
Yeah, that's right.

Did the AGS also apply for and obtain documentation
relating to the registration and activation of the 585
number?

Yes, they did, yes.

And did that establish that the number had been issued
to Colm Murphy on 20th october of 19957

That's right.

And can we have on the screen, please, Slide 70, where

we'll see the documentation. Thank you very much
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indeed. So, this is an application to Eircell for
service. And the name of the person seeking service is
given as Colm Murphy?

That's right.

That address in Ravensdale, Dundalk is given?

Yes.

And in the top right-hand corner we can see that the
number to which this relates - thank you Mr. Suter - 1is
the number ending 5857

That's correct.

And then if we go to page 72 please. Thank you,

Mr. Suter. Can we again see this is an application
form relating to that 585 number and the application
again in the name of Colm Murphy?

Yeah.

And personal information provided in relation to him,
including that address we've seen a number of times in
Ravensdale, Dundalk?

That's correct.

Oon 21st February 1999, was a search of Colm Murphy's
home address in Ravensdale, Dundalk, undertaken?

It was.

And was something relevant to attribution found during
that search?

Yes, an Eircell account statement for that phone number
was located.

And if we Took at Slide 74, we see that there is,
essentially, a bill sent to Colm Murphy at his home in

Ravensdale?
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That's right.

And we can see that it deals with the period from 22nd,
or calls over the period from 22nd July 1998 to 21st
August 1998.

That's right.

And that would be a period covering the Oomagh bombing
on 15th August 19987?

Yes.

And we dealt with this at an earlier stage in your
evidence --

Yes.

-- but the cell site analysis that was undertaken both
by the AGS and by the RUC indicated that that those two
phones, 585 and 980, on 15th August 1998 made a journey
commencing in the Republic of Ireland, crossing into
Northern Ireland and into the town of Omagh before the
Oomagh bombing?

That's correct, yes.

Before both phones then travelling back south across
the Border and into the Republic of Ireland in the
period after the bomb car had been left in Omagh?
That's correct.

[Video paused].

MR. GREANEY: Sir, we've paused just for a moment so I
can remained everyone of something I mentioned earlier
in the context of the evidence of the AGS. And that is
that as we've just heard, the AGS attributed the 980
phone to Terence Morgan and the 585 phone to

Colm Murphy, and in general terms those attributions
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are, we assess, sound for the reasons given by
Detective Superintendent Casserly because there were
direct subscriber 1links, as we've just heard. However,
as we've explained on a number of occasions, including
during your opening statement, we currently assess that .12
on 15th August 1998, during the journey or the journeys
that the officer has just described, the 980 phone was
in the bomb car with Seamus McKenna and the 585 phone
was in the scout car with Seamus Daly. Thank you. we
can resume the recording. 10:13
[Video resumed].

MR. GREANEY: Now, within the report, just to finish
off this topic --

Okay.

-- although this is something that will most certainly
be picked up on in the broader evidence in the Inquiry,
just above the heading "Topic 12" there 1is a passage
that starts "1t should be noted..?"

Yes.

And you have that. And would you please read that into
evidence?

of course.

"It should be noted at this juncture of this report
that the Garda Investigation Team were satisfied that
notwithstanding the information available indicated
that both these phones were used in relation to the
transportation of the bomb in the stolen Vauxhall

Cavalier to Omagh, that neither Colm Murphy or Terence

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.
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Morgan had possession of the respective phones for the
pertinent times for the calls made as referenced in the
maps and charts below on 15th August 1998. For the
sake of distinguishing between the two phones, however,
the reports will still reference 087-5585 (Colm Murphy)
and 087-3980 (Terence Morgan).™

So, I'm not going to go outside the terms of what was
said, but earlier 1in your evidence we looked at the
cell site maps that showed the movements of those two
phones and a number of calls, including calls between
585 and 9807

That's correct.

But what was being said in the report was that whilst
the AGS was satisfied that 585 was attributed to Colm
Murphy and 980 attributed to Terence Morgan, the
broader evidence indicated that the phones were not in
their hands at the time at which the calls were made?
That's correct.

So, Topic 12, Detective Superintendent: Links
established with previous incidents. And by "previous

incidents," what the Inquiry is investigating are
attacks and attempted attacks carried out by dissident
republican terrorists in the period before 15th August
19987

Yes.

And in seeking to understand whether there were such
things, is a useful starting point the forensic

scientist, Dennis McAuley, who you have mentioned

10

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.



O 00 N O v h W N B

N N N NN NNNNDNRRRRRRBRRPR R R
© 00 N O U1 & W N R O ©W W N O U A WN R O

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

already?

Yes, it is.

In 1998, was he working with the Forensic Science
Service in Northern Ireland?

Yes.

Between 6th and 20th August, in that capacity was he
involved in conducting an examination of the scene of
the attack in Omagh?

Yes, I think between 16th and 20th August he was
conducting an examination of the scene of the bomb.
And during the course of his examination, did he
identify a large amount of material that he considered
might be of evidential value?

Yes, he did.

And was that removed from the scene in order that it
could be separately examined subsequently?

Yes. Yes, it was.

During the course of his work, did Mr. McAuley identify
a number of items of relevance to the investigation?
Yes, he did.

And among these items, were there items that had been
recovered from the vicinity of the front of the
Cavalier?

Yes.

what were those items consistent with?

They were consistent with having originated from an
improvised timer power unit of a type which had been
used across other incidents in Northern Ireland.

So, the improvised timer power unit, or parts of it

11
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discovered at Omagh were consistent with those that had
been used in earlier incidents?

Yes.

And that particular device that you've just made
reference to, does that have a particular description?
Yes, so it's a Mark 19 TPU - Mk 19 TPU it's known as.
Had such a timer power unit been discovered during an
AGS operation?

Yes. So, An Garda Siochdna recovered a Tlarge explosive
bomb in DUn Laoghaire Harbour earlier on that year and
a drawing of the timer power unit in that was, a hand
drawing was made by Detective Garda John Higgins of the
Ballistics Section in Garda Headquarters. And it was
two handwritten drawings from that find.

So, there was a major find on 2nd April 19987

2nd April '98, yes.

And that was at DUn Laoghaire Harbour?

That's correct.

And Tater we will look at some photographs of the
vehicle concerned --

Yes.

-- and what was found within it. But Detective Garda
Higgins prepared two detailed handwritten drawings of
the timer power unit, the TPU, discovered at DUn
Laoghaire Harbour?

Yes.

And we're not going to show those drawings on the
screen, because they may provide information of

assistance to those who would wish the public harm, but

12
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was the overall view of the investigation that the
component make-up of the TPU used in the Omagh bomb
would have been consistent in design with the TPU that
was discovered at Dun Laoghaire?

Yes, that was the view of the Investigation Team, yeah.
Now, the items recovered from the damaged remains of
the front end of the Cavalier, you'll be able to
confirm, included the following: Item 1698-DMcA-1. So
that would be what might be termed an exhibit reference
for a particular item --

That's correct.

-- so that it could be understood and separated from
other items?

Yes.

And that was a - we'll hear more detail about it 1in
other parts of the Inquiry - that was a toggle switch?
That's right.

Item 185-DMcA-19, also recovered?

That's right.

which was a partly blackened, distorted and spilt blue
plastic Tunchbox 1id?

That's right.

Item 197-3CP-1, a damaged snap-on black plastic battery
connector? And you're nodding your head?

Yes. Yes.

And, furthermore, was it the position that following a
search of the debris that had been taken away on

Mr. McAuley's instructions, the following items were

located: Item 174-DMcA-7, the remains of a timer

13
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assembly?

That's right, yes.

Item 255-DMcA-88, part of the timer power unit to which
you've already referred?

Yes.

And the vehicle number plate that we've referred to
already, Item 287-PB-9?

That's right.

And were, separately, a number of items of metal
fragments discovered?

They were, yes.

Namely items 171-DMcA-3; 172-DMcA-4; 264-PRH-1;
272-BM-1; 262-EFK-1; and 381-WH-1?

That's correct.

318-wHI. Thank you very much, Mr. Suter.

sorry, yes.

And each of those items, you've said, were metal
fragments?

Yes.

were they judged to be consistent with having
originated from at least one booster charge?

They were.

And in that regard, did Mr. McAuley express the view
that such charges were used in explosive devices by
terrorists in Northern Ireland?

He did, yes.

In an important passage in one of his reports, did

Mr. McAuley say this:

14
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"The timer assembly remains found in the skip of debris
consisted of a quantity of white/opaque thermoplastic
glue embedded into which were a two hour COUPATAN brand
electromechanical timer, part of a toggle switch
similar to that in item 169-DMcA-1, a red
light-emitting diode (or LED), an electrical resistor,
a knotted 22cm length of brown wiring, a 7cm length of
black wiring and two lengths of red wiring, one 14cm
and the other 7cm. The plastic knob of the timer was
missing, though the collar and grub screw from the know
were present. Then lengths of red wiring were soldered
to two of the timer contacts. The LED and the resistor
were linked iIn series and were soldered to the lengths
of black and brown wiring and to the 14cm length of red

wiring."

That's correct.

So, the starting point in identifying Tinks between
omagh and earlier attacks and attempted attacks were to
be found in the findings of Dennis McAuley, the
forensic scientist?

That's correct. That's correct.

Topic 13: The components of the bomb. And, first of
all, the Coupatan timer to which we just made
reference, such a branded timer having been found
amongst the rubble at the scene of the bombing. was an
analysis and investigation undertaken to establish
where that timer had come from?

Yes, it was.

15
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And what did that investigation reveal?

It established that the Coupatan timers were part of a
batch of timers, 480 timers that had been purchased by
a company in the UK from a company in France located in
Grand Couronne in France where those items are
manufactured.

So, a batch of 480 such Coupatan timers had been
purchased?

That's right.

And they had been purchased from legitimate companies?
That's right.

was it established who or what had placed the order for
that batch of timers?

Yes. So, it was established that on 9th January 1997,
a firm called Electro-Techniks, with an address the
Coes Road, bDundalk, County Louth, placed an for those
devices with a legitimate company called Thermaco Ltd.,
Sandy's Road, Malvern, worcestershire, united Kingdom
for those 480 Coupatan 120-minute timers, and the cost
was in French francs. 10:25
So, the manufacturing company was based in France?
That's right.

The acquisition was made via a company in
wWorcestershire?

That's right.

And the purchase was made, as you've just told us, in
francs?

That's correct.

And was it 18,081.60 French francs?

16
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That's correct.

with a delivery charge on top?

Yeah, 252 French francs delivery charge.

And we can see some documentation relating to this
transaction. So, first of all, Slide 122, please. So,
this is the document originating from the
worcestershire company, is that correct?

Yes.

Showing the placing of the order for those 480 timing
devices?

That's right.

And the price given there in francs for the items and
for the delivery charge that you've told us about
already?

Yeah.

And the date of that order being given as 9th

January --

That's right.

-- 19977

That's right.

Now, was it the position that this was the first time
that the business that gave the name Electro-Techniks
had placed an order with Thermaco?

It was.

And as a result, was full payment requested upfront?
Yes, it was, yes.

And, again, we can see documentation relevant to this,
first of all at Slide 124, please. And then at 126.

And, as we can see, the address given for the business

17
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calling itself Electro-Techniks was an address on Coes
Road in Dundalk?

That's right.

was payment made for the timer units?

It was.

And how and where was it made?

So, on 1l4th January 1997 the payment was made at the
Allied Irish Banks in Clanbrassil Street, 96
Clanbrassil Street, Dundalk. And the payment 1in
foreign -- 1in French francs was made then via Thermaco
by a person named Briege Morgan of Newry Road, Dundalk.
So, a person made the payments --

That's right.

-- 1in French francs, so by a foreign transfer --
That's right.

-- to Thermaco?

Yes.

That person gave a name and an address?

That's right.

The name that was given was Briege Morgan?

That's right, yeah.

And the address that was given was Newry Road, or an
address on Newry Road in Dundalk?

That's right.

And, on that occasion, was the full amount outstanding
transferred to the account of Thermaco?

It was.

And, again, we can see some documentation relevant to

this. Slide 128, please, Mr. Suter. If it's possible

18
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to -- it's a Tittle difficult to read, but we can see
there the name that has been given can just about be
made out, Briege Morgan, with that Dundalk address; the
currency, French francs; and the beneficiary name, that
Tegitimate company selling the timing devices
manufactured in France given as Thermaco Ltd., with an
address in worcestershire?

Yeah.

And then 129 - Slide 129 I should say; a document
created by the National westminster Bank, or relating
to that bank, and dealing with a payment in full of the
items. And then towards the bottom Teft-hand of that
page, by order of Briege Morgan?

That's right.

That address in Dundalk?

bDundalk, yeah.

And did the investigation reveal whether the 480 timer
units had actually been dispatched?

Yeah, they were dispatched on 4th March '97 to
Thermaco.

So, the transaction having taken place in the middle of
January, on 4th March the full complement of 480 timer
units was dispatched from France to Thermaco 1in
wWorcestershire?

That's right. And then they were subsequently --

And did the documentation show what happened to those
timer units after they had reached Thermaco?

So, it shows that on 12th March '97 the timers were

collected and invoiced to Electro-Techniks on that

19
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date.

So, on 12th March the whole batch of 480 timer units
was collected by or on behalf of that company that had
given its name, Electro-Techniks?

That's right.

So, in the aftermath of the Omagh bombing, did the
investigation become aware that there were pieces of
information relating to these timer units that
warranted investigation?

Yes.

So, it had been discovered that the timer unit from the
omagh bombing was part of a batch?

That's right.

It had been discovered who had manufactured that batch?
Yes.

They were a legitimate company. It had been
established to where that batch of 480 had gone?

Yes.

Namely, Thermaco?

Yes.

A Tegitimate company. And the name of a company that
had collected that batch in March was known; so
Electro-Techniks?

Yes, that's right.

And the name of a person, Briege Morgan --

That's right.

-- and the address that that person had given were also
known?

That's correct.
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So, there were important issues here to be

investigated --

of course.

-- do you agree?

Yes.

Did the Omagh investigation in Northern Ireland request
the AGS to carry out such enquiries?

They did.

what did they ask the AGS to do?

They asked the A -- sorry, so they asked An Garda
Siochdna to carry out enquiries as to the identity of
Briege Morgan at that address in Newry Road in Dundalk
and the provenance of Electro-Techniks, that company in
Coes Road, also in Dundalk.

So, seeing whether that person, that address and that
business were legitimate or not?

Yes, that's correct.

And to whom was responsibility for those investigations
entrusted by the AGS?

So, Detective Inspector James Sheridan was assigned to
that role. And he made a number of enquiries into the
person named and to the company.

And at the end of his investigations, was he able to
reach firm conclusions?

well, he was satisfied that no person by the name of
Briege Morgan had ever lived at that address at Newry
Road, Dundalk or that there was ever any company named
Electro-Techniks based on the Coes Road in Dundalk.

So, that particular trail went cold, because the
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information by those who had sought the timer units was
discovered to have been false?

That's right.

So, that's all I want ask you about the Coupatan timer.
But you'll remember we were dealing with the components
of the bomb?

Yes.

And can I ask you next in that same context about the
booster used in the bomb at Omagh?

Yes.

And we've established already that fragments of metal
retrieved from the scene were deemed consistent with
having originated from at least one booster charge?
They were, yeah.

And Mr. McAuley's view was that just such booster
charges had been used in explosive devices by
terrorists in Northern Ireland?

Yes, it was.

And Mr. McAuley was able to express further views based
upon what he found about the nature of the improvised
explosive and the charge?

He was.

And I'm not going to go into the detail of any of that
with you?

Okay.

we can deal with it with others in due course, if
necessary.

Yeah.

Now, we've spoken already about the use of a Coupatan
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timer in the attack upon Omagh. And was work
undertaken to establish in what previous incidents
Coupatan timers have been used?

Yes, it was.

And again, did Mr. McAuley conduct a comparison of
similarities between the Mk 19 timer units and various
other attacks across Northern Ireland?

He did.

And did he establish that a series of terrorist attacks
had involved not only the use of a Coupatan timer, but
a timer with the part number 561222362 and the
datestamp 997107

Yes, he did.

So, in other words, you identified a series of attacks
which involved the use of a timer with the identifying
mark which had been on the TPU used in the Omagh
bombing?

That's correct.

And could you identify for us, please, the date of each
of those attacks, the Tocation and the type of attack
they were?

of course, yeah. So, the first one is 23/03/1998, G30
Tower, Crossmaglen, a mortar attack; 24/03/1998, RuUC
Station Forkhill, mortar attack; 02/04/1998, Stena Line
DUn Laoghaire, car bomb find; 04/04/98, Redbridge,
Newry, hoax device; 30/04/1998, Market Street, Lisburn,
car bomb; 04/05/1998, Devonshire Close, Belfast, mortar
attack; 09/05/1998, Carlton Hotel, Belleek, mortar
attack; 16/05/1998, Newry Road, Armagh, car bomb;
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24/05/1998, Finaghy Halt, Belfast, explosive device;
13/07/1998, Courthouse, Newry, car bomb; 10/07/1998,
Blackwatertown Road, Armagh, car bomb; 21/07/1998,
Monaghan Street, Newry, mortar attack.

So, that is, in total, 12 incidents where there are
attacks, attempted attacks, or, for example, in
relation to the finding at Dun Laoghaire, a finding,
all of which featured a Coupatan timer with the same
part number and datestamp?

That's right.

And in terms of the date range, those incidents ranging
from 24th March 1998 to 21st July 19987

That's right.

And all, therefore, in the months before the Omagh
bombing on 15th August 19987

That's right.

was Mr. McAuley able to identify, as the AGS was
informed, a similar modus operandi in the materials
used and in the building of terrorist bombs in Northern
Ireland to that of the bomb in Omagh?

Yes, he was.

So, (1) a main charge of explosive comprised of a
mixture of ammonium nitrate based on fertiliser and
sugar?

That's right.

(2) a booster charge of a similar type that we don't
need to go into?

Yes.

(3) an electronic detonator?
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That's right.

(4) a timer power unit constructed from a plastic
Tunchbox containing similar aspects of a device?
That's right.

And are we able to see a summary or synopsis of

Mr. McAuley's findings in relation to similarities
between incidents thought to be Tinked at slide 1317
And we'll put that on the screen?

Yes.

So, that is, as it's described in the report, a
synopsis of Mr. McAuley's findings in relation to
similarities between incidents deemed to be Tinked?
That's right.

And I won't take you through that, but that is your
understanding of what that document is?

It is, yes.

Now, Topic 14 involves a summary of the forensic
science investigations?

Yes.

And we'll move through each of these?

Okay.

So, first of all, glue analysis. Wwas an analysis of
the glue found at the scene of various explosions
undertaken?

Yes, it was.

And did the scientific examinations involve the
identification of commonalities between a number of the
glues found at those explosions?

Yes, it did. It did, yeah.
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And what were those commonalities?

So, what they've outlined in the report is that there
was five distinguishable types of glue. All samples of
the glue were -- from the timer power unit appeared to
be the same. A1l timer power unit samples appear to be
the same as one of the main groupings. And this would
provide some support for the proposition that the timer
power units were all made by the same person. A chart
documenting this 1is found at slide 133.

And so we'll have 133 on the screen. So, that is the
chart relating to glue analysis of glue found at the
scene of various previous explosions?

Yeah.

Secondly, was the presence of fibres a further
similarity 1linking, or potentially 1linking, previous
attacks?

Yes.

And had fibres been found following examination of
various devices recovered after an attack or attempted
attack?

Yes, they were.

And was it the investigation's understanding that

Dr. Ruth Griffin was able to identify three different
types of fibres?

Yes. Yes, it was.

which were labelled A, B and C?

That's correct.

And Dr. Griffin, was she someone commissioned to work

on behalf of the AGS or the RuUC?
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The RUC.

And we can see at Slide 135 a chart which sets out the
fibre evidence as digested from the analysis of

Dr. Ruth Griffin.

Mm-hmm.

Did Dr. Griffin express a view that what she described
as populations of fibres were found on certain devices?
Yes, she did.

And did she come to the view that because of where
those populations were found, there was strong support
for the theory that the fibres had been Teft there
during the construction of the device under
consideration?

Yes.

As I indicated, she divided the fibres into types A, B
and C?

Yeah.

were type A fibres those occurring in gloves, masks,
pullovers and in elastic fabric cuffs and waistbands?
Yes.

Did she conclude that blue-green round fibres matching
type A fibres were located in populations found in
devices recovered from four terrorist incidents?

She did, yes.

And, again, could you identify by date, location and
type each of those attacks?

So, the first group was 09/05/1998, cCarlton Hotel,
Belleek, a mortar attack; 13/07/1998, Courthouse,
Newry, car bomb; 10/07/1998, Blackwatertown Road,
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Armagh, car bomb; and 21/07/1998, Monaghan Street,
Newry, mortar attack.

Did she conclude that other type A fibres, blue-green
round fibres, were found on devices which Tinked
similarities between four further incidents?

She did, vyes.

And what were those, please?

They were 24/05/1998 at Finaghy Halt, Belfast, an
explosive device; 13/07/1998, Courthouse, Newry, car
bomb; 10/07/1998, Blackwatertown Road, Armagh, car
bomb, 21/07/1998, Monaghan Street, Newry, mortar
attack.

Did she further identify two sources of the blue-green
fibres which were found on devices which she referred
to in charts and did she believe that either the
constructors of the device wore two different pairs of
gloves or that a mismatched pair of gloves were worn
during the construction of the devices?

She did, vyes.

And which were the three incidents falling into that
category, please?

on 13/07/1998, the courthouse in Newry, car bomb;
10/07/1998, Blackwatertown Road, Armagh, car bomb;
21/07/1998, Monaghan Street, Newry, mortar attack.
And that deals with type A fibres.

Type B fibres: were they described by Dr. Griffin as
grey-green fibres of the type to be found in masks,

gloves and pullovers?
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Yes.

And did she conclude that this type of fibre had been
found following examination of devices found in what
she described as the Carlton Hotel attack on 9th May
19987

That's right, yes.

And that is an attack which, in its materials, the
Inquiry has described as the attack on the Belleek RUC

Station.

And did those fibres, type B fibres, match 15 fibres
found following an examination of the device used 1in
the car bomb attack in Armagh on 16th mMay 19987

Yes.

which was again an attack on an RUC station.

And, finally, to deal with type C fibres. Wwere they
described by Dr. Griffin as grey fibres?

Yes.

Also found on the devices used in the Carlton Hotel
mortar attack and in the explosive device found 1in
Belfast on 23rd May 19987

That's right.

Now, we are still dealing with the results of
scientific examinations. And so, next, ink and
handwriting analysis. Did an expert called

Steven Maxwell conduct an examination of the ink and
handwriting styles on the lettering of the plastic

boxes used to house the timer power unit and switches?
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Yes, he did, yeah.

And again, was Mr. Maxwell someone acting on the, or to
the instruction of the RUC?

Yes.

Did that analysis identify a number of instances where
the ink could not be differentiated?

Yes.

And, Detective Superintendent, what were those
occurrences?

The first one was on 24/03/1998, GT Tower, Crossmaglen,
mortar attack and 24/03/1998, RUC station, ForkhilTl,
mortar attack.

Did Mr. Maxwell make similar findings in relation to
three further incidents?

He did.

And which were those, please?

Those were 04/05/1998, Devonshire Close, Belfast,
mortar attack; 24/05/1998, Finaghy Halt, Belfast,
explosive device; 10/07/1998, Blackwatertown Road,
Armagh, car bomb.

And, finally, to deal with the ink and handwriting
analysis, did Mr. Maxwell, in the course of his work,
note that there were similarities between the
handwriting on various devices, but ultimately did he
conclude that he was unable to determine if any single
person was the writer?

That's correct, yes.

Again we'll put on the screen a slide, Slide 137, that

bears upon that particular aspect of the scientific
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examinations conducted by Mr. Steven Maxwell.

Finally, 1in relation to Topic 14, scientific
examinations, there is the issue of DNA analysis.

Yes.

And what we know already from your evidence is that the

documentation available to the AGS reveals that the

AGS, in the course of its investigation, carried out 99

arrests?

That's right.

So, those would be arrests within the Republic of
Ireland by officers of the Garda?

That's correct.

Has a review been undertaken of the custody records
relating to the arrests of that main cohort of
suspects?

Yes.

Did that establish that they were fingerprinted and
photographed?

Yes, it did.

what did it reveal in relation to whether any samples
of DNA were secured from them?

So, it revealed that there was no buccal swabs taken,
which were DNA mouth swabs, taken from any of those
prisoners.

we just need to understand why that was so?

So, at that time the legislation in place allowed for
the taking of samples, the Criminal Justice (Forensic

Evidence) Act 1990, however, we had no structures in
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place at the time that would allow for the retention of
DNA samples on a database, so unless a sample was taken
for analysis against a specific item, it would not be
tested.

Let me make certain I have understood that: within the
Republic of Ireland there was legislation in place in
1998 and indeed 1997 which made it lTawful to take a
buccal swab for DNA purposes?

Yes.

But there, as it's put in the report, were no real
processes or structures in place, as now there are,
regarding the prospect of generating a DNA sample for
analysis?

That's correct.

So, that, whereas now it would be possible to obtain a
DNA sample and test it against a database no doubt --
That's correct.

-- back in 1997/1998 that was not possible?

That wasn't the case, yes.

So, one would have to test one sample against another
existing sample?

Exactly.

when was it that a more all-encompassing system for the
taking of samples and their retention and storage came
into existence in the Republic of Ireland?

So, the Criminal Justice (Forensic Evidence and DNA
Database System) Act was enacted in 2014.

So, prior to 2015 1is it the position that there was no

centralised DNA database operational in the Republic of
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Ireland?

No, that's correct, there wasn't.

As we've touched upon already, buccal swabs were only
analysed by the forensic Taboratory if they were
submitted in relation to an investigation where there
was a DNA aspect to the investigation already so
something that a comparison could be carried out 1in
respect of?

Exactly. Exactly.

So, back in the period prior to 2015, so certainly
covering '97 and '98, if an investigation had submitted
to the forensic scientists buccal swabs on their own
with no sample for comparison what would be expected to
have happened?

It would be returned unexamined to the Investigation
Team.

Now, still dealing with the general topic of DNA
analysis, was there an AGS operation which culminated
on 13th June 20037

Yes, there was.

And at a high Tlevel, could you summarise what that
operation was and what it generated?

So, on that date, 13th June 2003, Gardai recovered a
5001Tb van bomb which was under construction in a shed
at Inniskeen, County Monaghan, resulting in the arrest
of six people and subsequent charging.

Those six people, Joe Fee of Dundalk, Seamus McKenna of
bundalk, Gregory Trainor of Armagh and Eamon Matthews

of Newry --
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Yes.

-- and two other people in addition to those four named
persons were arrested?

That's correct. That's right.

Following interviews and so on, were Joe Fee,

Seamus McKenna and Gregory Trainor charged with
possession of explosives?

They were.

was Eamon Matthews charged with a membership offence?
That's correct.

And the two others who had been arrested were not
charged?

That's right.

So, those four individuals charged with those offences.
And can I say during our Part 8 we will be exploring
those proceedings but I ought to say that we are
grateful to the Government of Ireland for ensuring that
we have a transcript of the sentencing hearing of those

charged.

In 2003, as the AGS understood it, did the Police
Service of Northern Ireland develop an interest into
the detentions of those persons?

Yes, they did.

And did they consider it provided an opportunity, and
if so, what opportunity?

So, they considered that it provided an opportunity to
explore and maybe utilise the benefits of advancements

in DNA analysis and profiling.
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And according to documents in the possession of the AGS
Investigation Team, were there a number of unidentified
DNA profiles in the possession of that team?

That's right, there were.

And had those been generated from the swabbing of
exhibits seized during the investigation?

Yes, they had.

And which investigation is that a reference to?

That's in reference to the 2003 investigation.

So, the 1investigation concerning Fee, McKenna, Trainor
and Matthews?

That's correct.

And there is a slide that the report directs us to in
this regard which is Slide 154. 1It's headed "DNA

evidence" and it identifies that:

"DNA profiles have been found on the following cases

and are available for comparison against suspects."

Yes.

And there is then reference to an incident on 30th
April '98 at Lisburn; 21st July '98 in Newry; and then
the Omagh bombing itself on 15th August 19987

Yes.

Now, on the Police Service of Northern Ireland having
identified an opportunity to explore and utilise the
benefits of advancements in DNA analysis and profiling,
and on the Garda Investigation Team, having identified

a number of unidentified DNA profiles in the incidents
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that we've seen on Slide 154, what did the UK
authorities do?

So, on 8th oOctober 2003, the UK authorities filed an
informal request to the Irish authorities requesting
that they provide the Omagh Bombing Inquiry Team any
forensic evidence in the form of DNA profiles of those
arrested in order to compare with outstanding profiles
from the linked incidents being investigated by the
PSNI.

So, there are slides that help in relation to this, the
first is the slide at page 156. If we can just see a
Tittle higher up so that we can see the date, that is
dated 1st December 2003.

Yes.

Is that part of the --

It's a follow-up request.

So, the first request was 8th October 20037

That's right.

what we're Tooking at is a December document. So,
could you explain to us how matters developed from that
first request on 8th October 20037?

Yes. So, the Irish authorities returned the informal
request and sought a formal Tetter, so on 1lst December
2003, an ILOR - 1international Tetter of request - was
sent from the Office of the Director of Public
Prosecutions in Northern Ireland to the relevant
authorities in Ireland and then it seemed that on --
the next development was in September 2004.

And we'll come to that in one moment. So, the order of
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things is 8th October 2003 an informal request?

That's correct.

The Republic of Ireland indicated that the request
would need to be made formally using an international
Tetter of request?

That's right.

Such a request was made on 1st December 2003, so that
was the ILOR as it's sometimes called. Wwhat then
happened on 10th September 20047

So, it seems that on 10th September 2004, following
dialogue between officers from the PSNI and An Garda
Siochdna, a further request letter was compiled by the
PSNI and forwarded to the Irish authorities.

And did that request or letter state that the samples
of those arrested were no longer required?

Exactly, yes.

Merely the DNA profiles from those samples only were
required?

That's right, and that they were required by the PSNI
for intelligence purposes only. 11:00
Again, we're directed to two slides. First of all,
162, 13th october 2004 to Chief Inspector McMitchell.
Is that a name that you're familiar with?

It isn't, no.

on 13th June 2003 the following persons were arrested
by the AGS 1in connection with the possession of a 5001b
van bomb. They're then lTisted: Joe Fee, Seamus
McKenna, Gregory Trainor, Eamon Matthews and the other

two people. Further detail of the history of the
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proceedings is given there?

Yes.

And then if we can go to 164. o0n 8th October, a report
was sent to the authorities in the Republic of Ireland
via PSNI Headquarters requesting that they provide the
omagh Bombing Inquiry Team with the DNA profiles of
those arrested in order to compare without standing
profiles from the Tinked incidents being investigated
by ourselves. The Irish authorities returned this

informal request and requested a formal Tetter.

on 1st December 2003, an international letter of
request was sent by the office of the Director of
Public Prosecutions to the relevant authorities in the
Republic of Ireland. on 10th September 2004, after
speaking to Detective Superintendent Foley - that's a
name that you mentioned much earlier --

Yes.

-- albeit he was the Chief Inspector, I think, at the
time he was first involved in the AGS investigation?
Yeah, he was a detective inspector in Monaghan, yeah.
"On 10th September 2004, after speaking to Detective
Superintendent Foley of the AGS in Monaghan, 1 compiled
a letter for the attention of the authorities in the
Republic of Ireland stating that | did not require the
samples of those arrested but merely the DNA profiles
developed. 1 also confirmed in the letter that the
profiles would only be used by ourselves for

intelligence purposes.™
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And that is of an Acting Detective Chief Inspector.
That's correct.

So, that is the communication from PSNI to the AGS 1in
relation to this issue?

Yes, that's correct.

what, if anything, does it appear that Detective
Superintendent Foley of the AGS did or said in response
to that?

well, it's not clear from the report but what is clear
is that a DNA sample was taken from one of the items
recovered at that scene in Inniskeen and it was
examined by two forensic scientists in Forensic Science
Ireland and identified. So, subsequent to that
identification, what can be said is that Forensic
Science Ireland have no record of exchanging that DNA
sample or records around that sample with their
counterparts in Northern Ireland. But we can't
unequivocally say that it was or wasn't shared with the
RUC from the Guards.

So, let's just unwrap that to make sure it is clear as
can be. So, we've seen what was sent to Detective
Superintendent Foley and does it appear that after that
communication he communicated to the Police Service of
Northern Ireland that prosecuting counsel in the case
against Fee, McKenna and others, so in other words
prosecuting counsel in the Republic of Ireland --
That's right.

-- had directed the DNA profiles be forwarded to PSNI

following the disposal of those court proceedings?
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That's correct.

So, we know Fee, McKenna and the two others were being
prosecuted arising out of what had been found in 20037
That's right, 2003.

And the barrister in whose hands that prosecution 11:08
rested, prosecuting counsel, had directed that the
profiles be forwarded to PSNI once the court
proceedings in the Republic of Ireland had concluded?
That's correct.

was it the position that two members from Forensic 11:05
Science Ireland, so scientists here within the Republic
of Ireland --

That's right.

-- so Dr. Maureen Smyth and Dr. Tom Hannigan had
carried out an analysis of material obtained from the
investigation into that find in County Louth on 13th
June 20037

That's right, they had, yes.

So items had been found and had been examined?

Yes.

And Dr. Smyth, is this correct, examined a piece of
plastic fertiliser bag with what appeared to be blood
staining on 1it?

That's right.

And that examination had a Garda Technical Bureau case
number 12101/037?

That's right.

As it turned out, was DNA extracted from the stain on

the plastic bag?
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Yes, it was.

DNA was taken from the hair and blood samples of Joe
Fee, Seamus McKenna, Gregory Trainor and Eamon
Matthews?

That's right.

And another individual?

That's right.

Did Dr. Smyth match the DNA profile from the plastic
back to the DNA of Gregory Trainor?

She did.

with profiles belonging to the other males eliminated
as the sources of the stain?

Yes, they were.

So, the point is that there was a body of DNA material
arising out of the investigation and prosecution into
the explosives found in Inniskeen, County Louth on 13th
June 20037

That's right.

And there was a desire on the part of PSNI to benefit
from that material if they could, but for intelligence
purposes only?

Yes, that's correct.

And the position, as you told us about already, is that
in correspondence received, but I think received
recently from Forensic Science Ireland, they in fact
have no record of those profiles having been forwarded
to PSNI?

That's correct.

So, the reports containing the DNA profiles were
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forwarded to certain sections within AGS --

That's right.

-- so that the assessment of those who prepared the
report is that the reports may still have made their
way to PSNI from there, so from AGS, but there is no
confirmation on the available material examined of that
by the current Dundalk Investigation Team?

That's correct.

So, Forensic Science Ireland have no record of the
profiles having gone to PSNI. The reports in relation
to those profiles did go to certain sections within
AGS?

That's right.

And those reports might have found their way to PSNI
but there is no way, on the material available, of
knowing one way or the other with any confidence?
That's correct.

Thank you. So, Detective Superintendent, some of that
has been rather complicated, particularly late in the
day but that is all that I wanted to ask you about
Topic 14.

Detective Superintendent, topic 15, telephone Tinks.
And is it the position that following a review of call
data records obtained by an Investigation Team, a
number of mobile telephone numbers were described as
having what I described in the report as commonalities?
That's correct, they were, yes.

And does that mean that the telephone numbers 1linked to
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a number of known dissident republicans were found to
feature in a number of investigations into terrorist
attacks in Northern Ireland?

That's correct, yes.

And in due course, was all of that information digested
into a chart so that its importance could be better
understood?

Yes, it was.

And I'm going to ask that that chart please be placed
on the screen. 1It's Slide 139. And so just to
identify what's in each column. 1In the first column on
the left-hand side is a number, namely the relevant
telephone number.

That's correct.

Then the name of an individual is given in the next
column.

That's right.

That being the name of an individual associated with
that particular number?

That's right.

And then five particular attacks are then 1listed.
That's right.

omagh, of course, 15th August 1998; then Banbridge, 1lst
August 1998.

Yes.

Then Newry Courthouse, 13th July 1998.

Yeah.

Lisburn, 30th April 1998; and Newry Railway Line, 1st
April 1998.
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That's correct, yes.

And as we look down, we can see that sometimes the word
"yes'" features highlighted in yellow and sometimes the
word "no" features.

That's correct.

And is that because where the number associated with
that individual has been found to be within the
evidence relating to that attack, it is marked as
'yes'?

That's my understanding of it, yes.

And where it is not found to be present within the
evidence, it is marked as '"no"?

Again, that's correct, yes.

And as we just run down this and to highlight a number
of particular names and numbers so we can see how this

works.

wWe can see the fourth name down 1is Colm Murphy, a name
that we discussed many times --

That's right.

-- in the course of your evidence, the 585 number that
we are familiar with. And we can see that the 585
number was discovered to feature in the evidence
relating to Omagh?

That's right.

As we have discussed at length. And also in the
evidence relating to the attack at Banbridge on 1st
August 19987

That's correct, yes.
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And then further down, the name "Joe Fee'" features.
Yes.

Associated with a number 989. And, again, similarly,
we can see that that mobile telephone number was
discovered to feature in the evidence relating both to
the Omagh and Banbridge bombings?

That's correct, yes.

Liam Campbell --

Mm-hmm.

-- associated with the 615 number. That number was
found to be associated with the omagh bombing and also
with the Lisburn and Newry Railway Line attacks.

That's correct, yes.

Michael Campbell, we see that his number was associated
with Newry Court Hotel, Lisburn and Newry Railway Line.
Yes, correct.

Oliver Treanor, a 430 number associated with him, that
number found in the evidence relating to the attack 1in
omagh and also the Newry Courthouse -- Newry Court
Hotel and Lisburn attacks.

Again correct, yeah.

Peter Campbell associated with a 971 number. Wwe see
that that number was found to feature in the attacks at
omagh, Banbridge and the Newry Court Hotel attack?
Correct, yes.

Seamus Daly, associated with a 076 number which was
found to feature in the evidence relating to the Omagh
and Banbridge bombings?

That's correct, yes.
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Seamus McKenna's 105 number featuring at Omagh.

Yes.

And Seamus McKenna's 467 number featuring at Banbridge.
That's correct, yes.

Sean Hoey, a 452 number, featuring in the evidence
relating to Omagh and in the evidence relating to
Lisburn.

That's correct.

Terrence Morgan, the 980 number that we have assessed
at length featuring in the evidence relating to Omagh.
And then a number 144 relating to Town Glass, a
business found to feature in the evidence relating to
the Omagh bombing.

Yes.

So, obviously the Inquiry will take the whole of that
chart into account, for which we're grateful, but we've
now seen how the chart operates in practice. So, thank

you, Mr. Suter, we can take that from the screen.

Next, please, topic 16: Recognised code words. And
we'll break this down into two parts.

Okay.

Although those two parts are connected. And the first
part could be described as claims for responsibility or

claims of responsibility for the omagh bombing.

Now, first of all, on 17th August 1998 at 4:26 p.m.,
did a man called Gregg Hughes of the RTE News Desk in

Dublin receive a telephone call?
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He did.

And was that call from a man who read out a statement
to him?

It was.

And would you tell us, please, what that statement was
and what the exchanges were between the man and

Mr. Hughes?

of course, yes. So, the statement was as follows:

"1 have a statement to read out from Oglaigh na
hEireann. 1 want to make clear that we gave three
45-minute warnings and one to the Samaritans in
Coleraine and two to UTV. The warnings were clearly
read out and read back to us. The bombs were left

3- to 400 yards away from the courthouse. This was
made clear. 1t wasn®"t our iIntention to cause loss of
life and injuries. We regret any loss of life or

Injuries caused.

He asked me: “Have you everything clear?® | replied
with the question: “Was i1t 3- to 400 yards, iIs that
what you were saying?® He said, "Yes, 3- to 400
yards.® 1 asked him, "Was it the Samaritans in
Coleraine and UTV?" He said, "Yes." | asked him, “Was

it Oglaigh na hEireann?® And he said "yes".

Secondly, at 10:30 a.m. the following day, 18th August,
was a journalist in the Ireland International News Desk

in Dublin, did such a person receive a telephone call
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from a man?

Yes.

And did the man who had called say that he wanted to
speak to a journalist who worked in those offices whose
name was Michael 0'Toole?

That's correct, yes.

was it explained to the man by the person who had taken
the call that Michael 0'Toole was not available?

That's correct.

And what did the caller then go on to do?

The caller went on to issue a statement. He said on
behalf of O0glaigh na hEireann. So the statement 1is as

follows:

"This is about the explosion. This is Oglaigh na
hEireann. There were three warnings put in. There
were 40 minutes warnings on each of them, two to UTV
and one to the Samaritans in Coleraine. Each time the
call was made, 1t was very clear and the people talked
back. The location was 3- to 400 yards from the
courthouse on the Main Street. At no time was i1t said
it was near the courthouse. It was a commercial
target. Despite media reports, it was not our
intention at any time to kill any civilians. It was a
commercial target, part of an ongoing war against the

Brits. We offer apologies to the civilians.”

And, thirdly, there was a further and so third claim of

responsibility later that same day, 18th August.
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Rita O'Reilly is employed, or at any rate was employed,
by the same organisation that we've just discussed,
namely the Ireland International News Agency in Dublin,
and she has explained that she remembered that she had
been working on 18th August in the News Agency Office
when she answered the telephone and the telephone she
answered was the telephone of the journalist that we've

just mentioned, namely Michael O0'Toole.

The telephone rang for a while and the time of that,
she explained, was about 4:30 in the afternoon.

Rita O'Reilly went on to say that there "was a male
caller on the phone and what sounded like a mature

voice and whose accent I could not determine."

She said that the caller told her that he had phoned
earlier. So, that would appear to be the morning call
that had been made. The caller asked whether she had

passed on the message to Michael 0'Toole. She said:

"1 was pretty sure at this stage that i1t was a caller
from Oglaigh na hEireann. And | said: "Code word" as
a question.® To which the caller replied, “Martha

Pope™."

So, those three claims of responsibility.

As we've just heard, in the third call of

responsibility the person who received the call asked
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for a code word and the code word that was given was
"Martha Pope.” And it's to that issue that I now want
to turn. So, the 1issue of recognised code words.

Yes.

So, I said there were two issues, claims of

responsibility and the second is recognised code words.

Now, is it the position that the AGS identified a
further common feature between a number of dissident
terrorist attacks in Northern Ireland?

It 1is.

And what was that feature?

It was the use of the code word "Martha Pope™ in each
of these cases.

And did AGS assess that ""Martha Pope'"™ was a well-known
American Government official who had participated in
the Peace Process in Northern Ireland?

That's correct, she was.

And indeed she had been part of the team of Senator
George Mitchell?

She was.

So, it appeared that that code word, that name, "Martha
Pope," had been deliberately chosen?

Yes. It appears that way, yes.

From the information available to the AGS team in
Dundalk, was it established that there were a number of
dissident republican attacks in which the code word
"Martha Pope"™ had been used?

Yes. It was established that the code word '"Martha
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Pope'" had been used in four different attacks.

And would you identify which attacks were so identified
and the dates of them, please?

Yes. The first is the Lisburn bombing on 30th April
1998. sSecond is car bomb at Armagh RUC Station on 16th
May 1998. The third is the Banbridge bombing on 1st
August 1998. And the fourth is the Omagh bombing on
15th August 1998.

And was it also the position that the code word had
been used following the Banbridge bombing in a call to
the Irish news to claim responsibility?

It was.

And as we've just heard, that same code word, namely
"Martha Pope," was used in the third of the three
claims of responsibility for the omagh bombing?

That's correct.

So, a feature across a number of separate attacks?
That's correct.

Topic 17: Cloned number plates. So, an issue that we
touched upon earlier in your evidence. was a further
common feature between the activities of dissident
republican terrorists the use of stolen cars fitted
with what are described as cloned number plates?

It was, yes.

And what often were such vehicles fitted with such
plates being used to do by the terrorists?

They were used in bombs.

And, 1in particular, to transport the bombs to places of

detonation?
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Yes, of course, yeah.

So, that was a feature that the AGS was seeing; cars
that had been stolen and then fitted with cloned

plates --

It was.

-- being used to transport the bombs?

It was, yes.

And we've already touched on what cloned numbers plates
are, but would you please just give us a high Tlevel
summary of them?

Yes, of course, yeah. So, a cloned number plate is
where the number plates of a stolen vehicle are removed
and replaced with the number plates from a legitimate
vehicle of the same type, usually same type, possibly
same colour, same make, mark, model, colour as the
stolen vehicle. And 1it's used then to, obviously, make
the stolen vehicle look Tike the legitimate vehicle.

In essence, it's a disguise or an attempt to disguise?
Yes.

And the aim is that if law enforcement seek to make a
check upon a particular vehicle then the vehicle would
come back not as what is in fact a stolen car, but in
fact is a legitimate car?

Yes. Wwell, as we saw yesterday, the stolen vehicle
Tists are circulated to all Taw enforcements, so
they'11 be checking for those registrations, so it's an
effort to cover that.

And there are a number of examples of such a tactic

being used by dissident republican terrorists provided
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in the report and what I'd like to do is just to work

through each one of those.

So, first of all, would you tell us about the events on
16th September of 1997, please?

Yes. So, at approximately 12 o'clock on that day,
midday on Tuesday, 16th September 1997, a 4001b van
bomb exploded at Markethill, County Armagh. The
vehicle used was bearing the registration number YIJ
2803. And on the subsequent examination of that
vehicle, it was established that the correct
registration number of that vehicle was in fact
89-LH-1606, a blue transit van. And that vehicle had
earlier been stolen in Dundalk on the night of 5th
September 1997.

And did enquiries reveal that the motor van YIJ 2808
was indeed a blue Ford Transit van which was at the
time relevant time parked up in the Dundalk area?
That's correct, yes, it was.

So, someone had obviously spotted that vehicle with
that number plate and cloned the plates for it --
Yes.

-- for the bomb van?

Yes.

Now, secondly, would you tell us please about the
events of 2nd March 1998?

of course. So, on 2nd March 1998 Gardai 1in
Hackballscross, County Louth uncovered a red Renault

21, registration number DBZ 8050 concealed under bales
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of hay in a shed 1in unoccupied farmland in a place
called Annaghvacky, Hackballscross, County Louth. So,
there was -- it was suspicious in nature and there was
wires observed coming out of it, so, Gardai then
contacted the explosives Ordnance Disposal Officer from
the Defence Forces who examined the vehicle and made
the device safe.

Yes. And you've very sensibly not gone into the detail
of what made the vehicle suspicious, but, essentially,
there was a bomb within the vehicle?

There was.

And the vehicle was, when discovered, displaying the
registration mark DBz 8050. were steps taken to
establish whether that was the true identity of the
bomb vehicle?

Yes, they were. It was established that that vehicle
was actually registered to a man who was currently
resident in Northern Ireland and the car then at
Hackballscross originally, its original or proper
registration plate was EBZ 5399. And it was
established that that vehicle had been stolen in Newry
on 15th December 1997.

So, the terrorists had spotted an identical vehicle of
a broadly similar colour?

Yeah.

And had cloned the plates to place on a vehicle that
they had stolen?

Exactly.

Now, thirdly, would you tell us about the events at the
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DUn Laoghaire Port on 2nd April of 1998, please?

of course, yeah. So on 22nd April 1998, a red BMw 5
Series car bearing the registration number 92-D-4068
was observed at DUn Laoghaire Port in Dublin. The
vehicle had been stolen on 20th March 1998, also in
Dublin, but the correct registration number for that
vehicle should have been, or actually was 94-LK-3286
and the number plates that it was actually bearing at
the time, 92-D-40268 were registered to an entirely
innocent party also from bDublin. That vehicle then was
searched and it was found to contain approximately
9801b of homemade explosives and associated matters,
timing power unit and other items.

So, an identical tactic; a vehicle stolen, the
identification of an identical, legitimate vehicle, the
cloning of those plates and placing them onto the
stolen vehicle in order to conceal its identity?

That's correct.

And you've described what was found and in fact we have
a number of slides of the vehicle and what was within
the vehicle. we'll display those on the screen. First
of all, Sslide 141, please, Mr. Suter. And then 143,
please. And the black bin liners presumably containing
the explosives?

Yes, I believe so.

145, please. So, showing the false plates that you've
described?

That's correct.

92-D-402687
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Yes.

Then 147, please. 149. And 151. 1In fact, 147 and 149
had been identified to contain operationally-sensitive
material which would be of assistance to hostile actors
and therefore we haven't shown those on the screen.

But we saw enough of the vehicle and indeed the
contents of the vehicle.

Okay.

Now, just before we move on to the final topic relating
to Part 7, there is a fourth example of the utilisation
of cloned plates by dissident republican terrorists.
And would you tell us, please, about the events of 22nd
and 23rd may 19987

Yes. So, on 22nd and 23rd May 1998 a blue 3 Series BMw
registration number 9-3D-32860 was stolen from Malahide
in County Dublin. Later, that vehicle was stopped by
members of An Garda Siochana outside of Dundalk - two
vehicles were stopped. One of those cars was the BMw
bearing registration number, now bearing registration
number 90-D-36298, which were false registration
plates. And then that car was found to contain also
homemade explosives, booster tube and detonator cord.
So, again, we're seeing the utilisation of this

tactic --

Yeah.

-- to conceal the identity of a vehicle used to
transport a bomb?

Yes.

And, obviously, we know from the evidence you've given
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already that that very tactic was used to conceal the
identity of the bomb car for the Omagh bombing as it
moved from the Republic of Ireland to Omagh on 15th
August?

Yes.

Now, the final topic within Part 7, within the report
the AGS has very helpfully provided a summary of the
civil action that took place.

Yes.

often called the Breslin litigation. Wwe're grateful
for that, but we're going to address the detail of
those proceedings during the course of our oral
evidence process. But what it is helpful for you to
confirm is this: That following the civil trial,
Seamus Daly, Michael McKevitt, Liam Campbell and

colm Murphy were ruled to be civilly liable for the

omagh bombing and were ordered by a Belfast Court to

pay £1.6 million to the victims of the attack or rather

to their families?

That's correct, yes.

And those four names I've just given, Seamus Daly,
Michael McKevitt, Liam Campbell and Colm Murphy were
all members of dissident republican groups?

They were.

And, furthermore, not only were those four individuals

found 1liable for the attack, but the Real IRA was found

liable as well?
Yes, that's my understanding of it, yes.

So, there was a further defendant in the civil
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Titigation, a man that we've heard about already called
Seamus McKenna.

That's correct.

But he was, at the conclusion of the proceedings, found
not to be 1liable?

Correct, yes.

Detective Superintendent, thank you very much indeed.
That's all that I want to ask you about Part 7.

Right. Thank you.

[End of video].

MR. GREANEY: Your Honour, I suggest that we take a
break at this stage. I'm very grateful to Ms. Harrison
for sitting on longer than we would normally. Could we
have a break please, until 10 to midday and Mr. de 1la
Poer will then call Detective Chief Inspector
Billingsley of the Police Service of Northern Ireland.
CHAIRMAN: A1l right, thank you.

THE INQUIRY ADJOURNED BRIEFLY AND RESUMED AS FOLLOWS:

CHAIRMAN: Mr. de 1la Poer.
MR. DE LA POER: Sir, thank you. We have seated in the
witness box Detective Chief Inspector Billingsley and I

wonder if we can begin with him being sworn please.

58

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.

133

133

:53

153



O 00 N O v h W N B

N N N NN NNNNDNRRRRRRBRRPR R R
© 00 N O U1 & W N R O ©W W N O U A WN R O

350

351

352

353

354

355

356

357

o r» o »r

o r»r o r

DETECTIVE CHIEF INSPECTOR PETER BILLINGSLEY, HAVING
BEEN SWORN, WAS QUESTIONED BY MR. DE LA POER AS
FOLLOWS:

CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Billingsley.

THE WITNESS: Thank you, Sir.

MR. DE LA POER: Could you please your state your full
name and rank?

My name is Pete Billingsley, I'm a Detective Chief
Inspector.

DCI Billingsley, you are an officer within the Police
Service of Northern Ireland, is that right?

That's correct.

when did you join the PSNI?

In January 2004.

And since then you have progressed up the rank
structure to the rank that you currently hold?

Yes, that's correct.

In the course of your work you have been involved in
major investigations?

I have, yes.

And have you held SIO accreditation in homicide cases?
I have, yes.

That means that you were approved, having completed
training, to act as a senior investigating officer?
That's correct.

wWhen did you first get promoted to the rank of
Detective Chief Inspector?

In and around 2022.
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I think, since then you have had a period when you were
a temporary Detective Superintendent, is that right?
Acting, yes, that's correct.

Acting. Now, there came a point in your service when
you joined the PSNI's Omagh Bombing Inquiry Team, is
that right?

Yes, that's correct.

And did you join it to take the role effectively
Teading that team?

Yes, that's correct.

Now, was that a role that you held full-time or did you
have other duties as well?

I held other duties also.

And you are not still the head of that team, 1is that
correct?

That's correct.

when did you leave the PSNI Omagh Bombing Inquiry Team?
In and around the beginning of January of this year.
And were you replaced as the leader of that time by
Detective Chief Inspector Neil McGuinness?

That's correct.

And did he continue until May of this year?

That's correct.

when he was replaced by Detective Chief Inspector Gault
from whom we heard earlier in these hearings?

That's correct.

Having provided that brief introduction to you and the
team that you've worked in, I'm going to set out for

you and everybody else the route map for my questioning
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368 Q.

today so that everybody knows where we're going.

The first topic will be a short one, and it will deal
with the statements that you provided and the process
by which those have been compiled. we will then
together in Topic 2 provide an overview of the Omagh
police investigation, there'll be some questions that I
have to ask you about how that developed. And we will,
at the same time, just provide some scene setting for

the Criminal Investigation Department.

Topic 3, which will be the most substantial, will be
various aspects of that investigation which will be
organised in accordance with the part structure that
we've adopted for the Chapter 3 hearings, and we will
have a short concluding topic in relation to forensic
science. So, four topics and we will start now,
please, on the first topic, the statements that you

have provided.

So, is it correct that you have provided three
statements to the Inquiry; a sequence of events
statement dated 16th october of last year; an addendum
to that also dated 16th October; and a suspect
statement?

Yes, I've provided those three statements.

And in addition to that, you have overseen the
production of a presentation which was based upon your

statements?
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375

That's correct.

Now, you and I will be focusing on the sequence of

events and addendum sequence of events, you've kindly

agreed to return in the week of 9th November, is that

right to speak to your suspect statement?

That's correct.

Now, let's just consider how you compiled your
statements. Were you working with a team of people
supporting you?

That's correct.

And did you task them to undertake research on your
behalf?

I did, yes.

And did you discuss with them the product of their
research and whether further research was required?
I did, yes.

And have you taken all reasonable steps to satisfy
yourself that what you're going to tell us today is
accurate and correct?

I have, yes.

Nevertheless, I'm sure you will be the first to agree,

Detective Chief Inspector, that you don't sit there

having an encyclopaedic knowledge of everything in your

memory, is that fair?
That's correct.

And so, have you also prepared yourself some notes

which you have within the witness box which you have

shared with the Inquiry Legal Team ahead of time so

that there's full transparency about what you have 1in
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376 Q.
A.
377 Q.
A.

front of you?

Yes, that's correct.

Now, on behalf of the Inquiry Legal Team before we
Teave this topic, I just want to say that we are very
grateful to you for your statements and to acknowledge
the fact that they have been used in the development of
the Inquiry Legal Team summaries and the EPE prepared
by Mr. Safranauskas and they assisted the Inquiry Legal
Team establishing a timeline at a relatively early
stage, so our thanks to you for the work that's gone

into them.

we're going to turn now to Topic 2, the Omagh
investigation, and we're going to start with just
providing an understanding please of the structure
within the RUC back in 1998 for the investigation of
crime. And, firstly, can you confirm that your
colleague Detective Chief Inspector Gault has prepared
a lengthy statement on this topic?

Yes, I can.

And I think you have a copy of that statement if you
need to refer to it but we're just going to provide an
overview, at this stage, with DCI Gault coming back in

Chapter 4 to deal with the detail.

So, the first thing is, is the part of the RUC
responsible for the investigation of crime known as the
Criminal Investigation Department?

That's correct.
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Qo

o r» o »r

So, that is CID as 1it's sometimes referred to?

That's correct.

And is it principally staffed by officers who are
detectives, such as yourself?

That's correct.

what DCI Gault tells us is that the primary function
was to investigate past offending with a view to
bringing criminal cases against those responsible,
terrorist-related and non-terrorist related, whereas
Special Branch focused on future attacks?

That's correct.

That's a quote from his statement. I'm sure you would
readily adopt that as being a correct description?

Yes.

we'll come to Special Branch in a moment. Did CID form
part of Department C within the RUC?

Yes, that's correct.

And did it have its own intelligence capability?

It would have had, yes.

But, plainly that capability might relate to what might
be described as general crime but in relation to
terrorist-related activity was the expectation that if
CID received such intelligence it would pass it to
Special Branch?

That's correct.

Is that because Special Branch, within the RUC, held
the primary responsibility for intelligence relating to
terrorism?

That's correct.
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A.
387
388 Q.
A.
389
A.
390 Q.
A.
391 Q.
392

>

Now, again, just quoting from DCI Gault's statement, a

statement I'm sure you will agree with:

"Special Branch was the single repository for all
terrorism-related intelligence on the previous

incidents as they were terrorist attacks."

Yes, that's correct.

Now, we don't need to go into the detail of it here but
just so that we have a Timited understanding sufficient
for our purposes, 1is it right that Special Branch had
arrangements in place for passing information to CID?
Yes, there would be, yes.

Now, the various descriptions of those structures
changed over time but from 1996, at the HQ level, the
headquarter level, was it the Force Intelligence
Bureau?

Yes, that's correct.

And beneath that was there a regional intelligence unit
that acted as the interface between Special Branch and
CID?

Yes.

And then were there collators at a divisional level?
Yes, that's correct.

So, three tiers by which Special Branch could pass
information to CID?

Yes, that's correct.

And were each of those structures, did they form part

of Special Branch, did they form part of CID or did
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they sit in between the two?

I am not certain, I believe that they would have sat in
between the two. There would have been officers from
each side of the retrospective houses I believe.

Now, in terms of other units that were available to
investigators, what we learn from DCI Gault 1is that,
perhaps unsurprisingly, in 1998 there wasn't a digital
investigation unit as we would expect to see now 1in
modern policing?

Yeah, that's correct.

There was a unit called the Telephone Liaison Unit, is
that correct?

That's correct.

That sat also within C Department like CID, is that
correct?

Yes, that's correct.

And was the responsibility of the TLU to make contact
with service providers in relation to telephone
records?

Yes, that would have been one of their
responsibilities.

Just so that we understand it; did they have an
analytical function insofar as you are aware, or were
they principally there to connect investigators with
the service providers?

My understanding is it was to connect officers with
service providers, and the analytical function would
have been carried out by a police analyst at the behest

of the investigating officer.

66

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.

12:02

12:03

12:03

12:03

12:03



398 Q. Now, there were also two units related to money, one
the Financial Investigation uUnit and one the Financial
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I believe so, yes.

399 And, finally, for present purposes, was there also a
function within the RUC known as the weapons and
Explosives Research Centre which had expertise on which 1204
RUC could draw in relation to explosives and other
weapons?
That's correct.

400 That very much is a whistle-stop tour through different

structures, hopefully, so that the language which we're

using later can make better sense to people.

But the

conclusion of DCI Gault in relation to the Criminal

Investigation Department was this, and I'11l quote it to

you again:

"The PSNI would agree that in general terms, CID was

underresourced In 1997/98, this is something that

policing shared with many public services."

The reference for that is paragraph 120 but I know that

you've familiarised yourself with that statement. And

sitting here now on behalf of PSNI, is that a statement

you can endorse as being correct?

Yes,

I would confirm that to be correct.
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402

So, we'll consider that statement in relation to some
of the detail that we're going to come to now when we

consider the start of the Omagh bombing investigation.

So, there are a number of individuals who we need to
identify and we're going do this by reference to the
SIO Policy Log. Now, you can perhaps help us with some
Tanguage here, what is the purpose, DCI Billingsley, of
the SIO Policy Log?

It's effectively to record decisions made in relation
to an investigation. Certainly, in my training, for
example, Decision 1 will be that I have decided to
commence an investigation into X, Y or Z. And then
it's to document the mindset of the senior
investigating officer as they progressed through the
investigation. It also allows the senior investigating
officer to come back and review decisions that have
been made in case -- sometimes when you're making
decisions, you're under quite a bit of pressure and
you're making them in fast time, so to speak, and
sometimes with a little reflection, whenever things
slow down a 1little, it gives an opportunity to make
sure that you've gone in the logical and sensible
direction with an investigation.

we'll bring up a printout of the SIO Policy Log, it is
INQ 034746, and we're just going to look at three
entries on this log together. [Slide shown]. I wonder
if we could just make that a Tittle Targer, if possible

please. Thank you very much indeed. So, we can see
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here that this is recorded as "Policy Book No.1l," do
you see that heading there?

Yes, I can.

Now, it's being described as a book; would the practice
in 1998 have been for a senior investigating officer to
write down in manuscript their decisions?

I believe that would have been the case and certainly
it's the way I would do it now in a duplicate book, for
want of a better term.

And what we're seeing here is a typed-up version of
that decision which is in the HOLMES database so that
it 1s accessible to those who are given authority to
access it?

Yes, that's correct.

And we can see that the Decision No.1l, is 15th August
1998, it's timed at 5:00 p.m. and the decision-maker 1is
Detective Superintendent Brian McArthur, is that
correct?

That's correct.

And he is there making decisions about extending the
scene. Now, 1in police language does that mean
cordoning off an additional area for the purpose of the
capture of evidence?

Yes.

So, we'll just be clear about this with everyone, the
cordons are not to protect the public as they would be
before an explosion, that would be their intention,
this 1is instead to preserve evidence?

That's correct.
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A.
409 Q
A.
410 Q.

And this is an investigator's decision because the

investigator wants to ensure that as much evidence is

protected from contamination or disposal as possible?

That'

S correct.

So, that is the first record of an investigator's

decision. Move forward, please, to Decision 7 which is

on page 6. Thank you very much indeed, Ms. Montgomery.

So, Decision 7, we're still on 15th August, it's

9:00

p.m. at the time that this decision is made. Wwe

can see it is the Chief Constable, so Sir Ronnie

Flanagan as he is now, making this decision. Do you

have

Yes,

that, it should be on your screen?
I do.

And we can see he consulted both Detective Chief

Superintendent Anderson and Detective Chief

Superintendent Houston. And the text at the bottom

then

reads:

"The following appointments agreed with the Chief

Constable.™

I thi

this page, but if we go over the page, please, and just

nk that would be all the information we can see on

stay with Decision 7, please, so just the part that's

before 8, which we'll come to. I think it is the top

two-thirds of the page we need, Ms. Montgomery, down to

Decision 8, so a little further down, if you don't

mind.
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A.
411 Q.

A.
412 Q.
413

A.
414 Q.

So, we can see here that Task Force Commander is
identified as Detective Chief Superintendent Anderson,
is that right?

That's correct.

SIO, Detective Chief Superintendent Houston?

Yes.

And Deputy SIO, Detective Superintendent Brian
McArthur, the person we saw responsible for Decision 17?
That's correct.

The text reads:

"It was further agreed the Detective Chief
Superintendent Anderson will front the investigation
with the others and In his role of Deputy ACC Crime

arrange any outside resources required.”

The reason given:

"The appointment of Detective Chief Superintendent
Anderson as press media liaison officer adopted iIn

order to relieve the S10 of their responsibility.”

So, in effect, they're removing some of the
responsibilities that an SIO might have which aren't
directly related to investigation so that the SIO can
focus on their task?

That's correct.

Just so that we understand, this is a good example here

of how it works. Wwe can see that it was signed by
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415

416

Brian McArthur and the date here is 20th of August
1998. will that be the date that the entry is made on
the HOLMES database?

Potentially, yes.

we know that the decision is dated 15th August but that
was written down, this is the typed record of that
decision and appears to have a separate datestamp?

Yes, that's correct. It could also be that if you're
involved in the throes of an investigation that you may
not have time to make note of your decisions as you
make them and, on occasion, they can be done
retrospectively also.

So, that's Decision 7. We're going to look now please,
Ms. Montgomery, at the bottom of the page and over in a
moment on to page 8. So, Decision 8 is timed at the
same time on the 15th. We can see it's Detective Chief
Superintendent Anderson and Detective Chief

Superintendent Houston who make 1it.
"The i1nvestigation will go onto the HOLMES system which
will be set up in Strabane Station. A satellite HOLMES

office will be maintained."

And we can go over the page please. And just down to

Decision 9 please, thank you very much.

"Omagh Station: The incident room will be established

at Omagh Station.

72

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.

12:11

12:12

12:12

12:12

12:13



O 00 N O v h W N B

N P R R R R R R R R R
© VW O N O Ul A W N R O

21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29

417

418

419

Reason: The reason the major HOLMES room will be

established at Strabane station is twofold: The

telephone lines In the Omagh Station have been affected

by the bomb and will not be repaired for at least 24

hours. The HOLMES room in Omagh is very small for such

anticipated large 1nquiry."”

And, again, we can see that there is a date of the 20th

associated with that decision of the 1

5th.

Now, your colleague, DCI McGuinness, has provided a

very lengthy statement, hasn't he, abo
system?
That's correct.

And so, he 1is coming to speak to that

ut the HOLMES

next week, so

we're not going to go into the detail of HOLMES. But,

can you confirm for us that HOLMES stands for, the Home

office Large and Major Enquiry System?

That's correct.

And it is a computer database which can be used to

record events within an investigation?
That's correct.

well, that would be sufficient for our
purposes. But, let us now continue, p
considering who else was part of the i
And here you may want to turn up of yo
statement, paragraph 240, because ther
in there, that it would be helpful for
put into the record. Paragraph 420.
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1 that helps.

2 A. Yes, thank you.

3 420 Q. would you 1like just to read out for us, please, what

4 resources were made available on the day of the bomb,

5 please? 12:15
6 A. "On the day of the bomb the following staff were

7 initially made available:

8

9 16 detectives from Headquarters Serious Crime Squad,
10 C12; 12:15
11
12 20 uniformed constables from across Northern Ireland;
13
14 6 members of the local crime team in Omagh;
15 12:15
16 8 members of the North Region Crime Squad;

17

18 14 divisional CID officers;

19
20 2 detective sergeants from the south region; 12:15
21
22 2 uniformed sergeants from Belfast; and
23
24 1 uniformed sergeant from the south region.™
25 12:15
26 421 Q. You go on to say that additional staff were added in
27 the days and weeks that followed?
28 A. That's correct.
29 422 Q. So, was a structure then imposed upon those officers so
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424

425

that we had both investigators, and here you deal with
this at paragraph 422, who are the priority inquiry
team. Wwe also have uniformed officers supervised by
detective officers who were conducting interviews, and
a team whose objective was focused on those who had
been hospitalised?

That's correct.

So, on any view, I'm sure you can agree, a very
substantial number of people were allocated to this at
an early stage?

Yes, that's correct.

Are you able to say whether or not this was the
Targest, or one of the largest investigations that the
RUC had carried out or was this not, in the scheme of
all of the investigations, one of a very great size?

I would imagine that it was, certainly at the time,
probably the largest and would probably still be a
significantly large today.

Now, given that answer which I appreciate you have
couched in cautious terms making clear that you don't
know that for a fact, if this is a very big
investigation for the RUC, did you, when you were
reviewing the material, see whether they consulted with
any other police forces around the United Kingdom to
draw on wider experience about how to run such a large
inquiry?

That is something that I didn't focus my attention on
in preparation for today, I can certainly take that

away and establish that. I am aware that was liaison
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426 Q.
A.
427 Q.
A.
428 Q.

with some other police forces, but I can't say if that
was definitively the purpose or if that was one of the
purposes.

Now, we've dealt with the initial set-up and the
guestion that was posed to you was about the initial
set-up. 1In fact, the Inquiry holds information to
suggest that by the end of September 1998 a decision
was taken to remove over half the investigators from
the team effective from 7th October, so that's
information that we hold from other sources. From your
research and consideration, does that accord with your
understanding?

I'm aware of the sources where you have the information
from and it would tie with any investigation on that
scale. The demand placed on policing is significant
and naturally any large inquiry would, at some point,
space and time have to start scaling back resources.
So, 1is your answer to this effect, that your experience
in major investigations is that there is often a
substantial resource allocated to it at the outset but,
inevitably, there comes a point in any investigation
where resourcing has to be diverted to other
investigations and other policing requirements?

Yes, that would be correct.

I suppose the question that drops out of that is that
we are dealing here with a moment in time just seven
weeks after an atrocity of extraordinary proportions,
is 1t your expectation and experience that that

reduction to less than half would occur in that sort of
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429 Q.

timeframe for an investigation of this size?

It's very difficult to say. Obviously, with Oomagh as

being as large a scale investigation as it was, there

would be an expectation that a significant resource

would be made available to the investigation.

However,

I wasn't present at the time and I'm not aware of the

circumstances as to why that decision would have been

made or was made. So, I find it very difficult to

speak to the rationale behind why that would be the

case. I think it's fair to say that during the first

seven weeks of an investigation significant inroads,

for want of a better way of putting it, would be made

into any investigative strategy and there would be
certainly an idea of a direction of travel in terms of

the mindset of the SIO and the direction we're Tooking

at as to who our suspects are, et cetera.

Just help us with that, the mindset of an SIO.

Every

SIO must know what you know, which is that there will

come a point in the investigation when the initial
surgeon has to be reallocated, is it expected that that
reallocation will simply be a pragmatic choice, 1in

other words, it doesn't matter where the investigation

has got to, those resources are needed elsewhere?

is it expected that the investigation will have reached
a particular point when there is confidence about
suspects or lines of inquiry that there will be a

diminution in resources, or does it sit somewhere

between the two?

It probably sits somewhere between the two.
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431

432

433

something that's very, very difficult to quantify, if
that makes sense. As an SIO, I would fight and seek
for resources if I felt they were required, whereas in
other aspects I may be able to release resources
knowing the demands. It really would depend on the
demands being placed upon the resources that you're
using at the time.

Now, have you seen any evidence from your review of the
papers which indicated whether there was any, to use
your word, fight over resources as between the SIO and
the wider policing needs of the RUC at the time?
Again, I didn't look specifically at that as a topic
that I was covering so I wouldn't be able to
definitively say, though I would be very surprised if
any SIO did not endeavour to ensure their inquiry or
their investigation was sufficiently resourced.

One of the features of the SIO and Deputy SIO in the
early stages is that they were very senior officers,
weren't they?

Yes.

You've told us you're a DCI and you're qualified as an
SI0 (or at least were at one time) so it doesn't
require the rank of Detective Chief Superintendent to
be an SI0, does 1it?

NO.

But nevertheless a very senior officer, just below
Chief officer rank was allocated and a Superintendent
as the deputy. From the information that we have, it

appears that neither was occupying their roles on a
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434 Q.
A.
435 Q.
436 Q.
A.

full-time basis, is that your understanding?

As any SIO, you would have other duties during an
investigation, you would have potentially more than one
investigation to manage at any time so I assume that
they will have been in a similar position.

That's the follow-up question. It appears to us at the
moment that they weren't full-time, but what you can
perhaps add to that fact is your experience as an SIO;
would you expect an investigation of this size,
importance and complexity, to require a full-time SIO?
Certainly, 1in the beginning of the case the S1I0 I would
have expected to dedicate the vast majority, if not all
of their time to such an investigations of such
gravity, given the scale of the Omagh bombing and the
impact that it ultimately had. I would have had the
expectation that certainly in today's day and age I
would expect that the SI0 would be given a fairly
reasonable amount of time where that could be their
sole focus.

So, perhaps, not quite full-time but very nearly
full-time for a substantial period of time?

Yes.

And, again, similarly for the Deputy SIO as well so
that they are working cohesively as a team?

Yes, I would expect that. It's probably worth
caveating that an SIO will not only have carriage of
one investigation at a time. So, whilst you take on a
new investigation you could have one, two, three, four,

five others that you still need to continue to maintain
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437 Q.
A.
438 Q.
A.
439 Q.
A.
440
A.
441 Q.
A.
442

progress with, I suppose is the best term.

Now, we know that the Deputy SIO was supported by a

person who has the benefit of an anonymity Restriction

order, Detective Chief Inspector Officer 15,
correct?

Yes, that's correct.

is that

we'll come on to where that person fits within the

picture as we consider how the SIO position changed

over time.

The information the Inquiry has is that Detective Chief

Superintendent Houston, who was the original
retired in 2000, is that your understanding?

That is my understanding, yes.

And do you know from the information you've had access

to whether that was a planned retirement, a long time

SIO,

coming or whether that was a decision made in 20007

I have no 1idea.

we know, for example, that in the summer of 2000, Chief

Superintendent McVvicker was appointed to conduct a

review; do you know whether there was any relationship

between the one SIO being replaced and that review?

I have no idea.

In terms of the command structure, can you confirm,

please, that when Detective Chief Superintendent

Houston retired, Detective Superintendent McArthur took

over as the SI0?
That's correct.

So, the deputy promoted to the full Teader.
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444

445

446

447

448

Detective Chief Inspector Officer 15 become the Deputy
SIO at that point?

I'm not certain from the information that I've viewed
of the date that that happened, but it would suggest it
was in around a similar time.

well, speaking of the summer of 2000, we're going to
hear from former Chief Superintendent Mcvicker next
week, but you can confirm for the purpose of our
chronology that as a result of an idea proposed by
Assistant Chief Constable Raymond white, Detective
Chief Superintendent McVvicker was appointed to conduct
a review?

That's correct.

And that was the first review of an ongoing
investigation that the RUC had ever done?

That's correct, I believe.

And it was proposed to the cChief Constable who approved
it, 1s that your understanding?

That's my understanding.

And it reported, in December of 2000, 1is that also your
understanding?

I believe so, yes.

Can you confirm, we don't need to go into the detail of
them, that the outworkings of that review was a very
Targe number of recommendations aimed at benefitting
the investigation?

That's correct.

So, if we continue just to move forward please in our

chronology as the investigation is evolving at an
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Q.

overview level. o0n 29th July 2001, The Sunday People
published an article reporting what a person given the
name Kevin Fulton was saying about intelligence he
provided before the attack. And that led to the Police
Oombudsman Taunching an investigation, that's right,
isn't it?

That's correct.

And that ombudsman, Baroness O'Loan (as she is now)
reported on 12th December 2001, is that correct?

I believe so.

Again, we don't need to go into the detail of it, but
her report included comment upon the investigation,
didn't 1t?

That's correct.

That was December 2001, in May of 2002, Detective
Superintendent Norman Baxter was appointed as the SIO?
That's correct.

Are you able to assist us - and we're going to be
hearing from former Detective Superintendent Baxter in
the week of 9th November - are you able to give any
assistance as to any of the rationale behind Detective
Superintendent McArthur moving out of that role and
Norman Baxter being appointed into it?

I can't, apologies.

Detective Superintendent Baxter held the position until
2008, and his deputy was Chief Inspector officer 15;
that's correct, isn't it?

That's correct.

when Detective Superintendent Baxter Tleft the
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459

investigation in 2008, was he replaced by any other SIO
that you're aware of?

Not until a Tater period where Detective Superintendent
Agnew then came to the Omagh investigation.

well, we'll come to him in a moment, I think that's
2016, so that's a period of eight years?

Yes.

was there a Tive investigation in terms of actively
being pursued in the period after Detective
Superintendent Baxter left, up until 20167

well, there wouldn't have been an SIO directing the
direction of travel of the investigation, though I
imagine there would have been enquiries that remained
from his time being carried out and concluded.

So, there might have been returns on enquiries that he
set running, but no new enquiries being generated and
any facility for analysing those responses or was that
not until 20167

I would need to seek confirmation around that if the
Inquiry so wished a conclusive answer in relation to
that.

Do you think it would be fair to say this, that there
wasn't an active investigate between 2008 and 20167

If there was no SI0 directing, I would assume there was
Timited action in relation to the investigation.

So, then that brings us to 2016 to complete the history
of this. Detective Superintendent Keith Agnew was
appointed to conduct a review of the investigation, is
that right?
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460 Q.
A.
461 Q.
A.
462 Q.
A.
463 Q.
A.
464 Q.

That's correct.

And the purpose of his instruction was to see if
anything could be done to further progress the Omagh
bombing investigation?

That's correct.

And he reported in May of 20167

That's correct.

And was his conclusion that the investigation could not
be progressed and that it should be passed to PSNI's
Tegacy investigation branch team?

That's correct.

So, again, that just gives us an overview here of
various moments in time in the course of the
investigation. There are two specific overview topics
about the investigation before we come to the detail
just to deal with. The first relates to what were
termed in the investigation as "linked incidents.”" Do
you know what I am referring to when I say "linked
incidents"?

Yes, I do.

The Inquiry has adopted a different term for them, we
are referring to them as "previous incident," the
Inquiry has identified 32 and that is a long 1list of
those that we are investigating to see whether or not
they are linked. But can you confirm that within the
omagh bombing investigation the concept that there may
have been earlier criminal activity of a terrorist
nature by the perpetrators of the omagh bombing did
form part of the thinking?

84

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.

12:30

12:31

12:31

12:31

12:31



O 00 N O v h W N B

N N N NN NNNNDNRRRRRRBRRPR R R
© 00 N O U1 & W N R O ©W W N O U A WN R O

465

466

467

That's correct.

And was it in October 1998, so a period of between one
and a half and two and a half months later, that a
small team was set up to look at what were called
"linked incidents"?

Yes, I believe that to be correct.

Now, we'll hear from Mr. McVicker about this, but the

Tanguage used is "small team," notwithstanding that
there were a significant number of potentially Tlinked
incidents. Are you able to comment on the level of
resource that seems to have been applied to looking at
historical events and how they might help the
investigation?

No, I haven't Tocated that information as yet.

well, we know that Detective Chief Superintendent
McVvicker did look at that in 2000 so we'll hear from
him and his view about it. But the question for you,
having looked back at all the material, is, we know
that the concept of linked incidents was being talked
about from October 1998; did you see any evidence,
within the Omagh bombing investigation, that they were
building on previous work that had been done, in other
words that this idea of linked incidents and a single
group or combined groups were perpetrating attacks, did
you see any evidence that that Omagh bombing team built
on earlier work?

Yes, there's several instances. The workings of one of
the scientists on 17th August believed that there were

Tinks to three other incidents that had happened
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A.
469 Q.
A.
470
A.

previously that he'd looked at in relation to I believe
the TPUs, the timer power units.

Yes.

Apologies I have the PSNI document number and not the
INQ number, but I utilised document 9674, so D9674,
which provides Tike a summary of the decisions taken in
relation to linked incidents. The first decision noted
in that is Decision 41, which was on 19th August '98
which was to research previous PIRA bombs. I assume

that was the starting of trying to see similarities.

Decision 72 then, which was made on 01/10, is 1in
relation to establishing a 1list of incidents prior to
the Omagh bomb that can be 1linked. And there are a
number of other decisions running through that but it
gives a rough timeframe of whenever these were first
thought of.

So, October 1is not our first moment in time in terms of
within the investigation, the thinking is recorded as
having started on 17th August?

Sorry, the 19th.

Sorry, that was me misremembering. Did you see any
evidence that that thinking was building on work done
before 15th August, in other words that there was
already established a pool of thinking within the RUC
that the Omagh bombing investigation could say, 'Let's
grab that and build on that'?

It's quite difficult to say. As an SIO, if I was

investigating a similar type of incident I would expect
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472

Forensic Science Northern Ireland (as it now is) to
assist me in establishing, for example, we identify and
refer to a Mk 19 timer power unit --

Yes.

-- providing information and possibly through work.

So, the possibility coming from the forensic science
side that that work had already begun. what about
within the RUC itself in terms of code words that had
been used across multiple incidents, whether that was
being tracked and considered so that the team on 19th
August could say we already know which previous events
had used this codeword, we need to focus on those ones
as a starting point?

So, that would certainly be looked at. In terms of
code words, for example, I have been a police officer
now for coming up on 23 years and only code word that I
know is the one relevant to this Inquiry and this
investigation. They were not something that was
broadly publicised. Communications rooms would have
potentially known, and I would assume the 1likes of
Special Branch, so that if a code word came in it could
be -- it would get to the term of a recognised code
word. Certainly, in my experience of any incidents
that I have dealt with in the past, I would never be
told the code word, I'd be told that a recognised code
word has been used. So, I would expect -- I suppose
what I'm trying to say is I don't know how long that
would take to carry out that research to start 1linking

incidents by code word, but I would expect it would be
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A.
474 Q.
A.
475 Q.

done in the early stages, certainly the wheels set 1in

motion.

we know 1

t was done in the Omagh bombing investigation

because we've seen the output of that where research

was done.

I suppose, my question was whether or not

you've seen any evidence to suggest that work had

already been done before the Omagh attack so that there

was already thinking around, for example, the way in

which the previous incidents may have been 1linked

before the Oomagh bombing investigation which could be

drawn upon by those investigating?

I would need to confirm. I would be of a view that the

Tikes of

the -- when we talk about the Coupatan switch

or the TPUs, that these would have been documented 1in

previous

instances and, to my mind, an SIO would be

Tooking to try and establish 1links to others to see if

that woul

d assist with any investigative leads.

The second general topic to cover the investigation

before we move on to my Topic 3, is information sharing

between the AGS and RUC/PSNI (as it became) during the

investigation. The first one 1is very general question,

did you see examples of information sharing between the

respective police forces on either side of the Border?

Yes, I di

d.

Did you see any information when you were Tooking

through to prepare your statement indicating that there

were any
either si

passing?

difficulties or challenges experienced on

de of that relationship with information
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476 Q.

There was nothing that suggested it directly. And, I
suppose, prior to the -- there were structures put in
place to share information following the signing of the
Anglo Irish Government, by the British and Irish
Governments around about 15th November 1985. off the
back of that, there was a working party that was
creating and attended by, initially the RUC Chief
Constable and the Commissioner of AGS. This then
reduced down in rank and there was some debate around
structures north and south of the Border as to how --
for example, in the North, Special Branch sat separate
to CID whereas in the South in some locations a
detective performed both roles and there was
disagreement as to what was the best model. And it
could be seen that there was some disagreement but,
ultimately, that is the height of what I've seen around
there being any difficulty in working relationships and
to my mind it would be a very small and nuanced
example. And Ultimately it Ted to the creation of a
document that was signed by both police and north and
south of the Border that would basically give an
agreement that there would be information sharing when
and where appropriate.

That document was created, just so that we're clear
about the date of the document you're talking?

'85. I'd need to go to the document to get you the
exact date that it's signed on, but it followed on from
the -- the recommendation of the Anglo Irish Agreement,

whenever it was signed was that communication happen

89

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.

12:39

12:39

12:39

12:40

12:40



O 00 N O v h W N B

N N N NN NNNNDNRRRRRRBRRPR R R
© 00 N O U1 & W N R O ©W W N O U A WN R O

477 Q.
A.
478 Q.
A.
479 Q.

between north and south of the Border in relation to
policing, and that document was the outworking of that.
The Oomagh bombing was unprecedented in terms of 1its
size of civilian casualties. Did you see any
information from the material that you reviewed that
any particular memorandum of agreement or additional
Tayer of formality governing the sharing, given how
wide the investigation was inevitably going to be, that
was put in place post that attack?

Not that I saw. There were, obviously, mechanisms in
place that would have been unusual at the time such as
the incident, well the Incident Room is maybe not the
right term, but a team set up south of the Border in
relation to the Omagh Bomb Inquiry that, obviously,
showed that there was a desire to assist.

Certainly, that desire was mutually stated that each
force wanted to help each other. Bearing in mind your
position just looking back over the documents, would
you, therefore, defer to the likes of Mr. Mcvicker and
Mr. Baxter, who Tived through that period and were in
the thick of the investigation, for a better sense of
how well in practice that information sharing occurred?
I would have to, yes.

well, we're going to now move on to the third and most
substantial of my topics, which is just to deal with

aspects of the investigation.

Now, the first thing I hope which will allow us to put

into evidence, with your support, is that the Inquiry
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Legal Team has prepared a number of factual evidence
summaries which includes a great deal of material
captured by the RUC/PSNI investigation; do you agree?
Yes, I agree.

Have you had an opportunity to look through those which
in part built on and reference your own statement, to
satisfy yourself that within their own terms they are
accurate?

Yes, I have.

So, those will all be published and you and I are going
to draw on the content of some of them working on the
basis that they correctly represent what the

investigation uncovered.

As I said earlier, we're going do this by reference to
the Inquiry part structure. So, we will start, please,
with our Part 3, which is evidence relating to 12th and
14th August 1998. And it's during that period,
Detective Chief Inspector, that the bomb car was
stolen, wasn't it?

Yes, that's correct.

we've heard from An Garda Siochana about that and we've
seen a presentation about it, but you can confirm and
you deal with this from paragraph 23 of your statement,
that Anthony Donegan was a car thief known to the AGS,
wasn't he?

That's correct.

And he was arrested and interviewed at a relatively

early stage by the AGS and in that first set of
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interviews he denied any involvement?

That's correct.

we'll then come to rearrest in June 1999, that was,
again, an AGS arrest so in the Republic of Ireland, is
that right?

That's correct.

And by that stage - we're jumping ahead a little, but
so that everybody understands, but by June 1999 the RUC
had developed a much clearer picture about the
telephones, hadn't it, and supplied some of that
information to the AGS?

That's correct.

And so the AGS had that information available to them
for the purpose of interviewing Mr. Donegan?

That's correct.

And is the upshot of that telephone evidence that there
was a pattern of contact involving three people;
Anthony Donegan, Paul Kelly and Seamus Daly?

That's correct.

Now, when that telephone evidence was put to him in
June of 1999, can you confirm that Mr. Donegan was
recorded as admitting the theft?

That's correct.

And he went further still and drew a sketch, according
to the records, of from where he had stolen the car in
Carrickmacross?

That's correct.

Did he assert, in that interview, that he didn't know

why he was stealing the car?
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Yes.

But he was accepting that he had been commissioned to
steal it for order?

That's correct.

Did he refuse to sign a statement to that effect?

He did, yes.

And are you able to confirm that a file went to the
Director of Public Prosecution in the Republic of
Ireland in relation to Mr. Donegan and the admissions
he's made and a decision was taken not to prosecute
Mr. Donegan?

That's correct.

Have you seen any explanation provided at the time for
why that decision was made?

No, I have not.

we'll stay with Anthony Donegan and we're coming to
paragraph 28 of your sequence of events statement. Wwas
he arrested by the PSNI in February 20057

Yes, he was, on 7th February 2005, I believe.

And so, given who the arresting force 1is, do we
conclude that he must have been in Northern Ireland at
the time of his arrest?

Yes.

So, this is PSNI's first opportunity to interrogate
him. was the telephone analysis put to him?

Yes, I believe so.

And was his account to the PSNI that he was involved in
"criminal activity" that night?

Yes, I believe so.
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Now, the phrase you use is "he corroborated notes made
by the AGS in the June 1999 interview." Can you just
help us what you mean by that?

I believe that he confirmed that he had told AGS or
made these admissions to AGS, however, he then goes on
to deny any involvement in the vehicle theft.

He accepted, this 1is right, he accepted that he told
the AGS that he was involved in the theft but he said
that that wasn't true, that it was other criminal
activity that he was involved in?

Yes, certainly that's what the material that I've
reviewed suggests.

Did he admit that he was the author of the sketch to
the PSNI?

He did admit to having drawn the sketch but stated that
this was to explain how he drove from Dundalk to
Ccarrickmacross, from memory, and the location of a
Ticensed premises that he visited.

And did he admit that he spoke to Paul Kelly during the
period in question but said he couldn't remember what
it was about?

He did.

You can rest assured that the Inquiry Legal Team have
prepared a summary in greater detail but that is a
short version of what he said. As a result of that
interview, and the other evidence that was available,
was a decision made to charge to Mr. Donegan?

Yes, it was.

In fact, that was made the day after that interview?
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A.
505 Q.
A.
506 Q.
A.
507 Q.
A.
508
A.
509 Q.
A.
510 Q.
A.

Yes, on 8th February 2000.

In lay terms, was the allegation that he had made the
bomb car available to terrorists?

Yes.

In other words, not simply an allegation of theft but
an offence which captures those who assist terrorism?
Yes.

Having been charged, was a decision made by the Public
Prosecution Service to withdraw that case?

That's correct.

And was the reason given to the PSNI that there was
insufficient evidence to prove that he knew the vehicle
would be used for acts of terrorism?

Yes, I believe so.

So, just for you to help us, obviously the charging
decision is made in conjunction with the PPS and
ultimately when a person has been charged it's their
responsibility under the statute to have responsibility
for whether that continues or not, and they have a code
that they must apply; but did you see any consideration
given to charging Mr. Donegan with theft or conspiracy
to steal which he had undoubtedly admitted to?

Not in the material that I have reviewed, it may have
been because that sort of Tower Tevel offending
happened in a different jurisdiction.

But in 2005 there was still, in contemplation, the
prosecution of other individuals; that's right, isn't
it? we show Sean Hoey, we know Seamus Daly?

Yes, yes.
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511 Q.
A.
512 Q.
A.
513 Q.
A.
514 Q.

And would you agree, as a police officer, that
establishing as matter of fact that a particular person
played a particular role in criminality can be useful
in other prosecutions?

Yes.

There'd be no question that even if he didn't know that
it was going to be used for terrorism, that this was
organised criminality, premeditated, a conspiracy
involving individuals and, therefore, a serious form of
car theft?

Yes, potentially.

But, nevertheless, I think you've offered as a possible
reason that it was because the crime was of the Tevel
that it was and it was in a different jurisdiction that
it was thought that the appropriate prosecution would
be of the more serious offence involving terrorism but
then that crucial element was felt not to be capable of
being proved?

That is from my own logic applying it to the
circumstances. I haven't seen material to that fact,
all that I can tell you around what happened was that
he was charged with the highly level offence of making
property available to terrorists and, ultimately, that
was withdrawn due to a Tack of evidence.

Now, in relation to Anthony Donegan, you deal in your
addendum statement at page 6 with whether he himself
was known to be a dissident republican or a violent
dissident republican. I think the answer that you

provide is that his connections, such as they were,
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where through Paul Kelly?

That's correct.

who was suspected to be a member of the INLA?

That's correct.

So, I'm just going to use the time we have before lunch
to turn our attention away from Anthony Donegan to
Bernard McGinn. Now, Bernard McGinn was the owner of
the vehicle from which the number plates were,
effectively, cloned, weren't they?

Yes, that's correct.

And did the RUC 1investigate whether Mr. McGinn might
have been knowingly involved? So, did they consider
that as a possibility?

Yes, there were enquiries made to try and establish,
for example, if Mr. McGinn had links to paramilitary
groupings.

And in the end was Mr. McGinn, following those
enquiries, treated as a witness within the
investigation?

He was, yes.

So, in other words not a suspect but somebody who could
potentially provide information that was helpful to the
authorities?

Yes, that's correct.

Now, among the information provided by Mr. McGinn was
that he used, and we don't need to give the full name
here, a particular garage in Cullaville?

Yes, that's correct.

He also told investigators that in order to get to work
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he would, on occasion, drive on the Coes Road in
Dundalk?
That's correct.

Now, at paragraph 21 of your first statement - and I

appreciate you are juggling a lot of documentation here

so please do take your time?
Yes.

You record at paragraph 21 that the conclusion of the

investigation at the time, I'11 just Tet you find that?

Yes.

The conclusion of the investigation at the time was
that the car was stolen and then a match was found as
opposed to a match having been found and then a car
stolen?

Yes.

That appears to be the conclusion at the time. Were
you able to discern what 1line of reasoning lay behind
that?

No, I think the reality is that it is much simpler to
acquire a vehicle and then seek a number plate as
opposed to the other way round.

Now, what we know in the Inquiry, there were a number

of statements taken in the Republic of Ireland about

other people who were in Carrickmacross that night and,

in particular, the people who lived on St. Macartans
villas. And one inference from that material is that
there were repeated efforts to target vauxhall
Cavaliers; are you aware of that evidence?

I am aware of that.
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If it is a sound conclusion that, in particular,
vauxhall Cavaliers were being targeted, might that lend
support to the notion that a cloned vauxhall Cavalier
had been identified in advance?

I suppose, you could reason that, it could equally be
reasoned the other way that you stole a vauxhall
Cavalier because it was a relatively popular make and
model of car at the time, that it would be easy to
find, a number plate that could be cloned.

So, you would say that that doesn't necessarily take
the conclusion any further?

No.

Now, the investigation into the cloned number plates
resulted in the identification of a company 1in
Birmingham, in England, which manufactured the digits
used in a number plate, is that right?

That's correct.

And they supplied, among other people, a company called
wipeco in Newry?

That's correct.

And the 1investigation then looked at wipeco and
identified that that sold components for the
manufacturer of registration plates to customers 1in
South Armagh and in the Republic of Ireland?

That's correct.

And that, ultimately, having investigated who Wipeco
supplied to, a garage in Cullaville was identified?
That's correct.

And that is the same garage that Mr. McGinn told
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investigators he had used for the replacement of an
aerial and the replacement of, I think it was a wheel
in early 19987

That's correct.

So, did that lead the investigators to interview three
individuals, who we're not going to name now, who were
connected with that garage in Cullaville?

Yes, the owner and two employees.

And did those three people give accounts 1in interview
denying involvement?

They did, they denied involvement in the Omagh bombing
and they denied any involvement or 1links to the Real
IRA.

I think one was suspected of being a member of the
Provisional IRA and another was suspected of being
involved in the INLA, but, ultimately, no admissions
were made and no direct evidence against any of the
three men was identified?

That's correct.

And as a result were all three released without charge?
They were, yes.

Again, just to try to understand how this group may
have operated. 1If that garage was used as a way of
identifying a potential vehicle, that connection arose
before the theft, didn't it?

Yes.

Because on Mr. McGinn's case, again there's no clear
evidence about how Mr. McGinn's car was identified but

one possibility was it was through the garage and if
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that conclusion was sound, then that would lTend weight
to the support that it was a vauxhall Cavalier stolen
to order?

Potentially, yes.

The second way the investigation identified that

Mr. McGinn's car may have been identified was because
he drove down the Coes Road?

Yes, that's correct.

And there are a number of addresses on the Coes Road
which are linked to people who are regarded as
significant in the context of the Omagh bombing
investigation?

That's correct.

And we can headline the most obvious: Town Glass,
which was owned by Seamus McGrane; Oliver Treanor
employing the three Campbell brothers, including Seamus
McGrane, was based on an industrial estate on the Coes
Road?

That's correct.

MR. DE LE POER: Wwe've already seen other connections
but that is, perhaps, the one that springs first to
mind. Sir, I don't know whether that would be a
convenient moment? I'm about to move on to another
topic.

CHAIRMAN: If that's convenient for you.

MR. DE LA POER: Thank you very much. would two
o'clock be convenient?

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR. DE LA POER: Thank you.
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THE INQUIRY ADJOURNED FOR LUNCH AND RESUMED AS FOLLOWS:

CHAIRMAN: Yes, Mr. de la Poer.
MR. DE LA POER: Sir, thank you.

DC1 PETER BILLINGSLEY CONTINUED TO BE QUESTIONED BY
MR. DE LA POER AS FOLLOWS:

MR. DE LE POER: Detective Chief Inspector BillingsTey,
we are continuing with evidence relating to Part 3 of
the Inquiry Legal Team's structure for Chapter 3.

we've dealt with the theft of the car, we have dealt
with the cloning of number plates, we're next going to
consider the process of notification between An Garda
Siochana and RUC of stolen vehicles and, in particular,
the bomb car. And here can I ask just ask, please, for
the electronic presentation, Part 3 to come up and,

Ms. Montgomery, if you can move it up to 25 minutes and

50 seconds. [Presentation played].

Detective Chief Inspector, what we can see on screen is
the fax that we understand that was sent at one o'clock
from AGS in Dublin to a number of locations, each
marked with a red beacon, one of which was the CBI 1in
Belfast. So, that's the document and type of document
we're talking about. Are you able to help with how
frequently such messages were sent in relation to the
theft of cars, whether there was any pattern or

agreement, and whether there was any regularity to it?
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Unfortunately, I haven't been able to locate anything
that specifically tells us how often these types of
messages would have been sent, though it would be my
belief, from some of the terminology used, that it was
guite a regular occurrence, potentially daily.
Obviously, the purpose being that given we had a Tand
border with the Republic of Ireland, sharing vehicles
stolen and recovered from both sides of the 1line, so to
speak, meant that police forces on both sides of the
Tine were able to Took out for stolen vehicles or,
indeed, recover the same, so they became located
vehicles.

we're just going to put out a PIN in your phrase "look
out for" and come back to that in terms of how it
worked in practice in the RUC. But we know this fax
was sent to the CVI in Belfast. You've done a piece of
work seeking to understand whether the piece of paper
that would have emerged from the fax machine has been
capable of being recovered from the Belfast CvI, and is
the position that it is likely to have been destroyed,
as was policy at the time, within a week?

Yes. I believe it was possibly actually two weeks that
they talk about, the cvI talk about a blue folder that
these would have been put into and then they were
destroyed. I'll be corrected by you if I'm wrong but I
believe it was every two weeks.

At all events, there was a policy of destruction 1in
relation to the hard copy that came out of the fax

machine, but, are you able to confirm that an entry was
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made on police computer systems in relation to the
information relating to Paul ward's car?

Yes, that's correct.

If we just move forward please, Ms. Montgomery, to

26 minutes and 15 seconds of the presentation.
[Presentation played]. we'll see a printout here.
Detective Chief Inspector, towards the left-hand side
you'll see that there are two boxes that have been

pulled out and one of them, the lower one, was No.l:

'*13/08/98, 1323 hrs, CVI Inquiry, terminal EB 21:

Stolen vehicle report from Gardai put on computer.'

And that all falls under an entry relating to this
vehicle, is that right?

Yes, that's correct.

So, drawing on your experience, are we able to conclude
that at 13:23 on 13th August, the fact that this
vehicle had been stolen in the Republic of Ireland was
recorded on the police system for the RUC?

That's correct.

Now, what you say in your addendum sequence of events,
you can look it up if you like, it's page 6, but 1in
relation to the consequence which flows from this
entry, that that is a force-wide notification, do you
see, you use the phrase "force wide"?

Yes, that's correct.

wWe just want to understand a little bit more about what

that might, in fact, mean in practice. 1Is that
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information which is being given to investigators so
that they can actively search for that vehicle at one
end, or is it simply information that sits on a system
should an officer come across a vehicle and want to
know a 1little bit more about it? Do you see, there's
expansive options, one involves proactively looking for
it, the other is simply it's an enquiry you can do if
it comes up in your work?

Yes. Ultimately, it's been very difficult to ascertain
exactly what the situation was in 1998, but what I can
say is that upon my joining of the PSNI in 2004, so
probably the guts of six years Tater, that on a daily
basis these messages would have arrived into the
Inquiry Office of a police station via a dot matrix
printer, and that would have given us a 1list of
stolen/recovered vehicles. Certainly, whilst I was a
uniformed officer I would have been briefed on those
daily when I started duty. It would have gone into a
briefing book and it would have been shared. And I
believe that was the practice across the force, though
I can, obviously, only speak to the briefings that I

sat 1in.

Then slightly later in time, around about 2008 whenever
I assumed the role of a uniformed sergeant, I, too,
would have done the same in my briefings whereby those
stolen vehicles were shared. So, they were being
shared with the boots on the ground, so to speak, with

the officers who were going to be out driving about and
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who may encounter these vehicles.

They could -- very widely 1in scope, there could be one
vehicle, there could be 50 vehicles depending on what
had happened over a period of time. Certainly, I would
suggest it was more common for larger numbers of stolen
vehicles earlier in my service when car theft was a
much Targer blight on society than it is now with
advances in technology. But the reality was, they were
shared with mobiles. In addition to that, there was a
dedicated radio channel, again, I assume this was the
case in 1998 but I'm speaking from my personal
experience, that would, if I was following a vehicle,
say, and wanted to establish any facts that were held
about that vehicle, I could radio through to what 1is
ultimately CvI - it was known as PVI in my day, which
was person and vehicle inde - and I could request,
provide details of a vehicle registration number and
request what details were held, and that would then be

shared with me via radio transmission.

It would flag up whether the vehicle was stolen. 1If it
was suspected of being involved in crime, for
argument's sake, or any warning flags that were on that
vehicle.

Does it come to this, that your expectation, based on
your experience a few years Tlater, is that boots on the
ground across Northern Ireland would have been briefed,

on a daily basis, so presumably the following day a
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briefing would be given about a 1ist of vehicles and
officers are instructed alongside their other
obligations to keep an eye out for these, and if you
see he them, act. So, that's one way. And the second
is that for a reactive enquiry, in other words that for
a different reason a vehicle comes across any police
officer's practice, that they can ask for more
information and they would be told this is stolen, if
they made an enquiry about that particular vehicle?
Yes, that's correct. 1It's probably worth saying that,
obviously, within the police we work on various
different shift patterns so it may not have been the
next day before that was being rolled out across
sections, it could have been a late shift coming in,
and being briefed. 1It would be routine that any
section, any team starting, certainly in a response 1in
a uniform role would be briefed prior to going out on
the ground.

Do you know whether the RUC were sharing that same
information about stolen vehicles with the military?
As a result of communications that we've had over
recent weeks, I have attempted to ascertain that and I
struggled to find any evidence of that, though
generally, in 1998 we would have had military embedded
with police and certainly around the Border areas, and
I would have the expectation that it more than likely
was shared but I can't definitively state that I've
found evidence of that having been shared and certainly

couldn't Tocate the 1likes of a Force Order that
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detailed how that was to happen.

when you say "embedded,"™ was it your expectation that
they would be sitting with access to their own computer
system sitting with a police officer with an access to
theirs, or that the military would have had access to
this system to consult with it?

Most military patrols would have been conducted back in
the day with what was a RUC LO at the time (an RUC
Liaison Oofficer), who would have gone out on patrol
with the military, so, in theory, you would have had
that knowledge from the police officer present.

we should be clear about this, though, shouldn't we,
that this information is only useful and potentially
capable of assisting the authorities if the vehicle in
question still bears the same vehicle registration
plate?

That's correct and, obviously, with the vehicle that
this refers to there are several difficulties. First
of all, certainly my belief that I've developed through
the material that I've seen is that the bomb car came
over the Border bearing the false plates, the
Mike-Delta-zulu plates. That would mean there would be
nothing, unless a patrol identified suspicious activity
involving the vehicle, or something that drew someone's
attention to it that they would then request the
vehicle check. Even at that point, there's not a
necessity for you to stop the vehicle if you carry out
a check. So, if I carried out a check in relation to

that vehicle and it came back to Mr. McGinn, as was the
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owner, and it was in the relevant area and not doing
anything particularly out of the ordinary, I may have
made the decision to not stop that vehicle. Obviously,
if the vehicle was stopped, it would Tead to a
different series of questions, I suspect, but,
unfortunately, that wasn't the case.

Let's just consider the belief that you've just
described which is that it crossed the Border on false
plates, as you have described it; are you there
referencing the moment that it crossed around 1:00 to
1:30 on the 15th?

Yes, that would be my belief as probably the first time
that it's likely come into Northern Ireland.

So, let's just track what you understand the PSNI's
position to be about how that vehicle ended up in that
point. It was stolen in the early hours, that's well
established, on the 13th. we know that it was Teft in
Dundalk because that is what Mr. Donegan told police
when he was making admissions against his own interest.
would it be your assessment that that vehicle would
have been driven around, as some eyewitnesses appear to
report, or that it would have been placed into storage
whilst it was still displaying the plates which would
identify it as stolen?

Again, it's very difficult to say. I'm aware of the
various witness statements that place the vehicle
moving at various locations just over the Border.

Maybe the way that I would approach this is that if I

was responsible for that vehicle, once it had been
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stolen, I would either have the different number plates
on it fairly quickly so that it wouldn't ever stopped
and detected as having been a stolen vehicle, or I
would remove it to some kind of out-of-sight storage so
that it wouldn't be located, until such times as I
required it for whatever purpose it was for.

So, either it went onto its false plates quickly 1in
your hypothesis, or it was put in storage out of sight
until those false plates could be attached?

Yeah, that would be the logical approach for me.

Do we see - sophistication is probably overstating it -
but do we see that sort of thoughtful approach being
exhibited by those engaged in terrorism during this
period?

It's a very sweeping question, but I think we have to
give the terrorists a degree of, not credibility, it's
not the right word but they weren't stupid.

And they were being careful?

Yes.

So, we're going to move on now from the vehicle to the
TPU investigations. Here, in a sense - thank you very
much indeed Ms. Montgomery - we're going back in time
even before Part 3, but this will take us up to the
point at which the TPU is added in the construction of
the bomb. You deal with this at paragraphs 232 and

following in your statement.

Now, we're here dealing with the Mk 19, as it was
designated within the RUC, is that right?
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Yes, that's correct.

And it had been seen, that Mk 19, before the Omagh
attack?

Yes, that's correct.

Have you seen any information to indicate that any
efforts had been made before the Omagh attack to find
out where the timers used in earlier devices had been
manufactured?

Again, off the basis of the conversations that we had
had prior to today I have not looked into that. I have
Tooked specifically around the Omagh investigation.

But in terms of the material within the Omagh
investigation, did there appear to be available to the
investigators, information that said under the Mk 19,
which you're looking at, a piece of work already exists
tracing its manufacture?

Not that I came across.

well, it may be that further indication as to whether
any work was done before the attack can be found
because we know that this was investigated within the
omagh bombing investigation from the summer of 2002, is
that right?

Yes, that's correct.

And the prompt for that, as you describe it, you
indicate it was the PONI Report that led to a change in
forensic strategy?

That's correct.

Now, there was a lot going on at that time. Wwe know

the Mcvicker Report also involved a change of forensic
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strategy. It perhaps doesn't matter, but is it an
event sometime around 2000, 2001 that Teads to the
enquiries that began in the summer of 20027

Yes, that's my understanding.

And so, is it a reasonable inference, if the
investigators within the omagh bombing investigated
hadn't thought to closely examine that timer in order
to chase back its manufacture until the summer of 2002,
that that work probably hadn't been done within the RUC
before that?

Yes.

And the TPU was examined in December 2002 and some
numbering on it was discerned?

Yes, that's correct.

Now, plainly that TPU had been in the midst of a
detonation, but is it, again, a reasonable inference
that those TPUs that were used on undetonated devices
would have lent themselves, to an even greater degree,
to examinations such as was done then?

Yes, potentially, yes.

And the Tine of investigation also drew into the Omagh
bombing investigation, at that stage, 11 previous
incidents that used this particular TPU, is that
correct?

Yes, that's correct.

Again, does it follow that until December 2002, an
investigative strategy which was looking back into the
past to see devices in common and where they might have

been manufactured hadn't, in fact, begun?
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Yes, that's correct.

And if we just take this as a series of propositions,
which 1 know that you'll be able to accept from me, it
was established that a French company called Coupatan
had manufactured a batch of devices in the 10th week of
19977

Yes, that's correct.

They had two-hour runback and supplied timers to two
companies, Hydroelectric and Thermaco?

That's correct.

Thermaco was the company that the investigation focused
on, having investigated both sides, and that was a
company 1in Malvern?

Yes, that's correct.

And they had received 480 of such timers, is that
right?

Yes.

which they had supplied, at a much earlier date to the
omagh bombing, to a company describing itself as
Electro-Techniks of Coes Road, Dundalk?

Yeah, that's correct.

It was a single transaction with payment upfront 1in
March 19977

That's correct.

Now, one feature that the investigators focused on to
Tead to the conclusion that this was the batch that had
the Omagh timer in, was that the batch sent to
Electro-Techniks didn't have a knob attached to it, 1s
that right?
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Yes, that's correct.

And we know from examination of what was recovered from
the bomb that a knob that did not naturally go with
that timer had been used?

Yes.

And so, the inference is that a knob had to be
identified from a different place in order to make that
particular piece of equipment work?

Yes, that's correct.

was there an investigation into how the company
purporting to be on Coes Road had paid for that large
batch?

There was an investigation carried out as to how the
480 Coupatan timers were paid for.

Again, I'm sure you can take it from me, that the
information indicated that it was a bank transfer from
the AIB Bank based in Dublin in the name of

Briege Morgan?

That's correct.

That further investigation by AGS established that no
one called Briege Morgan banked with the AIB?

That's correct.

And that the address associated with the transaction
Newry Road, Dundalk, did not return any particular
person to it?

That's correct.

was it established that a branch in Dundalk was used to
make the payment by means of a foreign transfer order?

That's correct, in French francs.
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And what you conclude this section of your statement
with is indicating that there was a request for the
documentation to be fingerprinted by the AGS?

Yes, that's correct.

Now, what you don't say, and it may be that you don't
know, but did you know whether the AGS ever did
fingerprint that material?

I would need to confirm that.

You would need to confirm that.

Yeah.

we will Teave that there. But did all of the
investigations, done both by the RUC, PSNI and AGS
result in not being able to take the investigation any
further forward in terms of suspects?

That's correct.

But what was clear was that a false address on Coes
Road was being given?

That's correct.

And, of course, we've already mentioned Coes Road.
Now, we know that Sean Hoey worked for an electrical
company on Coes Road in 1999; do you know if that
particular company was investigated as a potential
recipient of this package?

I would need to confirm that. I don't believe so but I
would need to confirm.

If one considers it from the point of view of the
postman, if you've got an address for an electrical
company on Coes Road and you don't have a road name or

street number that narrows it down further, then for
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that to be delivered, the postal service is going to
have to identify a 1likely recipient in order to ensure
that that package was delivered, as we know it was?
Yes.

well, perhaps, whether or not that particular firm,

whether it was investigated we can leave for now.

So, we're going to move on to Part 4 here and this is
dealing with the period at the start of the 15th up
until the first warning call. And I'm sure you would
agree, DCI Billingsley, that the telephone cell site
evidence is absolutely fundamental to our understanding
of what happened during this period?

Yes, that's correct.

Now, there's very extensive summary about this and it
is going to be the subject of very considerable further
investigation, but just to pick out some of the
Tanguage you use, you describe it as painstaking and
time-consuming work?

Yes, that's correct.

Based on your understanding of what the individuals
did. And the figure, 500 million calls being analysed
or at least being within the investigation, is
mentioned?

That's correct.

Now, we know that the work of analyst, Lisa Purnell,
started on 17th August 1998, and what she tells us -
and this is in the Inquiry Legal Team Summary - 1is that

she received four to five boxes of phone data on that
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A.
597

A.
598

A.
599 Q.

A.

date. Now, have you, with your review, been able to
establish where that data came from?

Yes, if you can just bear with me and let me refer to
my notes in relation to this. My understanding is that
the material came from various network providers 1in
order that she could commence her analysis of the same.
So, would it follow, then, that the attack was on the
15th, which was a Saturday, that on the next working
day, the 17th, all of the network providers had
provided, between them, four to five boxes worth of
material?

Yes, that would be my assumption.

Now, she describes doing her work and you used the word
that it was important work and you agree with that?
Yes.

That it was important work. So far as the Inquiry
Legal Team has been able to be establish, she was the
only person directly engaged in analysis, albeit that
there were other police officers around working in the
area of telecoms inquiry. 1Is that your understanding
she was the only person looking directly at the data
doing a line-by-1line?

Yes, that would be my understanding.

Have you seen from within the material any explanation
for why, if there are so many calls to look through,
only one person was tasked with that line-by-1ine?

No, other than that this kind of work would have --
obviously, nowadays we have dedicated unit, that people

are highly trained and highly skilled in this area of
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work. At that point and space in time my understanding
is that Lisa Purnell was, potentially, the first person
to work on such analysis.

She was, as we understand it, potentially - I don't put
it higher than that - the first person within the RUC
investigation?

Yes, yes, apologies.

which leads to the next question: Did you see any
documentation, from your review, which suggested that
outside help was sought in relation to what may have
been a novel or nearly novel approach by the RUC?

There was outside help sought but probably down the
Tine a Tittle bit more in relation a gentlemen by the
name of Kevin Weeks.

Yes, I think that's in 2008. Do correct me if I'm
wrong?

I'lT confirm the date. The only date that I have
notice was that in 2014 we provided various information
to Weeks in relation to the R v Daly case.

For the purposes of my questions it, perhaps, doesn't
matter whether it was 2008 or 2014, we're here focused
on the initial search in the investigation. Does it
Took to you as if the RUC didn't seek any external help
to support Lisa Purnell as she did her analysis?

I believe Lisa Purnell was the only person to do
conduct analysis, I don't believe support was sought.
we know Officer 16, who has also the benefit of
anonymity order, that he joined the investigation on

1st of October - this is dealt with in the Inquiry
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Summary - and he says that he was given a Tlist of
numbers which Intelligence suggested were being used by
dissident republicans in South Armagh and Louth. So,
that's what he says that he received. That was
information that was already within the investigation.
He also reports that the first request for cell site
data that he's aware of being made was 26th of August.
So, whilst a telecoms company may have provided that
data dump, as we might describe it initially, that the
first targeted requests were 26th August; does that fit
with your understanding of how this developed --

Yes.

-- as Lisa Purnell was doing her week?

Yes, that would sound reasonable.

Now, I'm sure you would agree that a crucial moment 1in
the telephone investigation was 12th November 1998 when
the toll tickets from vVodafone were received. That's
what Lisa Purnell and at Teast one other officer tells
us. Are you aware of that moment in the investigation.
I am aware of that moment, yes.

And what we know, and the exhibit reference, which
again has a cipher is 016, that's officer 16,

Exhibit 1, we know that that was a six-page document
containing data relating to the 430 red phone, the 585
dark blue phone, 980 orange phone, 259 yellow phone and
a number ending 132, which is attributed to John Fee.

I don't expect you to hold all of that in your head,
you can take it from me. But we know that Ted to the

creation of LKP1l, just eight days later?
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A. Yes.
608 Q. Does that all accord with your understanding?
A. It does, yes.

609 Q. So, what it appears is that the critical data for the
purpose of the analysis that we've been through at 14:27
great length, but which has at its core four numbers,
the red, dark blue, orange and yellow phones, was all
received by 12th November 1998; do you agree?

A. Yes.

610 That is not to say that there wasn't a great deal of 14:27
work to be done, but in terms of the kernel of the
working hypothesis that we have been developing, that
appears to be the moment in time. And can you just
confirm that Lisa Purnell then produced further and
update analyses, LKP4 on 14th June '98 and LKP5 on 13th 1.2
March 20037

A. Yes, that's correct.

611 Q. And did that, Detective Chief Inspector, allow for
conclusions to be reached about how the bomb car and
the scout car travelled to Omagh and back? 14:28

A. It gave good indications.

612 Now, we'll just pause here. The use of scout cars,
that was tactic which was known to be used by dissident
republicans, wasn't it?

A. Yes, it would have been well known. 14:28

613 So, the notion that two cars may have travelled across
the Border towards Omagh very much fits a recognised
pattern by dissident republicans?

A. Yes, that's correct.
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Now, would you agree with the Inquiry's working
hypothesis, based on the cell sites, that both vehicles
crossed at the Aughnacloy area - and I stress the word

"area," I'm not suggesting any particular place -
sometime between 1:15 and 1:307

Yes, that would seem the most logical conclusion.

And did the PSNI work on the basis that the Tikely
route from that point was the A5 to the outskirts of
Omagh?

It would be the main route.

And, in fact, did a recreation get performed in 2005
just to time what that route would Took Tike?

Yes, that's correct.

Then, what you say 1in your statements at paragraph 41,
you may just want to turn this up and I know that mr.
Toal will have some further questions so I will Teave
those to him, but the route that you describe as being
a potential route by the bomb car to Market Street is
Bankmore Road on to Crevenagh Road, do you have that?
what paragraph is that sorry.

I think I gave you 417?

Yes.

And then left from Crevenagh Road on to Campsie Road
where, of course, it is picked up, potentially, by
CCTV?

Yes, that's correct.

Let's just turn to that CCTV now. Wwe've watched it
already, I won't bring it up but, perhaps, you can help
with a Tittle bit more detail. was that CCTV that
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we've watched in the course of this Inquiry analysed by
an expert from Stirling University?

That's correct.

His name is Dr. Bowie?

That's correct.

And he first advised that it should be enhanced, but
that wasn't possible?

That's correct.

Do you want to reference, I see you're turning pages?

I have significant notes on this, I'm just trying to
work where they sit. If you bear with me one moment.
Maybe you have notes than I need for my purpose. We
just want to help people understand how what looks Tike
pretty grainy and unhelpful footage was worked upon by
the investigators to reach a conclusion that it did.
Did Dr. Bowie propose a reconstruction pass those
cameras using a vehicle of a very similar make and
model and colour to Mr. ward's vehicle?

That's correct.

And following that reconstruction and a meticulous
comparison by an independent academic expert, did he
reach the conclusion that it was highly 1likely that the
vehicle in the red circle will have been a vauxhall
Cavalier similar to that used in the reconstruction?

He did, yes.

In other words, that it was a car of a very similar, if
not identical, appearance to Mr. ward's car?

That's correct.

Now, within an investigation are you able to also take
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1 into account whether there is corroborative evidence

2 for a single piece that might not be conclusive on its

3 own?

4 A. sorry?

5 628 Q. within an investigation, do police officers take one 14:32
6 piece of evidence and lay it alongside other evidence

7 to see if there is corroboration between the tow?

8 A. Yes, it would be best practice.

9 629 Q. And I think the point that you make in your witness
10 statement is that the eyewitness evidence of George and i
11 Stephen Martin who say they followed a vehicle at the
12 end of Campsie Road which crossed straight over, would
13 be consistent with the findings that Dr. Bowie made?
14 A That's correct.
15 630 Q. So, we're now, Detective Chief Inspector, going to 14:32
16 Took, please, at information received by Robert Bridge.
17 So, if you just want to find your way to your notes
18 there because I know this is something, at our request,
19 that you have done your best to investigate with the
20 information that's available. 14:33
21 A Yes.
22 631 Q. Let's take a step back before we get to Mr. Bridge. 1In
23 your witness statement you identify what are described
24 as "key witnesses." You say that at paragraph 78,
25 don't you? 14:33
26 A Yes, that's correct. 1I'll quantify that. oObviously,
27 as was agreed with the Inquiry, I was not conducting a
28 full review of the investigation.

29 632 Q. No.
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In order to reach that location or those people I
utilised the previous SI0's assessment of the key
withesses.

Yes.

which is why the names that were used are the names
that were used for my statement.

So, you're adopting the Tanguage of an SIO in doing
that?

Yes.

And so everybody knows, George and Stephen Martin,

Diane Keyes and Ruth Buchanan - all of whom we've seen

on the presentation - are all described as "key

witnesses,”" aren't they?

Yes, that's correct.

Robert Bridge, certainly within the confines of your
statement, isn't given that designation, in fact he,
and it's a selective process so I'm not implying
criticism here, he isn't somebody who you mention in
the course of your review?

That's correct.

Now, he gave a statement to the RUC on 7th September
1998, 1is that right?

That's correct.

And, in effect, he describes leaving Enniskillen at
around 1:45 p.m.?

Yes, that's correct.

In his vehicle with his wife?

Correct.

And I think we've already heard that the journey time
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from Enniskillen to Omagh is somewhere in the region of
30 to 40 minutes, depending on how good a run you can
get; 1is that your experience?

what I actually did in part of my research for this was
I put his address into Apple Maps.

Yes.

And put it for a Saturday mid-morning to see the length
of time it would take to get Market Street in Omagh, so
vicinity of the courthouse, and I believe the time was
in and about 50 minutes.

50 minutes. So that is -- of course, that will be
taking into account the modern road network?

Yes.

And whatever traffic it was that Apple predicted would
be on the roads in 20267

Yes.

So, that is an approximation. So, we have a period of
50 minutes, as you tell us based, on that piece of
work. And what Mr. Bridge told the RUC was that he
arrived in omagh, drove through omagh and that in the
course of that he followed a vauxhall Cavalier that he
saw trying to park outside the courthouse?

That's correct.

He went on to say that he went to Cookstown following
this to shop, he doesn't indicate that he stopped in
omagh and he described seeing two people in the
vehicle, one who might be described as thicker set than
the other?

That's correct.
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646 Q
A.
647 Q

And in terms of a size disparity or a dimension

disparity, do we see in other key witnesses that they

report seeing two people and describe a size disparity

between the two?

That's correct.

So, that's what Mr. Bridge says.
Timited by the fact that he's behind a vehicle and not

seeing people walking around. So,?

what we're going to to now, Detective Chief Inspector,

of course, he's

is we're just going to watch the part of the

presentation that tracks Mr. Bridge around so everybody

has a very clear idea in their heads about this. And

then 1'11 ask you a couple of weeks.

Part 4,
[Presentation played].
Mr.

Safranauskas has gone through Mr.

Can we go to

EPE at 16 minutes and 30 seconds.

This is just a short part.

Bridge's

statement following the landmarks that he talks about

and he has indicate - and I'11l talk over this, there's

no need to pause it - that he's put it as a pale icon

here on the basis that there's no eyewitness evidence

which corroborates that route, but it is mapped on the
assumption that the father and son who saw it cross the
junction, that that is the route it would have to go to

be picked up by Mr. Bridge.

It then turns right here,

going down past the courthouse, it's somewhere around

here that Mr. Bridge says it attempted to park before

moving on. It doesn't succeed in the

Mr.

Bridge said it then turned left.
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A.
648 Q.
A.
649 Q.

bridge passing the bus station, which we can see on the
right-hand side right now, turning right. And I think
it's called the Drumragh Road. And then on

Mr. Bridge's account the vehicle then turns right back
up Market Street while he turns left down the Campsie
Road. So, that's Mr. Bridge's account and that's a
representation of what he describes in words in his

statement.

So, the question really to help the Inquiry is, have
you had an opportunity to investigate what the
assessment of the value of Mr. Bridge's potential
evidence was in the course of the investigation?

Yes, I've tried to ascertain why weight was or was not
put on Mr. Bridge.

Yes. And what does the material tell you about

Mr. Bridge and whether he could or could not be relied
on?

So, ultimately, there's very little information but I
identified action 2151 - again, apologies, I'm not
certain what the INQ reference is with the Inquiry -
that was in relation to raising an action to take a
statement from Mr. Bridge. So at some point in space
and time I assume that Mr. Bridge has contacted the
police to say that he has some information and this
would then be an action raised to follow that up.

If I just pause you there. 1If he gave a statement on
7th September, he must have been in touch some time

before that, for that action to be raised?
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651 Q.

652 Q.

That's correct.

Please continue.

Then the next information is the result from that
action. A DC 1is assigned to that action, who
ultimately attends with Mr. Bridge and records his
statement:

"Interviewed Robert Bridges... which may have
presenting a problem a problem when we were

researching, as discussed.

"_..and recorded statement. Bridges is well known to
me. He has provided information in the past which was

anything but reliable.”

So, the DC that was recording that statement, I don't
know how, I haven't been able to ascertain that, but
is, obviously, familiar with Mr. Bridge and has,
ultimately, stated that he has discredited him, I
suppose, at that point in responding to that action.
Does it appear that the trail, effectively, goes cold
at that point?

It does.

So, have you seen any evidence that Mr. Bridge or

Mr. Bridge's wife, for example, who was said to be in
the vehicle was spoken to?

well, Mr. Bridge was, obviously, spoken to to record
the statement but there's no evidence that his wife was

spoken to, that I have seen.

128

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.

14:39

14:39

14:39

14:40

14:40



653 Q
A.
654 Q
A.
655 Q.
A.
656 Q.

So, we're presented with two possibilities, do you
agree, that either Mr. Bridge being a fantasist, as it
seems to be suggested, i.e. unreliable, so not mistaken
but somebody who says things that aren't true, that
either he's inserted himself into the terrible tragedy
of Oomagh and given an account, for whatever reason,
that is false and cannot be relied upon; that's

option 17?

It's potentially an option, yes.

And that seems to be the conclusion of the DC who took
the statement because nothing further was done about
it. Or option 2, notwithstanding his unreliability 1in
the past, he gave a true account which adds to the
understanding, to this extent, that it appears that the
initial target of the car, if he's right, was to park
by the courthouse?

That's correct.

And do you agree with Mr. Safranauskas that on the
other eyewitness evidence, that Mr. Bridge, if they are
all reliable on seeing the bomb car, would naturally
fit after the Martins have seen him go and before it's
seen to park up on Market Street?

Yes, that would be the Togical conclusion.

Yes. Thank you very much indeed, Detective Chief
Inspector. We're going to move on, please, to Part 5,
which is the warning call period. And we know from the
Breslin Titigation that Liam Campbell was involved in
one way or another in the making of the warning calls

because he was using 430, the red phone in contact with
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the 585 scout car phone shortly before the warning

calls were made.

Now, we also know, do you agree, that two call boxes
were used to make the warning calls, McGeough's
Crossroads and Loyes Crossroads?

That's correct.

So, we remind ourselves, was the first call at 14:29
from McGeough's?

Yes, that's correct.

And the second from Loyes at 14:317

Yes, that's correct.

Just two minutes between them?

Yes.

Both of those were to UTV?

Apologies, I'd need to just check my notes to confirm.
[Short pause].

would you 1like any help with this? I don't want to
distract you from what you're doing. 1It's paragraph 99
on page 23 of your statement?

Yes, that's correct.

So, both calls made from different call boxes within
two minutes of each other to UTV. And Margaret Hall
answered both and we've seen from her evidence that she
appeared to be of the belief that it may be the same
person making both calls?

Yes, that's correct.

But what we know that Margaret Hall didn't know 1is that

they were from different phone boxes?
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666 Q.

Yes.

And we also know that they contained different
information in the sense that the first one suggested
30 minutes, whereas the second 15 minutes?

Yes, that's correct.

So, I would just like to consider, please, the work of
Mr. Safranauskas at this point, it's Part 5 please,
Ms. Montgomery. Just to remind everybody of the
evidence he gave, and just to check our understanding.
00:29 seconds please, in that. Mr. Safranauskas
plotted where he understood each of the public call
boxes were relative to each other. He then did a
direct 1line measurement of 1.9 miles using the software
that he had, and he also mapped the road route between
the two which was the rather longer 3.2 miles. On any
view, a distance too great to be travelled in two
minutes; would you agree?

Yes, that's correct.

Just to clarify one thing about your statement because
it may be important in terms of the Inquiry's
understanding about how many people may have been
involved. You suggested, in your witness statement at
paragraph 100, that the two call boxes were
approximately half a mile apart, no doubt taking that
from other information. Have you had a chance just to
doubTe-check that source, particularly in the 1light of
the query the Inquiry has raised about it, just to help
us with whether it's Mr. Safranauskas who's got his

measurements wrong because he's misplotted them, or
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whether you agree with him?

Yes, again, I have, on this occasion, utilised Google

Maps to c

crow flies is approximately 1.89 miles and the distance

onfirm and I would say the distance as the

by road is approximately 3.3 miles.

within a whisker?

More or less.

No doubt depending on the exact coordinate you're

measuring to. So, does it come to this then, having

established those baseline facts, that there must have

been at least two people involved in the warning calls?

One would
At least
Yeah.

And, of c

particularly if one person is acting in a coordinating

function?
Yes.
So, that'

calls for now, you've already dealt with the code words

and I think if I can reflect back to your evidence that

as far as

assume.

two?

ourse, it's possible that there are more

s all I want to ask you about the warning

you are aware in the sort of area that you

have worked, Tists of known code words are not

distributed routinely across the PSNI and you wouldn't

have expe
That's co
But that

cted them to be across the RUC?
rrect.
there may be particular units who do have a

greater awareness of code words because of their

function?
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That's correct.

we know, for example, that PC Millar worked in the
Omagh Station Communication Room and it would appear
that he immediately recognised, upon being told about
the Martha Pope code word, that it had been used in
Banbridge?

It appears to be.

Is that a sign of the times, do you think, that back in
1998 code words were being used much more routinely
than happily they are today, or do you think that's a
function of his role, or do you think it is just by
chance that he who received that information
immediately was able to recognise that it related to an
actual attack of only 14 days earlier?

I suppose any one of those is a possibility in reality.
It's very difficult to say without speaking with

Mr. Millar. we did try do that, I believe.

Yes.

And he is out of the jurisdiction and didn't respond.
So, it was impossible to seek that clarity. If he was
a communications operator he may have had access to
that information as I believe the sort of Comms room
staff would, potentially, have been given some kind of
details around code words on the basis that there

was -- they were, ultimately, going to be the first
Tink in the chain 1in coordinating a response; i.e. once
the call had come into the police they would start by
tasking resource to deal with whatever the threat was.

So, it adds credibility and hopefully a degree of
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676 Q.
A.

677

678 Q.

impetus to his response and response by police by him
being able to verify that this is, in fact, a code word
that has been used previously. So, I suppose, we need
to take this seriously given the amount of 'hoax' calls
that there often were.

If we just move now to claims of responsibility that
come in afterwards, and it's the Tast topic within this
greatest focus of my questioning. Wwe know, and we will
pubTish on the website a summary of the witness
evidence from the journalists who received the claims
of responsibility which we make clear contained
self-serving and disgracefully untrue statements. But
they were received on 17th and 18th August 1998,
weren't they?

Yes, that's correct.

And in those claims of responsibility, it was asserted
that three calls had been made by way of warning, two
to UTV and one to the Samaritans?

That's correct.

Now, you will be aware, DCI Billingsley, of a matter
that the Inquiry is investigating and it is one of
considerable importance to a number of Core
Participants, is whether there was a fourth warning
call that day which was of more general description,
namely, to locations beyond Omagh. So, in other words
not from locations beyond Oomagh, which we know is the
case, but the threat is to them. So, other towns' risk
of attack. Now, having reviewed the material within

the investigation, have you seen any information to
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679 Q.

suggest that any further warning call was ever claimed
by those who carried out this attack?

From the research that I conducted in relation to this
aspect I can only identify three calls. I do identify
a document which is referred to as "MOD significant
incident report re Omagh bomb," which is INQ 001041,

where in paragraph 2 it states:

"At least four coded various to various agencies."

That's a direct 1ift from that document. However,
whenever I continued to review that document, at
paragraph 7 there are only two warning calls Tlisted.
what I mean by that is there are details given in
relation to two warning calls, there's never a
reference again to there being four. I did look
slightly wider to see if there was anything else that
could Tead me to believe that there may have been a
fourth call and I was unable to identify anything other
than there was a call received that the Inquiry, I
believe, is aware of on 4th August, round about

10:00 a.m. an anonymous call about a potential attack
in the future on the 15th against police.

Can I just give this reassurance, because that, again,
is a topic of very great significance to the Inquiry,
that the way we are treating that is not as claim of
responsibility or as a warning call in the conventional
sense but rather as intelligence?

Yes.
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And we will be investigating that very robustly in due
course, but I just want to make that clear to
everybody.

And it was really just to highlight that I have
attempted to search and ascertain if there was a fourth
call. There was also, as a result of a summary of
Seamus Daly's committal proceedings which is INQ 02995,
there's also discussion about possible test calls that
were made on 15th August, so, I suppose, the approach I
took was to try and ascertain anything that could have
become the fourth warning call, if that makes sense.
Yes.

And there are various calls documented there, so at
12:49 on 15th August there's a call to UTV Belfast and
at 12:52 there's a call to the Samaritans in Omagh, and
they're both from the public call box at Barney's
Filling Station, which is on the old Al Dublin Road in
Newry. The rationale that I can find in relation to
those, or the rationale suggested, was that two weeks
prior in relation to the bomb attack in Banbridge,
attempts were made to contact The Irish News with the
bomb warnings and the news desk was closed. So, those
making calls had to resort to the treble nine system to
make those warnings which I suspect would be viewed as
a high risk strategy to phone the people who will be
investigating those and tell them that they're there.

That's as far as I could get with that but, as I say, I

wanted to -- I appreciate the Inquiry wanting to
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683

684

685

understand and the Core Participants wanting to
understand the detail around which is why I sort of
pushed it out to that length to try and ascertain.

I suppose one way of looking at it, bearing in mind
that if this was information known to the
investigators, would be whether or not there was any
evidence that they had investigated a fourth warning
call because we know, don't we, that they did
investigate, very closely, the two calls from
McGeough's and the one from Loyes, that's right, isn't
it?

That's correct.

Did you see any investigation of any other potential
source of a warning call?

There's nothing else in the case papers that suggests
to me that there was a fourth warning call. My belief,
upon the material I've reviewed, is that there were
three, save for the call that I mentioned initially and
then the test calls.

And in terms of the claims of responsibility calls,
those were investigated, weren't they, they came back
to a pay-as-you-go phone ending 921 that had been
registered in April and hadn't been used since, and no
individual was capable of being traced by the
investigators?

Yeah, that's correct.

Detective Chief Inspector, I'm coming to my last topic
which is forensic science and I just want to make clear

that - and I say this without any criticism at all - we
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688

have, you and I, been overtaken by events. I know that
further investigation is being done by PSNI in relation
to certain aspects of the forensic science and it would
be entirely wrong for me to cut across those with you.
So, we will Tet those take their course. I'm instead
going to just focus on one part of this, which we asked
you to look into. So, we're not here dealing with what
the Inquiry forensic scientists have said in their
conclusions, which you were asked to look at, but we're
setting those to one side given that further
investigation is being done at the moment. And it's
just this; would you agree that a number of potential
scenes that might generate forensic science
opportunities in the Omagh bombing investigation
existed on the other side of the Border in the Republic
of Ireland?

Yes, I think that's fair to say.

And, similarly, a number of individuals who might have
presented forensic opportunities also in the
jurisdiction of the Republic of Ireland?

Yes, that's correct.

So, would you agree that bearing in mind that the RUC
and then the PSNI were taking the lead with this, it
would be important for them to make clear to the AGS
what forensic opportunities they wanted collected on
their behalf?

Yes, I think that's fair to say.

Did you evidence of direction or requests of a specific
nature being made by the RUC or PSNI to the AGS about
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689 Q.

particular forensic opportunities?

There were definitely communications backwards and
forwards in relation to certain forensic opportunities.
I will quantify that this is a huge topic, along with
the significant other topics that I've been asked to
Took at, and I will be of Timited value; (1) because
forensic science nowadays I would utilise a major crime
forensic adviser to lead and guide me through that, I
don't profess to have expertise. And, secondly, that
the sheer volume of material that over the past
probably four to six weeks I have tried to
refamiliarise myself with has been phenomenal,
thousands of documents and I just wouldn't be
comfortable in making any great comment in relation to
forensics.

well, if that's the way you land, I certainly don't
want you to guess or speculate, that's of no value to
us at all, and so I will leave that topic there,
perhaps, to return to either with you or someone else
at a later date?

Thank you.

MR. DE LE POER: As I say, the remainder of my
qgquestions have now been overtaken by events so I'm
going to leave them for now and that then concludes the

questions that I have for you, DCI BillingsTey.

Sir, I see the time. Can I just help you, Sir, to
understand a little bit about what's going to happen

next.
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Three of the Bereaved Families and Survivor Core
Participant teams have permission for questions. 1In
the case of the Fox Law team, at their application,
each of the three instructed counsel are going to take
a separate and discrete topic which has been their
focus staying within, I'm told, their overall time
Timit, so bearing in mind that importance, we're
certainly content with that. That will mean that
there's going to be natural break in the course of that
questioning. I'm also conscious, Sir, that you're
going to have procedural hearing at sometime around
four o'clock in relation to a witness that we have
tomorrow, so we have limited time. But what I would
propose is that it may be the case that if we take a
short break now, we will have a period of 45 or 50
minutes which should, all being well, accommodate two
sets of Core Participant teams' questions. I know that
there is a strong desire that if a person begins their
guestioning that they be permitted to deliver it as a
piece so I can, perhaps, talk to the advocates about
how we organise that.

CHAIRMAN: well, we'll have to work within the
timetable that we have and within the commitments that
we have. So, I think it's probably best to follow your
suggestion of breaking at this stage.

MR. DE LA POER: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN: Should we reconvene at 3:157

MR. DE LA POER: 3:15 please.

THE INQUIRY ADJOURNED BRIEFLY
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690 Q.

691 Q.

THE INQUIRY RESUMED AS FOLLOWS:

CHAIRMAN: Mr. de 1la Poer.

MR. DE LA POER: We are starting, thank you, with the
Fox Law team and Mr. Southey. Can I give this
indication, that Mr. McGowan has spoken to me as part
of the trio who's asking questions and, if I may say
so, very responsibly taking his lead from me, some of
the questions that he was going to ask about forensic
science he recognises are better left to another day.
So, I'm very grateful to him for being reflective.
CHAIRMAN: Right, Mr. Southey.

DCI1 BILLINGSLEY WAS QUESTIONED BY MR. SOUTHEY AS
FOLLOWS:

MR. SOUTHEY: DCI Billingsley, I ask questions on
behalf of some of the victims and survivors. Can I
firstly bring up on the screen, because it may help
you, INQ 013685, page 20, which is one of your
statements, basically. There's a passage in it I just
want to probe in a little bit more detail to understand
it. [Short pause].

CHAIRMAN: So, this is the addendum statement?

MR. SOUTHEY: Yes. 1I'm just waiting for it to come on
screen. Page 20. Thank you. About halfway through,
actually two-thirds of the way down the page, there is
a passage that starts, "at an early stage of the Omagh

bomb investigation," I wonder if that paragraph can be
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expanded. And it's that paragraph that I just want to
ask you about. 1It's the paragraph that reads, well
describes, effectively, the approach to the Tinked
incidents, it's the one that says "at an early stage."
I want to probe that in a 1little more detail because I
want to break it down a little to understand quite how
things developed, essentially, in relation to the

Tinked incidents.

Can I bring up another INQ on the screen so you can
have an opportunity to look at it. For the Inquiry
it's INQ 034732 and initially I want to go to page 3.
DCI Billingsley, this I think you have as D9674, it's
the policy decisions, essentially, in relation to the
Tinked incidents. I'm going to page 3. You'll see
there, I think it's towards the bottom, if we can
highlight the bottom half of the page starting from

about there, yes.

You'll see there that that is a reference to a decision
that, as I understand it, was taken in April 2001 --
actually, sorry, I've highlighted the wrong passage,
it's difficult to see it from my point of view. The
passage to highlight is the one above that. Yes, it's
about there. Thank you. You'll see there on 6th March
it was noted that, and this was Decision 205, that the
Mcvicker conclusion was that the Inquiry could be
"significantly advanced by an indepth investigation."
And that, as I say, is dated on the face of it 6th
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693

March. So, the question I've got is, thinking about
what you had said in your statement, do you accept that
a number of the policy decisions in relation to Tinked
incidents, a very substantial part, occurred after that
date?

In relation to linked incidents, yes, I think that's
probably fair to say.

Until that date, effectively, there was recognition of
the relevance of Tinked incidents but they perhaps
hadn't been probed in sufficient detail, is that a fair
way of putting it?

Yes, that would appear to be the case although I do
caveat that with having not conducted a review of the
case and receiving notice in relation to the linked
incidents forming part of today's hearing only a few
days ago, so I have been Timited in the research that
I've been able to complete in relation to that.

Can I go back a little, the same document, can I go
back to page 1?7 Page 1 of the document on the screen,
sorry. And the first decision that's identified 1in
relation to linked incidents, if we can highlight
Decision 41. That was said to be a decision to
research PIRA bombs. Wwould you accept that 1is a
surprising decision to have taken given that from a
relatively early stage it was recognised that this was
a dissident bomb?

Yes and no. In my view, the vast majority of those
that are members of dissident organisations emanated

from PIRA so similarities may exist. It may be the
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A.
695 Q.
A.

same bomb makers, et cetera, et cetera. But I do
accept the point that this was suspected to be a RIRA
incident from fairly early on. I can see why it would
be a direction of travel but I would have expected it
to be PIRA and RIRA, or a supplementary decision
following on that was in relation to RIRA bombs.

Can I go on the same page down a little, can we go to
the decision of, I think it's 1lst October, it's the
next decision, Decision 72, that appears to be the
first policy decision, essentially, indicating a desire
to identify what incidents were Tinked. That's,
obviously, a month and a half, effectively, after the
bombing. 1In the context of what was an ongoing
campaign of terrorism, is it surprising that there was
no decision taken earlier to try and work out which
incidents were Tinked?

Again, it's very difficult to say, having not been
present and not been the SIO and not been in the
mindset of the SIO. There may be a reason that this
was delayed until this point though I do completely
accept where you're coming from, that one would
anticipate that linked incidents would be looked at at
the earliest opportunity, essentially.

As far as you're aware, from what you've seen, did the
RUC, at the time, have any sort of policy or practice
in relation to the Tinking of incidents?

Not that I had located any formal policy or practice,
though my expectation would be that incidents were

Tinked, and understanding would be that incidents were
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696 Q.
A.
697 Q.
A.

linked with similarities, be it as we see here, we've
several ways to potentially link but I have not seen a
formal policy around it.

I mean, it would seem a fairly obvious thing given that
you're 1likely to have common participants, common
terrorists, common individuals involved in a case, 1in

the incidents rather, to try and Tink them up.

Can I go to another INQ, can I go to INQ 24439,

page 48. This is a forensic report, if I remember
rightly. And you'll see at the second bullet point
that it's indicated that -- and just to put this in
context, you can probably see from the first bullet
point in fact, that we're talking about a period in
2002 that would appear to be November 2002, because
it's looking at the forensics. And what is said there
is that a policy decision had now been determined that
evidence related to linked incidents could be used in
respect of the omagh bombing if scientific evidence was
available to support the linkage. Do you know what
that policy decision was and why it was taken then?
Unfortunately, I don't. I can certainly take that away
if it's of benefit to the Inquiry and attempt to
establish that.

Again, it's, in one sense, surprising that it's only 1in
2002 that this sort of decision 1is being made. It
would be quite interesting to know why that wasn't
taken earlier?

I do believe on 17th of August '98 that the forensic
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698 Q.
A.
699 Q.
A.
700 Q.

scientist looking at the case began to believe that
there were 1links with possibly three other TPUs, so it
was certainly a consideration at various stages.

As I understand it, though, it's not really my
understanding that matters, but what seems to be being
said there is that there became an awareness in 2002
that, effectively, in terms of proving liability for
terrorist acts you could rely on those sorts of
scientific links and that seems to have been the
change. Are you aware, just on that topic, and again
it may be something you need to have a look at, are you
aware of any policy decision in the SIO's decision
book, I can't remember now what we call it, that
records this policy change?

I would need to take that away and ascertain if there
was a policy decision that married up with that
comment.

Thank you. Turning then to another issue in one sense
relating to the linked incidents, the 1ink of the
Coupatan timers, as I understand, was only really
appreciated in 2002; do you have any idea why that was?
I don't. Ultimately, that that's the point and space
in time that those enquiries came about and the Tinkage
was ultimately identified.

I mean, in one sense, again would you accept it's a
Tittle surprising. We know your evidence, I think this
morning possibly, was about how one would expect, for
example, Mk 19 1inks to be identified at a relatively

early stage. I mean, would you accept it would seem
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702

surprising that there was no identification of a key
part like the timer?

Yes and no. I would accept that looking back now in my
position that I would believe that that would be
something would you go to very early on in an
investigation. However, I was not making the decisions
and was not in the mindset of the SIO, there may be
reasons that I am unaware of that it was delayed until
that point.

Okay. cCan I then go, another question about another
matter linked to the Coupatan timers, can I bring up
INQ 034724, page 6. This is a document that was, as I
understand it, reviewing, potentially, the
investigation of the Coupatan timer. Can I highlight
the second last paragraph on the page? I'm not asking
this question in one sense to sort of catch you out or
anything, but I think this morning you indicated in
evidence that nobody called Briege Morgan banked with
AIB; that would suggest that's not correct and that, in
fact, just going -- what is being identified,
essentially, is that this would be a potential Tine of
inquiry?

I'11 be corrected because I don't have the note in
front of me --

Yeah.

-- but I believe the name that was researched initially
was Briege Morgan as opposed to Breige B-R-E-I-G-E,
which may explain why the position was taken. I can

certainly confirm that but I'm fairly certain that I'm
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703

correct on that.

The reason I'm asking you is if you go backwards in
this document and if you go to page 2, for example, I
think, page 3 and page 2, page 3 actually first, can we
bring that up on the screen. Can we highlight the
second paragraph in that. Wwhat these documents
document, as we understand it, is that two things were
being identified, one was possible fingerprints Tinked
to the Coupatan timer Tlinked to the order form, whether
there were fingerprints on the order form - and this is
what this is a reference to. And the second was this
name "Briege Morgan." The fundamental question we've
got - and I can give you a reference to -- actually
before I do that, just so you get the full picture can
I go then to INQ 003493, page 2. And you'll see 1in
relation to that, it's No.6, if we can highlight on
that. As far as we can work out, and this is a
slightly later document, this is a document from
Ooctober 2007, the earlier documents were from June.
Material effectively relating to the fingerprints, the
possible fingerprints and to the Briege Morgan account,
was forwarded to AGS and, in particular, to Detective
Superintendent O'Leary, are you aware - and again I
suspect the answer may be you need to research it - but
are you aware of any response ever being received 1in
relation to that?

I'm not aware of that but, again, that's something that
would need further research if the Inquiry's minded to

request it.
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A.
705 Q.
A.
706 Q.

Okay. cCan I bring up another INQ number, which in one
sense goes back to what I was talking about earlier
about 1linking incidents. It's INQ 013685, and 1it's
page 20, we were there earlier, actually. [Short
pause]. 1It's the amended statement. Yes, on that page
you will see -- I'm just getting my own copy of it. If
you go about halfway up the page, it's the passage
starting: "An early 1line of inquiry." A number of
questions; firstly, that indicates that details of a
number of Real IRA incidents were obtained in November
1998. Do you know what incidents were being considered
at that stage?

Again, the timeframe in which I was given to look at
Tinked incidents was quite short, I do have a series of
Tinked incidents that were made. 1In relation to the
Mcvicker Report he details eight linked incidents
specifically, car bomb at Castle Leslie complex,
Enniskillen; car bomb Moira RUC Station; car bomb
Market Street, Lisburn; attempted mortar attack,
Belleek RUC Station; a bomb contained in a trailer,
Blackwatertown Road, Armagh; a car bomb at Newry
Courthouse; attempted mortar attack at RUC Newry
Station; and a car bomb at Newry Street, Banbridge.

out outside of those I have a list that is a Tlarger
Tist but it is from further forward in time.

If you're working from the Mcvicker Tist, presumably
this 1list can't have been any more extensive than that?
No, one wouldn't have thought.

It suggests that there were reports prepared in
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relation to those, I don't know whether you've been
able to obtain those reports?

In creation of this statement I utilised non-sensitive
material. There are sensitive reports, I can certainly
check out the details of those and establish, if the
Inquiry is so minded to request it.

Certainly, I think it would be useful to know what
those reports were and, in particular, what sort of
Tevel of detail they had but, obviously, I understand
the difficulties you're in.

It may also be that any response would not be fit to be
provided in this arena.

Yes, understood. Can I then go to INQ 039024 and

page 147. Now, I don't know whether -- you may or may
not have seen this document, this is AGS intelligence
identifying people who I don't think we need to discuss
at this stage their names because it's not really the
identity that matters, but it's intelligence that 1is
potentially regarded as value to the Oomagh bomb. And
you'll see, if I can highlight the last paragraph on
that document, just the last line, effectively, just

one Tine. You'll see it says there:

"The content of this information Is not to be passed to
the RUC at this time."

The question I've got really, does that suggest there
was -- there was certainly imperfections in the working
relationship between AGS and PSNI?
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709 Q.

That would possibly be one way of viewing that. There

could be a number of other factors whenever we are

talking about intelligence that I'm not entirely happy

about discussing in an open forum but there could be

other difficulties that arise.

MR. SOUTHEY: 1I've realised my learned junior friend

has pointed out although this isn't marked as the 0S

version of this document, it in fact has disclosed 0S

material.

There is a non-0S document which version

contains the Tine.

MR. DE LA POER: 1I'm expecting that there's nobody 1in

this room - I don't know for certain - who is not

entitled to see operationally-sensitive material, it's

on a timer, a delay for this very reason, so Mr. Suter

will address it. If Mr. Southey could just bear with

Mr. Suter for a moment, I'm sure he'll go back that and

that will

be eliminated from the feed.

MR. SOUTHEY: I'm sorry, I didn't spot it earlier but

it's partly because the 1line I was focusing on isn't
0S. [Short pause].
MR. DE LA POER: Can I say that I'm grateful to the

eagle-eyed member of your team, Mr. Southey. Yes, we

are able to continue.
MR. SOUTHEY: DCI, I don't know whether you want to

start again, the question I was asking, obviously, was

whether it suggested imperfections in relation to the

relationship between AGS and RUC?

It could
CHAIRMAN:

be --

Mr. Billingsley, are you in a position to
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710 Q.
A.
711 Q.
A.

answer that question? Do you know why --

THE WITNESS: I have no 1idea.

CHAIRMAN: -- the RUC would place that caveat on that
piece of intelligence at that stage?

THE WITNESS: I have no idea why, Sir.

MR. SOUTHEY: Can I put it in a slightly different way
then, perhaps; from your point of view are you aware of
imperfections in the relationship?

I am not, I didn't work for the RUC at that point and
space and time sO I can't speak to the relationship.
MR. SOUTHEY: Thank you. In that case, my learned

friend, Mr. Foster, has one or two questions.

DC1 PETER BILLINGSLEY WAS QUESTIONED BY MR. FOSTER WAS

FOLLOWS:

MR. FOSTER: DCI Billingsley, I'l1l be very brief. 1It's
in relation to Mr. de Ta Poer, some of the evidence you
gave earlier to him. The first one is, if I can put up
on the screen the presentation that was referred to and
it's the notification from the AGS to the RUC, and it's
this for a point of accuracy. The notification states

at the stop that it's a red vauxhall Cavalier, that was
sent through at 1:00 p.m. Now, the next slide is, as I
understand it, the force-wide notification and there's

no colour of car represented on that?

So, from what I have on the screen -- it's very small.

The action that's displayed, will be as it says, IS to

carry out the cross-border checks in relation to
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91-DL-2554, that's not a circulation per se.

Okay.

That is a request via the HOLMES account to have those
checks carried out. The difficulty is that the initial
notification that we saw on the previous screen was
destroyed, my belief, as I alluded to earlier on, was
after two weeks, so MSG 2120 refers, I can't -- we
don't hold a copy that of to see what it said. That's
not the specific circulation is my point.

I appreciate that, but the notification from the Garda
was for a red vehicle and there's no note on that what
colour the vehicle was, and my question is when did the
maroon colour first become aware? 1In your statement it
states that -- this is page 67

of the addendum statement?

Sorry, the addendum statement, yes. And it says

halfway down:

"RUC circulated the details of the stolen vehicle on
i1ts computer system (force-wide) at 1:23 p.m. the same
day (1.e. 23 minutes after the report from the AGS)."

The subsequent paragraph:
"It was circulated only as a stolen vehicle for
attention of uniformed police patrols. It gave the

details of as a maroon Vauxhall Cavalier registration
number 91-DL-254_"
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716

And my query 1is; when did the maroon colour come 1into
the attention?

I would need to clarify that, it's something that I
can't answer for you at this point in time, but I can,
if the Inquiry are minded, clarify that in due course.
Thank you. Very briefly, you were talking about the
destruction of the documents, is that a written policy?
was that a written policy documents are destroyed after
two weeks?

That information has come from an e-mail from a female
by the name of Michelle whose surname escapes me, who
worked in PVI. She was advised of that by one of her
colleagues within PVI/CVI so I have not seen a policy,
I didn't work in the organisation at that time.

I think we might be able to lTook at it, INQ 012320.
Yes. And it's page 2, please. And if it's the last

paragraph, it states:

"As you"ve all been in PVI for some time, can you
advise that you still hold the file of MHS messages

received into PVl as far back as 1998?"

And if we go to the first page, please, and halfway,
the middle of the page, perhaps if that could be
highlighted, the point is made:

"Just remembered, we used to keep the MHS messages for
a week iIn these blue folders and after a week they were
shredded."™
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718 Q.

719 Q.

And my question is: 1Is that the extent of your
information or do you know or if there's a written
policy or not?

That is the extent of my information.

So you may have mistakenly said it was two weeks but it
was actually a week?

Yeah, we had a -- yes, I said I wasn't sure but I had
it in my head it was two weeks but we will revert to a
week.

Mr. de 1la Poer was asking you questions about the cell
site and when, if I recall correctly, when you were
first aware if there was any external cooperation with
the RUC in relation to the cell site analysis and
whether any expert had been engaged. And I think you
referred to Mr. weeks in 2008. Again, this is more for
clarification, you're not aware then that Mr. Collins
of Praesidium was engaged in 1999 and he made a number
of recommendations.

Just let me confirm that in my notes.

MR. GREANEY: 1If I can help, the report was dated 4th
June 1999. You can take that from me.

MR. FOSTER: DCI Billingsley, you may or may not be
familiar with that?

I could do have a note of a policy, I don't have it
dated of Praesidium Services Limited report being
provided to Mr. weeks. So, it's quite clear that was
done before Mr. weeks was instructed. As to the date,
I apologise, I cannot. As I have previously stated, I

would imagine I've viewed many thousands of documents

155

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.

15:47

15:47

15:47

15:48

15:49



O 00 N O v h W N B

N N N NN NNNNDNRRRRRRBRRPR R R
© 00 N O U1 & W N R O ©W W N O U A WN R O

720 Q.
A.
721 Q.
A.
722 Q.
A.
723 Q.

but I can certainly take that away and confirm a date
that Praesidium were instructed.

And you weren't aware of any follow up to any
recommendations that he had made, obviously?

No. I may have reviewed the report but, as I say, I've
viewed many thousands of documents over the last number
of weeks.

Oone final question; 1in relation to your initial

statement, you stated at paragraph 35:

"The PSNI suspect that the vehicle stayed in the
Republic of Ireland between 13th and 15th August and

the bomb was loaded.™

You have anything beyond suspicion that the vehicle was
kept in the Republic of Ireland?

Sorry, paragraph 357

Paragraph 35.

Ultimately, all that there was over that time period
were, I suppose, unconfirmed sightings south of the
Border. There is nothing else that suggests that the
view would be that the 1likelihood was, certainly my
view would be on the material I've reviewed that the
Tikelihood was that the vehicle travelled over the
Border.

Mr. de la Poer referred earlier on to the involvement
of Mr. McGinn and, as I understand, in 1998 he was
interviewed. And you heard the references to

"cullaville." And if I could also put up on to the
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screen please INQ 028274. And, perhaps, if the first
paragraph could be highlighted please. This 1is an
e-mail from Mr. ware, journalist. And in that he makes
reference to the car being '"'seen parked in the grounds
of the GAA Cullaville on 13th August. It was said to
have been moved by Michael Broderick and scouted by
Padraig Daly. [1"ve been told that this came to the
attention of SB [Special Branch] by the night of Sunday
16th August.™

My question relates to this, you have said in your
statement about the amount of CCTv that has been
obtained, 237 videos and extensive TV was taken - at
paragraph 70 - to assist in ascertaining the potential
route taken by the car. And my question 1is; was there
any attempt to investigate the availability of CCTV in
other locations given that you had information such as
this, a suspicion, or as referred to by Mr. McGinn,
that he got his car serviced and repaired in
CulTaville?

Again, I would need to clarify that. The CCTVv that I
have seen in relation to the investigation and the
enquiries conducted, I'm reasonably content, are all
north of the Border.

sorry?

They're all north of the Border.

But on the route of the car, was there any CCTV taken
prior to the route of the car, prior to the 15th? was
there any CCTV taken on 13th and 14th of August?
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I would need to clarify that, not that I believe, but I
would need to clarify that.

My final question is a point again that relates to
CCTV. And it's at paragraph 87. And you state at
paragraph 87:

"The PSNI 1s not aware of any Army watchtowers which
would have had a line of sight over the potentially

relevant roads."

And it's very nuanced sentences, and I'm asking would
the RUC have had any knowledge?

It's a very difficult question to answer that those who
were working in the watchtowers would have knowledge of
what the 1ine of sight was, whereas today we would be
working from knowledge of where the watchtower is
Tocated or it was located, given that they in all
Tikelihood, I don't believe any of them exist any
Tonger --

DCI Billingsley, my question really 1is, you said the
PSNI, but would the RUC have had any knowledge of the
sight of 1line, would the RUC as opposed to the PSNI,
I'm asking about the RuUC?

CHAIRMAN: I don't really understand that question, I'm
afraid, Mr. Foster.

MR. FOSTER: My point is, have the records been looked
in both the RUC and the PSNI, if anybody in the RUC
could recall if there was a sight of Tine of vision

from those watchtowers?
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It's something I would have to clarify. I would be

very surprised if somebody had provided or created a

document that gave us details of the 1ine of sight from

the watchtowers saying at window 1 I can see X, Y and

Z. At window 2 I can see X, Y and Z.

My question was are you aware of any investigation that

took place in relation to that, in whether or not the
watchtowers had any 1line of sight?

At the time of the incident?

At the time of the incident?

I would need to clarify that.

MR. FOSTER: oOkay. Nothing further. chair, thank you.

MR. DE LA POER: Sir, I note the time and I know that

Mr. Kane was anxious to ensure that he had a clean run

for his questions, which I think may be Tess in their
duration than the time he was originally allocated,
although that may have changed since he and I last

spoke. I wonder if his you would want to hear his

approximate estimate, because I know that we have other

business to deal with today.

CHAIRMAN: what would you prefer to do, Mr. Kane.

MR. KANE: Sir, I was allocated 25 minutes. I have
knocked out may be five or six questions out of 24 or
thereabouts. Wwith the best will in the world I would
have thought minimum 15 to 20 minutes.

CHAIRMAN: Yes. Wwould you be content to ask your
gquestions tomorrow.

MR. KANE: o0h, of course, yes.

CHAIRMAN: I think that might be best in the
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circumstances.

MR. KANE: There's also a matter which we've just
received an e-mail about which I would like to raise
which will only take about two or three minutes.
CHAIRMAN: Yes. well, Tet's Teave the questioning
until tomorrow then, if that's convenient.

MR. KANE: That's fine, that's not a problem.
CHAIRMAN: Can we invite Mr. Billingsley to return
tomorrow.

MR. DE LA POER: Yes, please, Sir. I think that's for
the best, and I did warn him and he's kindly said he'll
come back.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much, Mr. Billingsley.

THE WITNESS: No, problem, Sir.

MR. GREANEY: Sir, as I understood it, Mr. Kane was
indicating that he wanted to raise a matter now about
an e-mail that he has recently received, am I right?
MR. KANE: Yes, I've only read it here.

CHAIRMAN: Give Mr. Billingsley a moment or two to

withdraw. [Short pause]. Yes, Mr. Kane.

SUBMISSION BY MR. KANE:

MR. KANE: As I say, I've only had a very quick
opportunity to read the e-mail and the question was
being posed did we want to seek an adjournment of Lance
Corporal Thompson's evidence tomorrow. That relates
Sir, to -- I don't know whether or not the staff can

bring up an INQ just on the hoof, but if they can, it's
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INQ 034 --
MR. GREANEY: No, they can't I'm afraid, unless it's a

document that's been on the screen very recently.

MR. KANE:

Right. Maybe you can bring it up

independently, Chairman, on your own.

CHAIRMAN: 1Is it --

MR. KANE: 1It's the famous conundrum page, 38456. 1It's
INQ 034854.

CHAIRMAN: 1Is this the Daily Occurrence Book?

MR. KANE: That's correct.

CHAIRMAN: I have my copy of that.

MR. KANE: Yes. We were told late yesterday about car

sightings and some photographs from VCPs which, on the

face of it, tends to suggest that there's a mix-up in

the timings and if you can see, Sir, the 385 entry

is -- the copy which you have, Sir, is it coloured?
CHAIRMAN: Yes.
MR. KANE: You can see there, there's blue writing 385,

15th August 1998. And then you will recall there was

some discussion about whether or not that was 13:21 or

15:21.
CHAITRMAN:
MR. KANE:

Yes.

we then received yesterday afternoon I think

it was some photographs which are tending to suggest

that the entry to the right of that, which begins
"VENGEFUL" and "vehicle sighting" in the black ink,

that that vehicle was photographed at 15:21. So, that

raises a very live issue about the timings and tends to

throw the argument, as it were, towards 15:21 as being
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the time, as opposed to 13:21. However, the entry
which is made at 385, the substantive entry where it
says, "VENGEFUL" and "vehicle sightings" is made, we
say, quite clearly, both in a different colour of ink
and in a different hand, to use an old-fashioned
phrase. And what we are saying is that that issue as
to who wrote in 385 would be best investigated before
Lance Corporal Thompson would be brought before the
Inquiry. The investigation which we have asked, now
that this has come sharply into focus, is to
investigate the signatures on the right-hand side
column, which are covered and are closed to us, but
just shortly, a few minutes ago, we received this
e-mail saying that Lance Corporal Thompson is the
signature for 383. The signature for 383, for 384, for
386, but it has not been confirmed that he's the
signatory of 385. And what we're saying is that
whoever that is, and obviously that's known to the
Inquiry, that that person needs to be located and
spoken to as to the circumstances in which he wrote the
entry at 385 in black ink. And that he will have
evidence as to, not just the circumstances but as to
how the timing may well have become mixed up and how
and why that appears to be out of sequence, timing

wise.

Now, I appreciate, Sir, that that may not be something
that would be capable of being done overnight given the

difficulties there were in locating Lance Corporal
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relation to the black ink insert.

I hope that's reasonably clear. 1It's probably not

clear to anyone else in the room unless they have the

page up i

n front of them, but I hope that is

sufficiently clear to you, Sir, to see the thrust of

what I am saying.

CHAIRMAN:

I can understand why you'd want to explore

the chronology in which these entries appear, but I

don't, at the moment, understand Mr. Kane, why that

prevents Mr. Thompson giving evidence about what he

entered i
MR. KANE:

qgquestions about the timing and that there was mistakes

n relation to entry 386.

No, it doesn't. If he were to be asked

made or practices that went on which weren't

chronologically following, on the basis of the document

on the face of the record, without knowing what the

Tikely author could assist the Inquiry with, I'm saying

that that is -- those would be questions which would be

put in a vacuum without the benefit of a proper

investigation, which may or may not be possible.

CHAIRMAN:

But, I thought what concerned you was the
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entry at 386 and the content of it and whether it
reflected accurately the terms of a broadcast that was
made. I don't really see at the moment what 385
contributes to that.

MR. KANE: well --

CHAIRMAN: I'm very reluctant to put Lance Corporal
Thompson off because he has already been allocated that
particular date and time for giving evidence, in
accordance with discussions which took place with him.
MR. KANE: Yes, I understand that. But had it not been
for what developed yesterday and again then today, I
wouldn't have been making such an application. where
it 1s relevant --

CHAIRMAN: what's to stop you exploring all of this
after Mr. Thompson, what difference does it make? 1If
he didn't make the entry at 385 what difference does it
make to his evidence that somebody else will come along
and tell us Tater why that entry was made.

MR. KANE: That will be fine if all the questioning is
related to 386 only, but if he's going to be asked
about 385 and a suggestion is made in any way that
there was something going on here which was irregular,
which was out of chronology and, therefore, casts doubt
on 386, then that's a different story. But if there's
to be no questioning of him about the chronology and
about what happened in 385, I'm perfectly content that
he comes tomorrow and answers questions about 386.
CHAIRMAN: Let me hear from Mr. Greaney then, please.
MR. GREANEY: Sir, I believe that the e-mail of
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Mr. Suter to which Mr. Kane is referring, is one timed

at 1422 hrs and it starts in this way:

"We have asked HMG legal team if they can share a copy
of the unredacted Occurrence Book with Lance Corporal
Thompson so that he can confirm which entries have his
signature and which are for other soldiers. |If
possible, we have asked him to prepare a short
statement to confirm his observations on these points

before he gives evidence."

And he won't be giving evidence first thing tomorrow
morning. There is DCI Billingsley to finish and then

Mr. Bridger to give evidence.

So, there is time tomorrow morning to advance our
understanding, one would hope to a position that
satisfy Mr. Kane. Most certainly, there is no basis at
the moment to vacate the current Tisting of the
witness.

CHAIRMAN: So, there are some enquiries which are
already ongoing?

MR. GREANEY: There are, Sir, yes.

CHAIRMAN: And they'l1l be hopefully completed in the
course of tomorrow morning?

MR. GREANEY: That's our aim.

CHAIRMAN: well, shall we see how things stand tomorrow

morning then, Mr. Kane?

MR. KANE: 1It's a very late application prompted by
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this at 14:22. Yes, I'm happy to wait for tomorrow

morning. I still think that it will not in any way

Tead to the identification of whoever the signatory is

for the earlier entry. And if Mr. Greaney 1is saying

well, that won't be touched, then that would resolve

the issue.

CHAIRMAN: well, Tlet's see what Mr. Thompson has to say

tomorrow in conjunction with discussion between

yourself and Mr. Greaney and see whether that resolves

the problems or not. And if they're not resolved we

can return to them tomorrow.

MR. KANE: Very well. Very much obliged, thank you.

SUBMISSION BY MR. GREANEY:

MR. GREANEY: Thank you very much, Sir. There are, I'm

afraid, two further issues that we do need to deal with

before we conclude for the day and those two issues

are; first of all, the form of words that was the

subject of discussion at the end of the evidence

yesterday. So, the form of words relating to the

person known as Kevin Fulton. And then, secondly, an

issue that will take a 1ittle longer to deal with

relating to the evidence to be given by Baroness 0'Loan

and by Martin Bridger.

So, dealing with those two issues in turn.

going to read out from a document.
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"At the Closed Material Restriction Order hearing” so,
the CMRO hearing "PSNI indicated that they would seek
instructions on matters relating to Kevin Fulton. PSNI

has provided the following form of words:

The PSNI®s written submissions to the Omagh Bombing
Inquiry lodged prior to the open CMRO hearing, and
repeated during its oral submissions, explain the PSNI
position In respect of sensitive materials, namely,
that if any matter was brought to its attention which
may have an impact on sensitive disclosure, this would
be considered to assess whether it causes any

alteration in the PSNI"s position.

In making those submissions, the PSNI was mindful of
both the large volume of documents being disclosed to
and by the OBl, the passage of time since the majority
of the events in question took place and that the
individuals In post now were not in post at the
relevant times, and the general requirement to keep its

position on disclosure under review.

The PSNI has sought to be transparent about its
position on disclosure generally, both with the OBl and

with the other Core Participants.

The Chief Constable considered additional material that
was not considered previously, including material

brought to the attention of the PSNI Inquiry Team on
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the day of the open CMRO hearing.

Particular weight has been attached to previous
disclosures by Sir Ronnie Flanagan into the public
domain when he was the Chief Constable of the Police

Service of Northern Ireland in and around January 2002.

The PSNI was in possession of the contents of the
statement made to the families on 24th January 2002 but
the PSNI Inquiry Team was not aware of it and,
therefore, had not considered it, and it was not placed
before the Chief Constable when he first reviewed the

sample document materials.

The PSNI no longer maintains NCND [neither confirm nor
deny] i1n respect of the name “Kevin Fulton® in the
terms set out by Counsel to the Inquiry during the
opening remarks for Chapter 3 on 21st September 2026,
namely, that he was a State agent, including having

been an informant for the RUC."

Sir, that deals with the first of the final issues
today.

Next to the second. Baroness O'Loan was the Police
ombudsman for Northern Ireland between 1999 and 2007.
She was the first person to hold that role which was
created by Section 51 of the Police (Northern Ireland)
Act 1998, which we'll refer to as "the Act."
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Sir, as everyone knows, she has provided a witness
statement to the Inquiry, namely INQ 042304 and we are

due to hear Tive evidence from her next wednesday.

Martin Bridger was an officer of the Ombudsman, having
been appointed by the Oombudsman to lead the
investigation that resulted in the PONI Report of 12th
December 2001. He, too, has provided a witness
statement to the Inquiry, namely INQ 042078 and we're
due to hear from Mr. Bridger tomorrow, probably at

about 11 o'clock, we hope.

Sir, in written submissions prepared, may we say at
short notice to assist in relation to an issue that I'm
about to explain, Counsel for PONI, my learned friend

Mr. Aiken says this:

"At the outset, PONI wishes to make clear that i1t wants
the Inquiry to have whatever evidence and material the
Inquiry wants to have in furtherance of the Terms of
Reference of the Inquiry. This includes evidence from
present or former members of the role of Police
Ombudsman, or present or former members of staff of the
Police Ombudsman. PONI does not wish to In any way
hinder Baroness O"Loan or Martin Bridger staying
whatever it is they wish to say to the Inquiry and

supports them in the doing of that.™

Sir, we are grateful to PONI for engaging with the
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Inquiry in such a cooperative way and for expressing a
clear and positive desire. And we're certain that all
Core Participants will share PONI's wish for Baroness
O0'Loan and Martin Bridger to give all relevant
evidence, as they are currently scheduled do, and we
hope that the two witness, Baroness 0'Loan and

Martin Bridger will take comfort from the stated wish

of PONI.

Sir, an issue, as we said, has arisen which we
initially considered might present significant
complexities, however, on reflection over the last

48 hours, we're satisfied that the answer to the issue
is clear, and that there 1is no impediment to hearing
the evidence of Baroness 0'Loan and Martin Bridger as
we plan both as to date and in form. what we'll do is
to set out, Sir, what the issue is and furthermore how
we consider it to be answered. And once we've done so,
we do not consider it necessary for any Core
Participant, or anyone else, to make submissions
unless, of course, they wish to submit that we are
wrong and wish to present a competing argument in
favour of the proposition that Baroness 0'Loan and
Martin Bridger should be prevented from giving evidence
that they, the Inquiry Legal Team and PONI wish them to

give.

Sir, if such arguments are advanced, of course, you

will Tisten to them but if they are not, we do not
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consider that it will be necessary for you to make any
ruling because there will be no dispute to be resolved

but, of course, we will see where we get to.

The issue arises out of Section 63 of the Act. The
effect of Section 63(1) and 63(2), is that:

"No information received by the Ombudsman or an officer
of the Ombudsman, in connection with any of the
functions of the Ombudsman, under Part 7 of the Act,
shall be disclosed by any person who Is or has been a
person to whom this subsection applies, except..." 1in
certain circumstances that are lTisted in Section 63(1).
And that subsection applies to the Ombudsman or any
officer of the Ombudsman and persons formerly holding

such roles.

The starting point, it seems to us, is to consider what
information was or may have been received by

Baroness O'Loan or Martin Bridger in connection with
any of the functions of the Ombudsman under Part 7 that
it is proposed they should give evidence about in the
course of Chapter 3. The answer to that question, in
our submission, is to be found in four documents 1in
particular; and, Sir we'll deal with the most recent of

those four documents first.

That most recent document is a report of Baroness

O'Loan to the Irish Minister for Foreign Affairs
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regarding allegations made by Detective Sergeant John
white of the AGS. That report, which is dated 22nd
March 2002, and has the INQ reference 04948 six, 1is the
report that in due course was to generate what is

widely known as the Nally Report.

In our assessment, no problem at all arises 1in relation
to the information contained within or related to the
subject matter of that report of 2002. And that is
because the work that led to the report, and the
content of the report itself, are unconnected with the
functions of the Ombudsman under Part 7 of the Act.
And, Sir, as we made plain a condition precedent to the
operation of Section 63 is that the information which
has been received should be connected with the

functions under Part 7.

The 2002 report, and its content, were wholly unrelated
to any complaint by or on behalf of a member of the
public about the conduct of a member of the police
force which means a member of the police force in
Northern Ireland, under Section 52 of the Act, and were
not generated by a referral by an official body or
generated of the Ombudsman's own motion under

Section 56, in either case relating to a member of what
by then have been PSNI. 1Instead, as the report to the
AGS and the statement of Baroness O'Loan make clear,
the report was not into or about the conduct of any

member of PSNI, which would have brought it within
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Part 7 if that were the position. But, instead, the
report related to the actions of AGS officers in the
RepubTlic of Ireland and the investigation that led to
the report was always into that topic, and not into the

conduct of any member of PSNI.

So, this report, the report of 2002, was a piece of
work, undoubtedly a valuable piece of work, that was
unconnected with the ombudsman's functions in Part 7
and it did not result, nor did the investigation that
Ted to it result in anyone receiving information 1in
connection with those functions. And so, we are clear
Sir, that Section 63 does not bite on any of the
information falling into that first category.
CHAIRMAN: And do you know what PONI's position is on
that point?

MR. GREANEY: well, PONI's position I think, Sir, 1is
that they wouldn't be able to express a final view on
that, on that point today. No doubt if they consider
that we are wrong about that, they will, in due course,
tell us. If we receive no such communication, we will
conclude that they do not consider we are wrong. But
we wouldn't want to put Mr. Aiken under pressure to
express a view today, we suspect he has not had an
opportunity to take final instructions.

CHAIRMAN: Is Mr. Aiken participating?

MR. GREANEY: He is very kindly, he's attending in
person.

CHAIRMAN: I'm so sorry, I didn't realise he was here.
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MR. GREANEY: I should have said he was here.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your attendance, Mr. Aiken.
MR. AIKEN: Not at all, Sir, and I'm sorry I haven't
been here up to now. what I'm listening to, Sir, if
it's helpful, if I can put it this way; PONI is
unlikely to express a view either way on the solutions,
as I understand it, that are to be outlined. That's
not designed to be unhelpful in any way but if the
Inquiry Team has taken a particular view, it's entitled
to do that and it may be, if we consider yes, there is
something wrong with anything that we hear, then we'll,
at the appropriate time, if it's acceptable to you,
raise it with your team.

CHAIRMAN: Yes, that's helpful, thank you.

MR. GREANEY: We're grateful to Mr. Aiken for all of
his help in relation to this issue, and for acting 1in
such a practical way, recognising that we are moving at

pace in relation to this issue.

I said that there were four documents. The second is
this, on 12th December 2001, so, this is an earlier
document, and 12th December 2001 being the same day as
Ombudsman presented what is known as the Regulation 20
Report to the Secretary of State, and I'll get to that
document at the end of my submission. But on that
date, 12th December, the Ombudsman published what was
described as a summary, essentially a summary of the
report itself. The summary is INQ 044122. That

summary was expressly published under Section 62 of the
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Act.

Sir, this report and the information contained within
it, also presents no Section 63 difficulty. And that
is because one of the exempting circumstances in
Section 63(1) relates to just such a summary, and that
exempting circumstance is that contained in

Section 63(1)(e). And so, we suggest there can be no
question but that Section 63 does not prohibit
disclosure by the witnesses of information contained

within that statement.

Third, that same day, 12th December, the Ombudsman
published what was described as a press summary.

INQ 000374. This, Sir, in our assessment, falls into
an identical category to the second one. It is within
Section 63(1)(e), even though not expressly described
as a Section 62 statement. We pause for a moment to
observe that in their written submissions, PONI accept
that Section 63(1)(e) 1is apt to describe something such
as a press summary. And, in any event, we submit that
no sensible person would submit that Baroness 0'Loan
and Martin Bridger could not give evidence about
something that had been released to the press in the
hope and expectation that the public would be made
aware of it. One doesn't need to have regard to
construction or common sense, it's obvious that
Section 63 does not bite on the information contained

within that third category of material.
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Fourth, that just leaves the Regulation 20 Report
itself, commissioned by Baroness 0'Loan and the result
of an investigation conducted by Martin Bridger, and
through which investigation, necessarily, he will have
obtained information. The Regulation 20 Report itself
is INQ 000035. 1In their submissions, PONI make the
following submission about the purpose of Section 63,

Mr. Aiken describes the purpose as being:

"To protect the confidentiality of third parties
disclosing information to the Police Ombudsman. It was
not intended to prevent the Police Ombudsman assisting

a public inquiry.™

Sir, we agree. The purpose of Section 63 would not, in
any way, be undermined by Baroness O0'Loan and Martin
Bridger giving their evidence as we, they, and PONI
would wish. oOn the contrary, and as Section 51(4)(b)
makes clear, one of the principles that underpins the
work of PONI, when PONI exercises their functions, is
engendering the confidence of the public in the system

the Ombudsman 1is responsible for.

In our submission, if Section 63 were to be interpreted
as severely - and it would be severely - curtailing the
evidence of important witnesses to your Inquiry, that
confidence would be severely undermined, not engendered
or upheld. And that would be particularly so in

circumstances in which by the time Martin Bridger gives
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evidence tomorrow morning, the Regulation 20 Report,
following a period of liaison with PSNI, HMG and PONI,
will have been published on the Inquiry's website,
entirely lawfully, and will be available to the public
CHAIRMAN: Can I just pause to understand that a
moment, Mr. Greaney.

MR. GREANEY: Yes, Sir.

CHAIRMAN: The Regulation 20 Report 1is, in effect, the
complete report prepared by Baroness 0'Loan.

MR. GREANEY: It is, Sir, running to 94 pages.
CHAIRMAN: And it's presented to the Police Authority,
the Chief Constable and the Secretary of State 1in
accordance with Regulation 20 of the Royal Ulster
Constabulary Complaints et cetera Regulations 2000.

MR. GREANEY: Yes sir.

CHAIRMAN: And the Inquiry has had possession of a copy
of that report for some considerable time.

MR. GREANEY: Yes. And we received it, entirely
appropriately, from Merseyside Police who had received
it from one of the appropriate authorities, I think the
Policing Board, in the course of commissioning
Merseyside Police to prepare what became known as Tonge
Report.

CHAIRMAN: It has been disclosed to the Core
Participants in the Inquiry?

MR. GREANEY: Yes.

CHAIRMAN: But before that took place are you saying it
was reviewed by a number of authorities?

MR. GREANEY: Yes, what has happened Sir, is that as
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you will appreciate some categories of document need to

go through a process of sensitivity checking to ensure

that when they are provided to Core Participants and
thereafter to the public they do not contain material
which is material that would be damaging to national

security and, of course, all of those redactions are

necessarily subject to the Closed Material Restriction

order in due course. But what has happened is that the

Regulation 20 Report has been through a process of
sensitivity checking with PSNI, with PONI, and with
HMG. Certain redactions, certain limited redactions
have been applied for the reasons that I have
identified. That report has been made available to
Core Participants and as the organisations we are
certain will have anticipated, indeed PSNI I know has
been told as much, it is going to be published on the
website so that the public can read it.

CHAIRMAN: And none of those organisations suggested,

for example, that the report ought not be disclosed to

the Core Participants?
MR. GREANEY: Absolutely not and each of those

organisations has understood that Baroness 0'Loan would

be coming to give evidence and will have had, we're

certain, an expectation that she would have been taken

to the report that had been disclosed to Core
Participants. So each of the organisations will have

had, we're certain, an expectation that that document

would be made public but it will be made public before

Mr. Bridger gives his evidence so that no question of
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takes us, we're nearly finished, the way in which

Section 3 is to be construed is what will the public

think about the proposition that witnesses who were

responsible for a report could not give evidence to

you, Sir, about the subject matter of something that

they could read on the Internet.

And so, Section 63, we submit, must be purposefully

construed to cover the situation that will occur

tomorrow with Martin Bridger and next week with

Baroness 0O'Loan.

We recognise that Baroness 0'Loan and Martin Bridger

are determined to give evidence to you, of that there

is no doubt, but understandably they do not wish to

find themselves in the way of the criminal Taw for

doing so. And ultimately we are not the arbiters of

that issue and indeed, nor are you, but our view, as

the Inquiry Legal Team, 1is that no offence will be

committed by anyone by what we propose.
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event, we cannot see how any right-thinking person
would consider a prosecution other than foolish in
circumstances in which all that will be happening is
that witnesses will be giving evidence that they wish
to give, the Inquiry Legal Team wishes them to give and
that PONI wishes them to give.

That is a long way of saying that something that we had
thought was an issue and which we alerted Core
Participants to as a potential issue, is not, in the
final analysis, one that creates any difficulty with
the Inquiry proceeding as it wishes to.

CHAIRMAN: The underlying purpose of the prohibition
found in Section 63 of the 1998 Act, must be to provide
those who cooperate with the investigation a degree of
confidentiality.

MR. GREANEY: And we entirely agree. And indeed, as we
understand PONI's submission, they agree as well.
CHAIRMAN: Although it is obvious from the terms of
Section 63 itself that that can never be communicated
as a complete guarantee of confidentiality. For
example, an exception is available for the purposes of
criminal, civil or disciplinary proceedings.

MR. GREANEY: It is, Sir, in 63(1)(d).

CHAIRMAN: Equally, if the underlying purpose is
confidentiality, it must be confidentiality in respect
of matters that occurred many, many years ago now.

MR. GREANEY: And that too we agree with, Sir, yes.
CHAIRMAN: And that confidentiality, such as existed
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and such as remained in place over the passage of time,

appears to have been Tost as a consequence of the

pubTlication of and sharing lawfully of the terms of the

report.

MR. GREANEY: Again, Sir, we agree.

CHAIRMAN: So, that's why you suggest that the
particular section should be given a purpose of
interpretation.

MR. GREANEY: 1Indeed.

CHAIRMAN: well, thank you Mr. Greaney, that's very
helpful.

MR. GREANEY: So, obviously we don't want to shut out
any Core Participant or indeed, PONI are a Core
Participant, we don't want to shut out any Core
Participant from making submissions they feel will be
helpful or from disagreeing if they disagree with us.
But I am going to Took around to see if anyone does
wish to make submissions and I can see that no one
does. 1In those circumstances we see no value in
putting you to the trouble of preparing a ruling.
There is nothing in fact for you to rule upon.
CHAIRMAN: well, it seems to me that the outline that
you've explained in relation to the interpretation of
Section 63 1is correct and that is the way we should
proceed.

MR. GREANEY: Thank you very much indeed, Sir. I am

sorry that we have had to sit a little Tater than we

would all 1ike in order to deal with that, could we now

finish for the day and return at 10:00 a.m. tomorrow
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morning please?

THE INQUIRY ADJOURNED UNTIL THURSDAY, 8TH OCTOBER 2026

AT 10:00 A_M.

182

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.



INDEX
WITNESS

DETECTIVE_SUPERINTENDENT EMMET_ CASSERLY

QUESTIONED (ON 1ST & 2ND SEPTEMBER 2026) BY MR. GREANEY ..

DETECTIVE_CHIEF_INSPECTOR_PETER_BILLINGSLEY

QUESTIONED BY MR. DE LA POER .. ...ttt i iinnnnnnsnnnnns
QUESTIONED BY MR. SOUTHEY .. ...ttt e e nnnnnssnnnnnns
QUESTIONED BY MR. FOSTER ... .. ittt it e snnnnnns

SUBMISSION BY MR. KANE ... ...ttt it is s s s s eannnnnns
SUBMISSION BY MR. GREANEY ... ..ttt iiii e s s e nnnnns

PAGE

1



23:25

04/05/1998 2] -
23:27, 30:17
'85[1] - 89:26 04207811 -
‘9731 - 19:19, 169:9
19:28, 33:11 042304 1] -
'98 (7] - 12:16, 169:2
33:11, 35:22, 044122 1[1] -
86:8, 120:15, 174:28
145:29 0494811-172:3
'CODE 1] - 076 1] - 45:26
49:22 087-3980 (1] -
'HAVE 1] - 10:6
47:20 087-5585[1] -
"HOAX' 1] - 10:5
134:4 09/05/1998 2] -
'KEVIN [1] - 23:28, 27:27
168:16
'MARTHAT1] - 1
49:23
'WAS 3] - 47:21,
47:23,47:24 1111 -24:22,
'"YES [2] - 47:22, 68:12, 71:8,
47:24 74:24, 119:23,
129:8, 139:6,
0 143:19, 159:4,
183:5
1.89111- 132:4
00003511] - 1.911-131:13
176:6 1011] - 58:14
0003741 - 10/07/1998 [5] -
175:15 24:2, 27:29,
00104111 - 28:10, 28:23,
135:6 30:19
003493 1] - 10011 - 131:23
148:15 105111 - 46:1
00:291] - 10:00 3] -
131:10 135:22, 181:29,
01/10(1] - 86:12 182:4
012320111 - 10:301] - 47:27
154:15 10TH 5] - 37:9,
01368512 - 37:10, 38:15,
141:20, 149:3 38:22, 113:5
02/04/1998 1] - 11121 - 112:22,
23:24 169:11
028274 1] - 1241 - 9:17,
157:1

02995 (1] - 136:7

034111-161:1

034724 (1] -
147:12

03473211] -
142:12

034746 1] -
68:26

034854 (1] -
161:8

039024 1] -
150:13

04/04/98 [1] -

10:20, 24:5, 53:6
12011 - 67:25
120-MINUTE [1]

-16:19
12101/03 1] -

40:26
12211-17:5
124111-17:28
1261 - 17:28
128111 - 18:29
129121 - 19:9
12:49 1] -

136:14
12:5211] -

136:15

12TH [11] -
19:28, 20:2, 82:9,
91:17, 119:16,
120:8, 169:7,
174:21, 174:22,
174:26, 175:13

13111 - 15:23

13/07/1998 [4] -
24:2, 27:28, 28:9,
28:22

13/08/98 [1] -
104:11

13111 - 25:7

132111- 119:26

132311 - 104:11

133[2] - 26:9,
26:10

13511 - 27:2

137111 - 30:28

13911 - 43:10

13:211(2] -
161:20, 162:1

13:2311] -
104:18

13TH[13] -
33:19, 33:23,
37:22, 37:25,
40:16, 41:16,
43:26, 104:18,
109:17, 120:15,
156:12, 157:5,
157:29

14 (5] - 25:17,
31:3, 42:21,
74:18, 133:14

141 (2] - 55:22,
183:9

1422 1] - 165:2

143 1] - 55:22

14411 - 46:11

14511] - 55:26

147 3] - 56:2,
150:14

14912] - 56:2

14:2211] - 166:1

14:291] - 130:8

14:3111] -
130:11

14CM 2] - 15:8,
15:14

14TH 4] - 18:7,
91:18, 120:15,
157:29

151(8] - 29:11,
42:23, 80:4, 81:1,
82:26, 104:5,
131:4, 159:25

15111] - 56:2

15211 - 183:10

154 2] - 35:14,
36:1

156 1] - 36:11

15:21 (3] -
161:21, 161:27,
161:29

15TH 271 - 8.7,
8:14, 9:6, 10:3,
10:24, 24:15,
35:23, 43:23,
51:8, 54:22, 57:3,
69:15, 70:8, 72:5,
72:16, 73:9,
86:24, 89:5,
109:11, 116:9,
117:8, 135:23,
136:9, 136:14,
156:12, 157:28,
161:19

16 [5] - 46:20,
74:9, 118:27,
119:22, 126:15

16/05/1998 [1] -
23:29

16011 - 183:12

1621 - 37:22

16411] - 38:3

166 1] - 183:13

169-DMCA-111]
-15:5

1698-DMCA-1
[11-13:8

16TH 8] - 11:9,
29:13, 51:5, 53:5,
53:7, 61:23,
61:24, 157:9

17111-51:19

171-DMCA-3 [1]
-14:12

172-DMCA-411]
-14:12

174-DMCA-7 [1]
-13:29

17TH[7] - 46:27,
85:28, 86:20,
116:27, 117:9,
134:13, 145:29

18,081.601] -
16:29

185-DMCA-19
M11-13:18

18TH 6] - 3:17,
4:4, 47:27, 48:29,
49:5, 134:13

1918 - 12:6,
23:6, 87:3,
110:28, 111:2,
111:14, 146:28

197-JCP-111] -
13:23

1985[1] - 89:5

1990(1] - 31:29

1995 1] - 6:26

1996 (3] - 3:17,
4:4,65:15

1997 [10] -
16:14, 17:19,
18:7, 32:7, 53:5,
53:7, 53:15,
54:22, 113:6,
113:23

1997/1998 1] -
32:18

1997/98 [1] -
67:22

1998 (60] - 8:3,
8:4, 8:7, 8:14,
9:6, 10:3, 10:25,
11:3, 12:15,
24:12, 24:15,
29:5, 29:13,
29:22, 327,
35:23, 43:23,
43:24, 43:26,
43:28, 43:29,
44:28, 46:27,
51:5, 51:6, 517,
51:8, 53:26,
53:27, 55:1, 55:2,
55:5, 56:13,
56:14, 63:16,
66:7, 69:5, 69:16,
72:2,76:7, 85:2,
85:20, 91:18,
100:3, 105:10,
106:12, 107:24,
116:27, 119:16,
120:8, 124:22,
133:9, 134:13,
149:11, 154:21,
156:27, 161:19,
168:29, 180:14

1999 10] - 5:1,
7:20, 92:3, 92:8,
92:21, 94:2,
1156:21, 155:17,
155:21, 168:26

19TH 3] - 86:8,
86:21, 87:10

1:002 - 109:10,
152:24

1:15[(11-121:5

1:23 1] - 153:20

1:301(21 - 109:11,
121:5

1:45[1] - 124:25

1ST[10] - 36:13,
36:23, 377,
38:12, 43:23,
43:28, 44:27,

51:6, 118:29,
144:8
1ST1]- 183:5

2

2[12] - 24:26,
61:6, 63:13,
74:20, 74:22,
129:12, 135:7,
148:3, 148:4,
148:15, 154:16,
159:5

200121 - 74:12,
141:20, 141:26,
149:4, 159:25,
174:23, 176:1,
176:5, 177:1,
177:8, 177:13,
178:9

200019 - 80:13,
80:17, 80:19,
81:6, 81:20,
85:16, 95:1,
112:2, 177:14

2001 (8] - 82:1,
82:9, 82:15,
112:2, 142:21,
169:8, 174:21,
174:22

2002 17] -
82:15, 111:21,
112:3, 112:8,
112:12, 112:26,
145:15, 145:26,
146:6, 146:21,
168:6, 168:9,
172:3, 172:9,
172:18, 173:.7

2003 (18] -
33:19, 33:23,
34:21, 35:9, 36:3,
36:13, 36:17,
36:21, 36:24,
37:1, 37:7, 37:25,
38:12, 40:3, 40:4,
40:17, 41:17,
120:16

2004 (8] - 36:28,
37:9, 37:10,
37:22, 38:15,
38:22, 59:15,
105:11

2005 [4] - 93:18,
93:19, 95:26,
121:11

2007 [21 -
148:19, 168:26

2008 (7] - 82:26,
83:1, 83:23,

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




105:24, 118:15,
118:21, 155:15
2014 (3] - 32:27,
118:18, 118:21
201512) - 32:28,
33:10
2016 6] - 83:6,
83:10, 83:18,
83:23, 83:26,
84:6
2022 1] - 59:29
2026 4] -
125:15, 168:18,
182:3, 183:5
20511 - 142:26
20TH 6] - 6:26,
11:6, 11:9, 55:5,
72:1,73:8
2114 - 53:29,
98:4, 98:8,
104:11
21/07/1998 4] -
24:3, 28:1, 28:11,
28:24
212011 - 1537
2151 1-127:20
21ST[71- 5:1,
5:23, 7:20, 8:3,
24:12, 35:22,
168:18
22CM 11 - 157
22ND 6] - 8:2,
8:3, 55:2, 56:12,
56:14, 172:2
2314] - 87:16,
91:24, 130:20,
153:21
23/03/1998 1] -
23:22
232111-110:25
23711-157:13
23RD 3] - 29:22,
56:13, 56:14
24121 - 73:4,
159:23
24/03/1998 [3] -
23:23, 30:10,
30:11
24/05/1998 [3] -
24:1, 28:8, 30:18
2401 - 73:27
24439[1] - 145:9
24TH 2] - 24:12,
168:9
25121 - 102:18,
159:22
25211-17:3
255-DMCA-88
[11-14:3
259111 - 119:25

2611 - 104:5 164:20, 164:24, 23:11 7411-7:27 9971011] - 23:12
262-EFK-1[1] - 164:27 58072311 - 3:21 781(11-123:24 9:00(1]- 70:9
14:13 3:15[21 - 140:27, 5851[14] - 6:8, 7CM 21 - 1517, 9TH 5] - 16:14,

264-PRH-111] - 140:28 6:19, 6:22, 7:9, 15:9 17:16, 29:4, 62:4,
14:12 7:13, 8:14, 8:28, TTH 4] - 76:9, 82:20

26TH[21 - 1197, 4 9:8, 10:12, 10:15, 93:19, 124:21,

119:10 44:21, 44:22, 127:28 A

272-BM-111] - 119:24, 130:1
14:13 4w-252, 5911 - 183:8 8

281 - 93:17 63:24, 116:8, 5:00 1] - 69:16 AM3) - 47:27,

280311-53:10 | 12015 5TH (1 - 53:14 135:22, 181:29

280811 - 53:16 401[2 - 48:17, 816] - 34:15, AMI[1] - 182:4

267-PBO[1- 125:2 6 70:25, 70:27, Al - 136:17
147 40014 - 47:15, 72:15, 74:16 A5111-121:8

29THp-82:1 | 47214722, 8050(2- 5329, | ABLE3-3:16,

2ND 1] - 183:5 48:20 616 - 70:7, 54:13 13:7,21:23,

OND [5] - 12:15 400LB [1] - 53:7 74:14, 96:26, 8412 - 73:29, 22:19, 24:17,
1216, 53:26. 4114 - 8638, 104:23, 147:12, 163:2 25:5, 26:23,
5307 £5.1 121:14, 121:21, 153:14 8712 - 158:4, 75:12, 78:4,

’ 143:22 61511 - 45:10 158:5 78:13, 82:18,
42011 -73:29 622 - 174:29, 89-LH-1606[1] - 82:20, 85:10,
3 4221] - 75:2 175:18 53:13 93:7, 98:17,
43013] - 45:17, 631141 - 171:5, 8TH [6] - 36:3, 102:26, 103:1,

3 [21] - 24:29, 119:24, 129:29 172:14, 173:13, 36:17, 36:21, 103:10, 103:29,
47:15, 47:21, 451] - 140:15 175:4, 175:9, 37:1, 38:3, 95:1 104:17, 113:3,
47:22, 48:20, 45-MINUTE[1]- | 175:28, 1767, 8TH[] - 182:3 115:13, 117:1,
56:14, 61:12, 47:12 176:15, 176:24, 117:17, 122:29,
61:15, 88:19, 452 1] - 46:5 179:1, 179:17, 9 128:17, 133:13,
91:17, 102:10, 467 1] - 46:3 180:14, 180:20, 134:2, 143:17,
102:11, 102:17, 48121 - 145:10, 181:24 150:2, 151:23,
110:23, 142:12, 170:13 63(12 - 1716, 91 -72:25 154:15, 173:18
142:15, 148:4, 480110] - 16:3, 175:6 9-3D-3286011 - ABSOLUTELY
168:18, 171:23, 167, 16:19, 17:9, 63(1) 1] - 56:15 21 - 116:12,
179:11 19:17, 19:22, 171:13 90-D-36298111- | 178:21

3.2[11- 131:15 20:2, 20:17, 63(1)(D) 1] - 56:20 ACADEMIC1] -

3.3p1]-132:5 113:15, 114:14 180:24 91-DL-254 111 - 122:21

303 - 125:2, 4:26 1] - 46:27 63(1)(E [21 - 153:28 ACCp]-71:14
126:15, 131:4 4:301] - 49:11 175:17, 175:20 91-DL-2554 1] - ACCENT[1] -

30/04/1998 1 - 4TH 41 - 19:19, 63(1)(E) 111 - 153:1 49:14
23:26 19:22, 135:21, 1758 92-D-40268 (2] - ACCEPT 9] -

30TH[@ - 35:21, | 155:20 63(2(1-171:6 | 599, 55:29 113:3, 143:2,
43:28, 51:4 662 - 3:23, 92-D-4068 1] - 143:23, 144:2,

318-WHI 1] - 5 4:10 55:3 144:21, 146:25,
14:15 68 1] - 4:11 92111 - 137:22 146:29, 147:3,

32[1] - 84:23 6TH 3] - 11:6, 941-177:10 175:19

353 - 156:9, 5[ - 552, 142:25, 142:29 94-LK-3286 (1 - ACCEPTABLE
156:17, 156:18 | 12925, 1317 85:7 (- 174:12

381-WH-1 1] - 5011 - 102:19, 7 961 - 18:8 ACCEPTED2 -
14:13 106:4, 125:10, 9674111 - 86:5 94:7

38312 - 162:15 125:11, 125:18, 971 1] - 45:22 ACCEPTING [1]

38471 - 162:15 140:15 7[14] - 56:10, 980 [14] - 3:5, -93:2

384561 - 161:7 500(1) - 116:22 57:6, 58:8, 70:6, 3:16, 4:7, 4:26, ACCESS 6] -

38510 - 500LB [2] - 70:8, 70:24, 5:22 6:2, 6:5, 69:13, 80:15,
161:15, 161:18, 33:24, 37:26 72:13, 135:13, 8:14, 8:27, 97, 108:3, 108:4,
162:2, 162:7, 5111 - 168:28 171:10, 171:21, 10:12, 10:16, 108:5, 133:21
162:17, 162:21 51(4)B 11 - 172:12,172:16, | 46:9, 119:25 ACCESSIBLE
1643, 164:16, | 176118 173:1,173:9 980LB 1 - (1 - 69:12
164:21, 164:26 521 - 172:22 012 - 6:28, 55:12 ACCOMMODA

386 - 162116, | 5399m-5420 | 15714 98911 - 45:3 TE{1 - 140:16
163:19, 164:1 561 - 172:25 2@ 7, 9912 - 31:8, ACCORD2) -

’ ' 561222362 1] - 86:12, 144:9 130:19

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




76:11, 120:2
ACCORDANCE
31 - 61:14, 164:9,
177:13
ACCORDING 21
- 35:1,92:24
ACCOUNT12] -
7:25, 18:26,
46:16, 93:27,
123:1, 125:12,
127:4, 127:6,
129:6, 129:13,
148:21, 153:3
ACCOUNTS[1]
-100:9
ACCREDITATI
ON [1] - 59:22
ACCURACY 1]
-152:22
ACCURATE[2] -
62:19, 91:8
ACCURATELY
[11-164:2
ACKNOWLED
GE 1] - 63:5
ACQUIRE 1] -
98:20
ACQUISITION
[11-16:23
ACT10] - 31:29,
32:27, 168:29,
171:5, 171:10,
172:12, 172:22,
175:1, 180:14
ACT 2] - 59:25,
107:4
ACTED1] -
65:20
ACTING 1] -
39:1
ACTING [5] -
30:2, 60:3, 60:4,
132:16, 174:16
ACTION10] -
57:8, 83:25,
127:20, 127:22,
127:26, 127:29,
128:4, 128:20,
152:28
ACTIONS 1] -
173:2
ACTIVATED[1]
-3:16
ACTIVATION (2]
- 3:20, 6:22
ACTIVE[1] -
83:23
ACTIVELY 2] -
83:8, 105:2
ACTIVITIES[1] -

51:21
ACTIVITY [5] -
64:22, 84:27,
93:28, 94:10,
108:23
ACTORS[1] -
56:4
ACTS[2] -
95:13, 146:8
ACTUAL[1] -
133:14
ADD[1]-79:8
ADDED 2] -
74:26, 110:24
ADDENDUM (7]
-61:23, 62:3,
96:26, 104:22,
141:24, 153:15,
153:16
ADDITION 3] -
34:2, 61:27,
106:10
ADDITIONAL [5]
- 3:4,69:22,
74:26, 90:6,
167:27
ADDRESS [23] -
4:2,7:5,7:17,
7:21, 16:15,
17:29, 18:1,
18:18, 18:22,
18:23, 19:3, 19:7,
19:15, 20:27,
21:12, 21:15,
21:26, 57:11,
114:23, 115:16,
115:27, 125:5,
151:15
ADDRESSES[1]
-101:9
ADDS 2] -
129:13, 133:29
ADDUCE 1] -
4:19
ADJOURNED
[4] - 58:19, 102:1,
140:29, 182:3
ADJOURNMEN
T1]-160:26
ADMISSIONS
41 - 93:9, 94.5,
100:16, 109:19
ADMIT 3] -
94:13, 94:15,
94:19
ADMITTED 2] -
6:16, 95:22
ADMITTING[1] -
92:22
ADOPT 1] -

64:13
ADOPTED 3] -
61:15, 71:20,
84:21
ADOPTING 1] -
124:7
ADVANCE[2] -
99:4, 165:16
ADVANCED[2] -
142:28, 170:28
ADVANCEMEN
TS (2] - 34:28,
35:27
ADVANCES[1] -
106:9
ADVISE [1] -
154:20
ADVISED 2] -
122:6, 154:12
ADVISER[1] -
139:8
ADVOCATES[1]
-140:20
AERIAL 1] -
100:2
AFFAIRS[1] -
171:29
AFFECTED[1] -
73:3
AFRAID 3] -
158:25, 161:2,
166:17
AFTERMATH[1]
- 20:6
AFTERNOON
[21-49:11, 161:23
AFTERWARDS
[11-134:7
AGE[1]-79:16
AGENCIES[1] -
135:9
AGENCY 2] -
49:3, 49:5
AGENT 1] -
168:19
AGNEW 2] -
83:4, 83:27
AGO 3] -
143:16, 162:13,
180:27
AGREE [25] -
21:4,62:21, 65:2,
67:21, 75:8, 91:3,
91:4, 96:1,
116:11, 117:14,
119:15, 120:8,
121:1, 129:2,
129:18, 130:4,
131:17, 132:1,
138:12, 138:22,

176:15, 180:17,
180:18, 180:28,
181:5

AGREED 4] -
62:4, 70:19,
71:12, 123:27

AGREEMENT
[31 - 89:22, 90:6,
102:29

AGREEMENT
[1] - 89:28

AGS (58] - 4:29,
5:10, 6:9, 6:21,
8:13, 8:26, 8:27,
10:15, 12:8, 21:7,
21:9, 21:19,
24:17, 26:29,
31:7, 31:8, 33:18,
34:21, 35:1,
37:26, 38:20,
38:23, 39:3, 39:7,
42:1,42:5,42:12,
50:8, 50:15,
50:25, 52:2, 57:7,
88:20, 89:8,
91:25, 91:29,
92:4, 92:11,
92:13, 94:2, 94:4,
94:5, 94:8,
102:23, 114:20,
115:3, 115:6,
115:12, 138:24,
138:29, 148:22,
150:15, 150:29,
151:27, 152:21,
172:2, 172:27,
173:2

AGS) 1] -
153:21

AHEAD 2] -
62:28, 92:7

AIB 3] - 114:17,
114:21, 147:19

AIKEN [1] -
174:3

AIKEN 6] -
169:16, 173:23,
173:26, 174:2,
174:15, 176:8

AIM[2] - 52:20,
165:26

AIMED 1] -
81:25

ALBEIT[2] -
38:19, 117:18

ALERTED[1] -
180:9

ALL-
ENCOMPASSING
[1-32:23

ALLEGATION
[21-95:2, 955
ALLEGATIONS
M-172:1
ALLIED[1] -
18:8
ALLOCATED 6]
- 75:9, 76:20,
78:27, 159:16,
159:22, 164:7
ALLOW (3] -
32:1, 90:28,
120:18
ALLOWED [1] -
31:27
ALLOWS [1] -
68:16
ALLUDED[1] -
153:6
ALONGSIDE 2]
-107:2, 123:6
ALTERATION
[1-167:13
AMENDED1] -
149:5
AMERICAN[1] -
50:16
AMMONIUM 1]
-24:23
AMOUNT [5] -
11:12, 18:25,
79:18, 134:4,
157:12
ANALYSED 3] -
33:4, 116:22,
122:1
ANALYSES[1] -
120:15
ANALYSING [1]
- 83:17
ANALYSIS|[25] -
8:12, 15:27,
25:22, 26:11,
27:3, 29:26, 30:5,
30:22, 31:4, 32:3,
32:13, 33:18,
34:29, 35:27,
40:15, 93:25,
117:6, 117:18,
118:3, 118:24,
118:26, 120:5,
155:13, 180:11
ANALYST[2 -
66:28, 116:26
ANALYTICAL
[2] - 66:23, 66:27
AND 2] - 58:19,
102:1
ANDERSON [5]
-70:15,71:2,

71:13, 71:20,
72:17
ANGLO 2] -
89:4, 89:28
ANNAGHVACK
Y (1] - 54:2
ANONYMITY 2]
- 80:3, 118:28
ANONYMOUS
[11-135:22
ANSWER10] -
75:19, 76:18,
83:20, 96:28,
148:24, 152:1,
154:4, 158:13,
170:13, 171:23
ANSWERED [4]
- 49:6, 49:7,
130:24, 170:18
ANSWERS 1] -
164:27
ANTHONY [5] -
91:25, 92:18,
93:16, 96:25,
97:6
ANTICIPATE[1]
- 144:22
ANTICIPATED
[21-73:6, 178:15
ANXIOUS [1] -
159:14
APART1] -
131:24
APOLOGIES [g]
-48:26, 82:24,
86:4, 118:7,
127:20, 130:16
APOLOGISE [1]
- 155:28
APPEAR[11] -
26:5, 39:6, 39:22,
49:17, 109:21,
111:13, 128:21,
133:3, 143:12,
145:15, 163:16
APPEARANCE
M1 -122:27
APPEARED 4] -
26:4, 40:22,
50:22, 130:25
APPLE 2] -
125:5, 125:14
APPLICATION
m-3:22,71,
7:12, 7:13, 140:3,
164:12, 165:29
APPLIED 2] -
85:11, 178:12
APPLIES 2] -
171:12,171:14

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




APPLY [2] -
6:21, 95:20
APPLYING 1] -
96:19
APPOINTED [g]
- 80:20, 81:11,
82:16, 82:23,
83:28, 169:6
APPOINTMENT
M-71:19
APPOINTMENT
S11-70:19
APPRECIATE
61 - 75:19, 98:5,
136:29, 153:10,
162:27, 178:1
APPRECIATED
11 - 146:21
APPROACH [g]
-109:28, 110:10,
110:12, 118:11,
136:9, 142:3
APPROPRIATE
[4] - 89:23, 96:15,
174:12,177:20
APPROPRIATE
LY[1-177:19
APPROVED 2] -
59:24, 81:17
APPROXIMATE
M- 159:19
APPROXIMATI
ON[1] - 125:17
APRIL [10] -
12:15, 12:16,
35:22, 43:28,
43:29, 51:4, 55:1,
55:2, 137:23,
142:21
APT[1]-175:20
ARBITERS[1] -
179:26
AREA 8] -
53:18, 69:22,
109:1, 117:20,
117:29, 121:3,
121:4, 132:22
AREAS[1] -
107:25
ARENA[1] -
150:12
ARGUMENT 2
-161:29, 170:22
ARGUMENT'S
11 -106:24
ARGUMENTS
[11-170:28
ARISE 2] -
151:5, 179:1
ARISEN 1] -

170:10
ARISES 2] -
171:5,172:7
ARISING [2] -
40:3, 41:15
ARMAGH [14] -
3:1, 23:29, 24:3,
28:1, 28:10,
28:23, 29:13,
30:20, 33:28,
51:5, 53:8, 99:24,
119:3, 149:21
ARMY [1] -
158:7
AROSE[1] -
100:24
ARRANGE[1] -
71:15
ARRANGEMEN
TS[1]-65:12
ARREST 3] -
33:25, 92:4,
93:22
ARRESTED 9] -
34:3, 34:11, 36:7,
37:15, 37:25,
38:7, 38:26,
91:28, 93:18
ARRESTING [1]
-93:20
ARRESTS[3] -
31:9, 31:11,
31:15
ARRIVED 2] -
105:13, 125:20
ARTICLE[1] -
82:2
AS 6] - 58:19,
59:2, 102:1,
102:7, 141:1,
141:14
ASCERTAIN([g]
-105:9, 107:22,
127:14, 128:17,
136:5, 136:10,
137:3, 146:15
ASCERTAININ
G-157:14
ASPECT 3] -
30:29, 33:6,
135:4
ASPECTS 5] -
25:3, 61:13, 78:4,
90:26, 138:3
ASSEMBLY 2] -
14:1, 15:1
ASSERT 1] -
92:28
ASSERTED[1] -
134:16

ASSESS 4] -
9:1, 9:5, 50:15,
167:12

ASSESSED[1] -
46:9

ASSESSMENT
161 - 42:3, 109:20,
124:2, 127:12,
172:7, 175:15

ASSIGNED [2] -
21:20, 128:4

ASSISTg] -
82:18, 87:2,
88:17, 90:15,
95:6, 157:14,
163:25, 169:14

ASSISTANCE
3] - 12:29, 56:4,
82:21

ASSISTANT[1] -
81:10

ASSISTED[1] -
63:8

ASSISTING [2] -
108:14, 176:12

ASSOCIATED
[12]1 - 43:18, 44.6,
45:3, 45:10,
45:11, 45:14,
45:17, 45:22,
45:26, 55:12,
73:9, 114:23

ASSUME[7] -
79:4, 83:24, 86:9,
87:20, 106:11,
127:24, 132:12

ASSUMED [1] -
105:25

ASSUMPTION
[21-117:12,
126:23

ASSURED[1] -
94:23

AT[1]-182:4

ATROCITY 1] -
76:27

ATTACHED(3] -
110:9, 113:28,
168:3

ATTACK 43] -
11:8, 23:1, 23:20,
23:23, 23:24,
23:28, 23:29,
24:4, 26:19,
26:20, 27:28,
28:2, 28:12,
28:24, 29:4, 29:7,
29:8, 29:13,
29:15, 29:21,
30:11, 30:12,

30:18, 44:8,
44:27, 45:18,
45:24, 57:18,
57:26, 82:4, 88:7,
90:9, 111:3,
111:6, 111:19,
117:7, 133:14,
134:28, 135:2,
135:22, 136:20,
149:19, 149:22
ATTACKS|25] -
10:23, 15:19,
237, 23:9, 23:14,
23:20, 24:6,
26:16, 27:26,
43:3, 43:21,
45:12, 45:20,
45:23, 50:10,
50:27, 51:1, 51:2,
51:17, 64:10,
65:6, 85:24
ATTEMPT 3] -
52:18, 145:23,
157:16
ATTEMPTED 9]
-10:23, 15:19,
24:6, 26:19,
107:22, 126:27,
136:5, 149:19,
149:22
ATTEMPTS[1] -
136:21
ATTENDANCE
[11-174:2
ATTENDED [1] -
89:7
ATTENDING[1]
-173:27
ATTENDS[1] -
128:5
ATTENTION [9]
- 38:24, 75:27,
97:6, 108:25,
153:26, 154:2,
157:8, 167:10,
167:29
ATTRIBUTED
8] - 5:14, 6:2, 6:6,
6:8, 8:27, 10:15,
10:16, 119:26
ATTRIBUTION
[3]-6:10, 6:13,
7:23
ATTRIBUTION
S -8:29
AUGHNACLOY
M-121:3
AUGUST [44] -
8:4, 8:7, 8:14,
9:6, 10:3, 10:24,

11:6, 11:9, 24:15,
35:23, 43:23,
43:24, 44:28,
46:27, 47:27,
48:29, 49:5, 517,
51:8, 57:4, 69:15,
70:8, 72:1, 72:5,
85:28, 86:8,
86:20, 86:24,
87:11, 91:18,
104:18, 116:27,
119:7, 119:10,
134:13, 135:21,
136:9, 136:14,
145:29, 156:12,
157:5, 157:9,
157:29, 161:19
AUTHOR[2] -
94:13, 163:25
AUTHORITIES
[14] - 36:2, 36:3,
36:4, 36:22,
36:27, 37:13,
38:4, 38:9, 38:14,
38:24, 97:23,
108:14, 177:20,
177:28
AUTHORITY 1]
-177:11
AUTHORITY 1]
-69:12
AVAILABILITY
[11-157:16
AVAILABLE[21]
-9:26, 31:7,
35:18, 42:6,
42:15, 48:8,
50:25, 66:5, 74:4,
74:7,77:5, 92:13,
94:26, 95:3,
96:23, 111:13,
123:20, 145:20,
177:4, 178:13,
180:22
AWARE [31] -
20:7, 66:23,
75:29, 76:13,
776, 83:2, 98:28,
98:29, 109:25,
119:7, 119:19,
119:20, 132:22,
134:20, 135:21,
144:24, 146:10,
146:12, 148:23,
148:25, 148:27,
152:7, 153:13,
155:12, 155:16,
156:3, 158:7,
159:6, 163:1,
168:10, 175:26

AWARENESS
21 - 132:28, 146:6

B

BACKWARDS
21 - 139:2, 148:2
BAG 2] - 40:22,
40:29
BALES[1] -
53:29
BALLISTICS[1]
-12:13
BANBRIDGE
(1] - 43:23,
44:27, 45:6,
45:24, 45:28,
46:3, 51:6, 51:10,
133:6, 136:20,
149:23
BANK [2] -
19:10, 114:17
BANK [2] -
19:11, 114:16
BANKED [2] -
114:21, 147:18
BANKMORE [1]
-121:19
BANKS[1] -
18:8
BARNEY'S [1] -
136:16
BARONESS [18]
- 82:8, 166:24,
168:25, 169:25,
170:3, 170:6,
170:15, 170:23,
171:20, 171:28,
172:27,175:22,
176:2, 176:16,
177:9, 178:22,
179:20, 179:22
BARRISTER[1]
-40:5
BASED [11] -
16:21, 21:28,
22:19, 24:23,
61:28, 101:17,
106:26, 114:17,
116:21, 121:2,
125:18
BASELINE 1] -
132:10
BASIS[10] -
79:1,91:12,
105:13, 106:29,
111:9, 121:7,
126:21, 133:24,
163:23, 165:18

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




BATCH[12] -
16:3, 16:7, 16:13,
20:2, 20:12,
20:14, 20:17,
20:22, 113:5,
113:26, 113:27,
114:12

BATTERY[1] -
13:23

BAXTER|[7] -
82:16, 82:19,
82:23, 82:25,
82:29, 83:10,
90:20

BE [1]- 102:6

BEACONT[1] -
102:24

BEAR 3] -
117:3, 122:11,
151:15

BEARING [10] -
53:9, 55:3, 55:8,
56:19, 90:17,
108:21, 137:4,
138:22, 140:7

BEARS 2] -
30:29, 108:15

BECAME 4] -
88:20, 103:11,
146:6, 177:22

BECOME [5] -
20:7, 81:1,
136:11, 153:13,
162:23

BEEN [1] - 59:2

BEGAN 2] -
112:3, 146:1

BEGIN [1] -
58:24

BEGINNING [2]
-60:18, 79:11

BEGINS 2] -
140:18, 161:25

BEGUN 2] -
87:7,112:29

BEHALF9] -
20:3, 26:29,
48:12, 62:12,
63:3, 67:27,
138:26, 141:18,
172:19

BEHEST 1] -
66:28

BEHIND [4] -
77:9, 82:21,
98:17, 126:7

BELFAST[12] -
23:27, 24:1, 28:8,
29:22, 30:17,
30:18, 57:17,

74:22, 102:25,
103:16, 103:19,
136:14
BELIEF 7] -
103:4, 108:19,
109:7, 109:12,
130:25, 137:16,
153:6
BELLEEK [4] -
23:28, 27:28,
29:8, 149:20
BELONGING 1]
-41:11
BELOW [2] -
10:3, 78:26
BENEATH[1] -
65:19
BENEFICIARY
M1-19:4
BENEFIT [6] -
41:19, 80:3,
118:27, 145:23,
163:7, 163:27
BENEFITS 2] -
34:28, 35:27
BENEFITTING
[1-81:25
BEREAVED[1] -
140:1
BERNARD 2] -
97:7
BEST 9] - 80:1,
89:14, 123:8,
123:19, 140:24,
159:24, 159:29,
160:11, 162:7
BETTER 6] -
43:6, 67:16, 69:9,
77:12,90:21,
141:10
BETWEEN [40] -
10:4, 10:11, 11:6,
11:9, 15:18, 23:6,
257, 25:12,
25:27, 28:5,
30:23, 37:11,
47:6, 50:9, 51:21,
65:20, 66:1, 66:3,
73:28, 77:28,
77:29, 78:10,
80:22, 83:23,
85:2, 88:20,
88:22, 90:1,
102:14, 117:10,
121:5, 123:7,
126:4, 130:13,
131:14, 150:29,
151:27, 156:12,
166:8, 168:26
BEYOND [3] -

134:25, 134:26,
156:15

BIG 1] - 75:21

BILL [1]- 7:28

BILLINGSLEY
[20] - 58:16,
58:23, 59:5, 59:9,
59:11, 68:8,
102:9, 116:11,
134:20, 139:25,
141:17, 142:13,
151:29, 152:17,
155:22, 158:20,
160:8, 160:13,
160:19, 165:13

BILLINGSLEY
[5] - 59:1, 102:6,
141:14, 152:14,
183:7

BINT[1] - 55:23

BIRMINGHAM
[11-99:15

BIT 71 - 68:19,
104:28, 105:5,
118:13, 121:29,
139:28, 141:22

BITE 2] -
173:13, 175:28

BLACK 7] -
13:23, 15:8,
15:14, 55:23,
161:26, 162:21,
163:8

BLACKENED
M11-13:20

BLACKWATER
TOWN [6] - 24:3,
27:29, 28:10,
28:23, 30:19,
149:21

BLIGHT [1] -
106:8

BLOOD [2] -
40:22,41:2

BLUE [12] -
13:20, 27:21,
28:3, 28:13,
53:13, 53:17,
56:14, 103:23,
119:25, 120:7,
154:28, 161:18

BLUE-GREEN
31 - 27:21, 28:3,
28:13

BMW 3] - 55:2,
56:14, 56:18

BOARD [1] -
177:21

BODY [2] -
41:14,172:23

BOMB [59] -
8:21, 9:8, 9:28,
11:10, 12:10,
13:2, 15:23, 22:6,
22:9, 23:25,
23:27, 23:29,
24:2, 24:3, 24:20,
27:29, 28:1,
28:10, 28:11,
28:22, 28:23,
29:13, 30:20,
33:24, 37:27,
51:5, 53:8, 53:23,
54:10, 54:15,
56:27, 57:2, 73:4,
74:4,74:6, 86:14,
91:19, 95:3,
102:16, 108:20,
110:25, 114:3,
120:19, 121:18,
129:20, 135:6,
136:20, 136:22,
141:29, 143:26,
144:1, 149:17,
149:18, 149:20,
149:21, 149:23,
150:19, 156:13

BOMB [1] -
90:14

BOMBING 5] -
36:5, 38:6, 60:5,
60:17, 167:6

BOMBING [38] -
8:6, 8:17, 15:26,
20:6, 20:12,
23:17, 24:15,
35:23, 45:11,
46:13, 46:25,
51:4, 516, 517,
51:10, 51:15,
57:2, 57:17, 68:3,
79:14, 84:4,
84:26, 84:28,
85:21, 85:25,
86:26, 88:3,
88:10, 90:3,
100:11, 101:11,
111:21, 112:6,
112:22, 113:19,
138:14, 144:13,
145:19

BOMBINGS 2] -
45:6, 45:28

BOMBS [g] -
24:19, 47:14,
51:27, 51:28,
52:6, 86:9,
143:23, 144:6

BOOK [3] - 69:1,
161:9, 165:5

BOOK [4] - 69:4,
69:8, 105:19,
146:13

BOOSTER [¢] -
14:21, 22:9,
22:13, 22:15,
24:26, 56:22

BOOTS 2] -
105:28, 106:27

BORDER [2] -
103:7, 152:29

BORDER [16] -
8:20, 88:23,
89:10, 89:21,
90:1, 90:13,
107:25, 108:21,
109:8, 109:27,
120:27, 138:15,
156:21, 156:25,
157:24, 157:26

BOTTOM 5] -
19:12, 70:16,
72:14, 142:16,
142:17

BOWIE [3] -
122:4, 122:16,
123:13

BOX 4] - 4:4,
58:23, 62:27,
136:16

BOXES 9] -
29:29, 104:8,
116:29, 117:10,
130:4, 130:22,
130:29, 131:12,
131:23

BRANCH[12] -
64:10, 64:15,
64:24, 64:26,
65:4, 65:11,
65:20, 65:25,
65:29, 87:21,
89:11, 157:8

BRANCH 2] -
84:10, 114:27

BRAND 1] -
15:3

BRANDED [1] -
15:25

BREACHED [1]
-179:1

BREAK 6] -
46:21, 58:12,
58:14, 140:9,
140:15, 142:6

BREAKING 1] -
140:25

BREIGE [1] -
147:27

BREIGE 1] -

147:27
BRESLIN [2] -
57:10, 129:27
BRIAN [3] -
69:17, 71:7, 72:1
BRIDGE [2] -
123:16, 124:15
BRIDGE [18] -
123:22, 125:19,
126:6, 126:12,
126:25, 126:27,
126:29, 127:1,
127:15, 127:17,
127:23, 127:24,
128:5, 128:18,
128:24, 128:27,
129:2, 129:19
BRIDGE'S 5] -
126:17, 127:4,
127:6, 127:12,
128:25
BRIDGER [17] -
165:14, 166:25,
169:5, 169:10,
169:25, 170:4,
170:7, 170:15,
170:24, 171:20,
175:23, 176:3,
176:17, 176:29,
178:29, 179:19,
179:22
BRIDGES [1] -
128:12
BRIDGES.. 1] -
128:8
BRIEF 2] -
60:27, 152:17
BRIEFED 4] -
105:17, 106:28,
107:15, 107:17
BRIEFING [2] -
105:19, 107:1
BRIEFINGS [2] -
105:21, 105:26
BRIEFLY [2] -
58:19, 140:29
BRIEFLY 1] -
154:6
BRIEGE [13] -
18:11, 18:20,
19:3, 19:13,
20:25, 21:12,
21:26, 114:18,
114:21, 147:18,
147:27, 148:12,
148:21
BRING [9] -
68:25, 121:28,
141:19, 142:10,
147:11, 148:5,

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




149:1, 160:29,
161:4
BRINGING 1] -
64:8
BRINGS [1] -
83:26
BRITISH [1] -
89:4
BRITS 1] -
48:26
BROADCAST
[1]-164:2
BROADER 2] -
9:16, 10:17
BROADLY [2] -
54:24, 87:19
BRODERICK 1]
-157:6
BROTHER [4] -
5:5, 5:15, 5:27,
6:2
BROTHER-IN-
LAW [3] - 5:5,
5:27, 6:2
BROTHERS 1] -
101:16
BROUGHT [4] -
162:8, 167:10,
167:29, 172:29
BROWN [2] -
15:7, 15:14
BUCCAL 4] -
31:23, 32:8, 33:3,
33:12
BUCHANAN[1]
-124:11
BUILD [1] -
86:27
BUILDER [2] -
3:2, 3:13
BUILDING [3] -
24:19, 85:22,
86:23
BUILT [2] -
85:25,91:6
BULLET 2] -
145:11, 145:13
BUREAU 2] -
40:25, 65:17
BUS[1]-127:1
BUSINESS [5] -
17:22, 17:29,
21:16, 46:12,
159:20
BY [12] - 59:2,
102:6, 141:14,
152:14, 160:22,
166:14, 183:5,
183:8, 183:9,
183:10, 183:12,

183:13

C

Cl21-74:10
CALLER[7] -
48:10, 48:11,
49:13, 49:16,
49:18, 49:21,
49:23
CAMERAS[1] -
122:17
CAMPAIGN([1] -
144:14
CAMPBELL 7] -
45:8, 45:14,
45:22, 57:15,
57:22, 101:16,
129:27
CAMPSIE 3] -
121:23, 123:12,
127:5
CANNOT 3] -
129:7, 155:28,
180:1
CAPABILITY[2]
- 64:18, 64:20
CAPABLE[5] -
96:17, 103:19,
108:14, 137:24,
162:28
CAPACITY 1] -
11:6
CAPTURE[1] -
69:23
CAPTURED[1] -
91:3
CAPTURES[1] -
95:6
CAR |59 - 8:21,
9:8, 9:9, 23:25,
23:27, 23:29,
24:2, 24:3, 27:29,
28:1, 28:9, 28:10,
28:22, 28:23,
29:13, 30:20,
51:5, 52:22,
52:23, 54:18,
55:3, 56:21, 57:2,
91:19, 91:25,
92:25, 92:29,
95:3, 96:10,
98:12, 98:13,
99:8, 100:28,
101:6, 102:12,
102:16, 104:2,
106:7, 108:20,
120:19, 120:20,
121:18, 122:26,
122:27, 129:15,

129:20, 130:1,
149:17, 149:18,
149:21, 149:23,
152:26, 157:4,
157:15, 157:19,
157:27, 157:28,
161:12
CAREFUL 1] -
110:18
CARLTON 4] -
23:28, 27:27,
29:4, 29:20
CARRIAGE[1] -
79:26
CARRICKMAC
ROSS 6] - 5:2,
5:23, 6:15, 92:26,
94:17, 98:24
CARRIED[11] -
10:23, 31:8, 33:7,
40:15, 66:28,
75:14, 83:14,
108:28, 114:13,
135:2, 153:4
CARRY [5] -
21:7, 21:11,
87:28, 108:27,
152:29
CARS 6] -
51:22, 52:2,
56:18, 102:28,
120:22, 120:26
CASE [22] -
32:19, 39:24,
40:25, 68:18,
69:7, 77:10,
79:11, 95:9,
100:27, 106:12,
109:6, 118:19,
134:27, 137:15,
140:3, 140:14,
143:12, 143:14,
1456, 146:1,
152:11, 172:25
CASES 4] -
35:17, 50:14,
59:22, 64:8
CASSERLY[1] -
183:4
CASSERLY 1] -
9:2
CASTLE[1] -
149:17
CASTS[1] -
164:23
CASUALTIES
[11-90:4
CATCH[1] -
147:16
CATEGORIES

[11-178:1
CATEGORY 4
-28:21, 173:14,
175:16, 175:29
CAUSED[1] -
47:18
CAUSES|[1] -
167:12
CAUTIOUS 1] -
75:20
CAVALIER[10] -
9:29, 11:23, 137,
99:3, 99:7, 101:2,
122:24, 125:21,
152:23, 153:27
CAVALIERS 2
- 98:28, 99:2
CAVEAT[2] -
143:13, 152:3
CAVEATING 1]
-79:26
CBI1-102:24
CCTVi9 -
121:25, 121:27,
121:29, 157:12,
157:16, 157:21,
157:27, 157:29,
158:4
CELL[71-8:12,
10:10, 116:11,
119:6, 121:2,
155:10, 155:13
CENTRALISED
[11-32:29
CENTRE 1] -
67:10
CERTAIN 18] -
27:7, 32:5, 42:1,
42:11, 66:2, 81:3,
127:21, 138:3,
139:3, 147:29,
151:12, 170:2,
171:13, 178:11,
178:15, 178:24,
178:27
CERTAINLY [32]
- 9:15, 33:10,
68:11, 69:7,
75:16, 75:28,
77:14,79:11,
79:16, 87:14,
87:23, 88:1,
90:16, 94:11,
105:16, 106:5,
107:16, 107:25,
107:28, 108:19,
124:15, 139:16,
140:8, 145:22,
146:3, 147:29,
150:4, 150:7,

150:28, 156:1,
156:22, 165:18
CETERA 4] -
77:16, 1441,
177:14
CHAIN 1] -
133:26
CHAIR[1] -
159:12
CHAIRMAN [54]
- 58:17, 58:21,
59:5, 101:25,
101:28, 102:3,
140:22, 140:27,
141:3, 141:12,
141:24, 151:29,
152:3, 158:24,
159:21, 159:26,
159:29, 160:5,
160:8, 160:13,
160:19, 161:6,
161:9, 161:11,
161:17, 161:22,
163:15, 163:29,
164:6, 164:14,
164:28, 165:21,
165:24, 165:27,
166:7, 173:15,
173:26, 173:29,
174:2, 174:14,
1775, 177:8,
177:11,177:16,
177:24, 177:27,
178:18, 180:13,
180:19, 180:25,
180:29, 181:6,
181:10, 181:22
CHAIRMANT1] -
161:5
CHALLENGES
[1] - 88:27
CHANCE 2] -
131:25, 133:12
CHANGE [4] -
111:25, 111:29,
146:10, 146:14
CHANGED [3] -
65:15, 80:8,
159:17
CHANNEL 1] -
106:11
CHAPTER (5] -
61:15, 63:24,
102:11, 168:18,
171:23
CHARGE 10] -
14:21,17:2, 17:3,
17:13, 22:13,
22:21, 24:22,
24:26, 94:27,

100:20
CHARGED [g] -
34:6, 349, 34:12,

34:14, 34:19,
95:8, 95:17,
96:22
CHARGES 2] -
14:24, 22:16
CHARGING 3] -
33:26, 95:15,
95:21
CHART 7] -
26:8, 26:11, 27:2,
43:6, 43:9, 46:16,
46:17
CHARTS[2] -
10:3, 28:15
CHASE 1] -
112:8
CHECK [g] -
52:21, 108:26,
108:28, 130:16,
131:9, 131:26,
150:5
CHECKING [3] -
52:26, 178:2,
178:10
CHECKS 2] -
152:29, 153:4
CHIEF (48] -
37:22, 38:19,
39:1, 58:15,
58:23, 59:9,
59:28, 60:20,
60:24, 62:22,
63:18, 70:10,
70:14, 70:15,
70:19, 71:2, 71:5,
71:12, 71:19,
72:16, 72:17,
78:23, 78:27,
80:4, 80:11,
80:19, 80:25,
81:1, 81:7, 81:10,
81:11, 81:17,
82:26, 85:15,
89:7, 91:19,
102:9, 102:21,
104:7, 120:18,
123:15, 126:10,
129:24, 137:27,
167:27, 168:5,
168:12, 177:12
CHIEF 2 - 59:1,
183:7
CHOICE [1] -
77:21
CHOSENT1] -
50:23
CHRONOLOGI

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




CALLY 1] -
163:23
CHRONOLOG
Y 5] - 81:9, 81:29,
163:16, 164:23,
164:25
CID 111 - 64:1,
64:15, 64:23,
65:12, 65:21,
65:26, 65:29,
66:14, 67:21,
74:18, 89:12
CIPHER [1] -
119:22
CIRCLE 1] -
122:23
CIRCULATED
[3] - 52:25,
153:19, 153:25
CIRCULATION
[21-153:1, 153:9
CIRCUMSTAN
CE(11-175.7
CIRCUMSTAN
CES[11] - 5:20,
77:7, 96:20,
160:1, 162:20,
162:22, 171:13,
1755, 176:29,
180:3, 181:19
CIVIL 4] - 57:8,
57:14, 57:29,
180:23
CIVILIAN 1] -
90:4
CIVILIANS 2] -
48:24, 48:26
CIVILLY [1] -
57:16
CLAIM 3] -
48:28, 51:11,
135:26
CLAIMED 1] -
135:1
CLAIMS [9] -
46:24, 46:25,
49:26, 50:5,
51:15, 134:6,
134:10, 134:16,
137:20
CLANBRASSIL
[21-18:8, 18:9
CLARIFICATIO
N1 - 155:16
CLARIFY 8] -
131:19, 154:3,
154:5, 157:21,
158:1, 158:2,
159:1, 159:11
CLARITY 1] -

133:20
CLEAN[1] -
159:14
CLEAR [28] -
39:9, 39:20,
47:11, 47:16,
47:20, 48:19,
69:25, 75:20,
89:24, 100:27,
108:12, 115:16,
126:13, 134:11,
136:2, 137:28,
138:24, 155:26,
163:10, 163:11,
163:13, 169:18,
170:2, 170:14,
172:27,173:12,
176:19
CLEARER[2] -
92:9, 179:9
CLEARLY 2] -
47:13, 162:4
CLONED [12] -
51:19, 51:23,
52:3, 52:8, 52:11,
53:21, 54:26,
56:11, 97:9, 99:3,
99:9, 99:13
CLONING [21 -
55:16, 102:13
CLOSE 2] -
23:27, 30:17
CLOSED[2 -
136:22, 162:12
CLOSED 2] -
167:1, 178:7
CLOSELY 21 -
112:7, 137:9
CMRO [3] -
167:2, 167:7,
168:1
CODE 271 -
46:20, 50:1, 50:3,
50:6, 50:13,
50:22, 50:27,
50:29, 51:9,
51:13, 87:8,
87:15, 87:16,
87:21, 87:22,
87:25, 87:29,
95:19, 132:20,
132:23, 132:28,
133:5, 133:9,
133:24, 134:2
CODED 1] -
135:9
CODEWORD [1]
-87:12
COES[14] -
16:16, 18:1,

21:14, 21:28,
98:1, 101:7,
101:9, 101:17,
113:20, 114:11,
115:16, 115:19,
115:21, 115:28
COHESIVELY
[11-79:24
COHORT 1] -
31:15
COLD 2 -
21:29, 128:21
COLERAINE 3]
-47:13, 47:24,
48:18
COLLAR[1] -
15:10
COLLATORS[1]
- 65:23
COLLEAGUE
2] - 63:18, 73:11
COLLEAGUES
[11-154:13
COLLECTED [4]
-19:29, 20:3,
20:22, 138:25
COLLINS 1] -
155:16
COLM16] - 3:3,
3:13, 6:9, 6:14,
6:26, 7:3, 7:14,
7:20, 7:28, 8:29,
9:29, 10:5, 10:15,
44:18, 57:16,
57:22
COLOUR [9] -
52:15, 54:24,
122:18, 152:26,
153:12, 153:13,
154:1, 162:4
COLOURED [1]
-161:16
COLUMN 4] -
43:11, 43:16,
162:12
COMBINED [1] -
85:24
COMFORT 1] -
170:7
COMFORTABL
E-139:14
COMING [11] -
54:4, 63:23,
73:15, 80:17,
87:6, 87:16,
93:16, 107:14,
137:27, 144:21,
178:23
COMMAND [1] -
80:24

COMMANDER
M-71:1
COMMENCE [2]
-68:13, 117:6
COMMENCING
[11-8:15
COMMENT 4] -
82:12, 85:10,
139:14, 146:17
COMMERCIAL
[2] - 48:22, 48:25
COMMISSIONE
D3] - 26:28,
93:2, 176:2
COMMISSIONE
R1]-89:8
COMMISSIONI
NG [1]-177:21
COMMITMENT
S -140:23
COMMITTAL 1]
-136:7
COMMITTED[1]
-179:29
COMMON [g] -
50:9, 51:21,
106:6, 112:28,
145:5, 145:6,
175:27
COMMONALITI
ES 3] - 25:27,
26:1, 42:27
COMMS 1] -
133:22
COMMUNICAT
ED 2] - 39:23,
180:20
COMMUNICATI
ON[1]-133:3
COMMUNICATI
ON [4] - 39:3,
39:23, 89:29,
173:21
COMMUNICATI
ONS 4] - 87:19,
107:21, 133:21,
139:2
COMPANIES 2]
-16:10, 113:9
COMPANY [26] -
5:22, 16:4, 16:17,
16:21, 16:23,
17:7, 19:5, 20:3,
20:16, 20:21,
21:13, 21:22,
21:27, 99:14,
99:18, 113:4,
113:11, 113:13,
113:19, 114:10,
115:21, 115:22,

115:28, 119:8
COMPARE[2] -
36:7, 38:7
COMPARISON
[5] - 23:5, 33:7,
33:13, 35:18,
122:21
COMPETING [1]
-170:22
COMPILED 4] -
37:12, 38:23,
61:5, 62:7
COMPLAINT 1
-172:19
COMPLAINTS
M-177:14
COMPLEMENT
[11-19:22
COMPLETE [4] -
83:26, 143:17,
1779, 180:21
COMPLETED
[2] - 59:24, 165:24
COMPLETELY
(1] - 144:20
COMPLEXT1] -
149:17
COMPLEXITIE
S1-170:12
COMPLEXITY
M11-79:10
COMPLICATE
D1-42:19
COMPONENT
M-13:2
COMPONENTS
3] - 15:23, 22:5,
99:22
COMPRISED 1]
-24:22
COMPUTER [5]
- 73:20, 104:1,
104:12, 108:3,
153:20
CONCEAL [3] -
55:17, 56:26,
57:1
CONCEALED
M11-53:29
CONCEPT 2] -
84:26, 85:19
CONCERNED
31 - 12:20, 67:5,
163:29
CONCERNING
11 -35:10
CONCLUDE 9]
- 27:21, 28:3,
29:2, 30:25,
93:21, 104:17,

115:1, 166:18,
173:22
CONCLUDED
21 - 40:8, 83:14
CONCLUDES
[11-139:24
CONCLUDING
[11-61:16
CONCLUSION
[16] - 58:4, 67:17,
84:8, 98:8, 98:11,
98:16, 99:1,
99:11, 101:1,
113:26, 121:6,
122:15, 122:22,
129:10, 129:23,
142:27
CONCLUSION
S 3] - 21:24,
120:19, 138:9
CONCLUSIVE
21 - 83:20, 123:2
CONDITION 1] -
172:13
CONDUCT [9] -
23:5, 29:27,
80:20, 81:11,
83:28, 118:26,
172:20, 172:28,
173:5
CONDUCTED
61 - 31:1, 108:7,
135:3, 143:13,
157:23, 176:3
CONDUCTING
@1 -11:7, 11:10,
75:4, 123:27
CONFIDENCE
4] - 42:16, 77:25,
176:21, 176:27
CONFIDENTIA
LITY 6] - 176:10,
180:16, 180:21,
180:26, 180:29
CONFINES 1] -
124:15
CONFIRM [28] -
13:8, 57:14,
63:17, 67:29,
73:17, 80:24,
81:8, 81:23,
84:25, 88:12,
91:23, 92:21,
93:7, 103:29,
115:8, 115:9,
115:24, 115:25,
118:17, 120:14,
130:16, 132:3,
147:29, 155:19,
156:1, 165:6,

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




165:9, 168:15
CONFIRMATIO
N2 - 42:6, 83:19
CONFIRMED 4
-6:17, 38:27,
94:4, 162:16
CONJUNCTIO
N 2] - 95:16,
166:8
CONNECT 2] -
66:24, 66:26
CONNECTED
3] - 46:23, 100:7,
172:15
CONNECTION
[5] - 37:26,
100:24, 171:9,
171:20, 173:12
CONNECTION
S2] - 96:29,
101:20
CONNECTOR
M11-13:24
CONSCIOUS [1]
- 140:10
CONSEQUENC
E 21 - 104:24,
181:2
CONSIDER [17]
- 34:25, 627,
68:1, 68:3, 80:8,
97:12, 102:14,
109:7, 131:6,
170:18, 170:19,
171:1, 171:18,
173:19, 173:22,
174:10, 180:2
CONSIDERAB
LE 3] - 116:16,
134:22,177:17
CONSIDERATI
ON 4] - 27:13,
76:11, 95:20,
146:3
CONSIDERED
91 - 11:12, 34:27,
87:10, 149:11,
167:12, 167:27,
167:28, 168:11,
170:11
CONSIDERING
[11-73:25
CONSIDERS 1]
-115:26
CONSISTED 1]
-15:2
CONSISTENT
m-11:25, 11:26,
12:1, 13:3, 14:20,
22:12,123:13

CONSPIRACY
21 - 95:21, 96:8
CONSTABLE 9
-70:10, 70:20,
81:10, 81:17,
89:8, 167:27,
168:5, 168:12,
177:12
CONSTABLES
M-74:12
CONSTABULA
RY[11-177:14
CONSTRUCTE
D1]-25:2
CONSTRUCTI
ON [5] - 27:12,
28:18, 33:24,
110:24, 175:27
CONSTRUCTO
RS[1]-28:16
CONSTRUED
2-179:11,
179:18
CONSULT 11 -
108:6
CONSULTED 2
-70:14, 75:23
CONSUMING 1]
-116:19
CONTACT 4] -
66:17, 92:17,
129:29, 136:21
CONTACTED[2]
- 54:5,127:24
CONTACTS[1] -
15:12
CONTAIN 4] -
55:11, 56:3,
56:21, 178:4
CONTAINED 8]
-131:2, 134:11,
149:20, 172:8,
175:3, 1757,
175:10, 175:28
CONTAINING
[41 - 25:3, 41:29,
55:23, 119:24
CONTAINS 1] -
151:10
CONTAMINATI
ON[11-70:3
CONTEMPLATI
ON 1] - 95:26
CONTENT [9] -
91:11, 140:8,
150:24, 157:23,
159:26, 164:1,
164:26, 172:11,
172:18
CONTENTS|2] -

56:7, 168:8
CONTEXT [5] -
8:26, 22:8,
101:11, 144:13,
145:13
CONTINUE 6] -
60:22, 73:24,
79:29, 81:28,
128:2, 151:23
CONTINUED 1]
-135:12
CONTINUED 1
-102:6
CONTINUES [1]
-95:19
CONTINUING
[1-102:10
CONTRARY [1]
-176:18
CONTRIBUTES
[1]1-164:4
CONUNDRUM
[11-161:7
CONVENIENT
41 - 101:23,
101:25, 101:27,
160:6
CONVENTION
AL [1]-135:27
CONVERSATI
ONS[11- 111:9
COOKSTOWN
[1]-125:24
COOPERATE
[11-180:15
COOPERATIO
N 1] - 155:12
COOPERATIVE
[11-170:1
COORDINATE
[11-132:8
COORDINATIN
G2]- 132:16,
133:26
COPY 8] -
63:21, 103:28,
149:6, 153:8,
161:11, 161:16,
165:4, 177:16
CORD 1] -
56:22
CORDONING
[11-69:22
CORDONS [1] -
69:26
CORE[1] -
120:6
CORE [16] -
134:22, 1371,
140:1, 140:17,

167:25, 170:3,
170:19, 177:24,
178:3, 178:14,
178:20, 178:25,
180:9, 181:13,
181:14

CORNER 1] -
77

CORPORAL [7]
- 160:27, 162:8,
162:14, 162:29,
163:5, 164:6,
165:5

CORRECT [242]
-3:7, 3:14, 3:18,
3:29, 4:12, 4:13,
6:7,7:10, 7:19,
8:18, 8:22, 10:13,
10:19, 12:18,
13:11, 14:14,
15:17, 15:22,
16:28, 17:1, 17:7,
20:29, 21:17,
23:18, 26:27,
30:27, 31:13,
32:14, 32:17,
33:2, 34:4, 34:10,
35:12, 37:2, 39:2,
39:5, 40:1, 40:9,
40:21, 41:22,
41:28, 42:8,
42:17, 42:28,
43:4,43:14, 44:1,
44:5, 44:13,
44:29, 45:7,
45:13, 45:16,
45:21, 45:25,
45:29, 46:4, 46:8,
48:6, 48:9, 50:18,
51:16, 51:18,
53:11, 53:19,
55:6, 55:18,
55:28, 57:20,
58:3, 58:6, 59:13,
59:18, 59:26,
60:3, 60:7, 60:10,
60:15, 60:16,
60:21, 60:23,
60:26, 61:21,
62:1, 62:6, 62:10,
62:19, 62:25,
63:2, 63:29, 64:2,
64:5, 64:11,
64:13, 64:17,
64:25, 64:29,
65:8, 65:18,
65:24, 65:27,
66:10, 66:12,
66:13, 66:15,
66:16, 67:13,
67:28, 67:29,

69:14, 69:18,
69:19, 69:29,
70:4,71:4,71:9,
71:27,72:8,
73:14, 73:19,
73:22, 74:28,
75:7, 75:11,
76:24, 80:5, 80:6,
80:28, 81:13,
81:16, 81:27,
82:7, 82:9, 82:14,
82:17, 82:27,
82:28, 84:1, 84:5,
84:7, 84:11, 85:1,
85:6, 91:21,
91:27, 92:2, 92:6,
92:12, 92:15,
92:19, 92:23,
92:27, 93:4,
93:12, 95:10,
97:2, 97:4, 97:10,
97:24, 97:28,
98:3, 99:17,
99:20, 99:25,
99:28, 100:4,
100:19, 101:8,
101:13, 101:19,
104:3, 104:16,
104:21, 104:27,
107:10, 108:17,
111:1, 111:4,
111:23, 111:27,
112:14, 112:24,
112:25, 113:1,
113:7, 113:10,
113:14, 113:21,
113:24, 114:1,
114:9, 114:19,
114:22, 114:26,
114:29, 115:4,
115:15, 115:18,
116:14, 116:20,
116:25, 118:15,
120:17, 120:29,
121:13, 121:26,
122:3, 122:5,
122:8, 122:19,
122:28, 123:14,
123:26, 124:14,
124:20, 124:23,
124:26, 124:28,
125:23, 125:29,
126:5, 128:1,
129:17, 130:7,
130:10, 130:12,
130:21, 130:27,
131:5, 131:18,
132:26, 133:1,
134:15, 134:19,
137:12, 137:26,
138:21, 147:19,

148:1, 161:10,
181:24
CORRECTED
21 - 103:25,
147:23
CORRECTLY 2
-91:12, 155:11
CORRESPOND
ENCE[1]-41:24
CORROBORAT
ED[1] - 94:1
CORROBORAT
ES 11 - 126:22
CORROBORAT
ION 1] - 123:7
CORROBORAT
IVE [1] - 123:1
COST[1]-16:19
COUCHED 1] -
75:20
COUNSEL 21 -
168:17, 169:15
COUNSEL 4] -
39:24, 39:26,
40:6, 140:4
COUNTERPAR
TS -39:17
COUNTY 8] -
16:16, 33:25,
40:16, 41:16,
53:8, 53:28, 54:2,
56:16
COUPATAN[1] -
15:3
COUPATANT[16]
-15:24, 16:2,
16:7, 16:19, 22:4,
22:29, 23:3,
23:10, 24:8,
88:13, 1134,
114:14, 146:20,
147:11, 147:14,
148:9
COUPLE 1] -
126:14
COURONNE1]
-16:5
COURSE [44] -
4:23, 9:22, 11:11,
11:18, 21:3,
22:26, 23:22,
30:22, 31:8, 43:5,
43:23, 44:21,
47:8, 52:1, 52:11,
53:27, 55:2,
57:12, 59:19,
84:13, 115:19,
121:24, 122:1,
124:19, 125:11,
125:21, 126:6,

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




127:13, 132:15,
136:2, 138:5,
140:9, 154:5,
159:28, 165:25,
170:21, 170:28,
171:3, 171:23,
172:4, 173:20,
177:21, 178:6,
178:8
COURT 4] -
45:15, 45:19,
45:24, 57:17
COURT 2] -
39:29, 40:7
COURTHOUSE
[8] - 28:22, 47:15,
48:21, 48:22,
125:9, 125:22,
126:26, 129:16
COURTHOUSE
[6] - 24:2, 27:28,
28:9, 43:26,
45:19, 149:22
COVER[3] -
52:27, 88:18,
179:18
COVERED 1] -
162:12
COVERING [3] -
8.6, 33:11, 78:13
CREATED4] -
19:10, 89:24,
159:2, 168:28
CREATES[1] -
180:11
CREATING 1] -
89:7
CREATION (3] -
89:19, 119:29,
150:3
CREDIBILITY
21 - 110:16,
133:29
CREVENAGH
[21-121:19,
121:23
CRIME [7] -
63:17, 63:27,
64:21, 74:14,
96:13, 106:23,
139:7
CRIME [3] -
71:14, 74:9,
74:16
CRIMES 2] -
67:3, 67:5
CRIMINAL 5] -
31:28, 32:26,
61:10, 63:28,
67:17

CRIMINAL 6] -
64:8, 84:27,
93:28, 94:9,
179:25, 180:23

CRIMINALITY
21 - 96:3, 96:8

CRITICAL 1] -
120:4

CRITICISM 2] -
124:18, 137:29

CROSS 2] -
126:23, 152:29

CROSS-
BORDER 1] -
152:29

CROSSED 4] -
109:8, 109:10,
121:3, 123:12

CROSSEST1] -
126:29

CROSSING [1] -
8:15

CROSSMAGLE
N 2] - 23:23,
30:10

CROSSROADS
21 - 130:6

CROW 1] -
132:4

CRUCIAL 2] -
96:17, 119:15

CUFFS 1] -
27:19

CULLAVILLE g
-97:27, 99:27,
100:7, 156:29,
157:5, 157:20

CULMINATED
[11-33:18

CURRENCY [1]
-19:4

CURRENT 2] -
42:7,165:19

CURTAILING[1]
-176:25

CUSTODY [2] -
5:2,31:14

CUSTOMER 1]
-4:16

CUSTOMER'S
[]-3:28

CUSTOMERS
[11-99:23

CUT[11- 138:4

CVI 5 - 103:16,
103:19, 103:23,
104:11, 106:16

D

D9674 2] - 86:5,
142:13

DAILY 4] -
103:5, 105:12,
105:18, 106:29

DAILY [1] -
161:9

DALY [8] - 9:9,
45:26, 57:15,
57:21, 92:18,
95:28, 118:19,
1577

DALY'S[1] -
136:7

DAMAGED 2] -
13:6, 13:23

DAMAGING1] -
178:5

DARK [2] -
119:25, 120:7

DATA 8] -
42:25, 116:29,
117:2, 117:21,
119:7, 119:9,
119:24, 120:4

DATABASE(6] -
32:2, 32:16,
32:29, 69:11,
72:3,73:20

DATABASE[1] -
32:27

DATE 271 - 5:28,
6:5, 17:16, 20:1,
23:19, 24:11,
27:25, 33:23,
36:12, 72:1, 72:2,
73:8, 81:4, 89:25,
89:27, 113:18,
117:1, 118:17,
139:20, 143:5,
143:8, 155:27,
156:1, 164:8,
170:16, 174:26

DATED[s] -
36:13, 61:23,
61:24, 72:5,
142:29, 155:20,
155:25, 172:2

DATES[1] - 51:3

DATESTAMP 3]
-23:12, 24:9,
72:7

DAUGHTER[1]
-3:8

DAYS 4] -
74:27, 119:29,
133:14, 143:16

DBZ (2] - 53:29,
54:13

DC31- 1284,
128:16, 129:10

DCl [23] - 59:11,
63:23, 64:6, 65:1,
66:6, 67:3, 67:17,
68:8, 73:11,
78:21, 102:6,
116:11, 134:20,
139:25, 141:14,
141:17, 142:13,
151:24, 152:14,
152:17, 155:22,
158:20, 165:13

DE (8] - 4:18,
58:14, 58:21,
102:3, 141:3,
152:18, 155:10,
156:26

DE 18] - 58:22,
59:2, 59:7,
101:20, 101:26,
101:29, 102:4,
102:7, 102:9,
139:22, 140:26,
140:28, 141:4,
151:11, 151:21,
159:13, 160:10,
183:8

DEAL [19] -
22:26, 29:17,
30:21, 61:3,
63:24, 75:1,
84:16, 90:25,
91:2, 91:24,
96:25, 110:25,
120:10, 133:28,
159:20, 166:17,
166:23, 171:25,
181:28

DEALING [9] -
19:11, 22:5,
29:24, 33:17,
76:26, 110:28,
116:9, 138:7,
166:27

DEALS 3] - 8:2,
28:25, 168:22

DEALTI[7 - 8:9,
76:4, 87:24,
102:12, 118:29,
132:20

DEBATE[1] -
89:9

DEBRIS 2] -
13:27, 15:1

DECEMBER [16]
- 36:13, 36:19,
36:23, 37:7,

38:12, 54:22,
81:20, 82:9,
82:15, 112:12,
112:26, 169:8,
174:21,174:22,
174:26, 175:13
DECIDED [1] -
68:12
DECISION [34] -
69:11, 69:16,
70:1, 70:6, 70:9,
70:11, 72:5, 727,
73:9,76:7,77:7,
80:17, 86:7,
93:10, 93:14,
94:27, 95:8,
95:16, 109:3,
142:20, 143:20,
143:22, 143:24,
144:5, 144:8,
144:9, 144:10,
144:15, 145:17,
145:21, 145:26,
146:12, 146:16
DECISION [15] -
68:12, 69:15,
70:6, 70:8, 70:24,
70:27,71:8,
72:13, 72:15,
72:25, 86:8,
86:12, 142:26,
143:22, 144:9
DECISION-
MAKER 1] -
69:16
DECISIONS [11]
- 68:10, 68:17,
68:19, 69:6,
69:20, 72:10,
86:6, 86:15,
142:14, 143:3,
147:6
DEDICATE 1] -
79:12
DEDICATED[2]
-106:11, 117:28
DEEMED [2] -
22:12, 25:12
DEFENCE [1] -
54:6
DEFENDANT [1]
-57:29
DEFER1] -
90:19
DEFINITELY [1]
-139:2
DEFINITIVELY
[31-76:2, 78:14,
107:27
DEGREE 4] -

110:16, 112:18,
133:29, 180:15
DELAY [1] -
151:14
DELAYED 2 -
144:20, 147:8
DELIBERATEL
Y1 -50:23
DELIVER [1] -
140:19
DELIVERED 2]
-116:1, 116:3
DELIVERY [3] -
17:2,17:3,17:13
DELTAT1] -
108:22
DEMAND 1] -
76:15
DEMANDS 2] -
78:5, 78:6
DENIED 3 -
92:1, 100:11,
100:12
DENNIS [2] -
10:29, 15:20
DENY [2] - 94:6,
168:16
DENYING 1] -
100:10
DEPARTMENT
5] - 61:10, 63:28,
64:16, 66:14,
67:18
DEPUTY 3] -
78:28, 80:29,
82:26
DEPUTY [6] -
71:7,71:14,
78:17, 79:23,
80:2, 81:1
DERIVING [1] -
4:11
DESCRIBE [7] -
4:22,111:24,
116:18, 119:9,
121:17, 126:3,
175:20
DESCRIBED
[24] - 9:7, 25:10,
27:6, 28:27, 29:4,
29:8, 29:18,
42:26, 42:27,
46:24, 51:23,
55:19, 55:27,
64:21, 69:4,
109:8, 109:9,
123:23, 124:12,
125:26, 125:27,
174:27, 175:14,
17517

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




DESCRIBES [5]
-117:13, 124:24,
127:7, 142:3,
176:8

DESCRIBING
M1-113:19

DESCRIPTION
[31- 12:5, 64:13,
134:24

DESCRIPTION
S1]-65:14

DESIGN 1] -
13:3

DESIGNATED
[1-110:29

DESIGNATION
[11-124:16

DESIGNED [1] -
174:8

DESIRE [6] -
41:19, 90:15,
90:16, 140:18,
144:10, 170:2

DESK [1] -
136:22

DESK [2] -
46:28, 47:28

DESPITE[1] -
48:23

DESTROYED 4
- 103:20, 103:25,
153:6, 154:8

DESTRUCTION
[21- 103:27, 154:7

DETAIL [20] -
13:15, 22:23,
37:29, 54:8,
57:11, 63:24,
65:9, 68:2, 73:16,
73:27, 81:23,
82:11, 84:15,
94:24, 121:29,
137:2, 141:22,
142:5, 143:10,
150:9

DETAILED[2) -
12:23, 108:1

DETAILS[12] -
4:2, 4:26, 106:18,
106:19, 133:24,
135:14, 149:9,
149:16, 150:5,
153:19, 153:27,
159:3

DETAINED[1] -
6:15

DETECTED(1] -
110:3

DETECTIVE 3] -
59:1, 183:4,

183:7
DETECTIVE([5] -
38:21, 58:7,
74:20, 75:4,
89:13
DETECTIVE [59]
-9:2,10:20,
12:12, 12:22,
21:20, 30:8,
38:16, 38:22,
39:1, 39:6, 39:21,
42:18, 42:23,
58:15, 58:23,
59:9, 59:28, 60:2,
60:20, 60:24,
62:22, 63:18,
69:17, 70:14,
70:15, 71:2, 71:5,
71:7,71:12,
71:19, 72:16,
72:17, 78:23,
80:4, 80:11,
80:25, 80:26,
81:1, 81:10,
82:15, 82:19,
82:21, 82:25,
82:29, 83:3, 83:9,
83:27, 85:15,
91:19, 102:9,
102:21, 104:7,
120:18, 123:15,
126:10, 129:24,
137:27, 148:22,
172:1
DETECTIVES
[21-64:4,74:9
DETENTIONS
[1]- 34:23
DETERMINE[2]
- 30:25, 49:14
DETERMINED
21 - 145:17,
179:23
DETONATION
[21-51:29, 112:16
DETONATOR
2] - 24:29, 56:22
DEVELOP 1] -
34:22
DEVELOPED [g]
- 36:20, 38:27,
61:8, 92:9,
108:19, 119:11,
142:7, 164:11
DEVELOPING
M11-120:12
DEVELOPMEN
T2 - 36:28, 63:6
DEVICE [11] -
12:4, 23:26, 24:1,

25:3, 27:12, 28:9,
28:16, 29:12,
29:21, 30:19,
547
DEVICES [18] -
14:24, 16:17,
17:10, 19:5,
22:16, 26:19,
277, 27:23, 284,
28:14, 28:18,
29:3, 29:20,
30:24, 111:7,
112:17, 112:28,
113:5
DEVONSHIRE
2] - 23:27, 30:17
DIALOGUE 1] -
37:11
DIANE [1] -
124:11
DIFFERENCE
21 - 164:15,
164:16
DIFFERENT [19]
- 26:23, 28:16,
51:1, 67:14,
84:21, 95:25,
96:14, 107:6,
107:12, 109:5,
110:1, 114:7,
130:22, 130:29,
131:2, 152:6,
162:4, 162:5,
164:24
DIFFERENTIAT
ED 1] - 30:6
DIFFICULT 11 -
19:1,77:2,77:8,
78:1, 86:28,
105:9, 109:25,
133:16, 142:23,
144:17, 158:13
DIFFICULTIES
5] - 88:27,
108:18, 150:10,
151:5, 162:29
DIFFICULTY 4]
- 89:17, 153:4,
175:4, 180:11
DIGESTED 2] -
273,435
DIGITAL 1] -
66:7
DIGITS 1] -
99:15
DIMENSION [1]
-126:1
DIMINUTION 1
-77:27
DIODE [1] - 15:6

DIRECT 4] -
9:3, 100:17,
131:13, 135:11

DIRECTED 3] -
37:21, 39:28,
40:6

DIRECTING 2] -
83:11, 83:24

DIRECTION [¢] -
68:24, 77:14,
77:15, 83:12,
138:28, 144:4

DIRECTLY [4] -
71:25, 89:1,
117:18, 117:21

DIRECTOR [3] -
36:25, 38:13,
93:8

DIRECTS[1] -
35:13

DISAGREE 1] -
181:16

DISAGREEING
[11-181:16

DISAGREEME
NT 2] - 89:14,
89:15

DISCERN [1] -
98:17

DISCERNED 1]
-112:13

DISCIPLINARY
11 -180:23

DISCLOSED g]
-151:8, 167:16,
171:11,177:24,
178:19, 178:25

DISCLOSING
M11-176:11

DISCLOSURE
[41-167:11,
167:21, 167:24,
175:10

DISCLOSURES
[11-168:4

DISCOVERED
111 -12:1, 12:7,
12:24, 13:4,
14:10, 20:11,
20:14, 22:2,
44:23, 45:5,
54:12

DISCREDITED
[11-128:19

DISCRETE 1] -
140:5

DISCUSS 2] -
62:14, 150:16

DISCUSSED 4]
-44:19, 44:26,

49:2, 128:10
DISCUSSING 1]
-151:4
DISCUSSION 4]
- 136:8, 161:20,
166:8, 166:20
DISCUSSIONS
[11-164:9
DISGRACEFUL
LY [11-134:12
DISGUISE 2] -
52:18
DISPARITY [3] -
126:1, 126:2,
126:3
DISPATCHED
[31-19:18, 19:19,
19:23
DISPLAY [1] -
55:21
DISPLAYED[1]
- 152:28
DISPLAYING 2
-54:12, 109:23
DISPOSAL [2] -
39:29, 70:3
DISPOSAL 1] -
54:5
DISPUTE 1] -
171:2
DISSIDENT [15]
-10:23, 43:1,
50:9, 50:27,
51:21, 52:29,
56:11, 57:23,
96:27, 96:28,
119:3, 120:23,
120:28, 143:26,
143:28
DISTANCE3] -
131:16, 132:3,
132:4
DISTINGUISHA
BLE[1] - 26:3
DISTINGUISHI
NG1]-10:4
DISTORTED[1]
-13:20
DISTRACT[1] -
130:19
DISTRIBUTED
[11-132:24
DIVERTED 1] -
76:22
DIVIDED [1] -
27:15
DIVISIONAL [2]
- 65:23, 74:18
DNA 30] - 31:4,
31:22, 31:24,

32:2, 32:8, 32:12,
32:16, 32:26,
32:29, 33:6,
33:17, 34:29,
35:3, 35:14,
35:17, 35:27,
35:29, 36:6,
37:17, 38:6,
38:26, 39:10,
39:15, 39:28,
40:28, 41:2, 41:8,
41:9, 41:14,
41:29
DOCUMENT [40]
-4:11,17:6, 19:9,
25:15, 36:19,
68:14, 86:4, 86:5,
89:20, 89:24,
89:25, 89:26,
90:2, 102:25,
119:23, 135:5,
135:11, 135:12,
143:18, 143:19,
147:12, 148:3,
148:7, 148:18,
150:15, 150:21,
151:8, 151:9,
159:3, 161:3,
163:23, 166:28,
168:13, 171:28,
174:22, 174:25,
178:1, 178:27
DOCUMENTAT
ION [11] - 3:19,
6:21, 6:29, 17:4,
17:27, 18:28,
19:26, 31:7, 98:5,
115:3, 118:9
DOCUMENTED
2] - 88:14, 136:13
DOCUMENTIN
G11-26:9
DOCUMENTS
1131 - 35:1, 90:18,
139:13, 148:6,
148:19, 154:7,
154:8, 155:29,
156:6, 167:16,
171:24, 171:26,
174:20
DOMAINT1] -
168:5
DONE [24] -
72:11, 81:15,
84:3, 85:22,
86:23, 88:1, 88:3,
88:5, 88:7,
103:16, 105:26,
111:19, 112:9,
112:19, 115:12,

10

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




120:11, 123:19, DROPS 1] - E 16:15, 17:22, ENDORSE 2] - 104:14, 104:25,
129:11, 138:2, 76:25 18:1,19:29, 20:4, | 4:5, 67:28 161:15, 161:25,
138:11, 155:27, DROVE 3] - 20:23, 21:13, ENFORCEMEN | 162:1, 162:2,
162:28, 163:4, 94:16, 101:7, E-MAIL 7] - 21:28, 113:20, T - 52:20 162:21, 163:19,
170:18 125:20 154:10, 157:3, 113:28 ENFORCEMEN | 164:1, 164:16,

DONEGAN [12] - DRUMRAGH(1 | 160:3, 160:17, ELECTRO- TS(1-52:25 164:18, 166:4
91:25, 92:14, -127:3 160:25, 162:14, TECHNIKS 10 - ENGAGED 4] - EPE [ - 637,
92:18, 92:21, DUBLIN [10] - 164:29 16:15, 17:22, 110:13, 117:18, 126:15
93:9, 93:11, 46:29, 47:29, EAGLE 1] - 18:1,19:29, 20:4, | 155:14, 155:17 EQUALLY 2] -
93:16, 94:27, 49:3, 55:4, 55:6, 151:22 20:23, 21:13, ENGAGING[1]- | 99:5, 180:25
95:21, 96:25, 55:10, 56:16, EAGLE-EYED 21:28, 113:20, 169:29 EQUIPMENT 1]
97:6, 109:18 102:23, 114:17, 11-151:22 113:28 ENGENDERED | - 114:8

DOT[11-105:114 | 136:17 EAMON 4] - ELECTROMEC | 41-176:27 EQUITY 1] -

DOUBLE [1] - DUE [11] - 4:23, 33:28, 34:9, HANICAL [1] - ENGENDERIN 179:5
131:26 22:26, 435, 37:28, 41:3 15:4 G- 176:21 ESCAPES 1] -

DOUBLE- 96:24, 136:1, EARLIEST[1] - ELECTRONIC ENGLAND[1] - 154:11
CHECK [1] - 154:5, 169:3, 144:23 [2]- 24:29,102:17 | 99:15 ESSENCE [1] -
131:26 169:10, 172:4, EARLY [14] - ELEMENT 1] - ENHANCED (1] 52:18

DOUBT 7] - 173:20, 178:8 63:9, 75:10, 96:17 -122:6 ESSENTIALLY
4:18, 32:16, DUMP [1] - 78:18, 88:1, ELIMINATED [2] ENLARGE [1] - 18] - 7:28, 54:9,
131:24, 132:8, 119:9 91:29, 100:3, -41:11, 151:17 3:25 142:7, 142:14,
164:23, 173:19, DUNDALK jpg] - | 109:16, 141:28, ELSEWHERE ENNISKILLEN 144:10, 144:23,
179:24 7:5,7:18, 7:21, 142:4, 143:25, 1 -77:23 3] - 124:24. 147:21, 174:27

DOWN [21] - 16:16, 18:2, 18:9, | 144:3, 146:29, EMANATED[I- | 125:1, 149:18 ESTABLISH [14]
44:2, 44:14, 18:11, 18:23, 147:5, 149:8 143:28 ENQUIRIES 13 | - 6:25, 15:27,
44:18, 451, 19:3, 19:15, EASY[1 - 99:8 EMBEDDED [3] S21:7. 21:11, 23:2, 23:9, 31:18,
46:21, 68:22, 19:16, 21:12, EB 1] - 104:11 -15:3, 107:24, 21:21, 53:16, 54:14, 75:29,
69:6, 70:26, 21:14, 21:27, EBZ 1 - 54:20 108:2 83:13, 83:15, 88:16, 97:14,
70:27, 72:6, 21:28, 33:27, EFFECT 6] - EMERGED [1] - 83:16, 97:14, 106:14, 117:2,
72:24, 89:9, 33:28, 42:7, 71:23,76:18, 103:18 97:18, 112:3, 117:17, 145:24,
101:7, 115:29, 50:26, 53:14, 93:5, 124:24, EMITTING 1] - 146:23, 157:23, 150:5
118:12, 126:26, 53:18, 56:17, 171:6, 177:8 15:6 165:21 ESTABLISHED
127:5, 141:27, 94:186, 98:2, EFFECTIVE [1] - EMMET 1] - ENQUIRY 1] - [22] - 3:5, 3:12,
142:6, 144:7, 109:18, 113:20, 76:9 183:4 73:18 3:16, 10:21, 16:2,
153:17 114:24, 114:27 EFFECTIVELY EMPLOYED [4] - ENQUIRY 3] - 16:12, 16:14,

DR [13] - 26:23, DUPLICATE 1] [101 - 60:8, 68:10, 3:2, 3:12, 49:1 105:7, 107:5, 20:17, 22:11,
26:28, 27:4, 27:6, -69:8 97:9, 128:21, EMPLOYEES 1] 107:9 50:26, 50:29,
28:27, 29:18, DURATION 1] - 142:3, 143:8, -100:8 ENSURE 5] - 53:11, 54:16,
40:14, 40:21, 159:16 144:12, 1467, EMPLOYING 1 | 70:2, 78:15, 5421, 72:27,
41:8, 122:4, DURING [20] - 148:20, 150:21 -101:16 116:2, 159:14, 73:2, 86:25,
122:16, 123:13 7:23, 9:5, 9:6, EFFORT 1] - ENACTED[1] - 178:2 109:17, 113:4,

DRAW [4] - 34, 11:11, 11:18, 52:27 30:97 ENSURING 1]~ | 114:20, 114:27,
91:11 28:18, 34:15, 98:27, 111:6 NG [1] - 32:23 ENTERED 1] - ESTABLISHIN

DRAWING [3] - 35:6, 57:12, EIGHT [3] - 83:6, ENCOUNTER 163:19 G 4] - 63:9,
12:11, 12:12, 77:10, 79:2, 119:29, 149:16 (1] - 106:1 ENTIRELY (9] - 86:13, 87:2, 96:2
104:17 88:20, 91:18, EIRCELL [2] - ENCYCLOPAE 55:9, 138:4, ESTATE[1] -

DRAW|NGS[3]- 94:19, 110:13, 711, 7:25 D|C[1]-62:23 151:37 177:4‘ 101:17
12:14, 12:23, 116:13, 167:8, EITHER [10] - END 9] - 13:7, 177:18, 179:3, ESTIMATE[1] -
12:27 168:17 28:15, 88:23, 21:23, 58:10, 179:4, 179:5, 159:19

DRAWN 2] - DUTIES 3] - 88:28, 110:1, 76:7, 97:17, 180:17 ET4)-77:16,
88:11, 94:15 60:12, 60:13, 110:7, 129:2, 105:3, 123:12, ENTITLED[2) - 144:1, 177:14

DREW 3] - 79:2 129:5, 139:19, 166:20, 174:25 151:13, 174:9 EVENT 3] -
92:24, 108:24, DUTY [1] - 172:25, 174:6 ENDEAVOUR ENTRIES 3] - 112:2, 175:21,
112:21 105:18 ELASTIC[] - (- 78:15 68:27, 163:16, 180:1

DRIVE [1] - 98:1 DUN g - 12:10, 27:19 ENDED [1] - 1656 EVENTS [16] -

DRIVEN [1] - 12:17, 12:24, ELECTRICAL 109:15 ENTRUSTED[] | 53:4, 53:26,
109:21 13:4, 23:25,24:7, | 131 - 15:6, 115:20, ENDING 3 - -21:19 54:29, 56:12,

DRIVING [1] - 55:1, 55:4 115:27 7:9. 119:26, ENTRY [14] - 61:22, 62:3,
105:29 ELECTRO [10] - 137:22 72:2, 103:29‘ 73221, 85:12,

11

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




87:11, 93:17, 37:16, 54:28, 111:15 22:16, 22:21, 126:7, 134:2, 103:28
103:27, 104:22, 105:10 EXPANDED[1]- | 24:1,24:22,28:9, | 145:14, 147:20, FEATURE [13] -
138:1, 139:23, EXAMINATION | 142:1 29:21, 30:19 151:8, 181:21 5:18, 43:2, 44:23,
167:18 (o] - 11:7, 11:10, EXPANSIVE [1] EXPLOSIVES FACTORS[1] - 45:5, 45:23,
EVENTUALLY 11:11, 26:18, -105:6 [1]- 67:10 151:2 45:27, 46:12,
[1]-163:2 29:3, 29:12, EXPECT 9] - EXPLOSIVES FACTS[2) - 50:9, 50:12,
EVIDENCE 2] - 29:27, 40:25, 66:8, 79:9, 79:17, - 34:7, 41:16, 106:14, 132:10 51:17, 51:21,
31:29, 32:26 53:10, 114:2 79:25, 86:29, 54:5, 55:12, FACTUAL 1] - 52:2, 113:25
EVIDENCE [94] - EXAMINATION | 87:26, 87:29, 55:24, 56:22, 91:1 FEATURED (1] -
8:10, 8:26, 9:16, Ss] - 25:26, 119:27, 146:27 67:11 FAIR[7]-62:24, | 248
9:21,10:9, 10:17, | 29:25, 31:1, 31:4, EXPECTATION EXPRESS fs] - 77:10, 83:22, FEATURES 5] -
27:3,31:6,35:15, | 112:19 [11] - 64:22, 14:23, 22:19, 138:17, 138:27, 3:5, 44:3, 44:4,
36:6, 44:8, 44:12, EXAMINE 1] - 76:28, 77:4, 27:6, 173:18, 143:7, 143:10 4511, 78:17
44:21, 44:23, 112:7 79:16, 106:26, 173:24, 174:6 FAIRLY 5] - FEATURING 4]
44:27, 455, EXAMINED[- | 107:26, 108:2, EXPRESSING 79:17, 110:2, -46:1, 46:3, 46:5,
45:18, 45:27, 11:16, 39:12, 144:28, 175:25, [11-170:1 144:3, 145:4, 46:10
465, 46:6, 46:10, | 40:19, 40:21, 178:24, 178:27 EXPRESSLY[2 | 147:29 FEBRUARY [5] -
46:12, 51:20, 42:6, 546, EXPECTED[]- | - 174:29, 175:17 FAIRNESS[1]- | 5:1, 5:24, 7:20,
56:29, 57:13, 112:12 33:13, 77:20, EXTENDING[1] | 163:6 93:18, 93:19,
69:23, 69:28, EXAMPLE g - | 77:24, 79:12, -69:20 FALLING [2] - 95:1
70:2,78:8, 85:20, | 4:20, 24:6, 56:10, | 132:25, 144:4, EXTENSIVE[@]- | 28:20, 173:14 FEE 9] - 33:27,
85:25, 86:23, 68:12, 71:28, 179:4 116:15, 149:27, FALLS 2 - 34:5, 35:10,
88:6, 90:29, 91:1, 80:19, 87:2, EXPECTING [1] 157:13 104:14, 175:15 37:27, 39:25,
91:17, 92:16, 87:15, 88:8, -151:11 EXTENT 3] - FALSE 9] - 40:2, 41:3, 45:1,
92:20, 94:26, 89:11, 89:19, EXPERIENCE 129:14, 155:1, 22:2, 55:26, 119:26
95:12, 96:24, 97:15, 128:25, - 75:25, 76:18, | 155:4 56:20, 108:21, FEED 1] -
98:28, 100:17, 133:2, 146:28, 76:28, 79:8, EXTERNAL[- | 109:8, 1107, 151:17
100:28, 102:10, 148:3, 178:19, 87:23, 104:17, 118:23, 155:12 110:9, 115:16, FELT[2 - 78:3,
107:23, 107:28, 180:22 106:13, 106:27, EXTRACTED[] | 1297 96:17
116:12, 1231, EXAMPLES[2- | 125:3 - 40:28 FAMILIAR 4] - FEMALE 1] -
123:6, 123:10, 52:28, 88:22 EXPERIENCED EXTRAORDINA | 37:23, 44:22, 154:10
126:21, 127:13, EXCEPT..[1] - (1] - 88:27 RY [1] - 76:27 128:18, 155:23 FERTILISER 2]
128:24, 128:28, 171:12 EXPERT 4] - EYE (] - 107:3 FAMILIARISED | - 24:23, 40:22
129:19, 130:24, EXCEPTION [1] 29:26, 122:2, EYED[1] - [ - 67:26 FEW [3] -
13129, 132:21, -180:22 122:21, 155:14 151:22 FAMILIES 2] - 106:27, 143:15,
134:10, 137:7, EXCHANGES EXPERTISE [2] - EYEWITNESS 57:19, 168:9 162:13
138:28, 145:18, 1 -47:6 67:10, 139:9 @ - 123:10, FAMILIES [1] - FIBRE [2] - 27:3,
145:19, 146:26, EXCHANGING EXPLAIN{5] - 126:21, 129:19 140:1 29:2
147:18, 152:18, 1 - 39:15 36:20, 94:16, EYEWITNESSE FAMOUS [1] - FIBRES [20] -
160:27, 162:22, EXEMPTING [z | 147:28, 16738, S - 109:21 161:7 26:14, 26:18,
163:18, 164:8, -175:5, 175:7 169:15 FANTASIST(] - | 26:24, 27:7,
164:17, 165:10, EXERCISES [1] EXPLAINED 5] F 129:2 27:11, 27:15,
165:12, 165:14, -176:20 -9:4, 48:7, 49:4, FAR{g] - 27:18, 27:21,
166:20, 166:24, EXHIBIT 2 - 49:11, 181:23 117:16, 132:22, 27:22, 28:3, 28:4,
169:3, 169:19, 13:9, 119:21 EXPLANATION FABRIC 1] - 136:28, 144:24, 28:14, 28:25,
169:21, 170:5, EXHIBIT 1] - (21-93:13, 117:24 | 27:19 148:17, 154:21 28:27, 28:28,
170:15, 170:24, 119:23 EXPLODED[]- | FACE[S]- FARMLAND[1]- | 29:11,29:17,
171:22,175:23, EXHIBITED(1]- | 53:8 142:29,161:14, | 54:4 29:18
176:17, 176:26, 110:13 EXPLORE[y- | 163:24 FASHIONED [1] FIGHT 2] - 78:2,
177:1, 178:23, EXHIBITS 1] - 34:28, 35:26, FACILITY [1] - -162:5 78:10
178:29, 179:13, 35:6 163:15 83:17 FAST [ - 68:20 FIGURE M-
17E%|2§EL8T(:Z‘L y EXIST [2] - EXPLORING 2] 4::_/;CT 1251 - 5:4, FATHER 3] - 116:22
143:29, 158:18 -34:15, 164:14 125, 52:22, 4:1, 5119, 126:23 FILE[2 - 937,
- 1113 EXISTED 2] - EXPLOSIONp | 52:23, 5312, FATHER-IN- 154:20
EVOLVINGII- | 138:15,180:20 | - 48:15, 69:27 55:19,56:2, 636, | | Ay - 4:1, FILED 1] - 36:3
81:29 EXISTENCE[ | EXPLOSIONS | 7521,766,79:8, | g.4g FILLING [1-
EXACT 2 - - 32:25 (- 25:23, 25:28, | 9429, 96:2, FAVOUR [1] - 136:17
89:27, 132:8 EXISTING - 26:12 96:20, 104:18, 170:23 F|NAGHY[3] -
EXACTLY®EI- | 3.0 EXPLOSIVE[g | 104:29, 112:29, FAX [ - 102:22, | 24:1,28:8, 30:18
3222, 339, EXISTS [1] - - 12:9, 14:24, 1211, 12416, | 103:15, 103:18, FINAL (5] - 56:9,
12

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




57:6, 156:8,
158:3, 168:22,
173:18, 173:25,
180:11
FINALLY [4] -
29:17, 30:21,
31:3, 67:8
FINANCIAL [3] -
67:2,67:4
FINDINGS [5] -
15:20, 25:6,
25:11, 30:13,
123:13
FINE 3] - 3:26,
160:7, 164:19
FINGERPRINT
M1-1157
FINGERPRINT
ED[2- 31:18,
115:3
FINGERPRINT
S 4] - 148:8,
148:10, 148:20,
148:21
FINISH 3] -
9:12, 165:13,
181:29
FINISHED 1] -
179:10
FIRM[3] - 16:15,
21:24, 116:5
FIRST [70] -
3:23, 3:25, 5:19,
6:12, 6:14, 15:23,
17:5,17:21,
17:28, 23:22,
25:22, 27:27,
30:10, 36:11,
36:17, 36:21,
37:21, 38:20,
43:11, 46:23,
46:27, 51:4, 53:4,
55:21, 59:27,
61:3, 61:18,
62:21, 63:26,
70:5, 73:26,
77:10, 81:14,
84:16, 86:7,
86:16, 86:18,
88:21, 90:28,
91:29, 93:24,
98:4, 101:21,
108:18, 109:12,
116:10, 118:2,
118:5, 119:6,
119:10, 122:6,
130:8, 131:3,
133:25, 143:20,
144:10, 145:13,
148:4, 152:19,

153:13, 154:23,
155:12, 1571,
165:12, 166:19,
168:12, 168:22,
168:27, 171:26,
173:14
FIRSTLY [3] -
63:17, 141:19,
149:9
FIT 31 - 119:10,
129:21, 150:11
FITS 2] - 80:7,
120:27
FITTED[3] -
51:22, 51:25,
52:3
FIVE [6] - 26:3,
43:21, 79:29,
116:29, 117:10,
159:23
FLAG 1] -
106:22
FLAGS1] -
106:24
FLANAGAN|2] -
70:11, 168:4
FLIES[1]-132:4
FLOWS [1] -
104:24
FOCUS [g] -
71:26, 75:27,
79:19, 87:12,
134:8, 138:6,
140:6, 162:10
FOCUSED 5] -
64:10, 75:5,
113:11, 113:25,
118:21
FOCUSING 2] -
62:2, 151:19
FOLDER 1] -
103:23
FOLDERS 1] -
154:28
FOLEY [4] -
38:16, 38:23,
39:7, 39:22
FOLLOW 7] -
36:16, 79:6,
112:26, 117:7,
127:26, 140:24,
156:3
FOLLOW-UP 2]
- 36:16, 79:6
FOLLOWED 4
-74:27, 89:27,
123:11, 125:21
FOLLOWING
[30] - 13:8, 13:26,
13:28, 26:18,

29:3, 29:12, 34:5,
35:17, 37:10,
37:25, 39:29,
42:24, 47:27,
51:10, 57:14,
70:19, 74:6, 89:3,
97:17, 106:13,
106:29, 110:26,
122:20, 125:24,
126:18, 144:6,
163:23, 167:4,
176:7, 177:2
FOLLOWS 2] -
47:8, 48:13
FOLLOWS 7] -
58:19, 59:3,
102:1, 102:7,
141:1, 141:15,
152:15
FOOLISH 1] -
180:2
FOOTAGE[1] -
122:14
FOR 1] - 102:1
FORCE [3] -
65:16, 71:1,
107:29
FORCE [9] -
90:17, 93:20,
104:25, 104:26,
105:20, 152:25,
153:20, 172:21
FORCE-WIDE
[3] - 104:25,
152:25, 153:20
FORCES 4] -
75:24,76:1,
88:23, 103:9
FORCES [1] -
54:6
FORD 1] - 53:17
FOREIGN [3] -
18:10, 18:14,
114:28
FOREIGN [1] -
171:29
FORENSIC [24] -
10:28, 15:21,
25:17, 33:4,
33:12, 36:6,
39:12, 61:16,
87:6, 111:26,
111:29, 137:28,
138:3, 138:8,
138:13, 138:19,
138:25, 139:1,
139:3, 139:7,
139:8, 141:9,
145:10, 145:29
FORENSIC [9] -

11:3, 31:28,
32:26, 39:12,
39:14, 40:10,
41:25, 42:9, 87:1
FORENSICS |2
- 139:15, 145:16
FORKHILL 2 -
23:24, 30:11
FORM [13] -
7:13, 36:6, 64:15,
65:28, 65:29,
84:29, 96:9,
148:9, 148:10,
166:19, 166:21,
167:4, 170:16
FORMAL 4] -
36:23, 38:10,
144:27, 145:3
FORMALITY 1]
-90:7
FORMALLY 1] -
37:4
FORMER 4] -
81.7, 82:19,
169:22, 169:23
FORMERLY 1] -
171:15
FORMING [1] -
143:15
FORUM 1] -
151:4
FORWARD [5] -
70:6, 81:28,
104:4, 115:14,
149:25
FORWARDED
[6] - 37:13, 39:28,
40:7, 41:26, 42:1,
148:22
FORWARDS 1]
-139:3
FOSTER 2] -
152:12, 158:25
FOSTER 6] -
152:14, 152:17,
155:22, 158:26,
159:12, 183:10
FOUR [19] -
27:23, 28:5, 34:2,
34:14, 51:1,
57:21, 57:25,
61:17, 79:28,
116:29, 117:10,
120:6, 135:9,
135:16, 139:11,
140:12, 171:24,
171:26, 174:20
FOURTH [10] -
44:18, 517,
56:10, 134:23,

135:19, 136:5,
136:11, 137:7,
137:16, 176:1
FOX 2 - 140:3,
141:5
FRAGMENTS
31 - 14:10, 14:18,
22:11
FRANCE 5] -
16:4, 16:5, 16:21,
19:6, 19:23
FRANCS (9] -
16:20, 16:27,
16:29, 17:3,
17:12, 18:10,
18:14, 19:4,
114:29
FREELY [1] -
6:16
FRENCH [g] -
16:20, 16:29,
17:3, 18:10,
18:14, 19:4,
113:4, 114:29
FREQUENTLY
11 -102:27
FRIEND [3] -
151:6, 152:12,
169:15
FRONT 6] -
11:22, 13:7, 63:1,
71:13, 147:24,
163:12
FULL r16] -
17:25, 18:25,
19:11, 19:22,
59:7, 60:11,
62:29, 79:1, 79:7,
79:10, 79:20,
79:21, 80:29,
97:26, 123:28,
148:14
FULL-TIME (6] -
60:11, 79:1, 79:7,
79:10, 79:20,
79:21
FULTON 3] -
82:3, 166:22,
167:3
FULTON'[1] -
168:16
FUNCTION 7] -
64:6, 66:23,
66:27, 67:9,
132:17, 132:29,
133:11
FUNCTIONS [7]
-171:10, 171:21,
172:12, 172:16,
173:9, 173:12,

176:20
FUNDAMENTA
L2-116:12,
148:12
FUNDING 1] -
67:6
FURTHERANC
E 11- 169:20
FURTHERMOR
E 3] - 13:26,
57:25, 170:17
FUTURE 2] -
64:10, 135:23

G

G301 - 23:22
GAA[1]-157:5
GARAGE[6] -
97:27, 99:27,
99:29, 100:7,
100:23, 100:29
GARDA[17] -
5:2, 5:23, 6:15,
9:25, 12:9, 12:12,
12:13, 12:22,
21:10, 31:12,
35:28, 37:11,
40:25, 56:17,
91:22, 102:14,
153:10
GARDAI 4] -
33:23, 53:27,
54:4,104:12
GAULT[7] -
60:24, 63:18,
63:23, 64:6, 66:6,
67:3, 67:17
GAULT'S[1]-
65:1
GENERAL [g] -
8:29, 33:17,
64:21, 67:21,
88:18, 88:21,
134:24, 167:20
GENERALLY 2]
-107:24, 167:24
GENERATE 2] -
138:13, 172:4
GENERATED
5] - 33:22, 35:5,
83:16, 172:23,
172:24
GENERATING
[11-32:12
GENTLEMEN
[11-118:13
GEORGE [3] -
50:20, 123:10,

13

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




124:10

GIVEN [50] -
3:28, 4:3, 4.7,
7:3,7:5,9:1,
17:12, 17:16,
17:29, 18:20,
18:22, 19:2, 19:6,
20:4, 20:27, 38:1,
43:15, 50:1,
56:29, 57:21,
69:12, 71:17,
75:19, 79:14,
79:17, 82:2, 90:7,
93:20, 95:11,
95:21, 103:6,
105:1, 105:15,
107:1, 115:17,
119:1, 124:16,
129:6, 133:23,
134:4, 135:14,
138:10, 143:24,
145:4, 149:13,
157:17, 158:17,
162:28, 166:24,
1817

GLASS 2] -
46:11, 101:14

GLOVES 4] -
27:18, 28:17,
28:29

GLUE 71 - 15:3,
25:22, 25:23,
26:3, 26:4, 26:11

GLUES 1] -
25:28

GOOGLE 1] -
132:2

GOVERNING [1]
-90:7

GOVERNMENT
31 - 34:17, 50:16,
89:4

GOVERNMENT
S-89:5

GRAB 1] -
86:27

GRAINY [1] -
122:14

GRAND 1] -
16:5

GRATEFUL [10]
- 34:17, 46:16,
57:10, 58:12,
63:5, 141:11,
151:21, 169:29,
174:15, 179:8

GRAVE 1] -
163:2

GRAVITY 1] -
79:14

GREANEY [5] -
164:28, 166:4,
166:9, 177:6,
181:10

GREANEY [31] -
8:24, 9:12, 58:11,
155:20, 160:15,
161:2, 164:29,
165:23, 165:26,
166:14, 166:16,
173:17,173:27,
174:1, 174:15,
177:7,177:10,
177:15,177:18,
177:26, 177:29,
178:21, 180:17,
180:24, 180:28,
181:5, 181:9,
181:12, 181:26,
183:5, 183:13

GREAT([7] -
75:15, 91:2,
120:6, 120:10,
131:16, 135:25,
139:14

GREATER[3] -
94:24, 112:18,
132:28

GREATEST[1] -
134:8

GREEN [4] -
27:21, 28:3,
28:13, 28:28

GREGG [1] -
46:28

GREGORY [5] -
33:28, 34:6,
37:28, 41:3, 41:9

GREY [2] -
28:28, 29:18

GREY-GREEN
[1] - 28:28

GRIFFIN [6] -
26:23, 26:28,
27:4, 27:6, 28:27,
29:18

GROUND 3] -
105:28, 106:28,
107:18

GROUNDS 1] -
157:4

GROUP 3] -
27:27, 85:24,
100:22

GROUPINGS 2]
- 26:6, 97:16

GROUPS 2] -
57:23, 85:24

GRUB [1] -
15:10

GT1-30:10

GUARANTEE
11 - 180:21

GUARDS 1] -
39:19

GUESS 1] -
139:17

GUIDE 1] -
139:8

GUTS 1] -
105:12

H

HACKBALLSC
ROSS 3] - 53:28,
54:2, 54:19

HAIR[1] - 41:2

HALFg] - 3:25,
76:8, 76:29, 85:3,
131:24, 142:17,
144:12

HALFWAY [4] -
141:26, 149:7,
153:17, 154:23

HALL 2] -
130:23, 130:28

HALT 3] - 24:1,
28:8, 30:18

HAND 8] - 7:7,
12:11, 19:12,
43:12, 104:7,
127:2, 162:5,
162:11

HANDS 2] -
10:18, 40:5

HANDSET 1] -
4:15

HANDWRITING
[4] - 29:26, 29:28,
30:21, 30:24

HANDWRITTE
N2] - 12:14,
12:23

HANNIGAN 1] -
40:14

HAPPILY [1] -
133:10

HAPPY [2] -
151:3, 166:1

HARBOUR 3] -
12:10, 12:17,
12:25

HARD [1] -
103:28

HARM 1] -
12:29

HARRISON 1] -
58:12

HAVING [1] -
59:1
HAY [1] - 54:1
HEAD [4] -
13:24, 60:14,
119:27, 155:8
HEADED 1] -
35:14
HEADING 2] -
9:17, 69:2
HEADLINE 1] -
101:14
HEADQUARTE
R[1]-65:16
HEADQUARTE
RS 31- 12:13,
38:5,74:9
HEADS 1] -
126:13
HEAR [9] -
13:15, 81:7, 85:7,
85:16, 159:18,
164:28, 169:3,
169:10, 174:11
HEARD [9] -
8:27, 9:3, 49:28,
51:13, 58:1,
60:25, 91:22,
124:29, 156:28
HEARING [9] -
34:18, 82:19,
140:11, 143:15,
167:1, 167:2,
167:7, 168:1,
170:14
HEARINGS 2] -
60:25, 61:15
HEIGHT 1] -
89:16
HELD [7] -
59:22, 60:11,
60:13, 64:26,
82:25, 106:14,
106:19
HELP [20] -
36:10, 68:7,
77:17, 85:12,
90:17, 94:3,
95:15, 102:26,
118:10, 118:12,
118:23, 121:28,
122:13, 127:10,
130:18, 131:27,
139:27, 141:19,
155:20, 174:16
HELPFUL [7] -
57:13, 73:28,
97:22, 174:5,
174:14, 181:11,
181:16

HELPFULLY [1]
-57.7

HELPS[1] - 74:1

HIGGINS [2] -
12:12, 12:23

HIGH 3] - 33:21,
52:9, 136:25

HIGHER 2] -
36:12, 118:5

HIGHLIGHT [9] -
44:14, 136:4,
142:17, 142:24,
143:21, 147:14,
148:5, 148:16,
150:20

HIGHLIGHTED
[4] - 44:3, 142:22,
154:25, 157:2

HIGHLY [4] -
96:22, 117:29,
122:22

HIMSELF 2] -
96:26, 129:5

HINDER 1] -
169:25

HISTORICAL 1]
-85:12

HISTORY [2] -
37:29, 83:26

HMG [3] - 165:4,
177:2, 178:11

HMM [2] - 27:5,
45:9

HOAX 1] -
23:26

HOEY [3] - 46:5,
95:28, 115:20

HOLD [6] -
59:17, 76:10,
119:27, 153:8,
154:20, 168:27

HOLDING [1] -
171:15

HOLDS 1] -
76:6

HOLMES [10] -
69:11, 72:3,
72:20, 72:21,
73:1,73:5,73:12,
73:16, 73:17,
153:3

HOME 21 - 7:21,
7:28

HOME [1] -
73:17

HOMEMADE [2]
-55:12, 56:22

HOMICIDE 1] -
59:22

HONOUR [1] -

58:11

HOOF [1] -
160:29

HOPE [7] -
90:28, 163:10,
163:12, 165:17,
169:11, 170:6,
175:25

HOPEFULLY 3]
-67:15, 133:29,
165:24

HOSPITALISE
D-756

HOSTILE 1] -
56:4

HOTEL [7] -
23:28, 27:27,
29:4, 29:20,
45:15, 45:20,
45:24

HOUR [2] - 15:3,
113:8

HOURS [3] -
73:5, 109:16,
170:13

HOUSE 1] -
29:29

HOUSES [1] -
66:4

HOUSTON 5] -
70:16, 71:5,
72:18, 80:12,
80:26

HQ 1] - 65:15

HRS 2] -
104:11, 165:2

HUGE 1] -
139:4

HUGHES 2] -
46:28, 47:7

HYDROELECT
RIC11-113:9

HYPOTHESIS
131 - 110:8,
120:12, 121:2

HEIREANN [5] -
47:11, 47:25,
48:12, 48:16,
49:22

.LE 3] - 129:3,
133:26, 153:21

ICON 1] -
126:20

IDEA 9] - 77:14,
80:18, 80:23,
81:9, 85:23,

14

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




126:13, 146:21, 124:17 106:17 INFORMATION | 142:12, 145:9, INSERTED 1] -
152:2, 152:5 IMPORTANCE INDEED (7] - {741 - 4:14, 4:18, 147:12, 148:15, 129:5
IDENTICAL [5] - 4] - 43:6, 79:10, 7:1,32:7,50:19, 6:9, 6:12, 7:16, 149:1, 149:3, INSOFAR 1] -
54:23, 55:14, 134:22, 140:7 53:17, 56:6, 58:7, | 9:26, 12:28, 20:8, | 150:13, 154:15, 66:23
55:15, 122:27, IMPORTANTg | 68:29, 70:7, 22:1, 43:5,50:25, | 157:1, 160:29, INSPECTOR
175:16 -4:14, 14:27, 103:11, 110:22, 65:12, 65:26, 161:1, 161:8, [24] - 21:20,
IDENTIFICATIO | 21:1, 117:14, 129:24, 178:15, 70:22, 76:6, 169:2, 169:9, 37:22, 38:19,
N (6] - 25:27, 117:16, 131:20, 179:27, 180:17, 76:10, 76:13, 172:3, 174:28, 39:1, 58:15,
39:14, 55:15, 138:24, 176:26 181:9, 181:13, 78:28, 80:11, 175:15, 176:6 58:23, 59:10,
99:14, 147:1, IMPOSED 1] - 181:26 80:15, 81:3, INQUIRY 5] - 59:28, 60:20,
166:3 74:29 INDEPENDENT | 85:14, 87:5, 58:19, 102:1, 60:24, 62:22,
IDENTIFIED [25] IMPOSSIBLE[1] | 1] - 122:21 88:19, 88:22, 140:29, 141:1, 63:18, 80:4, 81:1,
- 23:14, 35:26, -133:20 INDEPENDENT | 88:25, 88:28, 182:3 82:26, 91:19,
35:28, 39:13, IMPROVISED LY 1]- 161:5 89:3, 89:22, 90:5, INQUIRY f10] - 102:9, 102:21,
50:8, 51:2, 56:3, @3- 11:27, 11:29, INDEPTH 1] - 90:22, 92:11, 73:6, 75:2, 75:26, | 104:7, 120:18,
71:2, 84:23, 99:4, 22:20 142:28 92:13, 97:22, 76:16, 77:26, 123:15, 126:10,
99:22, 99:27, INCIDENT [1] - INDEX [1] - 97:25, 104:2, 78:15, 117:20, 129:25, 137:27
100:18, 100:28, 90:12 183:1 105:1, 105:3, 147:22, 149:8, INSPECTOR 1]
101:5, 101:6, INCIDENT (9] - INDICATE [4] - 107:8, 107:20, 176:13 - 38:21
108:23, 114:7, 35:21, 72:27, 111:5, 111:25, 108:13, 111:5, INQUIRY [69] - INSPECTOR 2
127:20, 143:20, 84:22, 86:29, 125:25, 126:19 111:14, 114:16, 9:16, 10:22, -59:1, 1837
146:24, 146:28, 90:12, 135:6, INDICATED [11] 118:18, 119:5, 13:16, 29:8, 36:5, INSTANCES 3
147:20, 148:8, 144:3, 159:9, -4:26,8:13,9:26, | 123:16, 123:20, 38:6, 46:15, 60:5, | - 30:5, 85:27,
178:13 159:10 10:17, 27:15, 127:19, 127:25, 60:17, 61:22, 88:15
IDENTIFIES 1] - INCIDENTS [54] 37:3, 78:9, 128:3, 128:13, 62:28, 63:3, 63:7, INSTEAD 4] -
35:15 -10:21, 10:22, 114:16, 145:12, 131:3, 131:25, 63:8, 76:6, 80:11, 69:28, 138:5,
IDENTIFY [19] - 11:28, 12:2,23:2, | 147:17, 167:2 133:12, 133:22, 83:20, 84:21, 172:26, 173:1
11:12, 11:18, 24:5, 24:11, 257, INDICATES - | 134:29, 13725, 84:23, 87:17, INSTRUCTED
23:19, 24:17, 25:12, 27:23, 149:9 150:24, 154:10, 90:14, 90:29, 41 - 107:2, 140:4,
26:23, 27:25, 28:5, 28:20, INDICATING 5] | 195:2, 1554, 91:16, 94:23, 155:27, 156:2
28:13, 30:5, 30:14, 35:29, - 6:5, 88:26, 157:17,171:8, 98:22, 102:11, INSTRUCTION
43:11,51:2, 6856, | 36:8,38:8, 656, | 115:2, 144:10, 171:19, 17238, 104:11,105:14, | 127- 30:3, 84:2
87:2, 109:24, 84:17, 84:19, 160:16 172:14,173:11, 116:28, 117:16, INSTRUCTION
116:2, 123:23, 85:5, 85:10, INDICATIONz | 173:14,175:3, 118:29, 122:1, S - 13:28,
135:4, 135:19, 85:19, 85:23, -111:18, 141:6 175:10, 175:28, 123:27,127:10, 167:3, 173:25
144:11 85:29, 86:7, INDICATIONS | 176:5, 176:11 127:21, 131:27, INSUFFICIENT
IDENTIFYING 86:13, 87:9, (] - 120:21 INFORMED 11 - | 134:21, 135:20, (1] - 95:12
[41-15:18, 23:15, | 87:23, 87:29, INDIVIDUAL 5] | 24118 135:25, 136:29, INTELLIGENC
100:24, 150:16 88:9, 112:23, - 41:6, 43:15, INITIAL [7] - 138:8, 142:11, E (4] - 37:20,
IDENTITY [6] - 142:4, 142:8, 43:18, 447, 76:4,76:5, 77:19, 142:27, 145:23, 38:29, 41:20,
21:11, 54:14, 142:15, 143:4, 137:24 1 18:22, 129:15, 150:6, 154:5, 64:18, 64:23,
55:17, 56:26, 143:6, 143:9, INDIVIDUALS 153:4, 156:8 162:9, 162:19, 64:27, 65:5,
57:2, 150:18 143:15, 143:21, (0] - 34:14, INJURIES (2] - 163:5, 163:25, 65:19, 82:3,
ILOR[2]- 36:24, | 144:11, 144:16, 57:25, 68:5, 47:17,47:18 167:7, 167:29, 135:28, 150:15,
37:8 144:22, 144:26, 95:27. 96:9, INK [8] - 29:25, 168:10, 168:17, 15018, 1513,
IMAGINE 3] - 144:28, 144:29, 100:6, 116:21, 29:27, 30:6, 169:2, 169:9, 1504
75:16, 83:13, 145:7, 145:18, 138:18, 145:6, 30:21, 161:26, 169:19, 169:20, INTELLIGENGC
155:29 146:19, 149:3, 167:19 162:4, 162:21, 169:21, 169:26, E 2] - 65:16,
IMMEDIATELY | 149:10, 149:11, INDUSTRIAL[ | 1638 170:1,170:25, 119:2
[21- 133:4, 133:13 | 149:14, 149:15, -101:17 INLA[2 - 97:3, 174:9, 176:26, INTENDED 1] -
IMPACT 2] - 149:16 INEVITABLY[y | 100:16 177:16, 177:25, 176:12
79:15, 167:11 INCLUDED[1- | -76:21, 90:8 INNISKEEN (3] - | 179:28, 180:5, INTENTION (3] -
IMPEDIMENT | 13:8, 82:12 INFERENCE [ | 33:25, 39:11, 180:12 47:16, 48:24,
(1] - 170:14 INCLUDES 21~ | - 98:26, 112:5, 41:16 INQUIRY'St1- | 69,57
IMPERFECTIO | 91:2, 169:21 112:16, 114:6 INNOCENT[1)- | 121:1, 131:20, INTEREST 2] -
NS [31 - 150:28, INCLUDING[71- | |NFORMAL 4- | 55:10 14828, 177:3 34:22, 109:19
151:26, 152:8 4:15,7:17, 9:4, 3614, 36:22,37:1, | INQ2e)-68:26, INROADS 1] - INTERESTING
IMPETUS 1] - 10:11, 101:16, 38:10 86:5, 127:21, el 1] - 145:27
134:1 167:28, 168:19 INFORMANT 1 | 1356, 1367, INSERT [1) - INTERFACE 1]
IMPLYING f1] - INDE (1] - - 168:20 141:20, 142:10, 163:8 - 65:20
15

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




INTERNATION
AL [3] - 36:24,
37:4, 38:12

INTERNATION
AL [2] - 47:28,
49:3

INTERNET[1] -
179:15

INTERPRETATI
ON 2] - 181:8,
181:23

INTERPRETED
[11-176:24

INTERROGATE
[11-93:24

INTERVIEW [6] -
92:28, 94:2,
94:26, 94:29,
100:5, 100:9

INTERVIEWED
3] - 91:28, 128:8,
156:28

INTERVIEWIN
G1-92:14

INTERVIEWS [3]
- 34:5, 75:4, 92:1

INTRODUCTIO
N 1] - 60:27

INVESTIGATE
[8] - 64:7, 83:23,
97:11, 123:19,
127:11, 137:9,
157:16, 162:11

INVESTIGATE
D12 - 21:2, 36:8,
38:8, 99:26,
111:20, 112:6,
113:12, 115:22,
116:6, 137:7,
137:21, 162:7

INVESTIGATIN
G121 - 10:22,
59:25, 66:29,
68:15, 68:16,
69:5, 84:24,
86:29, 88:11,
134:21, 136:1,
136:26

INVESTIGATIO
N [134] - 11:19,
13:1, 15:27, 16:1,
19:17, 20:7, 20:9,
21:6, 31:8, 33:5,
33:6, 33:11, 35:6,
35:8, 35:9, 35:10,
38:20, 40:16,
41:15, 61:7,
61:13, 63:14,
63:16, 63:27,
66:8, 67:6, 68:3,

68:11, 68:13,
68:16, 68:24,
71:13, 71:25,
72:9, 72:20,
73:21, 73:25,
75:22, 76:14,
76:21,77:1,77:3,
77:5,77:11,
77:19, 77:22,
77:24,78:16,
79:3,79:4,79:9,
79:27, 79:28,
81:15, 81:26,
81:29, 82:5,
82:12, 83:1, 83:4,
83:8, 83:12,
83:25, 83:28,
84:4, 84:8, 84:10,
84:14, 84:15,
84:17, 84:26,
85:13, 85:21,
86:19, 86:26,
87:18, 88:3,
88:10, 88:18,
88:21, 90:8,
90:21, 90:26,
91:3, 91:13,
97:19, 98:9,
98:11, 99:13,
99:21, 101:5,
101:12, 111:11,
111:13, 111:21,
112:21, 112:22,
113:11, 114:10,
114:13, 114:20,
115:13, 116:17,
116:23, 118:6,
118:22, 118:28,
119:5, 119:16,
119:19, 122:29,
123:5, 123:28,
127:13, 134:29,
137:13, 138:2,
138:11, 138:14,
141:29, 142:28,
147:6, 147:14,
157:22, 159:6,
162:9, 163:4,
163:28, 169:7,
173:3, 173:10,
176:3, 176:4,
180:15
INVESTIGATIO
N [11] - 9:25, 13:5,
33:15, 35:2,
35:28, 42:7,
42:25, 61:10,
63:28, 67:2,
67:18
INVESTIGATIO
N'S 1] - 26:22

INVESTIGATIO
NS[12] - 21:18,
21:23, 25:18,
43:2, 59:20,
75:13, 75:15,
76:19, 76:23,
79:13, 110:21,
115:12

INVESTIGATIV
E@1-77:13,
88:17, 112:27

INVESTIGATO
R11-70:2

INVESTIGATO
R'S[21- 70:1,
70:5

INVESTIGATO
RS [14] - 66:6,
66:24, 75:1, 76:8,
97:29, 100:1,
100:5, 105:1,
111:14, 112:6,
113:25, 122:15,
137:6, 137:25

INVITE [1] -
160:8

INVOICED 1] -
19:29

INVOLVE [1] -
25:26

INVOLVED [17] -
11:7, 23:10,
23:15, 38:20,
59:19, 72:9,
93:27, 94:8,
94:10, 97:12,
100:16, 106:23,
111:29, 129:27,
131:22, 132:11,
145:6

INVOLVEMENT
61 - 92:1, 94:6,
100:10, 100:11,
100:12, 156:26

INVOLVES 2] -
25:17, 105:6

INVOLVING [4] -
92:17, 96:9,
96:16, 108:24

IRA [4] - 57:26,
100:13, 100:15,
149:10

IRELAND [62] -
8:15, 8:16, 8:20,
11:4, 11:28,
14:25, 21:6,
22:17, 23:7,
24:20, 31:12,
32:6, 32:25, 33:1,
34:17, 34:22,

35:25, 36:26,
36:27, 37:3, 38:4,
38:15, 38:25,
39:13, 39:15,
39:17, 39:24,
39:26, 40:8,
40:11, 40:12,
41:25, 42:9, 43:3,
47:28, 49:3,
50:10, 50:17,
54:18, 57:3,
58:16, 59:12,
74:12, 87:1, 92:4,
93:9, 93:21,
98:23, 99:24,
103:7, 104:19,
106:28, 109:13,
138:16, 138:20,
156:12, 156:16,
168:6, 168:26,
168:28, 172:22,
173:3

IRISH [11] - 18:8,
36:4, 36:22,
37:13, 38:9,
51:11, 89:4,
89:28, 136:21,
171:29

IRREGULAR[1]
-164:22

IS - 152:28

ISSUE [22] -
31:4, 39:4, 48:11,
50:2, 50:3, 51:19,
146:18, 161:28,
162:6, 163:4,
166:6, 166:23,
169:14, 170:10,
170:13, 170:17,
171:5, 174:16,
174:18, 179:27,
180:9, 180:10

ISSUED [1] -
6:25

ISSUES [6] -
21:1, 50:5,
166:17, 166:18,
166:27, 168:22

ITEM[g] - 13:8,
13:10, 13:18,
13:23, 13:29,
14:3, 15:5, 32:3

ITEM[1] - 14:7

ITEMS [16] -
11:19, 11:21,
11:25, 13:6,
13:13, 13:28,
14:9, 14:12,
14:17, 16:5,
17:12, 19:12,

39:10, 40:19,
55:13

ITSELF[9] -
18:1, 35:23, 87:8,

151:6
JURISDICTION

[4]1 - 95:25, 96:14,

133:19, 138:20

113:19, 172:11, JUSTICE [2] -
174:28, 176:2, 31:28, 32:26
176:5, 180:20
K
J
KANE (8] -
JAMES 1] - 159:14, 159:21,
21:20 160:15, 160:20,
JANUARY [g] - 163:17, 165:1,
16:14, 17:17, 165:18, 165:28
18:7, 19:22, KANE [20] -
59:15, 60:18, 159:22, 159:28,
168:6, 168:9 160:2, 160:7,
JOE 5] - 33:27, 160:18, 160:22,
34:5, 37:27, 41:2, 160:24, 161:4,
451 161:7, 161:10,

JOHN [3] -
12:12, 119:26,
172:1

JOIN 2] - 59:14,
60:8

JOINED 2 -
60:5, 118:28

JOINING 1] -
105:11

JOURNALIST
[41 - 47:28, 484,
49:7,157:3

JOURNALISTS
[11-134:10

JOURNEY [3] -
8:14, 9:6, 124:29

JOURNEYS 1] -
9:6

JUDGED [1] -
14:20

JUGGLING 1] -
98:5

JULY [5] - 8:3,
24:12, 35:22,
43:26, 82:1

JUMPING [1] -
92:7

JUNCTION[1] -
126:24

JUNCTURE 1] -
9:24

JUNE [12] -
33:19, 33:23,
37:25, 40:17,
41:17, 92:3, 92:8,
92:21, 94:2,
120:15, 148:19,
155:21

JUNIOR 1] -

161:12, 161:18,
161:23, 163:20,
164:5, 164:10,
164:19, 165:29,
166:12, 183:12

KEEP [3] -
107:3, 154:27,
167:20

KEITH 1] -
83:27

KELLY [3] -
92:18, 94:19,
97:1

KEPT 1] -
156:16

KERNEL [1] -
120:11

KEVIN [4] - 82:3,
118:14, 166:22,
167:3

KEY [5] -
123:24, 124:2,
124:12, 126:2,
147:1

KEYES [1] -
124:11

KILL [1] - 48:24

KIND 31 - 110:4,
117:27, 133:23

KINDLY [3] -
62:3, 160:11,
173:27

KINGDOM [2] -
16:18, 75:24

KNOB [4] - 15:9,
113:28, 114:3,
114:6

KNOCKED 1] -
159:23

16

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




KNOTTED [1] -
157

KNOWING [4] -
42:16, 78:5,
163:7, 163:24

KNOWINGLY
[11-97:12

KNOWLEDGE
[6] - 62:23,
108:11, 158:12,
158:14, 158:16,
158:21

KNOWN [21] -
12:6, 20:22,
20:28, 43:1,
50:15, 63:27,
67:9, 87:20,
91:25, 96:27,
106:16, 120:23,
120:25, 128:12,
132:23, 137:5,
162:18, 166:22,
172:5, 174:23,
177:22

KNOWS [3] -
61:1, 124:10,
169:1

L

LA [15] - 58:22,
59:2, 59:7,
101:26, 101:29,
102:4, 102:7,
140:26, 140:28,
141:4, 151:11,
151:21, 159:13,
160:10, 183:8

LABELLED[1] -
26:26

LABORATORY
[11-33:4

LACK 1] - 96:24

LANCE 7] -
160:26, 162:8,
162:14, 162:29,
163:5, 164:6,
165:5

LAND[2] -
103:6, 139:16

LANDMARKS
[11-126:18

LANGUAGE [g]
-67:15, 68:8,
69:21, 85:8,
116:18, 1247

LAOGHAIRE[s]
-12:10, 12:17,
12:25, 13:4,
23:25, 24:7, 55:1,

55:4
LARGE 1] -
73:18
LARGE 10] -
11:12, 12:9, 73:6,
75:18, 75:25,
76:16, 77:3,
81:25, 114:11,
167:16
LARGER 4] -
68:28, 106:6,
106:8, 149:24
LARGEST 3] -
75:13, 75:17
LAST[10] -
61:23, 134.7,
137:27, 147:15,
150:20, 150:21,
154:16, 156:6,
159:17, 170:12
LATE[4] -
42:19, 107:14,
161:12, 165:29
LATTER[1] -
67:4
LAUNCHING 1]
-82:5
LAW g] - 4:1,
5:5, 5:19, 5:27,
6:2, 52:20, 52:25,
179:25
LAW 2] - 140:3,
141:5
LAWFUL 2] -
32:7,179:6
LAWFULLY 2] -
177:4, 181:3
LAY 3] - 95:2,
98:17, 123:6
LAYER[1] - 90:7
LE 31 - 101:20,
102:9, 139:22
LEAD 9] -
100:5, 109:4,
113:26, 135:18,
138:23, 139:8,
141:8, 166:3,
169:6
LEADER 2] -
60:19, 80:29
LEADING [1] -
60:9
LEADS 3] -
88:17, 112:2,
118:8
LEARN 2] -
4:22, 66:6
LEARNED 3] -
151:6, 152:11,
169:15

LEAST 9] -
14:21, 22:13,
73:4,78:22,
116:23, 119:18,
132:11, 132:13,
135:9

LEAVE s8] -
60:17, 63:4,
115:11, 116:6,
121:16, 139:18,
139:24, 160:5

LEAVES[1] -
176:1

LEAVING 1] -
124:24

LED[7] - 82:4,
89:19, 111:25,
119:28, 172:10,
173:3, 173:11

LED 2] - 15:6,
15:12

LEFT [13] - 8:21,
19:12, 27:11,
43:12, 47:14,
82:29, 83:10,
104:7, 109:17,
121:23, 126:29,
127:5, 141:10

LEFT-HAND [3]
-19:12, 43:12,
104:7

LEGACY 1] -
84:10

LEGAL [12] -
62:28, 63:3, 63:7,
63:8, 91:1, 94:23,
102:11, 116:28,
117:17, 170:25,
179:28, 180:5

LEGAL 1] -
165:4

LEGISLATION
21 - 31:27, 32:6

LEGITIMATE
o] - 16:10,
16:17, 19:5,
20:16, 20:21,
21:16, 52:13,
52:17, 52:23,
55:15

LEND 2] - 99:2,
101:1

LENGTHIs] -
15:7, 15:14,
44:26, 46:10,
120:6, 125:7,
137:3

LENGTHS 3] -
15:8, 15:11,
15:13

LENGTHY [2] -
63:19, 73:12

LENT 1] -
112:18

LESLIE 1] -
149:17

LESS 3] -
76:29, 1327,
159:15

LETTER[9] -
36:23, 36:24,
37:5, 37:12,
37:14, 38:10,
38:12, 38:24,
38:27

LETTERING [1]
-29:28

LEVEL [11] -
33:21, 52:9,
65:15, 65:16,
65:23, 82:1,
85:10, 95:24,
96:13, 96:22,
150:9

LIABILITY [1] -
146:7

LIABLE 4] -
57:16, 57:26,
57:27,58:5

LIAISON [2] -
66:11, 108:9

LIAISON 3] -
71:20, 75:29,
177:2

LIAM 4] - 45:8,
57:15, 57:22,
129:27

LICENSED [1] -
94:18

LID11-13:21

LIFE 2] - 47:17

LIFT [11- 135:11

LIGHT 21 - 15:6,
131:26

LIGHT-
EMITTING [1] -
15:6

LIKELIHOOD [3]
- 156:22, 156:24,
158:18

LIKELY (8] -
103:20, 107:26,
109:13, 116:2,
1217, 122:22,
1455, 163:25

LIMIT 1] - 140:7

LIMITED [7] -
65:10, 83:25,
126:7, 139:6,
140:13, 143:16,

178:11
LIMITED [1] -
155:25
LINE [22] -
98:17, 103:8,
103:10, 112:21,
117:22, 11726,
118:13, 131:13,
147:21, 149:8,
150:21, 150:22,
151:10, 151:19,
158:8, 158:15,
158:22, 158:28,
159:3, 159:8
LINE [4] - 23:24,
43:28, 45:12,
45:15
LINE-BY-LINE
[21-117:22,
117:26
LINERS[1] -
55:23
LINES [2] - 73:3,
77:26
LINK 4] -
133:26, 145:2,
145:7, 146:19
LINKAGE [2] -
145:20, 146:23
LINKED [39] -
15:13, 25:7,
25:12, 28:4, 36:8,
38:8, 42:29,
84:17, 84:18,
84:25, 85:5, 85:9,
85:19, 85:23,
86:7, 86:14, 88:9,
101:10, 142:3,
1428, 142:15,
143:3, 143:6,
143:9, 143:14,
143:21, 144:11,
144:16, 144:22,
144:29, 1451,
145:18, 146:19,
147:11, 148:8,
148:9, 149:14,
149:15, 149:16
LINKING 5] -
26:15, 87:28,
144:26, 149:3
LINKS [11] - 9:3,
10:20, 15:18,
42:23, 85:29,
88:16, 97:15,
100:12, 146:2,
146:9, 146:28
LISA 7] -
116:26, 118:2,
118:24, 118:25,

119:13, 119:18,
120:14

LISBURN [9] -
23:26, 35:22,
43:28, 45:12,
45:15, 45:20,
46:7, 51:4,
149:19

LIST 9] - 84:23,
86:13, 105:15,
107:1, 119:1,
149:24, 149:25,
149:26, 149:27

LISTED 4] -
37:27,43:21,
135:13, 171:13

LISTEN[1] -
170:29

LISTENING [1] -
174:4

LISTING 1] -
165:19

LISTS 2] -
52:25, 132:23

LITIGATION [3]
-57:10, 58:1,
129:27

LIVE 3] - 83:8,
161:28, 169:3

LIVED [3] -
21:26, 90:20,
98:25

LKP1 1] -
119:29

LKP4 1] -
120:15

LKP511] -
120:15

LO[11-108:8

LOADED[1] -
156:13

LOCAL 1] -
74:14

LOCATE[2] -
103:1, 107:29

LOCATED[11] -
7:26, 13:29, 16:4,
27:22, 85:14,
103:11, 110:5,
144:27, 158:17,
162:19

LOCATING 1] -
162:29

LOCATION 6] -
6:1, 23:20, 27:25,
48:20, 94:17,
124:1

LOCATIONS [g]
-89:12, 102:23,
109:27, 134:25,

17

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




134:26, 157:17
LODGED[1] -
167:7
LOG 3] - 68:7,
68:9, 68:25
LOG 1] - 68:27
LOGIC 1] -
96:19
LOGICAL 4] -
68:23, 110:10,
121:6, 129:23
LOOK [29] -
3:23, 4:9, 4:10,
7:27,12:19, 44:2,
52:17, 68:26,
72:13, 78:12,
85:4, 85:16, 91:5,
103:10, 103:13,
104:23, 117:25,
118:23, 121:12,
123:16, 135:16,
138:7, 138:9,
139:6, 142:11,
146:11, 149:13,
154:15, 181:17
LOOKED 9] -
10:9, 85:18, 86:1,
87:14, 99:21,
111:10, 111:11,
144:22, 158:26
LOOKING [14] -
36:19, 77:15,
85:11, 88:16,
88:25, 90:18,
105:6, 111:15,
112:27, 117:21,
137:4, 145:16,
146:1, 147:3
LOOKS 1] -
122:13
LOSS 2] -
47:16, 47:17
LOST1]-181:2
LOUTH [g] -
16:16, 40:16,
41:16, 53:28,
54:2, 119:3
LOWER [2] -
95:24, 104:9
LOYES [3] -
130:6, 130:11,
137:10
LTD21 - 16:17,
19:6
LUNCH 1] -
97:5
LUNCH 1] -
102:1
LUNCHBOX [2]
-13:21, 25:3

M

MACARTANS
[11-98:25
MACHINE 2] -
103:18, 103:29
MAIL [7] -
154:10, 157:3,
160:3, 160:17,
160:25, 162:14,
164:29
MAIN 1] - 48:21
MAIN 4] - 24:22,
26:6, 31:15,
121:10
MAINTAIN[1] -
79:29
MAINTAINED 1]
-72:22
MAINTAINS[1] -
168:15
MAJOR[1] -
73:18
MAJOR [5] -
12:15, 59:20,
73:1,76:19,
139:7
MAJORITY [3] -
79:12, 143:27,
167:17
MAKE-UP [1] -
13:2
MAKER [1] -
69:16
MAKERS 1] -
144:1
MALAHIDE[1] -
56:15
MALE 1] - 49:12
MALES 1] -
41:11
MALVERN 2] -
16:18, 113:13
MAN [10] - 3:6,
5.6, 46:28, 47:2,
47:6, 48:1, 48:3,
48:7, 54:17, 58:1
MANAGE 1] -
79:4
MANUFACTUR
E2 - 111:16,
112:8
MANUFACTUR
ED[7) - 16:6,
19:6, 20:14,
99:15, 111:8,
112:29, 113:5
MANUFACTUR
ER[1]-99:23

MANUFACTUR
ING [1] - 16:21
MANUSCRIPT
[1] - 69:6
MAP [1] - 60:29
MAPPED 2] -
126:22, 131:14
MAPS 2] - 10:3,
10:10
MAPS 2] -
125:5, 132:3
MARCH [14] -
19:19, 19:22,
19:28, 20:2,
20:22, 24:12,
53:26, 53:27,
55:5, 113:23,
120:16, 142:25,
143:1,172:3
MARGARET2]
-130:23, 130:28
MARK [3] -
23:16, 52:15,
54:13
MARK [1] - 12:6
MARKED 4] -
44:8, 44:12,
102:24, 151:7
MARKET 6] -
23:26, 121:18,
125:8, 127:5,
129:22, 149:19
MARKETHILL
[1-53:8
MAROON [3] -
153:13, 153:27,
154:1
MARRIED 2] -
3:8, 146:16
MARTHA 8] -
50:2, 50:13,
50:15, 50:22,
50:28, 50:29,
51:14, 133:5
MARTIN [16] -
123:11, 124:10,
166:25, 169:5,
169:25, 170:4,
170:7, 170:15,
170:24, 171:20,
175:23, 176:3,
176:16, 176:29,
179:19, 179:22
MARTINS 1] -
129:21
MASKS 2] -
27:18, 28:28
MATCH 4] -
29:11, 41:8,
98:12, 98:13

MATCHING [1] -
27:21
MATERIAL 2] -
167:1, 178:7
MATERIAL [36] -
11:12, 40:15,
41:14, 41:20,
42:6, 42:15, 56:4,
75:23, 85:18,
90:5, 91:2, 94:11,
95:23, 96:20,
98:26, 108:20,
111:12, 1157,
117:5, 117:11,
117:24, 127:16,
134:28, 137:17,
139:10, 148:20,
150:4, 151:9,
151:13, 156:23,
167:27, 167:28,
169:19, 175:29,
178:4, 178:5
MATERIALS [4]
- 24:18, 29:7,
167:9, 168:13
MATRIX[1] -
105:14
MATTER[11] -
77:22, 96:2,
112:1, 118:21,
134:20, 147:11,
160:2, 160:16,
167:10, 172:9,
179:14
MATTERS|7] -
36:20, 55:12,
146:5, 150:18,
163:5, 167:3,
180:27
MATTHEWS 5]
- 33:28, 34:9,
35:11, 37:28,
41:4
MATURE[1] -
49:13
MAUREENT1] -
40:14
MAXWELL 5] -
29:27, 30:2,
30:13, 30:22,
31:1
MCARTHUR 5]
-69:17, 71:8,
72:1, 80:26,
82:22
MCAULEY [g] -
10:29, 11:18,
14:23, 14:28,
15:20, 22:19,
23:5, 24:17

MCAULEY'S [4]
-13:28, 22:15,
25:6, 25:11

MCDERMOTT
[11] - 3:6, 3:8,
3:28, 4:16, 4:29,
5:6, 5:16, 5:17,
5:19, 5:26, 6:1

MCGEOUGH'S
131 - 130:5, 130:9,
137:10

MCGINN [10] -
97:7, 97:11,
97:15, 97:17,
97:25, 99:29,
108:29, 156:27,
157:18

MCGINN'S [3] -
100:27, 100:28,
101:6

MCGOWAN 1] -
141:6

MCGRANE 2] -
101:15, 101:17

MCGUINNESS
[2] - 60:20, 73:11

MCKENNA [9] -
9:8, 33:27, 346,
35:10, 37:28,
39:25, 40:2, 41:3,
58:2

MCKENNA'S [2]
-46:1, 46:3

MCKEVITT 2] -
57:15, 57:22

MCMITCHELL
[11-37:22

MCVICKER [10]
- 80:20, 81:7,
81:11, 85:7,
85:16, 90:19,
111:29, 142:27,
149:16, 149:26

MEAN [11] -
5:10, 42:29,
69:21, 94:3,
104:29, 108:22,
135:14, 140:8,
145:4, 146:25,
146:29

MEANS (3] -
59:24, 114:28,
172:21

MEANT[1] -
103:9

MEASUREMEN
T -131:13

MEASUREMEN
TS1-131:29

MEASURING [1]

-132:9
MECHANISMS
[11-90:10
MEDIA 2] -
48:23, 71:20
MEMBER [9] -
97:3, 100:14,
151:22, 172:19,
172:20, 172:21,
172:25, 172:29,
173:5
MEMBERS [g] -
40:10, 56:17,
57:23, 74:14,
74:16, 143:28,
169:22, 169:23
MEMBERSHIP
[1]-34:9
MEMORANDU
M1 - 90:6
MEMORY [2] -
62:24, 94:17
MEN 1] - 100:18
MENTION [1] -
124:18
MENTIONED [g]
- 3:15, 8:25,
10:29, 38:17,
49:8, 115:19,
116:24, 137:18
MERELY [2] -
37:17, 38:26
MERSEYSIDE
[21-177:19,
177:22
MESSAGE[1] -
49:19
MESSAGES 5
-102:27, 103:3,
105:13, 154:20,
154:27
METAL 3] -
14:9, 14:17,
22:11
METICULOUS
[11-122:20
MHS [2] -
154:20, 154:27
MICHAEL [16] -
3:6, 3:8, 3:28,
4:16, 4:29, 5:16,
5:19, 5:26, 45:14,
48:5, 48:8, 49:8,
49:19, 57:15,
57:22, 157:6
MICHELLE 1] -
154:11
MID [1] - 125:7
MID-MORNING
[11- 1257

18

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




MIDDAY [2] -
537, 58:14
MIDDLE 2] -
19:21, 154:24
MIDST [1] -
112:15
MIGHT [20] -
11:13, 13:9,
42:14, 64:20,
71:24, 83:15,
85:12, 97:11,
99:2, 104:29,
112:28, 119:9,
123:2, 125:27,
138:13, 138:18,
154:15, 159:29,
170:11
MIKE [1] -
108:22
MIKE-DELTA-
ZULU 11 - 108:22
MILE 1] -
131:24
MILES [4] -
131:13, 131:15,
132:4, 132:5
MILITARY [5] -
107:20, 107:24,
108:5, 108:7,
108:10
MILLAR 2] -
133:2, 133:17
MILLION [2] -
57:18, 116:22
MIND [g] - 70:28,
88:15, 89:18,
90:17, 101:22,
137:4, 138:22,
140:7
MINDED (3] -
148:28, 150:6,
154:5
MINDFUL [1] -
167:15
MINDSET [5] -
68:14, 77:15,
77:17, 14419,
1477
MINIMUM 1] -
159:25
MINISTER[1] -
171:29
MINUTES [19] -
48:17, 102:18,
104:5, 125:2,
125:10, 125:11,
125:18, 126:15,
130:13, 130:23,
131:4, 131:17,
140:16, 153:21,

159:22, 159:25,
160:4, 162:13
MISMATCHED
[11-28:17
MISPLOTTED
[1-131:29
MISREMEMBE
RING [1] - 86:22
MISSING [1] -
15:10
MISTAKEN[1] -
129:3
MISTAKENLY
[1-155:5
MISTAKEST1] -
163:21
MITCHELL [1] -
50:20
MIX 1] - 161:14
MIX-UP [1] -
161:14
MIXED [1] -
162:23
MIXTURE 1] -
24:23
MK 71 - 12:6,
23:6, 87:3,
110:28, 111:2,
111:14, 146:28
MOBILE [3] -
5:3, 42:26, 45:4
MOBILES 1] -
106:10
MOD 1] - 135:5
MODEL 4] -
52:15, 89:14,
99:8, 122:18
MODERN [2] -
66:9, 125:12
MODUS [1] -
24:18
MOIRA[1] -
149:18
MOMENT [24] -
3:4, 8:24, 36:29,
64:15, 72:15,
76:26, 79:7, 83:5,
86:18, 101:23,
109:10, 119:15,
119:19, 119:20,
120:13, 122:11,
138:11, 151:16,
160:19, 163:17,
164:3, 165:19,
175:18, 177:6
MOMENTS[1] -
84:13
MONAGHAN [g]
- 6:15, 24:4, 281,
28:11, 28:24,

33:25, 38:21,
38:23
MONEY [1] -
67:1
MONGAN 1] -
3:1
MONTGOMER
Y[71-70:7,70:26,
72:14, 102:18,
104:4, 110:22,
131:8
MONTH 1] -
144:12
MONTHS 2] -
24:14, 85:3
MORGAN [29] -
3:9, 3:11, 3:12,
4:1, 4:8, 4:27,
5:5, 5:15, 5:27,
6:3, 6:6, 8:28,
10:1, 10:16,
18:11, 18:20,
19:3, 19:13,
20:25, 21:12,
21:26, 46:9,
114:18, 114:21,
147:18, 147:27,
148:12, 148:21
MORGAN) [1] -
10:6
MORNING [11] -
49:17, 1257,
146:27, 147:17,
165:13, 165:16,
165:25, 165:28,
166:2, 177:1,
182:1
MORTAR[15] -
23:23, 23:24,
23:27, 23:28,
24:4, 27:28, 28:2,
28:11, 28:24,
29:21, 30:11,
30:12, 30:18,
149:19, 149:22
MOST [9] - 9:15,
61:12, 90:24,
101:14, 108:7,
121:6, 165:18,
171:25, 171:28
MOTION 2] -
88:2, 172:24
MOTOR 1] -
53:16
MOUTH 1] -
31:24
MOVE [13] -
25:20, 56:9, 70:6,
81:28, 88:19,
90:24, 101:23,

102:18, 104:4,
110:20, 116:8,
129:25, 134:6
MOVED [2] -
57:3, 157:6
MOVEMENTS
11-10:10
MOVING [4] -
82:22, 109:27,
126:28, 174:17
MR [85] - 8:24,
9:12, 58:11,
58:22, 59:2, 59:7,
101:20, 101:26,
101:29, 102:4,
102:7, 102:9,
139:22, 140:26,
140:28, 141:4,
141:14, 141:17,
141:25, 151:6,
151:11, 151:18,
151:21, 151:24,
152:6, 152:11,
152:14, 152:17,
155:20, 155:22,
158:26, 159:12,
159:13, 159:22,
159:28, 160:2,
160:7, 160:10,
160:15, 160:18,
160:22, 160:24,
161:2, 161:4,
161:7, 161:10,
161:12, 161:18,
161:23, 163:20,
164:5, 164:10,
164:19, 164:29,
165:23, 165:26,
165:29, 166:12,
166:14, 166:16,
173:17, 173:27,
174:1, 174:3,
174:15,177:7,
177:10, 177:15,
177:18, 177:26,
177:29, 178:21,
180:17, 180:24,
180:28, 181:5,
181:9, 181:12,
181:26, 183:5,
183:8, 183:9,
183:10, 183:12,
183:13
MSG 1] - 1537
MULTIPLE[1] -
87:9
MURPHY [15] -
3:3, 3:13, 6:9,
6:14, 6:26, 7:3,
7:14,7:28, 8:29,

9:29, 10:5, 10:16,
44:18, 57:16,
57:22

MURPHY'S 1] -
7:20

MUST [g] -
77:18, 93:21,
95:20, 127:28,
132:10, 179:17,
180:14, 180:26

MUTUALLY 1] -
90:16

N

NALLY [1] -
172:5
NAME [38] -
3:28, 4:2, 4.5,
4:7,4:16, 7:2,
7:14,17:22,
18:18, 18:20,
19:2, 19:4, 20:4,
20:21, 20:25,
21:25, 37:23,
38:17, 43:15,
43:18, 44:18,
45:1, 48:5, 50:22,
59:8, 59:9, 82:3,
97:26, 100:6,
114:17, 115:28,
118:14, 122:4,
147:26, 148:12,
154:11, 168:16
NAMED 4] -
18:11, 21:22,
21:27, 34:2
NAMELY [11] -
14:12, 20:19,
43:12, 49:3, 49:8,
51:13, 134:25,
167:9, 168:19,
169:2, 169:9
NAMES (5] -
44:15, 57:21,
124:5, 150:17
NARROWS [1] -
115:29
NATIONAL 1] -
178:5
NATIONAL 1] -
19:10
NATURAL 1] -
140:9
NATURALLY 3]
-76:16, 114:3,
129:20
NATURE 4] -
22:20, 54:3,
84:28, 138:29

NCND [1] -
168:15

NEAR [1] - 48:22

NEARLY [3] -
79:20, 118:11,
179:10

NECESSARILY
[31-99:10, 176:4,
1787

NECESSARY 3]
-22:27,170:19,
171:1

NECESSITY [1]
-108:27

NEED [36] -
24:27, 31:26,
37:4, 63:22, 65:9,
68:5, 70:26,
79:29, 81:23,
82:11, 83:19,
87:12, 88:12,
89:26, 97:26,
115:8, 115:9,
115:24, 115:25,
122:12, 126:20,
130:16, 134:3,
146:11, 146:15,
148:24, 148:28,
150:16, 154:3,
157:21, 1581,
158:2, 159:11,
166:17, 175:26,
178:1

NEEDED [1] -
77:23

NEEDS [2] -
78:11, 162:19

NEIL [1] - 60:20

NETWORK [3] -
117:5, 117:9,
125:12

NEVER 3] -
87:24, 135:15,
180:20

NEVERTHELE
SS 31 - 62:21,
78:26, 96:12

NEW [2] - 79:28,
83:16

NEWRY [32] -
18:11, 18:22,
18:23, 21:12,
21:26, 23:26,
23:29, 24:2, 24:4,
27:29, 28:2, 28:9,
28:11, 28:22,
28:24, 33:29,
35:22, 43:26,
43:28, 45:12,
45:15, 45:19,

19

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




45:24, 54:21,
99:19, 114:24,
136:18, 149:21,
149:22, 149:23

NEWS 2] -
51:11, 136:22

NEWS [5] -
46:28, 47:28,
49:3, 49:5,
136:21

NEXT 18] - 22:8,

29:25, 36:28,
43:15, 46:20,
73:15, 81:7,
102:13, 107:13,
117:8, 118:8,
128:3, 139:29,
144:9, 152:24,
168:25, 169:3,
179:19

NIGHT 4] -
53:14, 93:28,
98:24, 157:8

NINE [1] -
136:23

NITRATE 1] -
24:23

NO.1 3] - 69:1,
69:15, 104:9

NO.6 1] -
148:16

NOBODY [2] -
147:18, 151:11

NON 3] - 64:9,
150:3, 151:9

NON-OS [1] -
151:9

NON-
SENSITIVE [1] -
150:3

NON-
TERRORIST[1] -
64:9

NONE 1] -
178:18

NORMALLY [1]
-58:13

NORMAN 2] -
82:16, 82:23

NORTH [5] -
89:10, 89:20,
90:1, 157:24,
157:26

NORTH [2] -
74:16, 89:11

NORTHERN [28]
- 8:16, 11:4,
11:28, 14:25,
21:6, 22:17, 23:7,
24:19, 34:22,

35:25, 36:26,
39:17, 39:24,
43:3, 50:10,
50:17, 54:18,
58:16, 59:12,
74:12, 87:1,
93:21, 106:28,
109:13, 168:6,
168:26, 168:28,
172:22
NOTE 6] -
30:23, 72:10,
147:23, 153:11,
155:24, 159:13
NOTED [3] -
9:24, 86:7,
142:26
NOTED. 1] -
9:18
NOTES 8] -
62:26, 94:1,
117:4, 122:10,
122:12, 123:17,
130:16, 155:19
NOTHING [7] -
89:1, 108:23,
129:11, 137:15,
156:21, 159:12,
181:21
NOTICE [3] -
118:18, 143:14,
169:14
NOTIFICATION
m-102:14,
104:25, 152:21,
152:22, 152:25,
153:5, 153:10
NOTION [2] -
99:3, 120:26
NOTWITHSTA
NDING 3] - 9:26,
85:8, 129:12
NOVEL [2] -
118:11
NOVEMBER [7]
- 62:4, 82:20,
89:5, 119:16,
120:8, 145:15,
149:10
NOWADAYS 2]
-117:28, 139:7
NUANCED 2] -
89:18, 158:11
NUMBER [106] -
3:15, 3:21, 4:5,
4:15, 4:20, 5:22,
6:3, 6:19, 6:23,
6:25,7:8,7:9,
7:13,7:17, 7:25,
9:4,10:11, 11:19,

14:6, 14:9, 21:21,
23:11, 24:9,
25:27, 30:5, 35:2,
35:29, 40:26,
42:26, 43:1, 43:2,
43:12, 43:13,
43:19, 44:6,
44:14, 44:21,
44:23, 453, 45:4,
45:10, 45:14,
45:17, 45:18,
45:22, 45:23,
45:26, 46:1, 46:3,
46:5, 46:9, 46:11,
50:9, 50:26,
51:17, 51:19,
51:23, 52:11,
52:12, 52:13,
52:28, 53:9,
53:12, 53:21,
53:29, 55:3, 55:6,
55:8, 55:20,
56:15, 56:19,
56:20, 68:5, 75:9,
81:25, 85:9, 86:4,
86:5, 86:15, 91:1,
97:8, 98:20,
98:22, 99:9,
99:13, 99:16,
101:9, 102:13,
102:23, 106:18,
110:1, 115:29,
119:26, 134:22,
138:12, 138:18,
143:3, 149:1,
149:8, 149:10,
151:2, 153:28,
155:17, 156:6,
177:28

NUMBERING [1]
-112:13

NUMBERS [7] -
42:26, 42:29,
44:15, 52:8,
106:6, 119:2,
120:6

O

O'CLOCK [5] -
53:6, 101:27,
102:22, 140:12,
169:11

O'LEARY 1] -
148:23

O'LOAN [18] -
82:8, 166:24,
168:25, 169:25,
170:4, 170:6,
170:15, 170:23,

171:20, 171:29,
172:27,175:22,
176:2, 176:16,
177:9, 178:22,
179:20, 179:22
O'REILLY [2] -
49:1, 49:12
O'TOOLE [4] -
48:5, 48:8, 49:8,
49:19
0161 - 119:22
OBl [21- 167:17,
167:24
OBJECTIVE[1]
-75:5
OBLIGATIONS
[11-107:3
OBLIGED [1] -
166:12
OBSERVATIO
NS 1] - 165:9
OBSERVE [1] -
175:19
OBSERVED 2] -
54:4, 55:4
OBTAIN[4] -
6:9, 6:21, 32:15,
150:2
OBTAINED 6] -
3:19, 40:15,
42:25, 149:10,
157:13, 176:5
OBVIOUS 4] -
101:14, 145:4,
175:27, 180:19
OBVIOUSLY
[23] - 46:15,
52:16, 53:20,
56:29, 77:2,
90:10, 90:14,
95:15, 103:6,
105:21, 107:11,
108:17, 109:3,
117:28, 123:26,
128:18, 128:27,
144:12, 150:9,
151:25, 1564,
162:18, 181:12
OCCASION 4] -
18:25, 72:11,
98:1, 132:2
OCCASIONS [1]
-9:4
OCCUPYING [1]
-78:29
OCCUR 2] -
76:29, 179:18
OCCURRED [3]
-90:22, 143:4,
180:27

OCCURRENCE
[21- 161:9, 165:5
OCCURRENCE
[11-103:5
OCCURRENCE
S11-30:9
OCCURRING 1]
-27:18
OCTOBER 18] -
3:17, 4:4, 6:26,
36:3, 36:17,
36:21, 37:1,
37:22, 38:3,
61:23, 61:24,
76:9, 85:2, 85:20,
86:18, 118:29,
144:8, 148:19
OCTOBERT1] -
182:3
OFFENCE [5] -
34:9, 95:6, 96:16,
96:22, 179:28
OFFENCES 1] -
34:14
OFFENDING 2]
- 64:7, 95:24
OFFER 1] -
48:26
OFFERED [1] -
96:12
OFFICE 1] -
72:22
OFFICE [5] -
36:25, 38:13,
49:5, 73:18,
105:14
OFFICER [8] -
54:5, 78:27, 80:4,
81:1, 82:26,
108:9, 118:27,
119:22
OFFICER [19] -
9:7, 59:11, 59:25,
66:29, 68:15,
68:17, 69:5,
71:20, 78:26,
87:15, 96:1,
105:4, 105:17,
108:4, 108:11,
119:18, 169:5,
171:8, 171:15
OFFICER'S [1] -
107:7
OFFICERS [16] -
5:23, 31:12,
37:11, 64:3, 66:3,
66:26, 74:18,
74:29, 75:3, 75:4,
78:18, 105:29,
107:2, 117:19,

123:5, 173:2

OFFICES [1] -
48:4

OFFICIAL [21 -
50:16, 172:23

OFTEN [5] -
51:25, 57:10,
76:19, 103:2,
134:5

OLD [3] -
136:17, 162:5,
163:2

OLD-
FASHIONED 1] -
162:5

OLIVER [2] -
45:17, 101:15

OMAGH [92] -
8:6, 8:16, 8:17,
8:21, 9:29, 11:8,
12:1, 13:2, 15:19,
20:6, 20:12, 21:6,
22:9, 23:1, 23:16,
24:14, 24:20,
35:23, 36:5, 38:6,
43:23, 44:24,
45:6, 45:11,
45:19, 45:24,
45:27, 46:1, 46:6,
46:10, 46:13,
46:25, 51:7,
51:15, 57:2, 57:3,
57:17, 60:5,
60:17, 61:6,
63:13, 68:3,
72:27, 72:28,
73:3, 73:5, 74:14,
77:2,79:14, 83:4,
84:3, 84:26,
84:28, 85:21,
85:25, 86:14,
86:26, 88:3, 88:7,
88:10, 90:3,
90:14, 100:11,
101:11, 111:2,
111:6, 111:11,
111:12, 111:21,
112:6, 112:21,
113:19, 113:27,
120:20, 120:27,
121:9, 125:1,
125:8, 125:20,
125:26, 129:6,
133:3, 134:25,
134:26, 135:6,
136:15, 138:14,
141:28, 145:19,
150:19, 167:6

OMBUDSMAN
[20] - 82:5, 82:8,

20

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




168:26, 169:5,
169:6, 169:23,
169:24, 171:8,
171:9, 171:10,
171:14, 171:15,
171:21, 172:12,
174:23, 174:26,
175:13, 176:11,
176:12, 176:22
OMBUDSMAN'
S[21-172:24,
173:9
ON[1]-183:5
ONCE [4] - 40:7,
109:29, 133:26,
170:18
ONE [92] -
14:21, 14:27,
15:8, 22:13,
23:22, 26:6,
30:10, 32:20,
36:29, 39:10,
42:16, 47:12,
48:18, 53:2,
56:18, 61:3,
66:20, 67:1, 67:2,
75:13, 75:15,
76:2, 78:17,
78:22,79:3,
79:27, 79:28,
80:22, 85:2,
85:27, 87:17,
88:21, 98:26,
100:14, 100:29,
101:21, 102:22,
102:24, 104:9,
105:2, 105:6,
106:3, 107:4,
113:25, 114:21,
115:26, 117:26,
119:18, 122:11,
123:5, 125:27,
129:28, 131:3,
131:19, 132:12,
132:16, 133:15,
134:18, 134:21,
137:4, 137:10,
138:6, 138:10,
141:20, 142:4,
142:24, 144:21,
145:25, 146:18,
146:25, 146:27,
147:16, 148:8,
149:1, 149:28,
150:22, 151:1,
152:12, 152:19,
154:12, 156:8,
165:1, 165:17,
175:5, 175:16,
175:26, 176:19,

177:20, 180:11,
181:18
ONES [1]- 87:12
ONGOING 4] -
48:25, 81:14,
144:13, 165:22
OPEN [3] -
151:4, 167:7,
168:1
OPENING 2] -
9:5, 168:18
OPERANDI 1] -
24:18
OPERATED[1] -
100:23
OPERATES[1] -
46:17
OPERATION 4]
-12:8, 33:18,
33:22,172:14
OPERATIONAL
[11-32:29
OPERATIONAL
LY 21 - 56:3,
151:13
OPERATIONAL
LY-SENSITIVE [2]
- 56:3, 151:13
OPERATOR[1]
-133:21
OPPORTUNITI
ES 5] - 138:14,
138:19, 138:25,
139:1, 139:3
OPPORTUNITY
[13] - 34:25,
34:26, 34:27,
35:26, 68:22,
91:5, 93:24,
127:11, 142:11,
144:23, 160:25,
173:25, 179:8
OPPOSED [5] -
98:13, 98:21,
147:27, 158:22,
162:1
OPTION [3] -
129:8, 129:9,
129:12
OPTIONS 1] -
105:6
ORAL [2] -
57:12, 167:8
ORANGE [2] -
119:25, 120:7
ORDER 4] -
80:4, 107:29,
167:1, 178:8
ORDER [24] -
11:15, 16:12,

17:9, 17:16,
17:23, 19:13,
36:7, 36:29, 38:7,
55:17, 71:21,
93:3, 97:29,
101:3, 1127,
114:7, 114:28,
116:2, 117:6,
118:28, 124:1,
148:9, 148:10,
181:28
ORDERED 1] -
57:17
ORDINARY [1] -
109:2
ORDNANCE 1]
-54:5
ORGANISATIO
N 2] - 49:2,
154:14
ORGANISATIO
NS [5] - 143:28,
178:14, 178:18,
178:22, 178:26
ORGANISE [1] -
140:21
ORGANISED 2
-61:14, 96:8
ORIGINAL 2] -
54:19, 80:12
ORIGINALLY 21
- 54:19, 159:16
ORIGINATED
131- 11:26, 14:21,
22:13
ORIGINATING
M-17:6
OSj41- 1517,
151:8, 151:9,
151:20
OUGHT 2] -
34:16, 178:19
OURSELVES [3]
- 38:9, 38:28,
130:8
OUT-OF-SIGHT
11-110:4
OUTLINE 1] -
181:22
OUTLINED [5] -
5:3, 5:13, 5:20,
26:2, 174:7
OUTPUT 1] -
88:4
OUTSET 2] -
76:20, 169:18
OUTSIDE 7] -
10:8, 56:17,
71:15, 118:10,
118:12, 125:22,

149:24
OUTSKIRTS[1]
-121:8
OUTSTANDIN
G2 - 18:25, 36:7
OUTWORKING
[1-90:2
OUTWORKING
S-81:24
OVERALL 2] -
13:1, 140:6
OVERNIGHT [1]
- 162:28
OVERSEEN 1] -
61:27
OVERSTATING
M11-110:11
OVERTAKEN
21 - 138:1, 139:23
OVERVIEW 5] -
61:6, 63:23, 82:1,
84:12, 84:14
OWN [11] -
33:12, 64:18,
91:6, 91:7, 96:19,
108:3, 109:19,
123:3, 149:6,
161:5, 172:24
OWNED 2 -
6:3, 101:15
OWNER 4] -
6:16, 97:7, 100:8,
109:1

P

P.MIe] - 46:27,
69:16, 70:9,
124:25, 152:24,
153:20

PACE1] -
174:18

PACKAGE 2] -
115:23, 116:3

PADRAIG[1] -
1577

PAGE [1] - 183:2

PAGE [42] -
7:11,19:13,
36:11, 70:7,
70:23, 70:26,
72:14, 72:15,
72:24,73:29,
96:26, 104:23,
119:23, 130:20,
141:20, 141:26,
141:27, 142:12,
142:15, 142:17,
143:19, 144:7,

145:10, 147:12,
147:15, 148:3,
148:4, 148:15,
149:4, 149:5,
149:7, 150:14,
153:14, 154:16,
154:23, 154:24,
161:7, 163:12
PAGES 2] -
122:9,177:10
PAID 2] -
114:11, 114:14
PAINSTAKING
[11-116:18
PAIR[1] - 28:17
PAIRS 1] -
28:16
PALE[1] -
126:20
PAPER[1] -
103:17
PAPERS 2] -
78:9, 137:15
PARAGRAPH
[30] - 67:25,
73:27, 73:29,
75:2,91:24,
93:17, 98:4, 98:8,
121:14, 121:20,
123:24, 130:19,
131:23, 1357,
135:13, 141:29,
142:1, 142:2,
147:15, 148:6,
150:20, 153:23,
154:17, 156:9,
156:17, 156:18,
157:2, 157:14,
158:4, 158:5
PARAGRAPHS
[11-110:25
PARAMILITAR
Y[-97:15
PARK [4] -
125:22, 126:27,
129:15, 129:22
PARKED 2] -
53:18, 157:4
PARKING 1] -
126:28

PART [29] - 14:3,

15:4, 16:2, 20:12,
23:11, 24:9,
36:15, 41:19,
46:24, 48:25,
50:19, 61:14,
63:26, 64:16,
65:28, 65:29,
70:24, 73:25,
84:29, 91:6,

91:16, 125:4,
126:11, 126:16,
138:6, 141:6,
143:4, 143:15,
147:2
PART 18] -
34:15, 56:10,
57:6, 58:8, 91:17,
102:10, 102:17,
110:23, 116:8,
126:15, 129:25,
131:7, 171:10,
171:21,172:12,
172:16, 173:1,
173:9
PARTICIPANT
[6] - 140:2,
140:17, 170:20,
181:13, 181:14,
181:15
PARTICIPANT
S 101 - 134:23,
137:1, 167:25,
170:3, 177:25,
178:3, 178:14,
178:20, 178:26,
180:10
PARTICIPANT
S -145:5
PARTICIPATE
D1-50:16
PARTICIPATIN
G-173:26
PARTICULAR
[35] - 4:15, 12:4,
12:5, 13:10,
21:29, 30:29,
43:19, 43:21,
44:15, 51:28,
52:21, 77:25,
90:6, 96:2, 96:3,
97:27, 98:25,
99:1, 102:15,
107:9, 112:23,
114:8, 114:24,
115:22, 116:5,
121:4, 132:27,
139:1, 148:22,
150:8, 164:8,
168:3, 171:25,
174:9, 1817
PARTICULARL
Y 5] - 42:19,
109:2, 131:26,
132:16, 176:28
PARTIES[1] -
176:10
PARTLY [2] -
13:20, 151:19
PARTS 5] -

21

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




4:19, 11:29,
13:16, 46:21,
46:23
PARTY 2] -
55:10, 89:6
PASS 3] -
64:23, 65:25,
122:16
PASSAGE|9] -
9:17, 14:27,
141:21, 141:28,
142:22, 142:24,
149:7, 167:17,
181:1
PASSED [3] -
49:19, 84:9,
150:24
PASSING [3] -
65:12, 88:29,
127:1
PAST 7] - 64:7,
87:24, 112:28,
126:26, 128:13,
129:13, 139:10
PATRICK [3] -
3:1, 3:9, 5:15
PATROL 2] -
108:9, 108:23
PATROLS|2] -
108:7, 153:26
PATTERN(3] -
92:17, 102:28,
120:28
PATTERNS[1] -
107:12
PAUL 4] -
92:18, 94:19,
97:1, 104:2
PAUSE 6] - 3:4,
120:22, 126:20,
127:27, 175:18,
1775
PAUSE] 5] -
130:17, 141:23,
149:5, 151:20,
160:20
PAUSED[1] -
8:24
PAUSED] 1] -
8:23
PAY [2] - 57:18,
137:22
PAY-AS-YOU-
GO1]-137:22
PAYMENT (7] -
17:25, 18:4, 18:7,
18:9, 19:11,
113:22, 114:28
PAYMENTS[1] -
18:12

PC11-133:2
PEACE1] -
50:17
PEOPLE [25] -
5:18, 33:26,
33:27, 34:2,
37:29, 48:19,
62:8, 67:16, 75:9,
92:17, 98:24,
98:25, 99:18,
100:9, 101:10,
117:28, 122:13,
124:1, 125:26,
126:3, 126:8,
131:21, 132:11,
136:25, 150:16
PEOPLE 1] -
82:1
PER 1] - 153:1
PERFECT 1] -
3:27
PERFECTLY [1]
- 164:26
PERFORMED
2] - 89:13, 121:11
PERHAPS [15] -
66:7, 68:7, 798,
79:20, 101:21,
112:1, 116:5,
118:20, 121:28,
139:19, 140:20,
143:9, 152:7,
154:24, 1571
PERIOD [25] -
8:2, 8:3, 8:6,
8:21, 10:24,
33:10, 60:1,
79:21, 83:3, 83:6,
83:9, 85:2, 90:20,
91:18, 94:20,
106:5, 110:14,
116:9, 116:13,
125:17, 129:26,
140:15, 145:14,
156:19, 177:2
PERMISSION
(1] - 140:2
PERMITTED [1]
-140:19
PERPETRATIN
G1]-85:24
PERPETRATO
RS 1] - 84:28
PERSON [40] -
3:15,7:2, 18:11,
18:12, 18:18,
20:25, 20:27,
21:15, 21:22,
21:25, 26:8,
30:26, 47:29,

48:7, 49:29, 71:8,
80:3, 80:7, 82:2,
95:17, 96:2,
106:17, 114:25,
117:18, 117:21,
117:26, 118:2,
118:5, 118:25,
130:26, 132:16,
140:18, 162:19,
166:22, 168:27,
171:11,171:12,
173:28, 175:22,
180:1
PERSONAL 3] -
4:2,7:16, 106:12
PERSONS 4] -
34:3, 34:23,
37:25,171:15
PERTINENT [1]
-10:2
PETE 1] - 59:9
PETER 5] - 5:6,
5:17, 5:26, 6:1,
45:22
PETER [4] -
59:1, 102:6,
152:14, 183:7
PHENOMENAL
M- 139:12
PHONE [23] -
3:20, 3:21, 5:3,
5:14, 6:16, 6:19,
7:25, 8:28, 9:7,
9:8, 49:13,
116:29, 119:24,
119:25, 129:29,
130:1, 130:29,
136:25, 137:22
PHONED [1] -
49:16
PHONES [g] -
8:14, 8:19, 9:27,
10:1, 10:4, 10:11,
10:17, 120:7
PHOTOGRAPH
ED[2) - 31:19,
161:27
PHOTOGRAPH
S31-12:19,
161:13, 161:24
PHRASE [4] -
94:1, 103:13,
104:26, 162:6
PICK 1] -
116:17
PICKED 3] -
9:16, 121:24,
126:25
PICTURE 3] -
80:8, 92:9,

148:14

PIECE [14] -
6:12, 6:14, 40:21,
103:16, 103:17,
111:15, 114:8,
123:2, 123:6,
125:18, 140:20,
152:4, 173:7,
173:8

PIECES 1] -
20:7

PIN[1]-103:13

PIRA 4] - 86:9,
143:23, 143:29,
144:5

PLACE [21] -
19:21, 31:27,
32:1, 32:6, 32:11,
54:1, 54:26, 57:8,
65:12, 89:3, 90:9,
90:11, 109:26,
114:7, 121:4,
152:3, 159:7,
164:9, 167:18,
177:27, 181:1

PLACED g -
16:12, 16:16,
17:23, 43:9,
76:15, 78:6,
109:22, 168:11

PLACES[1] -
51:28

PLACING [2] -
17:9, 55:16

PLAIN [1] -
172:13

PLAINLY [2] -
64:20, 112:15

PLAN 1] -
170:16

PLANNED [1] -
80:16

PLASTIC g -
13:21, 13:23,
15:9, 25:2, 29:28,
40:22, 40:29,
41:8

PLATE 8] -
14:6, 52:11,
53:21, 54:20,
98:20, 99:9,
99:16, 108:16

PLATES [25] -
51:19, 51:23,
51:26, 52:4, 52:8,
52:12, 52:13,
53:21, 54:26,
55:8, 55:16,
55:26, 56:11,
56:21, 97:8,

99:13, 99:23,
102:13, 108:21,
108:22, 109:9,
109:23, 110:1,
110:7, 110:9

PLAYED[1] -
96:3

PLAYED] [3] -
102:19, 104:6,
126:16

PLOTTED1] -
131:11

POER 18] -
58:22, 59:2, 59:7,
101:20, 101:26,
101:29, 102:4,
102:7, 102:9,
139:22, 140:26,
140:28, 1414,
151:11, 151:21,
159:13, 160:10,
183:8

POER s8] - 4:19,
58:15, 58:21,
102:3, 141:3,
152:18, 155:10,
156:26

POINT [40] -
4:25, 10:28,
15:18, 41:14,
60:4, 76:16,
76:21,77:19,
77:25, 81:2,
87:13, 108:26,
109:16, 110:24,
115:26, 118:1,
121:8, 123:9,
127:23, 128:20,
128:22, 131:7,
142:23, 144:2,
144:20, 145:11,
145:14, 146:22,
147:9, 152:7,
152:9, 152:22,
153:9, 154:4,
154:25, 158:3,
158:26, 171:18,
173:16, 173:19

POINTED 1] -
1517

POINTS 2] -
6:5, 165:9

POLICE [16] -
34:21, 35:25,
39:23, 58:16,
59:11, 82:4,
168:5, 168:25,
168:28, 169:22,
169:24, 176:11,
176:12, 177:11,

177:19, 177:22
POLICE [31] -
5:8, 5:10, 5:23,
61:7, 66:28,
69:21, 75:24,
76:1, 87:15,
88:23, 89:20,
96:1, 103:9,
104:1, 104:20,
105:14, 107:6,
107:11, 107:25,
108:4, 108:11,
109:18, 117:19,
123:5, 127:25,
133:27, 1341,
135:23, 153:26,
172:20, 172:21
POLICING [1] -
177:21
POLICING [¢] -
66:9, 67:23,
76:15, 76:23,
78:11, 90:2
POLICY [1g] -
103:21, 103:27,
142:14, 143:3,
144:10, 144:25,
144:27, 1453,
145:17, 145:21,
146:12, 146:14,
146:16, 154:7,
154:8, 154:13,
155:3, 155:24
POLICY 4] -
68:7, 68:9, 68:25,
69:1
PONI 18] -
111:25, 169:7,
169:15, 169:18,
169:24, 169:29,
170:8, 170:25,
174:5, 175:19,
176:6, 176:17,
176:20, 177:2,
178:10, 180:6,
181:13
PONI'S 4] -
170:3, 173:15,
173:17, 180:18
POOL 1] -
86:25
POPE [g] - 50:2,
50:13, 50:15,
50:23, 50:28,
51:1, 51:14,
133:5
POPE' 1] -
49:24
POPULAR|[1] -
99:7

22

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




POPULATIONS
3] - 27:7, 27:10,
27:22

PORT [2] - 55:1,
55:4

POSED 2] -
76:5, 160:26

POSING [1] -
179:9

POSITION [25] -
13:26, 17:21,
32:28, 40:10,
41:23, 42:24,
50:8, 51:9, 79:5,
80:8, 82:25,
90:18, 103:20,
109:15, 147:4,
147:28, 151:29,
165:17, 167:9,
167:13, 167:21,
167:24, 173:1,
173:15, 173:17

POSITIVE 1] -
170:2

POSSESSION
m-10:1, 347,
35:1, 35:3, 37:26,
168:8, 177:16

POSSIBILITIES
[11-129:1

POSSIBILITY 4]
-87:6, 97:13,
100:29, 133:15

POSSIBLE [13] -
18:29, 32:15,
32:18, 68:28,
70:3, 96:12,
122:7, 132:15,
136:8, 148:8,
148:21, 163:28,
165:8

POSSIBLY [6] -
52:14, 87:5,
103:22, 146:2,
146:27, 151:1

POST (3] - 90:9,
167:19

POSTAL 1] -
116:1

POSTMAN 1] -
1156:27

POTENTIAL [10]
-100:24, 115:22,
121:18, 127:12,
135:22, 137:13,
138:12, 147:21,
157:14, 180:10

POTENTIALLY
[20] - 26:15, 72:4,
79:3, 85:9, 87:20,

96:11, 97:22,
101:4, 103:5,
108:13, 112:20,
118:2, 1184,
121:24, 129:9,
133:23, 145:2,
147:13, 150:19,
158:8
POWER [14] -
11:27, 11:29,
12:7, 12:11,
12:24, 14:3, 25:2,
26:4, 26:5, 26:8,
29:29, 55:13,
86:2, 87:3
PPS[1] - 95:16
PRACTICAL[1]
-174:17
PRACTICE10] -
46:17, 69:4,
90:22, 103:15,
104:29, 105:20,
107:7, 123:8,
144:25, 144:27
PRACTICES[1]
-163:22
PRAESIDIUM
31 - 155:17,
155:25, 156:2
PRAGMATIC[1)]
-77:21
PRECEDENT [1]
-172:13
PREDICTED 1
-125:14
PREFER [1] -
159:21
PREMEDITATE
D1 -96:8
PREMISES 1] -
94:18
PREPARATION
[1-75:28
PREPARE 3] -
88:26, 165:8,
177:22
PREPARED[10]
-12:23, 42:3,
62:26, 63:7,
63:18, 91:1,
94:24, 149:29,
169:13, 177:9
PREPARING [1]
-181:20
PRESENCE 1] -
26:14
PRESENT[11] -
15:11, 44:11,
67:8, 73:23, 77:6,
108:11, 144:18,

169:22, 169:23,
170:11, 170:22
PRESENTATIO
N[71-61:28,
91:23, 102:17,
104:5, 124:12,
126:12, 152:20
PRESENTATIO
N 31 - 102:19,
104:6, 126:16
PRESENTED [4]
-129:1, 138:19,
174:23,177:11
PRESENTING
[11-128:9
PRESENTS 1] -
1754
PRESERVE 1] -
69:28
PRESS 4] -
71:20, 175:14,
175:21, 175:24
PRESSURE 2] -
68:19, 173:23
PRESUMABLY
[4] - 5:26, 55:23,
106:29, 149:26
PRETTY 2] -
49:21,122:14
PREVENT [1] -
176:12
PREVENTED 1]
-170:24
PREVENTS 1] -
163:18
PREVIOUS [16] -
10:21, 23:2,
26:12, 26:15,
65:5, 84:22,
85:22, 86:9,
87:11, 88:9,
88:15, 112:22,
124:2, 153:5,
168:3
PREVIOUSLY
41 - 86:1, 134:3,
155:28, 167:28
PRICE [1] -
17:12
PRIMARY [2] -
64:6, 64:27
PRINCIPAL (3] -
4:5,4:7,4:26
PRINCIPALLY
2] - 64:3, 66:24
PRINCIPLES [1]
-176:19
PRINTER1] -
105:15
PRINTOUT 2] -

68:25, 104:6
PRIORITY 1] -
75:2
PRISONERS 1]
-31:25
PROACTIVELY
[11-105:6
PROBE 2] -
141:22, 142:5
PROBED [1] -
143:10
PROBLEM[5] -
128:9, 160:7,
160:14, 172:7
PROBLEMS [1]
- 166:10
PROCEDURAL
11 - 140:11
PROCEED [1] -
181:25
PROCEEDING
11 -180:12
PROCEEDING
S8 - 34:16, 38:1,
39:29, 40:8,
57:12, 58:4,
136:7, 180:23
PROCESS 1] -
50:17
PROCESS [7] -
4:19, 57:13, 61:4,
102:14, 124:17,
178:2, 178:9
PROCESSES [1]
-32:11
PRODUCED [1]
-120:14
PRODUCT 1] -
62:14
PRODUCTION
[1]-61:28
PROFESS[1] -
139:9
PROFILE [1] -
41:8
PROFILES [17] -
35:3, 35:17,
35:29, 36:6, 36:7,
37:17, 38:6, 38:8,
38:26, 38:28,
39:28, 40:7,
41:11, 41:26,
41:29, 42:10,
42:11
PROFILING [2] -
34:29, 35:27
PROGRESS 2]
- 80:1, 84:3
PROGRESSED
31 - 59:16, 68:15,

84:9
PROHIBIT [1] -
175:9
PROHIBITION
[1-180:13
PROMOTED [2]
- 59:27, 80:29
PROMPT [1] -
111:24
PROMPTED [1]
- 165:29
PROPER [2] -
54:19, 163:27
PROPERTY [1] -
96:23
PROPORTION
S-76:27
PROPOSE [3] -
122:16, 140:14,
179:29
PROPOSED [3]
- 81:9, 81:17,
171:22
PROPOSING 1]
-179:4
PROPOSITION
3] - 26:7, 170:23,
179:12
PROPOSITION
S-113:2
PROSECUTE 1]
-93:10
PROSECUTED
[11-40:3
PROSECUTIN
G[3]- 39:24,
39:26, 40:6
PROSECUTIO
N 2] - 93:8, 95:9
PROSECUTIO
N [5] - 40:5,
41:15, 95:27,
96:15, 180:2
PROSECUTIO
NS 1] - 96:4
PROSECUTIO
NS 2] - 36:26,
38:14
PROSPECT 1] -
32:12
PROTECT 2] -
69:26, 176:10
PROTECTED [1]
-70:3
PROVE 1] -
95:12
PROVED [1] -
96:18
PROVENANCE
M11-21:13

PROVIDE [11] -
12:28, 26:7, 36:5,
38:5, 61:6, 61:9,
63:22, 96:29,
97:22, 106:18,
180:14

PROVIDED [25]
- 7:16, 34:25,
34:27, 52:29,
57:7, 60:27, 61:4,
61:19, 61:21,
61:26, 73:11,
82:4, 93:13,
97:25, 117:10,
118:18, 119:8,
128:13, 150:12,
155:26, 159:2,
167:4, 169:1,
169:8, 178:3

PROVIDERS [5]
- 66:18, 66:25,
66:27, 117:5,
1179

PROVIDES 1] -
86:6

PROVIDING [3]
-4:14, 63:15,
87:5

PROVING 1] -
146:7

PROVISIONAL
11-100:15

PSNI 50] - 36:9,
37:11, 37:13,
37:19, 38:5, 39:3,
39:28, 40:7,
41:19, 41:27,
42:5,42:10,
42:14, 59:14,
60:17, 67:21,
67:27, 86:4,
93:18, 93:27,
94:14, 95:11,
105:11, 115:12,
121:7, 132:24,
138:2, 138:23,
138:29, 150:29,
156:11, 158:7,
158:21, 158:22,
158:27, 167:2,
167:3, 167:8,
167:15, 167:23,
167:29, 168:8,
168:10, 168:15,
172:26, 172:29,
173:5, 177:2,
178:10, 178:15

PSNI'S [6] -
60:5, 84:9, 93:24,
109:14, 167:6,

23

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




167:13 PUT [27] - 25:8, QUITE 9] - REACTIVE[1] - 173:21 RECORDS [g] -
PUBLIC [16] - 30:28, 32:10, 68:19, 79:20, 107:5 RECEIVED 25]- | 31:14, 39:16,
12:29, 67:23, 48:16, 73:29, 86:28, 103:5, READ[12] - 41:24, 49:29, 42:25,66:19,
69:26, 131:11, 89:2, 90:9, 90:28, | 142:6, 145:27, 9:20,19:1, 47:2, | 64:23, 113:15, 92:25, 128:5,
136:16, 168:4, 92:20, 93:25, 149:14, 155:26, 47:10, 47:14, 116:29, 119:4, 146:14, 158:26
172:20, 175:25, 103:13, 103:24, 162:4 74:3, 160:18, 119:17, 120:8, RECOVER[1] -
176:13, 176:21, 104:12, 110:8, QUOTE 2 - 160:25, 166:28, 123:16, 133:12, 103:11
177:4, 178:4, 118:4, 125:5, 64:12, 67:18 178:17,179:15 134:10, 134:13, RECOVERED
178:17, 178:28, 125:7, 126:20, QUOTING [1] - READILY (1] - 135:20, 148:25, (11 - 11:22, 12:9,
179:11 127:15, 145:12, 65:1 64:13 154:21, 160:3, 13:6, 13:18,
PUBLIC 4] - 152:6, 152:19, READS 3] - 160:17, 161:23, 26:19, 27:23,
36:25, 38:14, 156:29, 163:27, R 70:17, 71:10, 162:13, 171:8, 33:23, 39:11,
93:8, 95:8 164:6, 173:23, 142:2 171:19, 172:15, 103:8, 103:19,
PUBLICATION 174:5 REAL 3] - 177:18,177:19 114:2
- 181:3 PUTS 1] - 163:5 RADIO 3] - 57:26, 100:12, RECEIVING 2] - RECREATION
PUBLICISED 1] PUTTING 3] - 106:11, 106:15, 149:10 143:14, 173:11 M- 121:11
-87:19 77:12, 143:11, 106:20 REAL [1] - 32:10 RECENT 3] - RED [13] - 15:5,
PUBLISH [1] - 181:20 RAILWAY 3] - REALISE 1] - 107:22, 171:25, 15:8, 15:11,
134:9 PViu - 106:16, | 43:28,45:12, 173:29 171:28 15:14, 53:28,
PUBLISHED[] | 154:12, 154:19, 45:15 REALISED 1] - RECENTLY[3- | 55:2, 102:24,
-82:2, 91:10, 154:21 RAISE [3] - 151:6 41:25, 160:17, 119:24, 120:7,
174:26, 174:29, PVI/ICVI 1] - 160:3, 160:16, REALITY (3] - 161:3 122:23, 129:29,
175:14, 177:3, 154:13 174:13 98:19, 106:9, RECIPIENT2]- | 152:23, 153:11
178:16 RAISED 3] - 133:15 115:23, 116:2 REDACTIONS
PULLED 1] - Q 127:26, 127:29, REALLOCATE RECOGNISE 2] 8- 178:6, 178:11
104:9 131:27 D (1) - 77:20 -133:13, 179:22 REDBRIDGE [1]
PULLOVERS [2] RAISES 1 - REALLOCATIO | RECOGNISED | -23:25
- 27:19, 28:29 QUALIFIED DI - | 161:28 N ] - 77:21 18] - 46:20, 50:3, REDUCED 1] -
PURCHASE 3] - 78:21 RAISING [1] - REALLY [10] - 50:6, 87:22, 89:9
5:3, 5:20, 16:26 75?‘\1’2'5‘: Eh 1?{7:\126 78:5, 127:10, 87:25, 120:27, REDUCTION [1]
PURCHASED 13-9_;1 £ 4910 n- 136:4, 1464, 133:4, 143:25 -76:29
3] - 16:3, 16:8, QL.JANTITY[1] i R-ANGE 146:20, 150:17, RECOGNISES REFAMILIARIS
16:10 152 24:11 - 150:27, 158:20, 11-141:10 E - 139:12
PURNELL (7] - : : 158:24, 164:3 RECOGNISING REFER (4] -
116:26, 118:2, 13(,?192E7R:5[2;.-1 25,1A1NGING (- REARREST(- | 1m-174:17 63:22, 8733,
118:24, 118:25, &b . . 92:3 RECOGNITION 117:3, 168:29
119:13, 119:18, QUESTIONED | RANK[1-598, | ‘peasonpy- | i11-143:8 REFERENCE 1)
120:14 . _51%2*1 ;gi-j 59:16, 59:17, 71:17, 731, RECOMMEND | - 169:21
PURPORTING | (20 ot ?gig’ Zg:g& 95:11, 96:13, ATION 1] - 89:28 REFERENCE
M- 114:11 183:9’ 183:16 el O _ 99:5, 107:6, RECOMMEND [20] - 10:5, 12:5,
PURPOSE [16] - 9, 183 RATE[M-491 | 459.6 144:19, ATIONS 3] - 13:9, 15:25, 35:8,
68:8,69:22, 76:2, | QUESTIONING | RATHER(s)- 148:2, 151:14 81:25, 155:18, 359, 35:21,
81:8, 84:2, 92:14, [1711;)_61%2?;13_31‘38’ 42:19, 57:18, REASONABLE | 156:4 67:25, 68:6, 91:6,
103:6, 110:6, 1508, 16410, 131:15' 13528, | 5-62:17,79:18, | RECONSTRUC | 91:15, 119:21,
120:5, 122:12, opeiti 4s:7 1125, 112:16, TION [ - 122:16, | 122:9, 127:21,
1767, 176:8, ' RATIONALE[ | 11914 122:20, 122:24 135:16, 142:20,
176:15, 180:13, QUESTIONS - 77:9, 82:21, REASONABLY | RECONVENE | 148:11, 14813,
180:25, 181:7 [12:]8_'26(:.:,21191965, 136:18, 136:19 @21 - 157:23, (1] - 140:27 157:4, 172:3
PURPOSEFUL | 2720 7200 RAVENSDALE | 163:10 RECORD [11] - REFERENCED
LY 11 - 179:17 Irapermg [;?2'17-?;27;8’ REASONED[1] | 39:15, 41:26, {11 - 10:2
PURPOSES 11 | o= 0™ AYMOND -99:6 42:9, 68:10, 70:5, REFERENCES
-3:27, 32:8, 14117 149:9 8110 (- REASONING[1] | 72:6, 73:21, 1] - 156:28
37:20, 38:29, 1501, 15515 : . -98:17 73:29, 98:8, REFERENCIN
41:21, 65:11, 12915 150:23. RE (1] - 135:6 REASONS@ - | 128:27, 163:24 G11-109:10
67:8, 73:24, 763, | |20 oy 2:‘54“122[4115 9:1, 147:8, RECORDED [5] REFERRAL [1] -
1L%é0éag%22 163,26, 164:27 i 178:12 - 69:1, 86:19, 172:23
(- QUICK [1 - e ACHED REASSURANC | 92:22, 104:20, REFERRED [9] -
83:9 160:24 _ . [31- E - 135:24 128:12 14:4, 14:6, 28:14,
PUSHED 1] - QUICKLY - 125:;724: RECEIVE [3) - RECORDING 2] | 64:1, 135:5,
137:3 1102, 1107 46:29, 47:29, -9:10, 128:16 152:20, 155:15,
24

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




156:26, 157:18 3:19, 64:9, 64:22, RELATIONSHI REPAIRED [2] - D1 - 152:26 RESEARCHED
REFERRING [4] 65:5, 67:1, 71:25, P 6] - 80:21, 73:4,157:19 REPUBLIC [25] - [1]-147:26
-3:11, 84:18, 133:13, 145:18, 88:28, 150:29, REPEATED[ - | 8:15, 8:20, 31:11, RESEARCHIN
84:22, 165:1 164:20, 172:8, 151:27, 152:8, 98:27, 167:8 32:6, 32:25, G- 128:10
REFERS 2] - 173:2 152:10 REPLACED [5] - 32:29, 37:3, 384, RESIDENT [1] -
108:18, 153:7 RELATES ¢] - RELATIONSHI | 52:13, 60:19, 38:15, 38:25, 54:18
REFLECT [1] - 7:8, 84:16, PS 1] - 89:17 60:24, 80:22, 39:26, 40:8, RESISTOR[2] -
132:21 157:11, 158:3, RELATIVE [1] - 83:1 40:11,57:3,92:4, | 15:6, 15:12
REFLECTED[] | 160:27, 175:6 131:12 REPLACEMEN | 93:8, 98:23, RESOLVE [1] -
-164:2 RELATING [31] - RELATIVELY[5 | Tizi-100:1, 99:24, 103:7, 166:5
REFLECTION 6:22, 7:13,17:4, -63:9, 91:28, 100:2 104:19, 138:15, RESOLVED [2] -
[21-68:21, 170:12 | 19:10, 20:8, 99:7, 143:25, REPLIED 2 - 138:20, 156:12, 166:10, 171:2
REFLECTIVE[1 | 26:11, 31:15, 146:28 47:20, 49:23 156:16, 173:3 RESOLVES 1] -
-141:11 44:8, 44:24, RELEASE 1] - REPORT [12] - REPUBLICAN 166:9
REFUSE [1] - 44:27, 4535, 78:4 111:25, 111:29, 18] - 10:24, 50:27, RESORT 1] -
93:5 45:18, 45:27, RELEASED[2] - 149:16, 169:7, 51:22, 52:29, 136:23
REGARD 3] - 46:6, 46:10, 100:20, 175:24 172:5, 174:24, 56:11, 57:23, RESOURCE ]
14:23, 35:14, 46:11, 46:12, RELEVANCE[ | 176:1, 176:5, 96:27, 96:28 -76:20, 77:4,
175:26 56:9, 64:27, -11:19, 143:9 177:1, 177:8, REPUBLICANS | 85:11, 133:28
REGARDED 2] 91:17, 102:10, RELEVANT [13] 177:23, 178:9 [4] - 43:1, 119:3, RESOURCED
-101:10, 150:19 104:2, 104:14, -7:23,17:27, REPORT [46] - 120:24, 120:28 M]-78:16
REGARDING [z | 119:24, 146:19, 18:28, 36:26, 9:12, 9:24, 10:14, REQUEST [24] - RESOURCES
-32:12, 172:1 148:20, 166:21, 38:14, 43:12, 25:10, 26:2, 21:6,36:4,36:16, | (g)- 71:15, 74:4,
REGION [1] - 166:24, 167:3, 53:18, 87:17, 32:10, 35:13, 36:17, 36:21, 76:17, 77:23,
74:16 172:25 109:1, 158:9, 38:3, 39:9, 42:4, 36:23, 36:24, 77:27, 78:3, 78:4,
REGION (3] - RELATION[73] - [ 164:13, 167:20, 42:27,53:1,57:6, | 37:1,37:3, 37:5, 78:6, 78:10
74:20, 74:24, 7:16, 9:27, 24:7, 170:4 82:12, 104:12, 37:7,37:12, RESOURCING
125:1 256, 25:11, RELIABLE [2 - 109:22, 126:3, 37:14, 38:10, [ - 76:22
REGIONAL (- | 30:13,31:3, 128:14, 129:20 135:6, 145:10, 38:13, 106:17, RESPECT [5] -
65:19 31:21, 33:5, RELIED [2] - 153:21, 155:20, 106:19, 108:25, 33:8, 145:19,
REGISTERED | 36:10,39:4, 127:17, 129:7 155:25, 156:5, 1152, 119:6, 167:9, 168:16,
[ - 3:5, 54:17, 42:10, 61.16, RELIEVE [1] - 171:28, 172:2, 123:18, 148:29, 180:26
55:9, 137:23 64:21, 66:18, 71:21 172:4,172:9, 150:6, 153:3 RESPECTIVE
REGISTRATIO | 67:11,67:17, RELUCTANT[ | 172:10, 172:11, REQUESTED[2 | 5-10:1, 88:23
N7 - 4:25, 6:22, | 681, 68:10, - 1646 172:18, 172:26, -17:25, 38:10 RESPOND (1] -
53:9, 53:12, 83:20, 83:25, RELY [1] - 146:8 172:28, 173:2, REQUESTING 133:19
53:29, 54:13, 86:1, 86:7, 86:13, REMAINDER[ | 1734, 1737, (21 - 36:4, 38:5 RESPONDING
54:20, 55:3, 55:6, | 90:1.90:14,93:9, | 43955 174:28, 175:3, REQUESTS[21- | 14~ 128:20
56:15, 56:19, 96:25, 102:27, REMAINED- | 177:9, 177:17, 119:10, 138:28 RESPONSE [7] -
56:20, 99:23, 103:28, 104:1, 8:25, 83:13, 178:13, 178:19, REQUIRE (3] - 39:7, 107:16,
106:18, 108:15, 104:24, 108:28, 181:1 178:25, 1795, 38:25, 78:23, 133:26, 134:1,
153:27 117:4, 118:10, REMAINS 3] - 179:13,181:4 79:10 148:25, 150:11
REGISTRAT 118:13, 118:19, 13:6, 13:29, 15:1 REPORTED (3] - REQUIRED [7] - RESPONSES [1]
IONS [1] - 52:26 127f22, 135f3, REMARKS [1] - 81:20, 82:9, 84:6 | 37:15, 37:18, -83:17
REGRET[1] - 122;8 ESZ;& 168:18 REPORTING (1 ?:12 3;5;5' RESPONSIBILI
47:17 1393 13914 REMEMBER4 | - 822 Sidbae TIES [21 - 66:21,
REGULAR(- | 0 yan7 - 22:5, 94:20, REPORTS 12 - .
103:5 14214 1433, 145:10, 146:13 1‘13:2512-22.2 QU . RESPONSIBILI
REGULARITY 1436 14314, REMEMBERED ez, T -167:20 TY (9] - 21:18,
111 - 102:29 14317 14321 2] - 49:4, 154:27 toas 1o REQU'R'E'V'EN 46:24, 46:25,
REGULATION 1446, 14496, REMIND [2] - oo, 150 TS[1-76:23 48:29, 49:26,
7 - 174:23, 148:16 148:2,6 130:8, 131:8 150:4 '150-é , RFSEAR§H[131 49:29, 50:6,
176:1, 176:5, 14915 15011 REMOVE 2] - EPOSITORY -6.2-11,6.2-157 51:11, 51:15,
177:1, 177:8, 151:26. 16218 76:8, 110:4 cos 76:11‘ 86:9, 64:27, 66:17,
177:13,178:9 152:29, 15513, REMOVED (2] - mR-EPIIQESENT 87-2_81 88-{ 71:21, 95:18,
REGULATIONS | |50 ’157:22, ’ 11:15, 52:12 Rerr O] 125:4, 135.3, 134:6, 134:11,
M-177:14 1597 1638 REMOVING [1] - -9 143:16, 143:23, 134:16, 135:27,
64:20 1727 17416, RENAULT[1] - TION[1 - 127:7 RESEARCH[1- | RESPONSIBLE
RELATED(12- | 17418 181:25 53:28 REPRESENTE | 67:10 6] - 63:27, 64:8,
25

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




71:8, 109:29,
176:22, 179:13
RESPONSIBLY
[11-141:8
REST 1] - 94:23
RESTED 1] -
40:6
RESTRICTION
[3] - 80:3, 167:1,
178:7
RESULT [11] -
17:25, 81:9,
94:25, 100:20,
107:21, 115:13,
128:3, 136:6,
173:10, 173:11,
176:2
RESULTED [2] -
99:14, 169:7
RESULTING 1]
-33:25
RESULTS[1] -
29:24
RESUME [1] -
9:10
RESUMED 3] -
58:19, 102:1,
141:1
RESUMED] [1] -
9:11
RESURRECTE
D-163:3
RETENTION 2]
-32:1, 32:24
RETIRED 2] -
80:13, 80:26
RETIREMENT
[1]-80:16
RETRIEVED 1]
-22:12
RETROSPECTI
VE[1] - 66:4
RETROSPECTI
VELY [1]-72:12
RETURN 6] -
62:4, 114:24,
139:19, 160:8,
166:11, 181:29
RETURNED 3] -
33:15, 36:22,
38:9
RETURNS 1] -
83:15
REVEAL [4] -
16:1, 19:17,
31:21, 53:16
REVEALED1] -
31:23
REVEALS[1] -
317

REVERT [1] -
155:8

REVIEW [17] -
31:14, 42:24,
68:17, 78:8,
80:21, 80:22,
81:12, 81:14,
81:24, 83:28,
117:1, 118:9,
123:28, 124:19,
135:12, 143:13,
167:21

REVIEWED [9] -
90:5, 94:12,
95:23, 134:28,
137:17, 156:5,
156:23, 168:12,
177:28

REVIEWING 2
-75:23,147:13

RIGHT-HAND
[B1-7:7,127:2,
162:11

RIGHT-
THINKING [1] -
180:1

RIGHTLY 1] -
145:11

RIRA 3] - 144:2,
144:5, 144:6

RISK [2] -
134:27, 136:25

RITA 2] - 49:1,
49:12

ROAD [4] -
115:28, 125:12,
131:14, 132:5

ROAD [36] -
16:16, 16:18,
18:2, 18:11,
18:22, 18:23,
21:12, 21:14,
21:27, 21:28,
23:29, 24:3,
27:29, 28:10,
28:23, 30:19,
98:1, 101:7,
101:9, 101:18,
113:20, 114:11,
114:24, 115:17,
115:19, 115:21,
115:28, 121:19,
121:23, 123:12,
127:3, 127:6,
136:17, 149:21

ROADS 2] -
125:15, 158:9

ROBERT [3] -
123:16, 124:15,
128:8

ROBUSTLY 1] -
136:1

ROLE [11] -
21:21, 60:8,
60:11, 71:14,
82:22, 96:3,
105:25, 107:17,
133:11, 168:27,
169:22

ROLES [3] -
78:29, 89:13,
171:16

ROLLED 1] -
107:13

RONNIE [2] -
70:10, 168:4

ROOM 2] -
90:12, 133:3

ROOM 6] -
72:27,73:1, 735,
133:22, 151:12,
163:11

ROOMS 1] -
87:19

ROUGH 1] -
86:16

ROUND [4] -
27:21, 28:4,
98:21, 135:21

ROUTE [12] -
60:29, 121:8,
121:10, 121:12,
121:17, 121:18,
126:22, 126:24,
131:14, 157:15,
157:27, 157:28

ROUTINE 1] -
107:15

ROUTINELY [2]
-132:24, 133:9

ROYAL 1] -
177:13

RTE [1] - 46:28

RUBBLE [1] -
15:26

RUC [60] - 8:13,
23:23, 26:29,
27:1, 29:8, 29:15,
30:3, 30:11,
39:19, 51:5,
63:16, 63:26,
64:16, 64:26,
67:9, 67:11,
75:14, 75:22,
78:11, 81:15,
86:25, 87:8, 89:7,
92:8, 97:11,
102:15, 103:15,
104:20, 107:19,
108:8, 110:29,

112:9, 115:12,
118:5, 118:11,
118:23, 124:21,
125:19, 132:25,
138:22, 138:29,
144:25, 149:18,
149:20, 149:22,
150:25, 151:27,
152:3, 152:9,
152:21, 153:19,
155:13, 158:12,
158:21, 158:22,
158:23, 158:27,
168:20

RUC/PSNI 2] -
88:20, 91:3

RULE 1] -
181:21

RULED [1] -
57:16

RULING 2] -
171:2, 181:20

RUN [4] - 44:14,
75:25, 125:2,
159:14

RUNBACK [1] -
113:8

RUNNING 3] -
83:16, 86:15,
177:10

RUTH 3] -
26:23, 27:4,
124:11

S

S0 - 152:10
SAFE[1] - 54.7
SAFRANAUSK
AS|6] - 63:8,
126:17, 129:18,
131:7, 131:10,
131:28
SAKE 2] - 10:4,
106:24
SAMARITANS
5] - 47:12, 47:23,
48:18, 134:18,
136:15
SAMPLE [10] -
32:2, 32:12,
32:16, 32:20,
32:21, 33:13,
39:10, 39:16,
168:13
SAMPLES[10] -

26:3, 26:5, 31:21,

31:28, 32:2,
32:24, 37:14,
37:17, 38:26,

41:2
SANDY'S[1] -
16:18
SAT 4] - 66:2,
66:14, 89:11,
105:22
SATELLITE[1] -
72:21
SATISFIED 5] -
9:25, 10:15,
21:25,170:13,
179:3
SATISFY 3] -
62:17, 91:7,
165:18
SATURDAY 2] -
117:8, 125:7
SAVE 1] -
137:18
SAW [7] - 52:24,
56:6, 71:8, 90:10,
125:22, 126:23,
153:5
SB [11- 157:8
SCALE (3] -
76:15, 77:3,
79:14
SCALING 1] -
76:17
SCENE [10] -
11:7, 11:10,
11:15, 15:26,
22:12, 25:23,
26:12, 39:11,
61:9, 69:21
SCENES[1] -
138:13
SCHEDULED [1]
-170:5
SCHEME1] -
75:14
SCIENCE [8] -
25:18, 61:17,
87:6, 137:28,
138:3, 138:13,
139:7, 141:10
SCIENCE [7] -
11:3, 39:12,
39:15, 40:11,
41:25, 42:9, 87:1
SCIENTIFIC (6] -
25:26, 29:25,
30:29, 31:3,
145:19, 146:9
SCIENTIST 3] -
10:29, 15:21,
146:1
SCIENTISTS 5]
-33:12, 39:12,
40:11, 85:28,

138:8

SCOPE 1] -
106:3

SCOUT 4] - 9:9,
120:20, 120:22,
130:1

SCOUTED 1] -
157:6

SCREEN [21] -
6:28, 12:28, 25:8,
26:10, 30:28,
43:10, 46:18,
55:21, 56:5,
70:12, 102:21,
141:19, 141:26,
142:10, 143:19,
148:5, 152:20,
152:27, 153:5,
157:1, 161:3

SCREW 1] -
15:10

SE 1]- 153:1

SEAMUS [17] -
9:8, 9:9, 33:27,
34:6, 37:27, 41:3,
45:26, 46:1, 46:3,
57:15, 57:21,
58:2, 92:18,
95:28, 101:15,
101:16, 136:7

SEAN [3] - 46:5,
95:28, 115:20

SEARCH e -
7:20, 7:24, 13:27,
105:2, 118:22,
136:5

SEARCHED[1] -
55:11

SEATED[1] -
58:22

SECOND [14] -
50:6, 51:5, 88:18,
101:5, 107:4,
130:11, 1314,
145:11, 147:15,
148:6, 148:11,
168:25, 174:20,
175:16

SECONDLY [5] -
26:14, 47:27,
53:25, 139:9,
166:22

SECONDS [4] -
102:19, 104:5,
126:15, 131:10

SECRETARY 2
-174:24,177:12

SECTION [28] -
12:13, 168:28,
171:5, 171:6,

26

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




171:13, 172:14, 159:4, 159:5, 38:13, 39:21, SERVICES[11- | 130:1, 162:13 142:28
172:22, 172:25, 161:15, 161:18, 102:22, 102:27, 67:23 SHOW 3] - SIGNING [1] -
173:13, 174:29, 163:13, 164:3, 103:3, 103:16, SERVING [1] - 12:27, 19:26, 89:3
175:4, 1756, 165:27, 166:7, 113:27, 152:24 134:12 95:28 SIM 1] - 4:20
175:8, 175:9, 166:9, 171:3, SENTENCES [1] SET[12] - 60:28, SHOWED [2] - SIMILAR[12] -
175:17, 175:18, 180:1, 181:17, - 158:11 72:21,76:4,76:6, | 10:10, 90:15 15:5, 24:18,
175:20, 175:28, 181:18, 181:19 SENTENCING 83:16, 85:4, 88:1, SHOWING 2] - 24:26, 25:3,
176:7, 176:15, SEEING fg] - (11-34:18 90:13, 91:29, 17:9, 55:26 30:13, 54:24,
176:18, 176:24, 21:15, 52:2, SEPARATE[4] - 125:27, 168:17, SHOWN [1] - 79:5, 81:5, 86:29,
179:1, 179:11, 56:23, 69:10, 51:17, 727, 170:17 56:5 122:17, 122:24,
179:17, 180:14, 125:26, 126:3, 89:11, 140:5 SET-UP 2 - SHOWN] (1] - 122:26
180:20, 181:24 126:8, 129:20 SEPARATED[1] | 76:4,76:6 68:27 SIMILARITIES
SECTION 3] - SEEK [g] - -13:112 SETS|[2] - 27:2, SHOWS [1] - [8] - 23:6, 25:6,
107:16, 115:1, 52:20, 78:2, SEPARATELY 140:17 19:28 25:12, 28:5,
181:7 83:19, 98:20, 2] - 11:16, 14:9 SETTING 2] - SHREDDED1]- | 30:23, 86:10,
SECTIONS [3] - 118:23, 133:20, SEPTEMBER 61:9, 138:10 154:29 143:29, 145:1
42:1,42:11, 160:26, 167:2 [12] - 36:28, 37:9, SEVEN 2] - SHUT 2] - SIMILARITY [1]
107:14 SEEKING [3] - 37:10, 38:15, 76:26, 77:11 181:12, 181:14 -26:15
SECURED[1] - 7:2,10:27, 38:22, 53:5, 53:7, SEVERAL [3] - SIC - 3:1 SIMILARLY 3] -
31:22 103:17 53:15, 76:7, 85:27, 108:18, SIDE [10] - 45:3,79:23,
SECURITY 1] - SEEM3] - 124:21, 127:28, 145:2 43:12, 66:4, 87:7, | 138:18
178:6 121:6, 145:4, 168:18 SEVERELY[3- | 88:23, 88:28, SIMPLER 1 -
SEE [93] - 3:27, 146:29 SEPTEMBER[] | 176:25, 176:27 104:7, 127:2, 98:19
4:3, 44, 6:29, SEIZED (1] - -183:5 SHALL 2] - 138:10, 138:15, SIMPLY 5] -
7.7, 7:12, 7:27, 35:6 SEQUENCE 6] - | 165:27, 171:11 162:11 77:21, 955,
8:2,17:4,17:27, SELECTIVE 1] - 61:22, 62:2, 62:3, SHARE 3] - SIDES 3] - 105:3, 105:7,
17:29, 18:28, 124:17 93:17, 104:22, 89:3, 165:4, 103:8, 103:9, 166:27
19:1, 25:5, 27:2, SELF 1] - 162:24 170:3 113:12 SINGLE [5] -
36:11, 36:12, 134:12 SERGEANT1] - SHARED [10] - SIGHT [8] - 30:25, 65:4,
44:2, 44:15, SELF- 172:1 39:18, 62:28, 110:4, 110:8, 85:23, 113:22,
44:18, 44:22, SERVING [1] - SERGEANT[21- | 67:23, 105:19, 158:8, 158:15, 123:2
454, 45:14, 134:12 74:24, 105:25 105:27, 105:28, 158:22, 158:28, SIO 2] - 59:22,
4522, 668, SELLING 1] - SERGEANTS[2] | 106:10, 106:20, 159:3, 159:8 68:7, 68:9, 68:25,
68:29, 69:2, 19:5 - 74:20, 74:22 107:27, 107:28 SIGHTING 1] - 71:5,71:7, 71:21,
69:15, 70:10, SENATOR[1] - SERIES[7] - 6:5, SHARING [g] - 161:26 71:24, 71:25,
70:14, 70:22, 50:19 15:13, 23:9, 88:19, 88:22, SIGHTINGS[31- | 77:15,77:17,
71:1, 71:29, SENIOR (6] - 23:14, 109:5, 89:22, 90:7, 156:20, 161:13, 77:18,78:2,
72:16, 738, 50:25, 68:14, 113:2, 149:14 90:22, 103:7, 162:3 78:10, 78:15,
75:23, 84:2, 68:16, 69:5, SERIES 2] - 107:19, 181:3 SIGN 2] - 93:5, 78:17,78:22,
84:24, 85:20, 78:18, 78:26 55:3, 56:14 SHARPLY [1] - 133:8 78:24,79:2, 79:8,
85:25, 86:10, SENSE [13] - SERIOUS [1] - 162:10 SIGNATORY[3 | 79:10, 79:11,
86:22, 88:16, 67:16, 78:2, 74:9 SHED 2] - - 162:17, 163:7, 79:17,79:23,
88:22, 88:25, 90:21, 110:21, SERIOUS [2] - 33:24, 54:1 166:3 79:26, 80:2, 80:8,
90:4, 95:20, 131:3, 135:28, 96:9, 96:16 SHEER[1] - SIGNATURE[g | 80:12,80:22,
102:21, 104:6, 136:11, 145:25, SERIOUSLY ] | 139:10 -162:15, 165:7 80:27, 81:2,
104:8, 104:26, 146:18, 146:25, - 134:4 SHERIDAN [1] - SIGNATURES | 82:16, 831,
105:5, 107:4, 147:16, 149:2, SERVICE ] - 21:20 1 - 162:11 83:11, 83:24,
110:11, 110:12, 175:27 11:4, 34:22, SHIFT 21 - SIGNED [5] - 86:28, 88:15,
112:28, 11838, SENSIBLE[I- | 35:25, 39:23, 107:12, 107:14 4:3,71:29,89:20, | 124:7, 144:18,
122:9, 12317, 68:23, 175:22 58:16, 59:12, SHOP 1] - 89:27, 89:29 144:19, 147.7
125:7,126:2, SENSIBLY[1]- | 95:9, 168:6 125:25 SIGNIFICANCE | SIO'Si@2-
127:1, 135117, 54:8 SERVICE [g] - SHORT 13) - (1 - 135:25 124:2,146:12
137:13,139:27, SENSITIVE(S]- | 7:2,60:4,66:18, | 61:3, 61:16, SIGNIFICANT SIT) - 62:22,
142:15,142:20, | 56:3 1503, 66:25, 66:27, 94:25, 126:16, (ol - 4:10, 76:15, | 66:1, 77:27,
142:23, 142:25, 150:4, 151:13, 106:7, 116:1 130:17,140:15, | 77:4, 77:11, 8509, | 12211, 181:27
144:3, 145:1, 167:9, 167:11 SERVICED[1]- | 141:23, 149:4, 101:11, 122:10, SITEs) - 8:12,
145:11,145:13, SENSITIVITY 21 | 157:19 149:14, 151:20, 135:5, 139:5, 10:10, 116:11,
148:15, 149:6, -178:2,178:10 SERVICES[- | 160:20, 165:8, 170:11 119:6, 155:11,
150:20, 150:22, SENT[11-7:28, | 67:3,67:5, 169:14 SIGNIFICANTL | 155:13
151:13, 15338, 36:25, 38:4, 155:25 SHORTLY@l- | Yiz-75:18, SITES (11 -
27

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




121:2

SITS 21 - 77:29,
105:3

SITTING 4] -
58:13, 67:27,
108:3, 108:4

SITUATION 2] -
105:10, 179:18

SIX[71 - 33:26,
33:27, 105:12,
119:23, 139:11,
159:23, 172:3

SIX-PAGE 1] -
119:23

SIZE [6] - 75:15,
77:1,79:9, 90:4,
126:1, 126:3

SKETCH 3] -
92:24, 94:13,
94:15

SKILLED 1] -
117:29

SKIP 1] - 15:1

SLIDE [14] -
3:23, 4:10, 6:28,
7:27,17:5, 17:28,
19:9, 27:2, 30:28,
35:14, 36:1,
43:10, 55:22

SLIDE [g] -
18:29, 25:7, 26:9,
30:28, 35:13,
36:11, 68:27,
152:24

SLIDES (3] -
36:10, 37:21,
55:20

SLIGHTLY 4] -
105:24, 135:17,
148:18, 152:6

SLOW 1] -
68:22

SMALL [5] -
73:5, 85:4, 858,
89:18, 152:27

SMYTH 3] -
40:14, 40:21,
41:8

SNAP[1]-13:23

SNAP-ON 1] -
13:23

SOCIETY 1] -
106:8

SOFTWARE[1]
-131:13

SOLD 1] - 99:22

SOLDERED 2] -
15:11, 15:13

SOLDIERS [1] -
165:7

SOLE[1]-79:19
SOLUTIONS [1]
-174:6
SOMEONE 4] -
26:28, 30:2,
53:20, 139:19
SOMETIME [3] -
112:2, 121:5,
140:11
SOMETIMES [6]
- 37:8,44:2, 44:3,
64:1, 68:18,
68:21
SOMEWHERE
[41-77:27,77:29,
125:1, 126:26
SON 2] - 5:26,
126:23
SOPHISTICATI
ON[11-110:11
SORRY [16] -
5:16, 14:16,
21:10, 86:21,
86:22, 121:20,
123:4, 142:22,
143:20, 151:18,
153:16, 156:17,
157:25, 173:29,
174:3, 181:27
SORT [10] -
76:29, 95:24,
110:12, 132:22,
133:22, 137:2,
144:25, 145:26,
147:16, 150:8
SORTS 1] -
146:8
SOUGHT [6] -
22:1, 36:23,
118:10, 118:12,
118:26, 167:23
SOUND 4 - 9:1,
99:1, 101:1,
119:14
SOUNDED 1 -
49:13
SOURCE 2] -
131:26, 137:14
SOURCES 4] -
28:13, 41:12,
76:10, 76:13
SOUTH 3] -
89:12, 99:24,
119:3
SOUTH 8] -
8:19, 74:20,
74:24, 89:10,
89:21, 90:1,
90:13, 156:20
SOUTHEY 4] -

141:5, 141:12,
151:15, 151:22
SOUTHEY [9] -
141:14, 141:17,
141:25, 151:6,
151:18, 151:24,
152:6, 152:11,
183:9
SPACE 5] -
76:17, 118:1,
127:23, 146:22,
152:10
SPEAKING 5] -
38:16, 38:22,
81:6, 106:12,
133:16
SPECIAL [12] -
64:10, 64:15,
64:24, 64:26,
65:4, 65:11,
65:20, 65:25,
65:29, 87:21,
89:11, 157:8
SPECIFIC 4] -
32:3, 84:14,
138:28, 153:9
SPECIFICALLY
[41-78:12, 103:2,
111:11, 149:17
SPECULATE[1]
-139:17
SPILT[1]-13:20
SPOKEN 8] -
4:29, 5:8, 22:29,
128:26, 128:27,
128:29, 141:6,
162:20
SPOT 1] -
151:18
SPOTTED 2] -
53:20, 54:23
SPRINGS [1] -
101:21
SQUAD 2] -
74:9,74:16
ST1]-98:25
STAFF[5] -
74:6, 74:26,
133:23, 160:28,
169:23
STAFFED[1] -
64:3
STAGE[17] -
8:9, 49:21, 58:12,
63:10, 63:23,
75:10, 91:29,
92:7,112:22,
140:25, 141:28,
142:4, 143:25,
146:29, 149:12,

150:17, 152:4
STAGES|3] -
78:18, 88:1,
146:3
STAIN[2] -
40:28, 41:12
STAINING 1] -
40:23
STAND[1] -
165:27
STANDING 1] -
38:7
STANDS[1] -
73:17
STARTI9] -
61:17, 63:14,
68:3, 76:17,
87:28, 91:16,
116:9, 133:27,
151:25
STARTED 3] -
86:20, 105:18,
116:27
STARTING [10] -
4:25, 10:28,
15:18, 86:10,
87:13, 107:16,
141:4, 142:17,
149:8, 171:18
STARTS[3] -
9:18, 141:28,
165:2
STATE[4] -
37:14, 59:7,
107:27, 158:4
STATE 3] -
168:19, 174:24,
177:12
STATEMENT
[e6] - 5:12, 5:27,
6:2, 7:25, 9:5,
47:2, 47:5, 47:8,
47:10, 48:11,
48:12, 61:23,
61:25, 62:5,
63:19, 63:21,
64:12, 65:1, 65:2,
67:26, 67:27,
68:1, 73:12,
73:27, 88:26,
91:6, 91:24, 93:5,
93:17, 96:26,
98:4, 110:26,
115:1, 123:10,
123:23, 124:6,
124:16, 124:21,
126:18, 127:8,
127:23, 127:27,
128:6, 128:12,
128:16, 128:28,

129:11, 130:20,
131:19, 131:22,
141:24, 143:2,
149:5, 150:3,
153:13, 153:15,
153:16, 156:9,
157:12, 165:9,
168:9, 169:2,
169:9, 172:27,
175:11, 175:18
STATEMENTS
[12] - 61:4, 61:18,
61:22, 61:26,
61:29, 62:8, 63:5,
98:23, 109:26,
121:14, 134:12,
141:21
STATES[4] -
135:7, 152:22,
153:14, 154:17
STATING[1] -
38:25
STATION [14] -
5:2, 5:23, 23:24,
29:9, 51:5, 72:21,
72:27,72:28,
73:3, 133:3,
136:17, 149:18,
149:20, 149:23
STATION 5] -
29:15, 30:11,
73:2, 105:14,
127:1
STATIONS[1] -
6:15
STATUTE[1] -
95:18
STAY 2] -
70:24, 93:16
STAYED1] -
156:11
STAYING 2] -
140:6, 169:25
STEAL 2] -
93:3, 95:22
STEALING[1] -
92:29
STENA 1] -
23:24
STEP 1] -
123:22
STEPHEN 2] -
123:11, 124:10
STEPS[2] -
54:13, 62:17
STEVEN[2] -
29:27, 311
STILL [14] -
10:5, 29:24,
33:17, 42:4,

60:14, 70:8,
75:17, 79:29,
92:24, 95:26,
108:15, 109:23,
154:20, 166:2
STIRLING 1] -
122:2
STOLE 1] - 99:6
STOLEN [36] -
9:28, 51:22, 52:3,
52:12, 52:16,
52:17, 52:22,
52:24, 53:14,
54:21, 54:27,
55:5, 55:14,
55:17, 56:15,
91:20, 92:25,
98:12, 98:14,
101:2, 102:15,
103:8, 103:10,
104:12, 104:19,
105:27, 106:6,
106:22, 107:8,
107:20, 109:16,
109:24, 110:1,
110:3, 153:19,
153:25
STOLEN/
RECOVERED [1]
- 105:16
STOP [5] -
67:14, 108:27,
109:3, 152:23,
164:14
STOPPED [5] -
56:16, 56:18,
109:4, 110:2,
125:25
STORAGE 4] -
32:24, 109:22,
110:4, 110:8
STORY 1] -
164:24
STRABANE([2] -
72:21,73:2
STRAIGHT [1] -
123:12
STRATEGY 5] -
77:13, 111:26,
112:1, 112:27,
136:25
STREET[1] -
115:29
STREET [14] -
18:8, 18:9, 23:26,
24:4, 28:1, 28:11,
28:24, 48:21,
121:18, 125:8,
127:5, 129:22,
149:19, 149:23

28

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




STRESS[1] - SUBSTANTIVE | 71:2, 71:5, 717, - 97:3, 100:14, 126:18 46:29, 47:29,
121:3 - 162:2 71:13, 71:19, 100:15, 106:23, TARGET [4] - 49:6, 49:7, 49:10,
STRONG 2] - SUCCEED 1] - 72:17, 72:18, 144:2 48:23, 48:25, 66:18, 73:3,
27:10, 140:18 126:28 78:23, 78:27, SUSPECTS51- | 98:27, 129:15 92:16, 92:20,
STRUCTURE 7] SUFFICIENT [3] 80:12, 80:20, 31:16, 35:18, TARGETED21- | 93:25, 116:11,
-59:17, 61:14, - 65:10, 73:23, 80:25, 80:26, 77:16, 77:26, 99:2, 119:10 119:16
63:15, 74:29, 143:10 81:7, 81:11, 115:14 TASK11-71:1 TELEPHONE [1]
80:24, 91:16, SUFFICIENTLY | 82:16, 82:19, SUSPICION 2] - TASK 2] - -66:11
102:11 [21-78:16, 163:13 | 82:22, 82:25, 156:15, 157:18 62:11, 71:26 TELEPHONES
STRUCTURES SUGAR[1] - 82:29, 83:3, SUSPICIOUS [3] TASKED[1] - [11-92:10
[7-31:29, 32:11, 24:24 83:10, 83:27, - 54:3, 54:9, 117:26 TEMPORARY
65:14, 65:28, SUGGEST[121- | 85:15, 148:23 108:23 TASKING [1] - 11 - 60:2
67:15, 89:2, 58:11, 76:7, 81:4, SUPERINTEND SUTER[9] - 133:28 TENDING [1] -
89:10 88:6, 106:6, ENT[11-183:4 3:26, 7:8, 14:15, TEAM [24] - 161:24
STRUGGLED 135:1, 147:19, SUPERVISED 18:29, 46:18, 35:3, 50:19, TENDS 2] -
(11 - 107:23 150:27, 161:14, 1-75:3 55:22, 151:14, 50:25, 60:9, 161:14, 161:28
STUPID [1] - 161:24, 175:8, SUPPLEMENT 151:16, 165:1 60:14, 60:28, TERENCE [17] -
110:17 181:6 ARY [1] - 144:5 SUTERT1]-7:12 62:8, 74:14, 75:3, 3:1, 3:9, 3:11,
STYLES[1] - SUGGESTED SUPPLIED [5] - SWAB [1] - 32:8 755, 76:9, 79:24, 3:12, 4:1, 48,
29:28 9] - 89:1, 118:9, 92:10, 99:18, SWABBING[1]- | 84:10, 85:4, 85:8, | 4:27, 5:5, 5:15,
SUBJECT 5] - 119:2, 129:3, 99:27, 113:8, 35:5 85:25, 87:10, 5:27, 6:3, 6:6,
116:16, 166:20, 131:3, 131:22, 113:18 SWABS 4] - 90:13, 107:16, 8:28, 9:29, 10:6,
172:9, 1787, 136:19, 151:26, SUPPORT [g] - 31:23, 31:24, 140:3, 141:5, 10:16
179:14 178:18 26:7, 27:10, 33:3, 33:12 151:22, 165:4, TERM 5] - 69:9,
SUBMISSION SUGGESTING 90:29, 99:3, SWEEPING 1] - 174:13 80:1, 84:21,
[4] - 160:22, [11-121:4 101:2, 118:24, 110:15 TEAM[25] - 87:22,90:13
166:14, 183:12, SUGGESTION 118:26, 145:20 SWITCH 3] - 9:25, 13:5, 33:16, TERMED 2] -
183:13 [2] - 140:25, SUPPORTED[3] | 13:16, 15:4, 35:2, 35:28, 36:5, 13:9, 84:17
SUBMISSION 164:21 - 6:10, 6:12, 80:2 88:13 38:6, 42:7, 42:25, TERMINAL 1] -
5] - 171:24, SUGGESTS 4] - SUPPORTING SWITCHES 1] - 60:5, 60:17, 104:11
174:25, 1767, 94:12, 137:15, [1] - 62:9 29:29 62:28, 63:3, 63:7, TERMINOLOG
176:24, 180:18 149:29, 156:21 SUPPORTS[1] - SWORN [1] - 63:9, 91:1,94:23, | Y11-103:4
SUBMISSIONS SUMMARIES 2] 169:27 58:24 116:28, 117:17, TERMS [28] -
[9] - 167:6, 167:8, -63:7,91:2 SUPPOSE [12] - SWORN [1] - 167:29, 168:10, 6:8, 8:29, 10:8,
167:15, 169:13, SUMMARISE[1] 76:25, 80:1, 59:2 170:25, 174.9, 24:11, 66:5,
170:20, 175:19, - 33:21 87:26, 88:5, 89:2, SYNOPSIS 2] - 179:28, 180:5 67:21, 75:20,
176:6, 181:15, SUMMARY [2] - 99:5, 128:20, 25:5, 25:11 TEAM'S [1] - 77:14, 80:24,
181:18 116:28, 119:1 133:15, 134:3, SYSTEM[10] - 102:11 83:8, 86:18, 87:8,
SUBMIT (4] - SUMMARY [16]- | 136:9, 13734, 32:23, 72:20, TEAMS[1] - 87:14,90:3, 91:7,
170:21, 175:21, 25:5, 25:17, 156:20 73:13, 104:20, 140:2 95:2, 103:14,
175:22, 179:17 52:10, 57:7, 86:6, SURGEON 1] - 105:3, 108:4, TEAMS 1] - 111:12, 115:14,
SUBMITTED 2] 94:24, 116:15, 77:20 108:6, 136:23, 140:17 120:11, 126:1,
- 33:5, 33:11 134:9, 136:6, SURNAME [1] - 153:20, 176:21 TECHNICAL [1] 131:20, 137:20,
SUBSCRIBED 174:27, 174:28, 154:11 SYSTEM 2] - - 40:25 146:7, 164:2,
11-3:6 174:29, 175:6, SURPRISED 2] 32:27,73:18 TECHNICAL [1] 168:17, 180:19,
SUBSCRIBER 175:14, 175:21 - 78:14, 159:2 SYSTEMS[1] - -4:18 181:3
M11-9:3 SUMMER [5] - SURPRISING [5] 104:1 TECHNIKS [10] - TERMS[1] -
SUBSECTION 80:19, 81:6, - 143:24, 144:14, SIOCHANA [6] - 16:15, 17:22, 169:20
21-171:12, 111:21, 112:3, 145:25, 146:26, 12:9, 21:11, 18:1, 19:29, 20:4, TERRENCE[1] -
171:14 112:8 147:1 37:12, 56:17, 20:23, 21:13, 46:9
SUBSEQUENT SUNDAY 2] - SURVIVOR [1] - 91:22, 102:15 21:28, 113:20, TERRIBLE [1] -
[4] - 33:26, 39:13, 82:1, 157:8 140:1 113:28 129:5
53:10, 153:23 SUPERINTEND SURVIVORS [1] T TECHNOLOGY TERRORISM [9]
SUBSEQUENT ENT [39] - 9:2, -141:18 (11 - 106:9 - 64:28, 65:5,
LY [21- 11:16, 10:20, 30:8, SUSPECT [g] - TELECOMS 2] - 67:6, 95:6, 95:13,
19:25 38:16, 38:23, 61:24, 62:5, TACTIC] - 117:20, 119:8 96:7, 96:16,
SUBSTANTIAL | 39:7, 39:22, 97:21, 109:5, 52:28, 55:14, TELEPHONE 110:13, 144:14
161 - 61:12, 75:9, 42:18, 42:23, 136:24, 148:24, 56:24, 57:1, 18] - 42:23, TERRORISM-
76:20, 79:21, 58:7,60:2, 69:17, | 156:11, 173:24 120:23 42:26, 42:29, RELATED[1] -
90:25, 143:4 70:15, 70:16, SUSPECTED 5] TALKS 1] - 43:13, 45:4, 65:5
29

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




TERRORIST [11] 19:20, 19:23, 161:29 61:1, 62:18, 166:5 TRANSIT 1] -
- 23:9, 24:19, 19:27, 20:19, THRUST [1] - 75:18, 75:28, TOUR[]-67:14 | 53:17
27:23, 43:2, 113:9, 113:11 163:13 111:10, 133:10, TOW ] - 123:7 TRANSMISSIO
50:10, 64:9, THERMOPLAS THURSDAY [1] - 158:15, 159:20, TOWARDS [5] - N 1] - 106:20
64:22, 65:6, TIC (11 - 15:2 182:3 164:11, 168:23, 19:12, 104:7, TRANSPAREN
84:27, 146:8 THEY'VE 1] - TICKETS[1] - 173:19, 173:24 120:27, 142:16, CY 1] - 62:29
TERRORIST- 26:2 119:17 TODAY'S [2] - 161:29 TRANSPAREN
RELATED[2 - THICK 1] - TIE[1] - 76:14 79:16, 143:15 TOWER 2] - T -167:23
64:9, 64:22 90:21 TIERS[1] - TOGETHER[21- | 23:23, 30:10 TRANSPORT [3]
TERRORISTS THICKER 1] - 65:25 61:6, 68:27 TOWN 1] - 8:16 - 51:28, 52:6,
[12] - 10:24, 125:27 TIME- TOGGLE 2] - TOWN [2] - 56:27
14:25, 22:17, THIEF [1] - CONSUMING [1] - 13:16, 15:4 46:11, 101:14 TRANSPORTA
51:22, 51:26, 91:25 116:19 TOLL 11 - TOWNS' [1] - TION[1] - 9:28
52:29, 54:23, THINKING [7] - TIMED [3] - 119:17 134:27 TRAVEL [3] -
56:11, 95:3, 84:29, 86:19, 69:16, 72:15, TOM1] - 40:14 TPU 11] - 12:6, 77:14, 83:12,
96:23, 110:16, 86:23, 86:25, 165:1 TOMORROW 12:24, 13:2, 13:3, 144:4
145:6 88:8, 143:1, TIMEFRAME [3] (171 - 140:13, 23:16, 110:21, TRAVELLED 4
TEST 4] - 32:16, | 180:1 -77:1, 86:16, 159:27, 160:6, 110:24, 112:12, - 120:20, 120:26,
32:20, 136:8, THIRD (8] - 149:13 160:9, 160:27, 112:15, 112:23 131:16, 156:24
137:19 48:28, 49:28, TIMELINE 1] - 164:27, 165:12, TPUS 4] - 86:2, TRAVELLING
TESTED[1] - 51:6, 51:14, 63:9 165:16, 165:25, 88:14, 112:17, [1-8:19
32:4 90:24, 175:13, TIMER [43] - 165:27, 166:1, 146:2 TREANOR 2] -
TEXT2-70:16, | 175:29, 176:10 11:27, 11:29, 166:8, 166:11, TRACED(1] - 45117, 101:15
71:10 THIRDLY 2] - 12:7, 12:11, 169:10, 177:1, 137:24 TREATED{1] -
THAT 1] - 48:28, 54:29 12:24, 13:29, 179:19, 181:29 TRACING 1] - 97:18
86:27 THIRDS 2] - 14:3, 15:1, 15:4, TONGE 1] - 111:16 TREATING [1] -
THE [9] - 58:19, 70:26, 141:27 15:9, 15:12, 177:22 TRACK 1] - 135:26
59:6, 102:1, THOMPSON [9] 15:24, 15:25, TOOK [g) - 57:8, 109:14 TREBLE 1] -
140:29, 141:1, -162:8, 162:14, 15:28, 18:4, 80:26, 129:10, TRACKED[1] - 136:23
152:2, 152:5, 163:1, 163:6, 19:17, 19:22, 136:10, 1597, 87:10 TRIAL [1] -
160:14, 182:3 163:18, 164:7, 19:27, 20:2, 20:8, 164:9, 167:18, TRACKS[1] - 57:14
THEFT [10] - 164:15, 165:6, 20:11, 22:1, 22:4, | 177:27 126:12 TRIED 2] -
92:22,94:6,94:8, | 1667 23:1, 23:6, 23:10, TOP 4] - 3:25, TRAFFIC[1] - 127:14, 139:11
95:5, 95:21, THOMPSON'S 23:11, 23:15, 7:7,17:2,70:25 125:14 TRIO (1] - 141:7
96:10, 100:25, (1] - 160:27 24:8, 25:2, 26:4, TOPIC 9] - 9:17, TRAGEDY 1] - TROUBLE[1] -
102:12, 102:28, THOUGHTFUL 26:5, 26:7, 29:29, | 10:20, 25:17, 129:5 181:20
106:7 11 -110:12 86:2, 87:3, 112:7, | 31:3, 42:21, 618, TRAIL 2] - TRUE 4] -
THEIRS [1] - THOUSANDS 113:27, 114:4, 61:12, 63:13, 21:29, 128:21 54:14, 94:9,
108:5 18] - 139:13, 147:2, 147:14, 88:19 TRAILER[1] - 129:4, 129:13
THEMSELVES 155:29, 156:6 148:9, 151:14 TOPIC [24] - 149:20 TRY [g] - 88:16,
21 - 112:18, THREAT 2] - TIMERS [14] - 9:13, 15:23, TRAINED 1] - 97:14, 100:22,
179:25 133:28, 134:27 16:2, 16:3, 167, 33:17, 42:23, 117:29 133:17, 136:10,
THEORY [2] - THREE [27] - 16:13, 16:19, 46:20, 51:19, TRAINING [2] - 137:3, 144:15,
27:11, 108:10 3:22, 26:23, 19:28, 23:3, 56:9, 57:6, 61:3, 59:25, 68:11 145:7
THERE'D (1] - 28:20, 30:14, 111:7, 1138, 61:16, 61:18, TRAINOR 6] - TRYING 4] -
96:6 47:11, 48:16, 113:15, 114:14, 63:4, 63:19, 33:28, 34:6, 86:10, 87:27,
THERE'LL [1] - 49:26, 51:14, 146:20, 147:11 78:12, 88:18, 35:10, 37:28, 122:10, 125:22
61:7 61:21, 61:26, TIMETABLE[1] 101:24, 134:7, 41:3, 41:9 TUBE 1] - 56:22
THEREABOUT | 65:25, 68:26, - 140:23 135:25, 137:27, TRANSACTION | TUESDAY[]-
S - 159:24 79:28, 85:29, TIMING [e] - 139:4, 139:18, @ - 17:5, 19:21, 53:7
THEREAFTER 92:17, 100:5, 17:9, 19:5, 55:13, 140:5, 146:10, 113:22, 114:23 TURN 7] - 50:3,
- 178:4 100:9, 100:18, 162:23, 162:24, 1734 TRANSCRIPT 63:13, 73:26,
THEREFORE [ | 100:20, 101:16, 163:21 TOPICS 41 - - 34:18 97:6, 121:15,
- 24:14, 56:5, 134:17, 135:4, TIMINGS 2] - 61:17, 84:14, TRANSFER[ - | 121:27, 166:27
90:19, 96:9, 137:18, 140:1, 161:15, 161:28 90:25, 139:5 18:14, 114:16, TURNED [2] -
164:23, 168:11 140:4, 146:2, TLU ] - 66:17 TOTAL 1] - 24:5 114:28 40:28, 126:29
THERMACO[121 | 160:4 TO[1]-102:6 TOUCH 1] - TRANSFERRE TURNING [3] -
- 16:17, 17:23, THROES 1] - TOAL 1] - 127:28 D] - 18:26 122:9, 127:2,
18:10, 18:16, 72:9 121:16 TOUCHED 4] - TRANSIT[1] - 146:18
18:26, 19:6, THROW [1] - TODAY [12] - 33:3,51:20, 52:8, | 53.13 TURNS [3) -
30

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




126:25, 127:4, U 25:24, 31:14 UNRELIABILIT UTV - 47:13, 98:20, 100:24,
127:5 UNDETONATE | Y- 129:12 47:24, 48:17, 104:12, 104:15,
TV[1-157:13 D-112:17 UNRELIABLE 130:15, 130:23, 104:19, 105:2,
TWO 72 - 5:18, UK 3 - 16:4, UNDOUBTEDL | 17- 129:3 134:18, 136:14 105:4, 106:4,
8:13, 10:4, 10:10, | 36:1,36:3 Y (2] - 95:22, UNSURPRISIN 106:13, 106:15,
12:14, 12:23, ULSTER([1] - 173:8 GLY [1] - 66:7 V 106:17, 106:18,
15:3, 15:8, 15:12, | 177:13 UNEQUIVOCA UNTIL 1] - 106:22, 106:25,

28:13, 28:16, ULTIMATELY LLY (1] - 39:18 182:3 VACATE - 107:6, 107:9,
34:2, 34:11, 18] - 30:24, UNEXAMINED UNTRUE 1] - 1610 [ 108:14, 108:15,
37:21, 37:29, 79:15, 89:16, i - 33:15 134:12 VACUUM 108:17, 108:24,
39:12, 40:2, 89:19, 95:17, UNFORTUNAT UNUSUAL [1] - . (- 108:26, 108:27,
40:10, 46:21, 96:23, 99:26, ELY [3- 103:1, 90:11 163:27 108:29, 109:3,
46:23, 47:13, 100:16, 105:9, 109:6, 145:22 UNWRAP [1] - VALUABLEH] - | 109:4, 109:15,
48:17, 50:5, 106:16, 127:19, UNHELPFUL 7 | 39:20 1738 109:20, 109:26,
56:17, 66:1, 66:3, | 128:5, 128:19, -122:14, 1748 UP [49] - 9:16. VALUEs1 - 109:29, 110:3,
67:1, 70:26, 133:25, 146:22, UNIDENTIFIED | 13:2, 36:12, 11:13, 127:12, 110:20, 122:17,
77:28, 77:29, 146:24, 156:19, (21 - 35:2, 35:29 36116, 53:18, 139:6, 139-1.7, 122:18, 122:23,
79:28, 84:14, 179:26 UNIFORM 1] - 59:16, 68:25, 150:19, 181:19 123:11, 124:27,
85:3, 100:8, UNABLE [2] - 107:17 69110, 72:21’ V-AN [7] ' 33-241 125:27, 126:7,
101:26, 103:22, 30:25, 135:19 UNIFORMED 7 73:26, 76:4. 766, 37:27, 53:7, 127:4, 128:26,
103:26, 1048, UNAWARE[1] - 7412, 74:22, 79:6, 83:10, 854, 53:13» 53:16, 153:11, 153:12,
113:8, 120:26, 147:8 74:24, 75:3, 87:16, 90:13, 53:17, 53:23 153:19, 153:25,
125:26, 126:3, UNCONFIRME | 40517 105:25 102:17, 102:18, VARIOUS 17] - 156:11, 156:15,
126:4, 129:1, D1- 156:20 153-26 104:23, 105:8, 2356, 25:2_3, 156:24, 161:26,
130:4, 130:13, UNCONNECTE UNIT (7] - 106:22, 109:15, gg:;i, 2613:12, 161:27, 162:3
130:23, 131:15, D2-172:11, 11:27, 11:29, 110:23, 116:9, 65:141 84:13, VE|5-1|(5:|6;E§ [14] -
131:16, 131:23, 173:9 12:7. 12:11, 121:15, 121:24, 10~7.1‘1 1.09"26 ?(1)221,5 1.03.,7
132:11, 132:13, UNCOVERED 12:24, 14:3, 121:28, 126:25, 109:27' 117:5 ' 103:10, 103:1,2
foap e | 8328 913 20:11, 252, 264, | 1275, 127:26, 118:18, 1359, 105:16, 105:27,
135:15, 136:19, UNDER [16] - 26:5, 29:29, 129:22, 141:19, 13613, 1463 05:16, 105:27,
137:9, 140:16, 27:12, 33:24, 55:13, 65:19, 142:10, 145:7, 9, : 106:1, 106:4,
141:27, 148:7, 53:29, 68:19, 66:8, 66:11, 87:3, 146:16, 147:11, VAST[Z]'. 106:7, 107:1,
152:12, 153:7, 95:18, 104:14, 117:28 148:5, 149:1, 79:12,143:27 107:20, 121:2
154:9, 155:5, 111:14, 167:21, UNIT - 66:11, | 149:7, 152:19, V_AUXH_ALLHOI VENGEFU.L -
155:8, 160:4, 171:10, 171:21, 67:2, 67:3, 675 156:3, 156:29, - 9:28, 9?.27, . 161:26, 162:3
160:19, 166:17, 172:12, 172:16, UNITED 2 - 160:29, 161:4, ?21229?232226 VE.RIFY -
166:18, 166:27, 172:22, 172:24, 16:18, 75:24 161:14, 162:23, 125:211 15~2.25 134:2
170:6 173:23, 174:29 UNITS [13] - 163:12, 174:4 153:27, 49, VERSIQN [4] -
TWO-HOUR 1] - UNDERLYING 18:4, 19:18, UPDATE[1] - : 69:10, 94:25,
113:8 [2]- 180:13, 19:23, 19:27, 120:15 V(?PS - 151:8, 151:9
TWO-THIRDS 180:25 20:2, 20:8, 22:1, UPFRONT 2] - 161:13 VIA 6] - 16:23,
[2] - 70:26, 141:27 UNDERMINED 236, 26:8, 66:5, 17:25, 113:22 VE_ERED (- 18:10, 38:5,.
TWOFOLD[1]- | 21 - 176:16, 67:1, 862, UPHELD [1] - 163:1 105:14, 106:20,
73:2 176:27 132:27 176:28 VEHICLE [89] - 153:3
TYPE[17] - UNDERPINS [1] UNIVERSITY [1] UPSHOT 1] - 12f20, 1456, VICINITY-[2] -
11:27, 23:20, -176:19 -122:2 92:16 52:12, 52:14, 11:22, 125:9
24:26, 27:18, UNDERRESOU UNLESS [5] - USEFUL [4) - 5252?7 52:;71, VICTIMS [2] -
27:22, 27:26, RCED[1]-67:22 | 302 108:23, 10:28, 96:3, 52:21, 52:24, 57:18, 141:18
28:3, 28:25, UNDERSTAND 161:2, 163:11, 108:13, 150:7 53:9, 53'1.1' VIDEO 2] -
28:27, 28:28, ABLY[1]-179:24 | 170:21 USER 6] - 4:5, 53:12‘ 53:13, ‘ 8:23, 9:11
29:2, 2911, UNDERSTOOD | UNLIKELY[- | 47,4:26, 5:4, 53:20, 54:6, 54:9, | VIDEO] 1 -
i 54:10, 54:12 .
29:17, 52:14, 18] - 13:12, 32:5, 174:6 5:14, 6:19 2415, 5416 58:10
86:29, 102:25 34:21, 43:7, UNOCCUPIED UTILISATION 54:21’ 54:23' VIDEOS 1] -
TYPED([2] - 131:11, 150:13, [ - 54:1 121 - 56:10, 56:23 54:261 55:5 ;55.7 157:13 -
69:10, 72:6 160:15, 178:22 UNPRECEDEN UTILISE [3] - 55:10* 55:1;1 0 VIEW[.22] -13:1,
TYPED-UP 1] - UNDERTAKE[ | TED 1) - 90:3 34:28, 35:26, 55:15‘ 55:17’ 13f5, 14.2.3, .
69:10 - 62:11 UNREDACTED | 139:7 oo, Baio 22:15, 276, 27:9,
TYPES 4 - UNDERTAKEN [] - 165:5 UTILISED f4] - 56:6 567 5’6'16 64:7, 75:8, 85:17,
2623, 26224, -7:21. 812 86:5 124:2 o o B 88212, 115:26,
Ty o UNRELATED] 1242, 56:26, 94:6 16, 145
27:15, 103:2 15:27, 232, 17218 132:2, 150:3 20, 949, 131:16, 142:23,
: 95:12, 97:8,
31

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




143:27, 152:7,
156:22, 156:23,
173:18, 173:24,
174:6, 174:9,
179:27
VIEWED 4] -
81:3, 136:24,
155:29, 156:6
VIEWING [1] -
151:1
VIEWS [1] -
22:19
VILLAS[1] -
98:26
VIOLENT 1] -
96:27
VISION 1] -
158:28
VISITED [1] -
94:18
VODAFONE [2]
-4:11,119:17
VOICE 1] -
49:14
VOLUME 2] -
139:10, 167:16

W

WAISTBANDS
[11-27:19

WAIT [1] - 166:1

WAITING 1] -
141:25

WALKING [1] -
126:8

WANTS [3] -
70:2, 169:18,
169:20

WAR[1] - 48:25

WARD'S [3] -
104:2, 122:18,
122:27

WARE 1] -
157:3

WARN [1] -
160:11

WARNING [18] -
106:24, 116:10,
129:26, 129:28,
130:1, 130:5,
132:11, 132:19,
134:17, 134:23,
135:1, 135:13,
135:15, 135:27,
136:11, 137:7,
137:14, 137:16

WARNINGS 6] -
47:12, 47:13,

48:16, 48:17,
136:22, 136:24
WARRANTED
[1-20:9
WAS [4] - 59:2,
141:14, 152:14
WATCH 1] -
126:11
WATCHED 2] -
121:27, 122:1
WATCHTOWE
R11-158:16
WATCHTOWE
RS 5] - 158:7,
158:14, 158:29,
159:4, 159:8
WAYS|[1] -
145:2
WEAPONS [1] -
67:9
WEAPONS[1] -
67:12
WEBSITE 3] -
134:9, 177:3,
178:17
WEDNESDAY
[11-169:3
WEEK [12] -
62:4, 73:15, 81:8,
82:20, 103:21,
113:5, 119:13,
154:28, 155:6,
1559, 179:19
WEEKS [17] -
74:27,76:27,
77:11,103:22,
103:26, 107:22,
126:14, 136:19,
139:11, 153:7,
154:9, 155:5,
155:8, 155:15,
155:26, 155:27,
156:7
WEEKS 2] -
118:14, 118:19
WEIGHT 3] -
101:1, 127:14,
168:3
WELL-KNOWN
[1-50:15
WESTMINSTE
R11-19:10
WHEEL [1] -
100:2
WHEELS 1] -
88:1
WHEREAS [6] -
32:15, 64:9, 78:3,
89:12, 1314,
158:15

WHEREBY [1] -
105:26
WHILST 6] -
5:22,10:14,
79:27, 105:16,
109:23, 119:8
WHISKER [1] -
132:6
WHISTLE 1] -
67:14
WHISTLE-
STOP[11-67:14
WHITE [2] -
81:10, 172:2
WHITE/
OPAQUE1] -
15:2
WHOLE 2] -
20:2, 46:15
WHOLLY 1] -
172:18
WIDE [5] - 90:8,
104:25, 104:26,
152:25, 153:20
WIDELY [2] -
106:3, 172:5
WIDER 3] -
75:25, 78:11,
135:17
WIFE [3] -
124:27, 128:25,
128:28
WINDOW [2] -
159:4, 159:5
WIPECO 3] -
99:19, 99:21,
99:26
WIRES [1] - 54:4
WIRING (6] -
15:7, 15:8, 15:11,
15:14, 15:15
WISE 1] -
162:25
WISH [12] -
12:29, 169:24,
169:26, 170:3,
170:7, 170:21,
170:22, 170:25,
176:18, 179:24,
180:4, 181:18
WISHED [1] -
83:20
WISHES [4] -
169:18, 180:5,
180:6, 180:12
WITHDRAW [2]
- 95:9, 160:20
WITHDRAWN
[11-96:24
WITNESS [13] -

58:23, 62:27,
97:18, 109:26,
123:9, 123:23,
131:22, 1349,
140:12, 165:20,
169:1, 169:8,
170:6

WITNESS [5] -
59:6, 152:2,
152:5, 160:14,
183:2

WITNESSES [g]
-123:24, 124:3,
124:13, 126:2,
175:10, 176:26,
179:12, 180:4

WONDER [4] -
58:24, 68:27,
141:29, 159:18

WORCESTERS
HIRE [5] - 16:18,
16:24, 17:7, 19:7,
19:24

WORD [22] -
44:2,44:4, 50:1,
50:13, 50:22,
50:27, 50:29,
51:9, 51:13,
78:10, 87:16,
87:21, 87:23,
87:25, 87:26,
87:29, 110:17,
117:13, 121:3,
133:5, 134:2

WORD' [1] -
49:22

WORDS [24] -
23:14, 39:25,
46:20, 50:3, 50:6,
77:22, 85:23,
86:24, 87:8,
87:15, 95:5,
97:21, 107:5,
122:26, 127:7,
132:20, 132:23,
132:28, 133:9,
133:24, 134:25,
166:19, 166:21,
167:4

WORE 1] -
28:16

WORKINGS 1]
- 85:27

WORKS 2] -
44:16, 71:29

WORLD [1] -
159:24

WORN [1] -
28:17

WORTH [3] -

79:25, 107:10,
117:10
WRITE 1] - 69:6
WRITER 1] -
30:26
WRITING 1] -
161:18
WRITTEN [7] -
72:6, 154:7,
154:8, 155:2,
167:6, 169:13,
175:19
WROTE 2] -
162:7, 162:20

Y

YARDS 4] -
47:15, 47:21,
47:23, 48:20

YEAR [4] -
12:10, 60:18,
60:22, 61:23

YEARS 6] -
83:6, 87:16,
105:12, 106:27,
163:2, 180:27

YELLOW [3] -
44:3, 119:25,
120:7

YES'[1]-47:25

YESTERDAY [5]
-52:24,161:12,
161:23, 164:11,
166:21

Y1J 21 - 53:9,
53:16

YOURSELF [g] -
62:18, 62:26,
64:4, 67:26, 91:7,
166:9

Z

ZULU [1] -
108:22

£

£1.6[1]-57:18

O

OGLAIGH [5] -
47:10, 47:25,
48:12, 48:15,
49:22

32

Gwen Malone Stenography Services Ltd.




