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Wednesday, 15th May, 1985,

. 11.00 a.m.

(In the absence of the Jury)

MR. REES: Before Mr. Walsh addresses you, can I rise on behalf
of Kevin Marshall and mention one small matter? As I think your
Honour is aware, Mr. Marshall is at the moment clarifying his position
in relation to state benefit and is in receipt of no income at all at
the moment. I have his permission to proceed in his absence, your

Honour. I simply ask your Honour's approvai of that course should we
carry on until he arrives.

JUDGE COLES: Certainly, I do approve. Thank you for mentioning
it.

MR. WALSH: May I perhaps explain to your Honour what has been
going on and, really, why matters have taken a little time? Your
Honour probably will have anticipated what has been happening. Your
Honour, I have had to take instructions and see the relevant manual and
consider in the light of requests made by my learned friends what matters
it would be appropriate to copy from that document so that I can acquaint
them with the contents. Your Honour, 1 have done that. Because the
document is a restricted, sensitive document it seemed to me and,
indeed, to those in whose possession the document it that the absolute
minimum number of copiés should be made to avoid the possibility that,
by mistake, they may get left around, and that sort of thing.

JUDGE COLES: Yes.

MR. WALSH: So, I have had, in essence, only one copy made, save
for a second one that is of certain parts, which is before your Honour.
S0, there being only one copy, I have been reading the wording of that
to my learned friends so that they can make notes for their benefit.
There is a fourth item that your Honour doesn't have.

JUDGE COLES: So far, for the record, I have got one document
called, “"Use of Sound", one called "Use of Truncheons" and a third
called, "Identification of Police Personnel”.

MR. WALSH: Yes, that is right. There is a fourth which I have
handed to my learned friend, Mr. Mansfield, to lock at, headed,
“"Mounted Police".

JUDGE COLES: Yes.

MR. WALSH: We will, I think, in due course, have that copied
for your Honour, but in the time available it wasn't done. Your Honour,
may I say just a word or two about this? The paper labelled, “"Use of
Truncheons™ comes from the South Yarkshire Police Force Standing Orders
and the other matters come from the manual referred to by Mr. Ciement.
That explains the difference in the legend, "Confidential™ and "Restricted”.

JUDGE COLES: Yes.




MR. WALSH: I think it is important that the following matters be
stressed - I have told my learned friends about it - that the manual
is not a set of orders or instructions. These things are part of a
Targe manual which deals with the whole question of public order and
the various options that might be open in certain circumstances. The
options are not intended to be exhaustive and exclusive and they are
subject to, as it were, variation by an officer in charge, modification,
adaptation, depending upon the particular circumstances. The other
matter I think it is right to point out is that it was written initially
with the question of urban disturbances chiefly in mind.

JUDGE COLES: Yes.

MR. WALSH: Now, your Honour, I have told my learned friends that
and they are aware of it. The question arises, I suppose, two-fold.
First of all, what, if anything, should be said to the Jury when they
come back. Obviously, they will want to know why they have been out
for some time and your Honour will be explaining something as to where -
bearing in mind that it is going to become - well, they will know aiready
from what happened yesterday that that may be the reason for the
adjournment, so that we do not conceal the manual Mr. Clement referred
to. Obviously, I haven't spoken to Mr. Clement at ail. I indicated to
my Tearned friend, Mr. Mansfield, I might about one matter, but
Mr. Clement had gone by the time I was wanting to, so I didn't speak to
him. "Whether it would be appropriate for me just to explain the status
of the manual in the sense that I have just done it now to your Honour,
or whether at some stage I should call some witness to deal with that,
or whether it is necessary .

JUDGE COLES: Well, I think you can only do that if you have the
consent of your colleagues to do it.

MR. WALSH: Well, I mention that generaliy.

JUDGE COLES: Is there any objection to counsel for the Crown
dealing with the matter in the same terms that he has dealt with it to
me? It would seem to save time.

MR. MANSFIELD: I am a little concerned, your Honour. 1 don't
want to take up any more time. It has been primarily our idea to get
on with the case, but the reluctance I have is that we are not even
being told the source of this manual or anything, so I think the Crown
should, in fact, start communicating really what it is. I don't even
know myself what it is other than it is a manual of which we have the
typed version here.

_ JUDGE COLES: Very well. So, no, you don't have Teave, Mr. Walsh,
in those circumstances. Well, I understand there is no objection to the
extracts being used. You will have, in due course, to call someone to
explain,

MR. WALSH: Well, I may indeed, if it is necessary, do so. I, as
I have indicated, have caused to be copied such matters as appeared to
me, on the basis of such questions that had been asked, to be relevant
and appropriate to get.

. JUDGE COLES: Well, I have no doubt everyone concerned will use
discretion in obtaining a copy of documents. Obviously, it must be in
everyone's interests that this case moves forward.




. v MR. WALSH: Yes, ¥ogr Honour, and it would be clear to my learned
friends that not everything has been copied.

The only other matter is this. It will arise in the case of my
learned friend, Mr. Griffiths, when he questions, and he has asked me
that certain things which I have got to do - as a precaution I have said
to him, and he accepts it, that when he puts his case on a certain matter
then the matter can be disclosed. What I don't want to feel is that the
Crown is being put in a position where people are going on fishing
expeditions.

JUDGE COLES: Yes. Let us have the Jury.

MR. GRIFFITHS: Could I just raise this matter? I am very anxious
the Jury are told something as to why there has been this delay.

JUDGE COLES: I propose to tell them something about it.

MR. GRIFFITHS: Your Honour, I, of course, anticipated that, but
I would ask your Honour to consider that certainly the waiting until now
since lunchtime yesterday has certainly not been at the door of the
Defence. We were here this morning., 1 appreciate their problems. What
I am about to say is no criticism of the Crown, but the Jury ought to
be told that these matters had to be looked at with care and certainly
1t is not through any fault of the Defence that we have lost this time.

) JUDGE COLES: I regard it as the fault of nobody and I shall raise
that.

MR. GRIFFITHS: I am grateful.

JUDGE COLES: Yes. Let the Jury come-back, please.

(The Jury retursed to Court)

JUDGE COLES: Members of the Jury, I am very sorry you have been
kept waiting so long. You must think the wheels of Justice grind
exceedingly fine sometimes. If you do, I agree with you, but please
be assured that time has not been wasted. You will remember yesterday
thgre was some reference to a Police Manual. Well, that raised problems
which I had to consider. I have considered them now. A copy of the
manual has been obtained, certain extracts from it have been copied, they
had to be considered, so while you have been waiting and wondering counsel
have been working, as they assure me and I accept what they say. It is
nobody's fault at all that there has been this delay, so please Jjust
forget about it and we will now get on with the case.

ASST. CHIEF CONST. ANTHONY RAYMOND CLEMENT Recalled

Cross-examined by MR. MANSFIELD:

Q. Mr. Clement, yesterday we broke off at Tunchtime and just so that
we can place ourselves back in the picture, I am dealing with the
period of time when you sent horses from behind Police lines for the
first and second time on the 15th June. Now, we are dealing with a
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period of time - again, so we can fit it in, I am taking

it slowly because it takes a little time to re-adjust since
there has been this interval - the empty lorries have come
in at about ten-past-eight or thereabouts? - A. Yes, that
is right. |

And you then order two char~es of Police on horseback within
fifteen minutes of each other? - A. Yes.

And we finished yesterday when I was dealing with the second
of those with you indicating that you really didn't mind if
potential stone throwers were tramoled on by horses. Now,
among all your answers yesterday in relation to the use of
horses, you cited, or began to.cite the manual. Do you
remember? - A. TYes. '

Now, may I make it plain to you, Mr. Clement, even at this
stage we haven't been shown the manual. - A. Right.

The Defence haven't been shown it and there is one copy of
extracts from the manual, but I am not going to deal with it
immediately, but I will come to it with you in a moment. In
addition to stone throwers who you thought might get trampled
cn, of course, the use of horses in the way you used themn,
without warning , leads to the verv real risk that ordinarv
peor~le standing there, doing nothing, which is 70%, ycu say,
are going to get tram~led on as well, doesn't it? -

A. Yes, but let's get this in its proper perspective. The
point you put to me was if the horses were ordered forward
by me to clear demonstrators and to stop stone throwing, or
to move stone throwers back out of throwing range and you
said to me, "What might happen if a man continued to stand
in the road and face the Police?", and the obvious answer

to that is he might well get knocked down and trampled, and
you said to me, "How would you like to think ....?", and my
reaction was if a man engaged in a criminal act stood in
front of Police horses and did not move out of the way I am
hardly to be held responsible for any injury that was
envisaged to that man.

Now, answer the question I have just put to you. We are
dealing with somebody who is potentially stone throwing.

You gave your answer yesterday. Now, I am dealing with people
who may just be standing there. Now, without warning, you
send horses through at a faste pace than a walk, and I am
suggesting to vou that the risk is that ordirary people are
going to be irampled. That is a risk, isn't it? - A. What
are you meaning bv "ordinary people"?

Peovle who were committing no offence at all.- A, People ...7

JUDGE COLES: Innocent bystanders. Those who were there
with no intention of using force, disapproving of force,

eyercising their lawful richt to be present on or near the
picket line.

‘ TEE WITNESS: Right. Those people were on the field
with a gap of 30/40 yards in between the stone throwers and




Q.
Q.
Q.

Above the cordon? - A. Yes.

That is, from the Handsworth side of the cordon? - A. Yes,

Fairly densely packed, where they? - A. No, they weren't
densely packed.

Not densely packed? - A. On the road they were, not on the
field.

The road fairly densely packed? - A. TYes.
Now, without warning, vou used horses? -~ A. Yes.

You appreciae the dangers of using horses,don't you? -
A, Of course.

Now, again so it is clear to you, Mr. Clement, and the Jury
why T am asking these questions, T am sugresting that your
policing on that day was provocative. - A. No, it wasn't.
The reason I used horses was to disperse the riotous crowd
of people who were behaving unlawfully and were injuring

mv officers. They had to be cleared back. They were a
riotous crowd who had come hundreds of miles to attack the
county of South Yorkshire. :

. You were thinking that before they ever arrived, weren't you?

- A, Of course.
0f course. - A. I knew they were coming.

You knew they were coming? - A. I knew they were coming
to do ....

You had formed in your own mind, "They are people coming to
attack us and we will give them as good as we gett., -

A. The approach was as on every cther occasion I had met
them for a day attack and this day was going to be even more
difficult than those on the previous occasions.

And you weren't going to lose. - A. You are absolutely ri-~ht.
They were not going to get through the Police line and cause
further criminal offences bv stopping people who were lawfully
working.

We will come to whether, 3n fact, there was such a riotous
assembly before eight o'clock. We have already been through
that. We are now dealing with the period past eight o'clock
and you have already described yesterday what you said was
the state of the missile throwing which led you to send in
the first lot of horses, you say. Now, I just want to deal
with the instruction to the horses. - A. Well I will guote
again. I have given this evidence before. Mounted officers,

at my command, went through the Police lines.




No. What was your instruction? - A. I am coming to that.

I wonder if you could just sive the instruction. We will deal
with what they actually did later. What was your instruction

to the mounted officers? - A. To go towards the hostile crowd
who were throwing stones.

And? - A. And disperse them so that they would be out of
range, out of throwing range of all mv officers who were
absolutely static “n a line across the road and the field.
They were making no aggressive, provocative move at all.

Just deal with the instruction. You can elaborate on how bad
it was for vour officers who were static, who were being
thoroughly stoned and the hundreds of injuries .... -

A. T have never said hundreds of injuries.

You could not give me a firure yesterday. I have asked you
about it. - A. No. That wasn't my job. I saw them being
taken away, but I can't give you any estimate of the number
of injuries at that time.

Well, you told the Press that, didn't you? - A. What?

About the number of injuries. - A. Later. That is a day
later when I have had time to look.

JUDAE COLES: I think vou want this gentleman to ~ive
his evidence in this Court, to restrict himself to his
personal knowledge. I don't think the Press would be quite
so particular.. o

MR. MANSFIELD: It was wnat this Officer was saViﬁg.
You spoke verv shortly after this first charese, didn't you?
- A. Tes.

To the BBC? - A. Ri~ht.
You agree with that? - A. .Yes.

And you were quoting figures to the BBC, weren't vou? -
A. Numbers of injuries, yes.

Not very large numbers, are they? HNumbers that are noi of
vour own knowledge, and you just guessed them, or what? -

A. No, no. wWhenever I am asked anything of that sort bv

the Press I consider it rieht that the public should know
about it because of the horrific scenes that were shown on
television and I had a Press Officer who, on my instructions,
would go into the control room, he would look at the log, come
back and tell me how many neople had been taken away by
ambulances.

Well, I won't ask you. We will wait for the of ficer who

can deal with the number of injuries at this time which
merited the sending in of horses. I will leave it. I won't
ask you. Now, the instruction you fave So far told me you
gave to your mounted officers was to go towards the hostile
crowd and disperse them out of range? - A. Yes.
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Q.

Q.
Q.

the Police line. VWhen I ordered the Police line to open, it
was quite apparent what was going to happen. The Police horses
went forward at a walk. They are going uphill on a tarmac
surface. They are quite clearly visible. There is a line of
Police Officers. Everybody can see them coming. There is no
cavalry charge. The ordinary person who was prudent would

get out of the way. )

MR. MANSFTELD: I will take you.up very carefully on
what you now say. First of all, the horses walk through
the lines and then, effectively, charge. You are quite sure
about that? - A. Yes.

There is no possibility that you could be mistaken? -
A, They walked.

How far up the field or roazd did they walk, then? These
first two. We are talking - we will come to the follow-up
with the foot officers later. The first two, how far did
they walk beyond the Police lines, do you say? - A. Possiblv
30 yards.

30 yards. Now, I don't want there to be any mistake. There
are things going to occur later in this case and for vou to

say, "Well, I didn't mean 30 vards, I meant only two feet!,

Are you saying 30 yards those horses walked? - A, Thev were
mv instructions and I was on the field and I saw the horses

walk, '

You saw them walk and that was your instruction? - A. TYes.
To go forward,to walk and to trot.

Wait a minute. To go forward at a walk and a trot? -
A. Yes, rioht.

Now, how far were your instructions - and we are not, I hore,
wasting time on niceties, we are talking about large numbers
of people on this day, aren't we? - A. Yes, we are.

And at the time of the first use of horses, how many thousand,
do vou say, were facing the Police 1line? - A. 1Including those
who were probably not using violence, or Fust the violent ones?

Well, if vou are able to ascertain in such a way - just oive
me the overall fiecure, then we will break it down. What is
the overall figure?

JUDGE COLES: What time are you talking about?

MR. MANSFIELD: This is the time of the first sending in
of the horses, some time after ten-past-eicht, possibly
twenty-past-eicht:

I am not asking vou to be precise about the time, but after
the lorries have gone in em~tv, is that correct? - A. Yes.

Yes? - A, About five to six thouszand.

Five to six thousand? - &, Yes.




Is that all you said? - A. FKo

I want the full instruction, please. - A. And to go, firstly,
at a walk and then at a trot.

it s important to know when they were to go on a trot. -
A. That was left to their judgment.

Did you instruct them to do anything else? - A. After
having dispersed the crowd out of throwing range to return
to the Police lines.

Rioht. Now, T want to deal with what in fact happened, and
this is on the first two. First of all, the first charge.
Yhere do you say it went, on the road or in the field? -

A. Well, firstly, I wouldn't accept it was a charge.
Secondly, it went on both the road and the field.

There is no possibility that it went straight up the field?
- A. One section did, certainly.

Well , yesterday, you see, what you said - have you forgotten
what you said yesterday about this first charge? I want to

go back again, Mr. Clement. Did yocu really watch what these
people did on horseback? - A, Of course I did. I was there.

. Well, I dare say. Were you in front of Police lines or behind

them? - A. At times in front, at times behind, at times to
the side, moving, walking about.

. When the horses went through, where were ycou standing? -

A. TImmediately where the horses were, behind the Police line
on the field side when they first moved.

Now, on this first occasion was there a charge by the officers
up the field and another row up the road, or was there one
row up the road and one into the field? - A. Ne. There was
no charge up the field. There was no charse up the road.
The Police lines were broken on the road and on the field.

So, in two places? - A. Yes, and a line of horses went up
the road towards the demonstrators and moved them back, a
line of horses went into the field and moved back stone
throwers there.

Just pause there. That is not what you said yesterday,
actually. What you said yesterday about the first charge,
what actually happened, you said yesterday it went up the
road and veered into the field. - A. Absolutely right.

That is what hampened with the horsemen who went up the road.

So, the ones that went up the field, into the field .... -

A. TWot all of them. Some officers went round, having moved

demonstrators back, and came back down the road. There were

?thers who veered left into the field and came back down the
ield.

Let us assume your present description is correct regarding
this first charge - or shall I use another term, the first
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movement forward of the horses? One lot coes up the road,
another lot roes up the field and some from the road veer
into the field. Now, that whole movement runs the risk that
peonle are going to get trampled on by horses moving at a
trot, do you not agree? - A, No, not really.

People did get trampled on, didn't they? - A. I didn't see
any people get trampled on.

If you were waiching you would have seen it. - A. There is
evidence of people having been trampled on.by horses, is there?

Is there? - A, ¥No. I'm awfully sorry, but I didn't see
anyone trampled by horses.

I will ask you &s the officer in charge - I appreciate the
rules against hezrsay, if you didn't see it - on your own
knowledge there was a case of a man getting trampled on in
the field by horses. He got arrested for it. Didn't you
see that? - A. Ze got arrested for being trampled on b
horses? :

. Yes. - A. What »ad he done?

That is what I wsuld like to know. - A, What was the offence?

I can name the garson to you. - A. I'm sorry. No. One person
amongst six thousand was trawpled on and I am supposed to have
seen it?

Yes. - A, I'm =zwfully sorry, but T dida't.

There are more cccasicns than this one. I am just giving:
you one I can nzze. - A. I'm sorry. I didn't see this unfortu
gentleman tramni=d on by horses.

So, you didn't zven know this unfortunate gentleman was a
Defendant? - A. I don't even know the names of the Defendants.
I'm sorr-.

Don't you? - A, Ho.
JUDGE COLES: You are putting one of these Defendants?

MR. MANSFIELD: One of the Defendants arrested on that
day. Not one of these. A Mr. Pinder. Not a man here.

THE WITNESE: I just don't know the names. I did not
witnesgs this incident.

MR. MANSFIZID: (n one of the occasions the horses went
up the field he wazs trampled on. Now, you didn't see that?
- A. I certainiry didn't, no.

Very well. So, =s far as you are concerned you didn't see
anybody tramnled znd to this day you are not aware of anybody

being tramvled cr. by a horse? - A. Absolutely risht.




Q. ¥ell then, I sugeest to you, Mr. Clement +that you really
weren't watching very carefully. Is that a possibility?
That once the horses went up the field you weren't watching
verv carefully? - A, Mr. Mansfield, this was possibly the
most serious incident of public disorder in this country
this century. I would think I was watch'ng very carefully.
I was watching my officers, I was watching the demonstrators,

T was watching the horsemen, I was watching all sorts of things
I was watching ambulancemen being stoned, I was watching then
bring out injured people, but I did not see your poor,
unfortunate man who was trampled on.

Q. Well, we will come to it, but I want to see, if vou say vou
were watching so carefully, did you see - and I haven't yet
reached it, but I will come to it in a moment -~ I don't
suppose you saw Police Officers using their truncheons on
peonle, or did you? - A. Oh, yes.

Q. You 4id? - A. Yes.

Q. If you did, we will come back to that in a moment. Now,
just dealing with the mounted Police, the first one. I hope
we have got it clear now. One lot ~o up the road. Another
lot ~oces up the field and some from the road go into the field.
Is that about rirsht? - A, That is right.

Q. And you were saying that on this f*rst occasion these mounted
Folice walked for 30 yards before they .began to trot. Is
that right? - A, If I said that I didn't mean .... my
instruct:ons)were, walk and then trot.

Q. You are watching very carefully as it is such an important
day? - A. Yes.

Q. Did the walk? I have asked you this three times and before
I was saying I didn't want it later to be said, "I made a
mistake. I only meant two feet", Now, did they walk 30
vards before they irotted? - A, I don't know. They walked.
They walked and then trotted.

Q. o, Mr. Clement, you are the officer in charge, using mounted
police officers against a crowd of something like - I have
forgotten the figure - five thousand or so .... -

A. Five or six thousand.

Q. Five or six thousand people, and you don't know whether
they walk for 30 vards first before they trot? - A. They
certainly didn't walk for 30 vards. They walked and trotted
and I said that the demonstrators were about 30 - 40 yards
away and when they got towards them the demonstrators dispersed
They came back,

Q. How, vou see, I am coing to take you through, slowly through
this because the suggestion I am making is ycu give some sort
°f order and they come through the Police lines at a walk,
but once they are trotting, or going faster than a walk,
through peovle on the field, through people on the road ....
A. Yo, they weren't because as soon as the Police lines
openzd up there was a general dispersal.
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Q.

Q.
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People certainly had to run for their lives, didn't they?
- A. No.

No. I see. - A. Mr. Mansfield, really ....

You think I am exaggerating? - A. They walked and trotted
up the road and up the field. They were clearly visible.
People could see them coming and they didn't run off for
their lives. They ran to get away and probablv ran to ret
away from being arrested.

But, of course, these peorle are 30 - 40 yards away and
the horses have to get through this gap? - A. That's right.

So, what vou originally were saying was that the horses

walk 30 yards up to the front of the peorle .... - A, No.

I cannot eive any definite distance that they walked. They
walked and then trotted and at some stage, probably out on
the field and on the road, they changed their walk to a trot.

I am suggesting very soon «...

JUDGE COLES: Did they do it all together? Did some
begin to trot and others after them? Can you give us a
picture? - A. Some of them - it was fairlv well co-ordinated
and what happened in a group of seven horses, with an
Inspector, two Sergeants in charge, is that, myvself having
given the order to walk and then trot, they would set of
at a walk and at some stage a Serceant or the Inspector would
give the command to trot and off they would go.

MR. MANSFIELD: And the same thing happened on the
second cherge, or second .movement, forward rode and then
fifteen minutes later ....? - A. That's right.

The same instruetion? - A. Yes.

Pausing fcr a moment before we deal with the third one, when
the foot Police go in, as you indicated yesterday, the Manual
does say something about a warning, doesn't it? - A. Yes.

What do you recall that it says about a warning? - A. Well.
there are 2 number of things it says about a warning. There
are all scrts of warnings referred to, one of which is to go
to the first of the Police lines, use a megaphone, tell people
what you are going to do. Now, gquite clearlv, there are a
number of advantages in doing that. There are a number of
advantages in dealing with all the sort of offences in the
Manual, but I don't know whether you have seen this part of
the Manual, but where there are advantages listed,immediately
following that are a 1list of disadvantages.

I am coinz to pause there because, as I said to begin with,
we haven'® been shown the Manual. We have extracts from it
and it is perfectly clear there are bits missing. The only
part we hzve been shown .... .

JUDGT CCLES: Mr. Manfield, you have been shown jusi
what I have ordered you to be shown. Tf you object to thne




rest you must ask for it, but, please, restrain from cross-
examining this witness and making comments.

MR. MANSFIELD: Very well:

Q. The onlv passage that we have from the Manual says this,

Mr. Clement, and *t is nothing about advantages, nothing
about disadvantages, and I don't wmind if there are other
things, so can you just listen to the question: M"A warning
to the crowd should always be given before adopting a mounted
dispersal tactic"., Now, that is all it says. - A. Oh.

Q. Ch. That is why I stopred ycu. - A, Yes.

Q. Well, can I just take it in stages? You can elaborate with
Mr. Walsh later. Is that your recollection of what the Manual
says about warnings in mounted dispersal situations? -
A. No, it disn't.

. Then I am not going to cross-examine you any further., I
will make a request that we see the rest of the Manual.
Now, I will ask you one other question in relation to what
we have been shown, and that is this: Leaving aside the
warnings, the Manual does have, in the bits that I have here,
something to say, in two respects, about. the use of mounted
dispersal. One is in relation to a densely packed crowd.
Do you remember that? - A. Yes.

Q. Now, it would be fair to say, on what you have told us already
this morning, that the crowd on the road at least was fairly
densely mnacked. You have agreed that? - A. Yes, sir.

Now, what the Manual says ....

o)
L)

JUDGE COLES: Forgive me. This is the one page of the
Manual I don't have. '

MR. WALSH: This is the page we didn't have time 1o
photocopy, your Honour., It is the page I gave my learned
friend.

MR. MANSFIELD: It is a sentence. May I read that?
JUDGE COLES: Yes.

MR. MANSFIELD: It goes under the heading. "Group 4
Crowd Dispersal". and th®s is a sentence from it: "It would
be ~uite inappropriate to use such a manoceuvre" {(that is,
crowd dispersal) "against a denselv packed crowd".

Q. Now, were you aware that the Manual had such a sentence? 1
will take 1t in stages, We are being told the Manual isn't
really a regulation, an order, an instructfon or anyth®ng
like that. What did you th*nk the Manual was? - A, It isn't
what I thought *t was, it's what I knew it was, because I
had scme hand in the preparation of it.

- 12 -




Q.
Q.

Q-

Qo

Oh, 3id vou? - A. Yes.

JUDGE COLES: What was 1t? - A. The Manual was a manual

of guidance which covered all sorts of events from the sort

of thing one micht expect in the inner c¢ity riots to a full-
scale riot of the sort we witnessed. ©Now, the Manual gives
recozmendations. It says that in a situation....

MR. MANSFIELD: Can we just pause there. Just to save

time, so we can take it “n stages, can I just know when it

was drawn up and with you helping? - A. I suppose T can talk
about the Manual now we have started.

I am not going to go into full details ....
JUDCE GOLES: Just restrict yourself to the question.

THE WITNESS: It was drawn up after the inner city
riots of 1981.

YR. MANSFIELD: T am not going to go through the whole.
Manuzl. I will concentrate on the issues which the Jury
have to consider. Now, drawn up in 1981, you helping to
draw it up? - A, Including a number, a large number of other
senicr officers. '

Did ~ou have a hand in drawing up such passages as 1 have
relaz=d on the mounted Police Force? - A. TYes.

In ecrswd dispersal? - A, Yes.

Riskt. DMNow, the sentence I was about to read first, and
have read, I will read it again: "It would be guite
inaprronriate to use such a manoeuvre against a densely
packsd crowd". Now, that 1s precisely what you were doing,
up ths road, 3f nowhere else, on the 18th June, wasn't it?

- A, Ho it wasn't.

Why? Because it wasn't indeed a densely packed crowd? -

A, Zo. You are taking that out of context. The manceuvre
in rslation to the warning about sending horsemen into a
denssly packed crowd is when the horsemen are actually in
contzzt with a densely packed crowd and are then ordered

into it., That is wrong, to do it without a warning being
given. This is a different situation where the demonstrators,
those who had just come into contact with the horses, even

if thsy sat still, were 30 or 40 yards away, and that is not
sending horsemen into a densely vacked crowd, not in the terms
of tk2 Manual,

You nave confused the two answers we have already establishe

in ths Manual, in the version I have. You have saild there are

other things. - A, Yes.

. All *rat T said was about the warning to the crowd, that it

shoulZ always be given before ado~ting mounted dispersal
tactizs, If the Manual says other things, we haven't been
giver thawm. T will leave it. - A. Right.
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O

JUDGE CCLES: What is your cross-examination referring
to? You say it would be inappropriate to use the manoeuvre
in a densely packed crowd and the answer was given. If
you want to asklm about the warning, that is a different
matter.

MR. MANSFIELD: You brought the warning up again,
Mr. Clement. I am dealing with the next stage. I have
read what the Manual says, according to the version I have
been g*ven, about the warning. I am going to deal with the
use of mounted dispersal tactics in a dense crowd situation:
"It would be quite inappropriate to use such manoeuvres",
there talking about crowd dispersal, and this is Group 4
crowd dispersal, nothing to do with edging people back
slowly. Do you know what Group 4 crowd dispersal is? -
A. No idea since it doesn't say actually. Might well be
a football crowd. It may not be. It may not be a riot
ecrowd. I would have to look at the Manual myself.

Do you agree, whatever the Manual says, that it would bte
inapproprfate to use crowd dispersal in relation to mounted
Police against a crowd that is densely packed? Do you agree?
A, No, I don't. I'm sorry. If there is a violent, riotous
crowd, it nmust be dispersed. The use of mounted Police officer:
to disperse that violent and riotous crowd is decisive in

the sort of situation we are talking about.

Yhatever the Manual says, as far as you are concerned if i%
is a riotous crowd, however densely packed, you should send
mounted Police in? - A, Yes.

- That is the final oplicn, is that what you are saying? That

on the first occasion, the use of horses, no warning, a
riotous crowd, send the horses in? - A. Not quite like that.

How close are we to them? - A. We are 30/40 yards awzy to
a densely packed crowd to start with.

One other matter. The bits of the Manual that we have got
indicate that whatever manceuvres you are using the horses
should, in fact, have a pre-appointed vlace at which they
stop before the crowd. Now, do you recall that in the Manua®?
- A. Yes.

You do. Now, so far you have not told this Jury that you
instructed your officers on horseback to stop before getting
to the crowd 30/40 yards away, have you? - A. Absolutely risht.

So, in other words, you were ignoring that as well, weren't
wou? - A. Not ignoring it.

What then? - A. Yo, As I have said, the Manual is fer
guidance. It gives recommendations. It was based on inner
city disturbances, not full-scale riocts.

JUDGE COLES: You agree you didn't give any such
instruction? - A. HNot on these first two occcasions, no,




because of the space between Police lines and the throwers.

MR. MANSFIELD: Now, I will move from that on to the
third charge, or third movement forward of officers because,
of course, you decide the missile throwing *s really so bad.
Is that richt? - A, That is r<ght.

S¢, you have injured officers. Is that right? - A. Richt.
Ycu have, as it were, to clear the area? - A. Yes.

New, I will take this carefully as well and, as before, in
stzges. It is provocative policing and you really weren't
in control, Mr. Clement, were you? You were not in control
of what happened. - A, Mr. Mansfield, I was in as much
centrol of what happened at Orgreave as any officer could be
in controlling and containing and dealing with the most
serious public disorder situation any of us had ever
evrerienced,.

Well then, we will just deal with it. First of all, the
rcuigh timing of this third action. The horses are used,
this time with a short ghield P.S.U. What is a P.S.U.?

- ~. An Inspector, two Sergeants and two Constables.(sic)

. Wket does it mean? - A. Police Support Unit.

Wizh the numbers you Iave indicated carrying short shields.
Sc, at what time is this, roughly? - A. You mean after the
wzrning?

Y2z, - A, 1 gave the warning at 8.35.
You went in front of Police lines, did you? - A . Yes, I did.

Rizht out in front of the Police shields? - A. Not ri~ht
0. in front. In front.

z may be wrones, I thought you were telling the Jurv that
ycu went in front of the shield? - A, Yes, but when you say
rizat out in front, I put no space between myself and those
Fclicemen stood at the front of them.

In front of the shields? - A. Yes.

3

W

Lzt is what I wanted to know. - A. 1In actual fact ....

ase, Mr. Clement. Did you go in front of the shields with
megaphone or not? - A. Right. I went to the very front

re of Police Officers. Two Officers moved to one side. I

ved in between them and part of me was probably in front
the Police line. o

1

W

O 8 K¢

Las R o T

M G2
w0

on, Mr. Clement, we are gradually easing back. - A. That
the front of the Police line.

(-
¢ b

wasn't even that, was it? - A. ¥hat?

"
Il

2 veren't easing yourself between two officers. What you
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did, ¥r. Clement, was you put the megaphcne betwesen the
shoulders of two shield bearing officers and, as it were,
said something which was guite inaudible over the shoulders
and vehind the shields of the front line. Isn't that what
hzppened at 8,357 ~ A. It's impossitle to do that., I'm
sorry, but the shields would prevent that.

You arent't in the front line, you zare behind. You held the
megaphone up over the shoulders of the two in front. These

care fairly small Police Officers. You aren't very tall, I

don't mean to be derogatcry, but you were just benind the
shionlders of the two Police 0fficers in the froni rank.
- A, No. I had moved them aside,

This time we are talking about, anyway, what you say was
at that time quite inaudidle, wasn't it7? - A. You are
asking me if it was inaudible?

Yes. You know perfectly well it was inaudible, Pz0Dple
couldn't hear what you said. - A, Itts a standard megaphone
which was in perfect working order. I spoke in what
thought were clear and precise terms.

I

Did it occur to you that people might not be heering what
you said? - A. I'm awfully sorry about it, but I did my best

But, were you really interested? - A, Of course I was
interested.

Did it ocecur to you something might not have been heard? -
i, o, As soon as I spoke more stones came towzrds us.

Let's just go on, then., Did you help line everybody up 10T
This manoeuvre before you gave the warning? - A. Yes.

Fow, I want to know what instructions you, first ci all,
gzve the mounted horses, and cen we know, Tirst of all, tais
is mcunted horses going up the field and up the rcad with
snort shnields behind both lines? - A. Yes,

2t instructions 4did you give to the mounted Police on this
casion? - A. The instruction I gave was I first ordered
e Police lines to open, both on the road and on the field,
d I directed the mounted oificers ....

Yo, Vhat was your instruction? - A. Wwell, this 1s an
instruction I give, a direction. I directed them, I instructe
them to advance through the lines, only using as much force
as was necessary to disperse the demoustrators and arrest
those committing criminal offences.

Thoze mounted Police .... - A, They were all togsther ....

[}

ri. Goepment ... — A, I was giving the instructicns to a
croun of Police Officers. Some happered to be sitiing on

horsesz and some weren't.,

ally didn't carce
ation. You




disorder you have ever met. That is the way you put it. -
4., TYes.

0. ind you are saying now, "] just told them all as a group"?
_ A.  Right, and I went to each group, those at the back of
the Tolice Officers on the road, those at the back of the
tolice Officers on the field, and was standing there with ....

4. “het were the instructions for the mounted Police? - A. I'm
sorry, 1've just told you.
as '
9. Just that? To advance and use/ much force as is necessary
to disperse and arrest? - A. Yes.

. Dhat is the mounted Police? - A. TYes,

5. Were they told they could draw truncheons or anything of that
vind? - A. Yes, they were told that.

ra RIS

%. 2y whom? 3By you? - A. Yes.

G. 7ell, I want to know what else they were told. Come on,
»r. Clement, I have asked for the instructions given to the
mounted Folice, They could draw their truncheons. %hat
=1se could they do? - A. Nothing. That's it.

J. 7ou are guite sure? -~ A. Yes,

i, Tothing else you want to add? - A. No.

~

7. Tid you tell them how far they could advance hefore they
hould stop in a pre-arranged way or doesn't that apply to
e mounted? - A. Ho, the mounted doesn't apply to this

situation, not the one you describe.

. -i there is another one no doudbt it will be produced, Let
~w deal with the fact that you weren't worried about the
-unted Police and you didn't tell them where To si0p. -

L. To. "They were told to disperse the demonstrators. The
zituation had zot to that pitch.

:is 50 bad you felt you could just give the general order to g0
in withasmud force as was necessary? - 4. VWell, I fail to
see what other order there could be other than the genera
crder to go and disperse the demonstrators and arrest those
committing criminal offences.

2. ¥ay I put it to you, first of all, the situation wasn'?i &s

nad as you describe and, secondly, you told the Officers

ery clearly that they should not use their truncheons or
=i They advance forwsrd to provide sone protection for

SrCe.,

root officers and the foot officers are then given very
Tic inetructions as to what they should do. That is
wary reasonable, isn't it? - A. You've lost me there.

LT 20TV .

TULOE

_ JULGE ©0L3S: You heve lost me, too, and, I tiink, the
zavethand writer., Do go a little more slowlyo
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My, MANSFIELD:

First of all, you acsk, or instruct, the

mounted Police to go forward slowly. - A. At 2 walk.
Lid you do that? - A. Yes,
well, I don't want to be particular. I've already asked

_“Lt your instructions were
Fow,

+that.

and you have not &ctually said
I will pause again before I suggest to you what

you could have said and then you adopt it., Vhat other

instructions did you give to the mounted Police
cshield units went in? - A. As

short
advance 1s

<
AT a

Eizht,

and you told them that? - A.

when the
far as thoe speed of the

concerned, it is always the same, 1o go forward

a walk and then at a trot.

Yes, 1 told them on

all Tour occasions.

id you tell them where to stop,

that they themselves, in

fact, a&re not to pursue anyone, that the foot officers will
do thnt? Did you say anything like that? - A, HNo.

Why not? -~ A. Because it wasn't relevant, I ©ld them to
disperse the demonstrators, That was their job.

Ten, whnt cid you tell the foot Police? - A. I told them
Lo “r{port the mounted olficers.,

T support the mounted? - A.  Yes. They had the same
natrvetions as the mounted oificers, of courss, to advance

wrnd dizpers
sinedl oa

[T

Lis
SETA

ind agrrest

- e .:"l‘._.nI‘E»;z u

Just being

Th:t i1s how you regarded this dey. - A.

rigsile throwers are thﬂ

e the crowd and arrest people who vere committing

Clences,
yperse the crowd whe were 30 te 40 ;rrds away? -
L1y speaking, yes,

the missile throwers who were towards the back?

people who were committing cr1m¢n*1 offences.

1ins
nces, hasically? - A4, ings going on
2ll, There were cther Crlmlnul offc‘ce\ being cominitted
r than throwing stones.

‘theI‘e? - A. .Jr.‘\_!Oo

What was that?

there. They had no right to be there, was your

view, = A. I think, basically, that is right, yes.

Yes? - A. Yes, generally.
Tes, zenerally, and you told the world that day that these
mon had no right $o be there, never mind what *hej did,

ientt you? - A, night. Yes.
And what you were trying to do on this occasion with your
mounted and foot officers was to get rid of ihose people
vhiether they were doing anything or not? - A. o, that isn't
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true., The object, as I have told you, of the mounted officers
and the foot officers was to disperse that crowd and arrest
people committing criminal offences.

Right. Of course, the short shield unit are otherwise known
as the gnatch squad, aren't they? ~ A, o, they aren't.

You tell me, what is a snatch squad? - A. A snatch squad
is quite different from the short shield unit, and it was

a unit that was used earlier in the strike and then dis-
centinued. It was used at Doncaster on one occasion, and
the snatch squad was a group, half a PSU, with an Inspector,
end they did not carry shields, they did not have their
truncheons drawn, and the Jjob was to identify, locate and
identiry those who were being particularly violent and to
g0 out and get them.

That is what this squad - and you have agreed it is a PSU
with ghields and truncheons - that was their function on
thic 18th. They were, effectively, a snatch sguad. -

A. No, they weren't. Their job was to support mounted
cificers, to arrest people committing criminal offences.

first of all, let us see how they Tormed up, the sguad,
the PSU with short shields. rormed up in forms behind the
horses. That is a cordon? - A. Yes. Right,.

From that pesition they had abeTU»ely no possibility of
seoing anyone committing criminal offences beyond the horses.
How many wranks deep were they? - A. On the field pogsibly
8ix or seven. Twelve, thirteen on the road.

ral ranks of Police, then., Do yocu agree those cificers,
ing visors, standing well back, could not see wno was
tting offences before they zctually broke through the
ds? - A. Basically right.
fou agree? - A Tes,

50 that squad couldn't go ocut and arrest people who you say
had bHeen pasting the ranks with missiles. - A,  They couldn't
see them, but as scon as they zot through the Police ranks
thicy themselves were thrown at and they sre the people they
should have arrested,

The people they should have arrested? - A, Ye

o

That iz not what happened, is it? - A. Well, I'm sorxy, but
I didn't go throush the Police lines,

znt you were watching very carefuily. - A. Yes, on a lot
ol s,

5 =

Jou Wwere standing right bet
ing hehind the ollcp ofehle

ind the hcrses., Yer
on in your white shi:

1
P
4
\

stend all TOﬁcLh to tho
ri

G
g croush? = A, Yas, you nrs
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As they o through on the field .... - A. Yes,

ever mind about the road. Once they havs zone through,
the ranke close up? - A. Yes.

You watch carefully what is happening? - A. Itirst of all,

T attempted to get through the Police linzs because I couldén't
cee anything in the same way a5 the officers who went throuszh
cculdn't see anything ....

“cu krow what is coming, don't you? - A, Yo idea,

to? ALY right. Fow, once the horses had gzone through, are
you tellinz us you tried to get throuzh the Police lines
yourself? - &£, I said for a short thu. I then walked along

Po,  Did you try to get through the FYolice lines to have a
look, or ... = A, I tried to get threush to stand where
1 LJJLq see what was happening with the movnted.

2% did you do? Did you actually say, "Staad as ide. I
want to seeY? - A, Vo,
wiy not? - A. Because once the Police lines had closed up
again no—one would open them until the mounted officers
returned.

——

ZTou cidn't really make any efforts to zet thr cugh the Folice

(587

Yinee, - A, I autenptcd to see what was h_yﬂsnlnb by Jookingz
cver the Police lines, then I walked to thz right, down to

tae junction of thes road and the field and attempbed to g=t
ihrouzh there by these hushes, ~hich you have probably seen.

fry o get throush the lines. Tou were 1rying
ver the lines, ~ Al Tes, 1 tried to get Through

N ' Y

Lo
wien 1 got down to the juaction with the voad and

Lt us look at the plan., There 1s a longsry one., .here

are you in Vhere is it vou are goinsz? - A. Just
there t junction there., That is whei has been referred
T &8 a small road that joins the main road. Just there
AT s0ms hu

1
shes, or were som= dbushes, and that is vhere I
g to, there.

SULGE COL=S: VWalked to the right, from where to wnere?
was here The F'olice horses went L-;ougn at about
re oI tH,t small roead, because that is where the

o That broke there and went up the fieild., The

up again., 1 tried to see what was harpening
+h@*e couldn't see anytihing, walked acroos

1o the road junction and got thrcugh vhnere

~
Tl T e

CLiZ: Do you sec thot, member:z of the Juny?
05€s3 oF tnc shorthand note, perhaps I should
tind the ccxdon :ormed up alo:; thie Xittle rond
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between the dotted path, reading on the extension there,
He says the horses went through about halfway
along that little road into what we call the holding field,

the main lane,

and

and

he then went towards his right which brought him at the junctioc

of that little road and the main lane.

MR, MAHSFIELD:
I arpprecicte how difficult it is,
nothing of
- A, Virtually nothing.
Virtually nothing? - A. ¥mm,
I suggest to you, WMr.
evidence of convenience....

JUDGE COLHES:

Is that the horscs?

FR, MANSFIELD:

JULGE COLES: 1In the field?

M.

MANS?PIELD: Yes:

1 suggest to you that you
cn foot did in the field., - A.

Clement, that this

I am not going to ask you to time &ll this
but do you say you saw
what the short Ohleld unit on the field were doing?

is wvhat I might term

No, the foot Police, your Honour,

knew Full well what the officers
T can imagine what they were

doing, but I didn!'t see what they were doing.

Ch, Mr. Clement. - A, How on earth could I see what the:
were doing?

weg 1% a situation in which you just sent them in znd you
didn't really care? Well, if you cared and if you watched,
and you are saying you did care but you didn't see, is that
it? - 4, I didn't see what was happening on the far side
of the Police line and, in fact, the only people in that
or=ration who would have seen what was happening were

pirobably the first line of Police Officers and maybe the

s2cond wlll have, but you can't see ....

i

happened? - A, Oh, yes.

You know what I'm talking about, don't you? - 4,

Yhat is it? - A,

What is it? = 4.
truncheon.

¥r, Clement, later that day everyone saw, didnt't they,

what

Yes, I do.

I expect I know what you are talking about,

The incident where a man was hit by a

fos,  How many times? - 4. Several,
Soveral, I1is name? - A, T dontt know.
iy, k. Ciement. - A, I'm sorry. I don't know his name.

Yeu don't know his name? - A. I haven't the Taintest idea.
-wsmnae 2 ogtatemsnt gbout it, aidet't you? - A, 1 don't

remember the man's name.
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Please be careful, Mr. Clement. Now, you are saying you
didn't know the name of the man who was hit several times
and everyone saw it? -~ A. Of course everyone saw it. It
was on television,

Yes. How, I am going to suggest to you that that is not
isolated, what happened, what was seen on television, and

I will put it to you, not too quickly, but globally, to save
time, that the officers on foot went completely berserk when
they got beyond the shields., - A. How, that, Mr. Mansfield,
is where you &are wrong. I told you what happened.

How can you know? You weren't there. You didn't see anythirng
¥Mr, Clement. -~ A, I am speaking from the television Tilm
that you are mentioning because I can identify the officer
there. :

“ho was the officer? - A, I don't know his name,

Fr. Clement +... - A. I don't know his name, I'm sorry.
There are 2,872 officers., I den't krnew all their names,

sut, once it came to public light no dcubt you were very
cencarned to find out what stupid oriicer hadn't followed
rogulations. Fow, what is the name ©f the officer? -

A, I don't Xnow,

sid you ever bother to find cut? - 4. 1, at some stage,
nrovably knew what his name was. I don't now, If you tell
me his neme [ may well suy ... )

Jutt like yesterday, "%ell me the tels
thon D111 repember 1t"? - A, “ell,

ire you saying you can't remember a ssrious incident like

, under your command? You cant't rsmember who the

icer was? - A, Fr. Mansfield, at that time there were
00 oificers at Orgreave. Since thiat time I have attended
ably 100 incidents where violences hao been used., Now,
znnot be expected to remember names of officers involved
in certzain incidents, Tell me his name and I'11 probably
say, "Yes, 1 remember'", but I can tzll you about the
cificer Fecause I saw it on television the same way every-
body else did, The officer was not a member of the short
shielgd unit,

\D

we will come to that as well., vwhat is quite clear is that
net only @ﬁe short shield unit went berserk, but certain
meinbers 0 the ordinary renks also tock it upon themselves

to go berserk and to go forward .... - A. XNo, they didn't.
cznnot accenpt 01f1cevs went berserk because you also saw

violence, there were people aiming at them, people

ing them znd people surrounding trem,

rce the people were

such exauple was
with his irunches
ii you say thut

shields went in with zuch
1¢1 thenselves and reacted,

ident where an officer went
HZ to the rescue. - A
that is up to you.

te2levigion programme where it was not only Yolice Oificer:
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vell, you tell me if that is not the case? - 4, ‘e saw it
and we deplored it.

Did you? - A. Absolutely.

Id vou? - A, OFf course we did because we returned it to
the ulrectﬂr of fubllc Prosecutions just as soon as we possibly
could,

fnd nothing has happened, has 1it? - A. Keally, to ask me
zbeut scomething about the Director of Public Prosecutions,
it is ridicuious.

vell, in relation to this incident no orfficer has been
disciplined, never mind prosecuted, isn't that right? -
A. Right.

I'ow, the ofiicer concerned wasn't part of the short shield
uniz, wos he? - A, ¥o, he wasn't,

Zo, he certainly wasn't fellowing instructions, was he?

was he? ‘Was he, Mr. Clement? - A. IMr. Mansfield, really ...

Flease answer the question. - A, I can't tell you what he
was doing because I've heard a story as to what happened.

AULGE CCLES:  You can say ir he was doing what

'.l
. ﬁanafield alleges he was doing. %as he or was he not
follcowing instructions? - A, ell, he certzinly was not
Tollowing instructions in beating = man about the head with
% Truncheon. He should not have bsern vwhere he was,

And he wzsn't alone, was he, Fr., Clament?

e some short shield OLflCEfSo
Are othor officers with no short shields? - A, well, the
it cition becane very conifused, There was @ lot of fighting.

Lind Letally out ol control, iz the point I put to you. -
Ao 0, 1T wasn't.

™t short shizld unit didn't head off the missile throwers
Can I put it to you, as you were there bhut you say you uldn't
see what they did, the short shield unit behind the horses

on the field came out behind the horses and then headed
straight for the left-hand side of the Field where there

were a few trees and 2 bush or 8¢ +... — A, You are saying
this is what I saw?

o, I am putting this is what the short shieid unit on the
Tisld ....

JULCE COL@3:  Slow down a little. The poor shorthand-
eriter is having a terrible time. It has to be teken down,
I ma=wter less, but my right hand is distincetly painiul.

ilv. Ma¥SFIZLD: I apclogize. I will go more slowly:
the 2hort shield unit fellowing the horses on the field did
aol hezd oifl the miscile tb“owﬁrq as & unit, ihey just wert
stirai: ™t 2eross 1o the left side of the field toverds some
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treeé,ﬁhere'people were merely standing., Is that not right?

.‘”_f'A;f”well; you will have to ask them, I'm sorry.

Qe
Qe

Qe

Yo

- You don't know? - A. I don't know, No.

And it was during all of that that the man we are talking
about - I will put the names: the officer was called
Marshall (?) A.  Yes, he was,

And the injured person, who also ended up as a Defendant,

is Mr., Broomhead., - A. Yes, I remember, yes. He was the man
we found working on his allotment that evening and brought
him to Police Headquarters: to make a statement.

You found him? - A, I understand that was the position.

You went to him and found him? - A. No, no, no, When he
was seen on television efforts were immediately made to
identify him and I understand officers found him working
on his allotment and brought him to Police Headquarters.

Is that what you understcod? - A. Yes.

I see. 1 think he got charged with something, didn't he?
- A, I believe he did, yes.

Yes. Riot, wasn't it? - 4. Well, if he was in that sort of
situation, I would say, "Yes'.

Yes., I see, WYWhose decision was it that the charges of riot
should be made, yours, or someone else's? - A, No. It was
the County Ffrosecuting Sclicitors. *“

Had you decided before that day that riot was going to be
used as a charge on that day? - A. Well, I certainly hadn't,

Had you decided before that day that unlawful assembly would
be charged? - A. I had, yes, decided before and it seemed
to me that that might be used again.

And, in fact, you decided that the very first man who was
arrested that day, even before eight o'clock, should be
charged with unlawful assembly. - A. I didn't make any
decision as to that, My job was operational control.
Whose responsibility is it, then? - A. It certainly would
be the Chief Superintendent in charge of a group who liaise
with the County Prosecuting Solicitor,

who is i%? - A, Chief Superintendent Stark.

wWell, I will leave that for Mr. Stark. Now, did you make
& statement to anyone with regard to the incident we have
just been dealing with? - A, Yes, I did.

when aid you make the statement? - A. Some time that day.
Cn the 16th? - A. I feel sure it was.

ight., “Well then, as we are coming up to lunchtime crriainly,
1T it i possible, T would like to have sight of thn stzdearent

—~ A -
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you made on the 18th about the incident, but before we go
sy further, did it deal with anything you saw on that day
yourself, or is it merely an opinion about things you have ,.
- A, Fo. I saw something on television and, same as most
or us did, I was asked an opinion about that.

You made what the Jury have already heard, you have said,
"I mz2de a note between 2.30 and 5.30%", typed out by a

IFr. Smith., That is not the statement we are talking about
now, - A, Vwhich statement are we talking about?

About the incident in relation to Mr. Broomhead. - A I'm
sorry. 1 thought you meant the statement to the Prosecution.
i'm sorry. Crossed lines,

bid you make & written statement about the Broomhead truncheor
incident? Did you make a written statement to the Police
authorities about that? - A. I believe I did.

itight. Now, when did you do that? - A, I don't know. I'm
not sure, '

And aid it concern what you had seen? - A, In relation to?
Fr. Broomhead? - A, It referred to Rroomhead, yes.

#eil, I will be particular because, again, there are various
rules and I am certainly trying to abide by them all. Toes
thie statement merely give an opinion of what you had seen

on television or does it really deal with the ourroundlng
evints as you saw them? - A. I don't know. I can't remember
w2 statenent.

o fT

Ten ocan't remember 1t? - A, No. I was asked to supply a
siement because I think it misht have been for disciplinary
ﬁquOLES for consideration by the Director of Public

-

Srasaezuitions,

Ao

Yer - A. 1 think that was at the IDirecitor of Public
secutlions,

u L3

vyu think it was at the Director of Fublic Prosecutions?
- k. Yes,

¥ri. WALSH: I cannot help at the moment., I have no
knowladge of such a document.

]

L, MaNSFISTLD: If it can be made available?

nlt WITHESS: I'm not even sure I made one. I'm sorry.
Tt not even sure I did. If I did, if I did, it was for
isciplinary purposes, I would think, and for consideration
ny the Director of Public Prosecutions.
1N, MANSFIELD: T suggest to you - I have reason to
surzest to you, you did give a statement. I can't say when
you o cid it ... - A, No,

.., out you did, and it may well have been for the purnoses
b onny diselirinary hearing that was going to be heard, but
Yoo il maxde & statement, that's right, isnt't it? - 4. I
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think it is fairly likely.
Fairly likely? - A, Yes.

I1f it can be found, obtaired, I don't mind if you refresh
your memory, but I will leave it for the moment, - A, If
it's in existence.

If it is in existence, yes. Now, you are saying you saw
nothing of what happened on the field because you were
walking along the back trying to get through by the bush
and all the rest of it and you only saw what was on
television? - A. No. You zsked me if T had seen what
happened on the field as the units went through and then
veered across to the left. I didn't see anything of that.
I walked along part of the Police lines to the road. 1 was
then able to get to the front and I then could see up the
road and I could see some zction on the field.

vere you behind the Police lines when people were brought
through? - A, At what time?

Wwell, after this surge forwzrd by mounted and foot Folice.
- A, 1 don't know.

well, what I will do - I dentt want to take up any more itime
on it., What I will sugges® %o you is that on this day as a
whole a large number of picxkets, demonstrators, miners,
whatever you want to use asz a term, suffered severe head
injuries, didn't they? - A, I understand so, yes.

Yes. To the back of the hsad, didn't they? - A, I can't
52y that,

Iruncheon blows to the bzck of the head, didn't they? -
A. I can't say that.

30, did you see truncheons Zzing used at all this day? -
A. Yes, I did, :

Cn: pecple's heads? - A, ITizy were being struck by Police
officers who were being viciously attacked., I saw truncheons
being used.

sUDGE COLES: Did you zee any being used on znybody's
head? - A. 1 can't specifically say I saw blows larnding on
heads, but I would imagine zhat some would.

MR, MANSFIELD: ©Did you take care at any time to tell
anybody not to hit heads? - A. No, because that is a general
instruction to all Police (¢ificers, when you use your
truncheon use it only in dire circumstances to effect the
arrest of violent people or to protect yourself, and when
you aim your truncheon, if =zt all possible, avoid the head.

You certainly don't aim it 2t people who are runniing away,
do you? - A, Vell, I certzinly wouldn't.

JULGE CCLZES:  Shall we 21l run away until gquarter-past-
two?
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MR, WALSH: Your Honour, I have now instalment four.
JUDGE COL®ES: Yes. (Handed)

MR, WALSH: I am obliged. The other matter, to assist
the Court, I have caused enquiries to be made over the
adjournment to see if there is any, as it were, other state~
ment in writing made by Mr. Clement and there is not.
Physically, there is, but it is in exactliy the same terms
as the statement that the Court and my learned friends
already have.

JUDGE COLES: Yes. Thank you, Mr. Wwalsh.

MR, MANSFIELD: Finally, Mr, Clement, dealing with the
guestion of the use of truncheons on that day, if an officer
does use his truncheon ~ or perhaps I ought to take it in
stages -~ if he draws his truncheon for any reason, does he
have to write a report afterwards? - A, In normal circum-
stances, yes, but on the occasion I instructed the short
shield carrying officers to draw their truncheons, I gave
the instruction ....

Can we Jjust distinguish it? If officers in a cordon, not
short shield, drew their truncheons on that day for any
reason would they have to meke a report? - A. Yes, I would
exuect them to, that is, if they were attacked and used
tieir truncheons acitually on the cordon.

I appreciate the context in which you put it, but ii an
officer drew his truncheon for any reascn that day, if he
drzws his truncheon on that day, not short shield, does he
have to make a report? - A. o,

I e draws his truncheon, not short shield, and uses it,
for whatever reason, on that day, would he have to make a
report? - A, Yes, he would.

In what form? - A. I would expect him to have something
in his notebook. I would also expect him to submit just

a short report saying the circumstances of it and then, of
course, he would cover the whole incident, if there was an
arrest, in the arrest report.

Would he put a short report - I'm sorry toc be so particular,
but so we know what we are talking abcocut, is it a little
bit of paper or a special bit of paper which goes into =2
file? - A. No. That is a report with a heading on it. It
is not designed specifically for describing incidents where
truncheons are drawn, It is used for describing a variety
cf circumstances,

Vhist is it called? - A. A small remort,
i'm scrry? - A. A small report. It would have "South

Torkshire Police", date and subject and then there would
be, "Ure of Truncheon",
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‘Fine. Did you yourself, on the 18th or the 19th, or there~

after, have to look at any truncheon reports? - A, No, I
didnt't.

Now, I want to just go forward, dealing with other things,
and as people were brought through the lines you have already
said that you yourself didn't see these injuries to the back
of the head. - A. Right.

Did you see, as miners were brought through the cordon, that
they were being kicked and punched and spat upon by officers
as they were brought through the cordon? Did you see anything
like that? - A, I did not. I saw some very violent struggles.

Yes. ©Put up by miners against Police Officers, is that it?
Did you never see Police Cfficers just giving them a little
clip round the ear or a little bit of kicking as they came
through? - A, To answer your first question, miners against
Police Officers, yes. Secondly, I saw no gratuitous violence,
I saw vicious struggles.

¥ost miners were brought thfough by two Police Officers
on either side, weren't they, most of them? - A, By two
Police Officers?

One Police Officer on each side of the miner? - A. Yes.

Often walking them backwards? - A. Yes, that's right, which
is the normal way of arresting a violent person,

50, 1if they are not puttinz up any struggle that is not a
particularly good way of zrresting somebody, is it? -

A, 1If they are not puttinz vp a violent struggle, no, but

if they were putting up a violent struggle at the time they
were arrested that is the normal way of bringing them through
the Police lines,

ind is it zn armlock avourd the head? - A, Yes,

That is a very dangerous way to do it, - A. Yes, it is.
Because it can lead to blood not reaching the brain. Do
you know that? - A. If it is applied for a long time, I
suppose it could,

You saw miners being taker, head locked down, walked guite
a long way in that position? - A. TYes,

Lid you have a single word to say about any officer who

did that? - A, Yes. Bvery officer brought through was told
to take him as quickly as possible to the charge area.

In case he is dead by the time you get there? ....

JUDGE COLES: MNo need to be flippant.

FR. MANSFIELD: I am not being flippant. These were
very serious armlocks.

IHE WITHNESS: That's because, as I have said, it was
a very scrious situation. There were some very serious
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 ’attackb made on Pollce Offlcers. There were some very serious
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- offences’ committed.-

MR, MANSFIELD- These armlocks can cause death within
minutes. - A, I suppose any sort of locks like that could,z
There is no- suggestlon anyone went uncon301ous, anythlng
1lke that° .

HOo . Nr. Broomhead didn! t He was'virfualiy in tears as he
was brought through the lines., Did you see that? - A. - To,
1 didn't, no. _ '

MR. MANSFIELD: Could I take some advice for a moment
about Mr, Broomhead? I am not quite sure what I can say
about him because it suddenly occurs to me that something is
in progress in relation to Mr. Broomhead and the officer
concerned, .

JUDGE COLES: All right,

MR. MANSFIELD: I don't mind to perhaps leave that and
take advice at the end of the day because I am conscious
we have had a number of breaks., I won't ask any other
questions for the moment if it is desirable.

JUDGE COLES: It is not being suggested that
Mr. Broomhead was brought back with a headlock?

MR, MANSFIELD: I was going to suggest that, but I will
make sure first, I will make it plain that there is some
discusslon because of various things ....

JUDGE COLES: It doesn't matter if there was an arm
around his head, whether it was round his neck, to be precise:

You didn't see Mr. Broomhead in tears. Did you see him come
through the lines at all? - A. I didn't see him at &ll, your
Henour,

MR. MANSFIELD: I will leave it there. Going on from
what you saw, or rather, didn't see happening, we have dealt
now with the- 1ong shields, horses, short shields, truncheons,
but those aren't the only things you deployed that day.. I
suggest from an early stage .ves = A. Are we talking about
dogs? :

YESl - Ac Ahh'

Yes. Ve went through where you positioned the horses from
a fairly early stage in the day yesterday. - A. Yes.

You didn't agree about a particular field, but I suggest they
vere there at a fairly early stage in the day in addition to
the horses and you had positioned them strategically around
the top side area, the men with dogs. - A. Yes. Right.

How many had you got on duty that day with dogs? - A. On
the topside area?

All together? - A, Well, I can't exactly say how many I
had at eight o'clock, or whatever it was, but certainly on
the topside area there were about twelve.
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Twelve? - A, Right,

JUDGE COLES: Twelve men and twelve dogs? - A. Yes,
twelve men and twelve dogs.

On topside? - A. Yes,

MR. MANSFILLD: Dogs are even more difficult 1o control,
or can be, in crowd situations, than horses, can't they? -
A. Of course, yes.

ind there have been verious recommendations to FPolice ]
authorities that they should not use dogs in crowd situations,
haven't there? - A, Well, the use of dogs is a tgtally
acceptable option for a Police Commander with a §1tua§10n

as serious as this and, secondly, the vast majority of the
dogs were used on perimeter control, which is at the rear

of the coking plant.

Ve will come to that, »ut there were recommendations going
back - and you think you wrote this manual? - A, No, I d;dn't.
I had a hand in lookirg at some of the material and checking
it.

I thought you said you wrote it, hut youn say you contributed
towards checking it arnd that was in 19817 - A. That was
after the inner city riots.

Yes. One of the recommendations that came out of the 3
Lord Scarman enguiry was that dogs should not be used, Did
you know that? - A, Yo, I didn't,

7id you know other pecsle weré suggesting that dogs should
0t be used in this scrt of crowd situation? - A. vhen you
alk about this sort of crowd situwation, are you talking
bout the most serious public disorder situation in the
suntey?

oM i3 U

I am talking about an zssembly, quite peacable, of fairly
large numbers of peopls. - A, I never saw a peacable
assembly of a fairly large number of people at Orgreave on
the 18th June.

I see. But, you have already agreed that up to at least
7.30 there were 700 %o a thousand pickets with no trouble ...
- A, +ith others strezming in.

walt a minute - with no troutle? - A. Right.

%0, you did see an assembly of a large number of people,
with no trouble, at Orgreave on the 18th June, didn't you?
-~ A. lio. I saw a very serious disturbance that eventually
could create trouble,

. “hen were the dogs brought to.Orgreave on the 18th? -

i

i, The dogs were brought very early.

Jv t how eazrly were they there? - A. They were certainly
there by 6 a.m.,




By six ofclock? - A, That's right.

And you had them situated, to be particular, in the fields
surrounding the topside, didn'*t you? - A. No, they were not.
I can tell you where they were.

7ell, let's just look at the aerial photograph. I dare say

you had them all over the place, but looking at the topside

on the aerial photograph we see - I call it the yellow field
on the topside, the field there. I have filled it in in

yellow, Do you follow? - A, TYes,

4s we look at the photograph, in the field, to the left of
it as you leok at it, or just below it, on the other side
of Highfield Lane? - A, Yes,

Do you see that big one there? - A, Yes.

Jid you have dogs in that field? - A. Not exactly in that
field. They were a little further along, but they were over
that hedge you can see,

JUDGE COLES: Do you mean out of the picture on the left?
- A, Exactly, your Honour. Just down here there's a line of
coal tips, spoils, where, on previous occasions, a large
number of demonstrators had tried to go over those coal tips
and come across those fields, Therefore, earlier on on the
morning of the 18th I situated some dogs along the bottem
of the coal heaps and I also put them along the railway
line here. You can't see it. I put them along the railway
line there, and also ....

Just take it a little more slowly. - A. Yes, and also tae
vast majority of the dogs were covering the whole perimeter
of the Orgreave coking plant.

MR, MANSFIELD: ©Now, I am interested in the position
¢l people who were in the topside arez, and you appreciate
that, in fact, there were problems with the dogs that day,
weren't there? Dogs actually did bite people that day,
didn't they? - A, Dogs bit people, plural?

Plural. Well, that day - I will be careful ~ at least one
person was bitten by a dog on that day. - A. A person was
bitten by a dog accidentally because the dog was on a long
lead and a woman came out of a building and ran across the
path of the dog, which became excited and bit her. That
was the one persocon.

A woman making sandwiches got bitten by a dog. - A. BShe

was bitten by a dog on a lead.

I take it from all of your comments you would use dogs again?
-~ 4., Cn perimeter control, I certainly would.

a little more than perimeter control. - A, DNo, it
There were no dogs used in the situation at Orgreave

hey were controlling, facing large numbers of

rators, other than ¢on one occasion,
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On this day they were close enough to the topside for people
in the topside area to hear dogs barking quite regularly in
a not too distant area. - A. Well, you could hear dogs
barking. Certainly, I could have heard them barking a mile
away.

Ho guestion of people running into the woods %o get away
from Policemen on the edge of topside because that is where
the dogs were? - A, Which edge?

Up here., -~ A, Yes,

You agree? - A, Yes. *‘he dogs were positioned at the back,
along the railway line.

I will come to exactly where people could only run to ....

JUDGE COLES: Wait a minute. <he railway line steeps
right round. I think some of us, indeed all, saw it when
we crossed the railway bridge. Do you talk about the
railway line, the one which, after it passes under that
bridge, steeps off up to the trees? - A. No. <his one
here,

Fo. 1 am talking about the private line, about the one
that steeps round here. - A, Yes, It is a private line
which was used for The movement of coal between Drayton
coliiery, which is in the background there, and the ccoking
plant.

how, would you just please hold your aserial photograph up
30 the members of the Jury and counsel can see the land?

~ &, Yes. Here is the entrance to the coking plant, where
the lorries entered, and just along the side here there is
a lergth of railway line which curves vround towards the
coking plant.. HNow, that is the area I am talking about,
and I will give you the reason for putting dogs there, if
you wish,

MR, MANSFIXLD: I think you have just agreed if people
wanted to disperse, quietly or otherwise, from topside, one
place which would be fatal +to run towards would be those
trees because that is where the dogs were. You agree?

- A. It would have been dangercus for them to go in that
they vere going on to private property. There was plenty
of room for them to move otherwise.

In the woods, where the dogs in the field were? ....

JUDGL COLES: Just a minute, I don't want you to get
ahead, T want to make sure I am making an accurate note.
The dogs were patrolling the private railway line? -

A. Inside the coking plant, your Honour, yes.

Did you say it wiculd e dangercus for demonstrators to go
inte the woods? - A. Yes, The demonstrators were lined
up here, on the yellow portion.

Could you turn it so everyone can see? - A. I'm sorry.
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The demonstrators to leave the holding area and go into
the woods, is what was put to you. - A. Yes.

MK, MANSFIELD: If they went in to disperse them that
day -~ and I appreciate your view is the opposite of mine, but
if they went there to disperse, you agree it would have bDeen
dangerous? - A. Certainly, because of the dogs patroliing
the railway line,

Yes, in addition to the dogs in the woods? - A, VWhen you
say, "in the woods" ....

JUDGE COLES: Ve must, please, have questions and answers.

bid you say, or did you not say, it would have been dangerous
to go into the woods? - A. As far as the railway line, yes.

In other words, it would be perfectly safe to go in the woods
up to the railway line but not beyond? - A, Because dogs
were on the railway line with their handiers, on leashes,

FR. MANSFIELD: And in the trees from time %o time,
weren't they? - A, Well, I certainly didn't see them in
the trees. I saw them on the railway line,

sut, in addition to that? I will hold it up - dogs in the
area of the woods, along the railway line. You have horses
rositioned in this big field .... - A, Ko. A%t no time did

- I position horses in that big field,

“ell, we went through this yesterday. You said they were
exercising, W%ho was on ..,. - A. Ho, I said what happened
was that horses at the back there had been standing for
perhaps two hours, sometning like that, and were exercised
along that edge of the wood.

Then, I will .put it to you. I will suggest to you, in the
clearest possible terms, that from the time the long shields
went out, whenever that was before eight o'clock, or just
after, there were horses, seven of them, positioned facing
the topside field, near the edge of that large one. -
A. Ho. I should point out, if you wish, where those seven
horses were positicned.

JUZGE COLWS: Those are the horses, the seven horses of
which you said one was white? - A. I know the officers who
were riding ....

MR, MANSFIELD: Show me. - A, In this yellow field
where the Police line is drawn up on the small road, and
the majority of the demonstrators are to this side, or all
the demonsirators are to that side of the small road and
ihe seven horses were positioned by me directly at the top
of this field, the yellow field, facing in towards Highfield
Lane,
I will accept that, but the position is, therefore, that if
220ple wish to disperse Irom this field they couldn't go
down Highfield Lane because of the cordon, coulcn't go into
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the woods on onée zide because of the dogs, couldn't go into
that large field because there were horses positioned as you
have just placed them, couldn't.go the other side of the road
because, I suggest, there were dogs in that vicinity - you
have put them further out of the picture -~ and the only way
cut was over the bridge, wasn't it? - A. No, no. Not at all.

Just tell us which way out these 6,000 people had, - A, If
those demonstrators had turned round and walked away from

the Police lines there wouldn't have béen a hand raised to
stop them., If they were merely going to walk away they could
have walked up the field, they could have walked past the
seven horses, one of which was white, they cculd have gone

up the field without let or hindrance.

That is not the question. The guestion I put to you was
thhe only way out, walk or run, or any other way, of the
situation that you have policed, is over the bridge, isn't
it? - A. Oh, evsntually, yes, but whether there were
Policemen there cr not that is the only way to leave that
area.

e will come to zhat, if that iz the only way ... - A. The
only lawful way is to walk up the road, not walk across the
farmers' fields.

Thare is an open, public towpath and track across the top
0of the fields, isn't there? - A, VWhich field?

ihe large field o the left as you look, where, in fact,
cemonstrators wsre2 ushered in by Police .... - A. To the
left ¢ the fi=id?

Vaco
A B I ]

_ JULGE COLZS: Was that Wocked? - A, Yes, I had put
three dogs at thz botiom of the spoil heaps on that side,
the far side o the field.

Mrt, MANSFIZLID: The truth of the matter is that you
biocked off most of the exits except for the bridge, didn't
you? - A, There zyen't a number of exits.

w2ll, we have just dealt with one. The learned Judge put %o
you, "¥Was it blocked?", - A, I didn't say it was blocked,

The learned Judge asked you, "Was it blocked?" and you said,
"Yes, three deogs". Do you want to change that? - A. 1 said
i put three dogs =zt the bottom of the spoil heaps. If

people had walked along the field and had caused absolutely

no trouble they could have walked past three dogs and run

Like the woman with the candwiches, do you mean? - A, You
row and I know that was the sort of thing that could happen
with o pet dog, = woman running in front of a dog and being
nimped.

-e have dealt wizh all ihe various things you had deployed




that day. Something else you deployed shortly after the
events we have so far been dealing with were officers who
had no, or for whom there was no manner of identification,
numberless officers were deployed that day. - A, There
were some officers deployed whose numbers were not visible
on that day, yes.

They were what you might call boiler-suited officers, weren't
hey? - A. That's right.

¥ho went up the road behind the horses? - A. Yes.

Yow, I want to know a little bit more about it. Is that a
PSU? Vere they members of a PSU? - A. Yes,

Which one? - A, Well, I've already told you that they're
the carriers of the short shields and those very same Iorces
wear the boiler-suited type of covering.

Which force had the boiler-suited covering? - A. I can't
tell you. I don't know,

You are concerned, are you not, to know which units are
doing what on this day? - 4. I could tell you which units
are which by referring to a log which was kept at the time.
At this moment in time I can't tell you where those orficers
come from. They were part of my 4,600,

ere you happy that Police Officers deployed by you on that
day were going into the public, which public had no way of
knowing who they were other than Police in boiler suits?

- A. ¥o, and we changed it.

Tou may have chenged it later. - A. Iimm,

i &m asking if on that day ... = A. No, because officers
were sent to us. Ve merely reguested a number of oificers.
They came, They were dressed in that boilersuit and they
had no numerals.

You noticed that befors they went up the road, did you,
hr, Clement? - A, Yes,

You had plenty of time. Iet's just go back a stage. The
short shield unit that went in behind the horses and then
the incident with Mr., Broomhead, they weren't wearing
boilersuits, were they? - A. XNo.

They were wearing the ordinary Police uniform, the helm=t,
a short shield and truncheon? - A. Yes.

Kow, the PSU with boilersuits should have worn their
crdinary uniform, shouldn't they? - A. If they had come
in ordinary uniform, yes.

S0, underneath the boilersuits they didn't have any other
vniferm? - A, 1 would have thought just a2 shirt.

3

=

an oyou say? Io you know? - A. YWo. I don't think they had
on.
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well, I want you to think carefully. - a. dell, it's twelve
months ago znd it's impossible to say.

Is there a special set of initials or 2 little label that the
West Yorxshire Folice might use on a boilersuit? - A, Yes.

vhaet would it be? - A, It would say, "West Yorkshire Police®,

It would be written on%? - A. Hot if it's the same as ours,
Ours, of course, is the South Yorkshire Police, which we
wear on anoraks. It's merely a piece of material with
"South Yorkshire Police% in stitching and that is fitted

to the breast pocket.

Right, HNow, a number of boilersuited men had that sitched
on, didn't They? -~ A. Yes.

The Vest Yorkshire Police? -~ A, Oh, and others, yes.

fiow, you knew before they went out that that is what they
had? - A. Yes.

You are saying that., %ell, first of all, were you happy
zbout that? ~ A, Fo.

Did you say anything to anyone about it? - 4. Yes., Ve
spoke - I sucke to the Chief Inspector.

“ho was? ~ i, I don't know,

7ou dont't krow? - A, Koo Agein, this ie twelve months
20, He iz 2 Chief Inspector.

the Chief Irspector likely to be in charge of serials who
vent up? Yoo say he may be a witness in this

A. Yes, hs trobzbly is.

e c&n ask nim about it as well, You say you spoke to ths

Chief Inspector, saying you were most urbsniy stout TILE
orficers guing owt im <his Xini I wxifsnsiftzr e SRETT -
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Did you think it might be expedient/ to send those officers
out if they didn't happen tc have their tunics on them? -
A. Obviously, it is better not %o send them out.

Why did you? - A. Because they were there to be used and I
had to use them because they were specialised units and the
fact that they weren't identifiable was regrettable, but I
could not use that option simply because they weren't
identifiable,

And, again, you don't know the Chief Inspector's name? -

A. Who I spcke to about all of this, no, but we kept records
as people came in and if you really want to know I could
find out from the PSU booklet as to who the senior officers
were, in charge of all the units who came.

Well, I only want to know about the Chief Inspector, so you
know what it is we are talking about, in charge of the
boiler~suited units. - A, There were a number of beoiler-
suited units,

Did you speak to all the Inspectors? - A. No. I spoke to
the Chief Inspector who was in charge of a unit which had
no serial numbers visible.

Fow, I want to move on from that, There comes a time - w211,
the convoy has gone in at 8,10, the use of Police Forces
without warning, then the lorries leave at about 9.257 -

_A. Yes.

I just want to deal with this: There was absolutely no
question of the convoy, or rather the pickets having the
chance %o speak to the convoy on the 18th, was there? -
A., From my point of wview, no.

kight, 1In fact, you were endeavouring to gzt the convoy
cut in the Tastest possible way, werent't you? - A, Absolutely
right.

And the order went out, "The convoy will leave at speed'?
Is ihat right? - A. Well, you are telling me, I didn't
give the order. I didn't hear the oxrder,

Didn't you? - A. VYo.

You see, the case was opened to the Jury - I know you weren't
in Court - about daily efforts to ensure the pickets spoke
to the lorries, and so on, and on the 18th it woulan't have
been remotely possible, - A. OFf course it would have been
possible if the lorry drivers had wished to do it.

It was all being highly orgenised inside the works and the
lorries were quickly off., - 4., Of course, they were.

fiad 2 land rover at the beginning and a land rover at the
and? - A, Yes,

o
«t

w
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torcyclists on either side? - A, On the 12th, probably,
Jr

£nd they would 0 out - how many lorries, avproximately? -




A, 35,

Trney were out of those works inside about six minutes, ~
4, Yes. Slightly more than that because we used to have
a slow break halfway between,

Ten minutes? ~ A, About ten minutes.
(sic) '
To get 30/Torries out, leaving the main entrance, actually
coming out of the main entrance at some speed? - A. Not
2ll of those because they have a very sharp right-hand turn.

Lrd there was no possibility of not only speaking to the
lorries, or even getting in there, where you would have
£:t killed, wouldn't you? - A. Of course you would,.

fnd, just going back, you were asked by Mr. Walsh on Friday

wout what had happened in the past., Mr, Jackson, who I
zrresent, had actually been on the gate on & number of

o: casions., Had you ever seen him? - A. Which is Mr. Jackson?

MR, MANSFIELD: Will you stand up, Mr. Jackson, please?:

Yrat is Mr. Jackson. Had you ever seen him on the gate? -
. I don't think so, I'm not disputing that he was on the
gzte, but I can't recognise him,

I 2m not suggesting he was there every day, but on a large
rumber of occasions he was, and as far as I can put it the
lzrries never did stop before the 18th, did they? - A, Yes,
T..zy did.

W, you indicate that there was at least one occasion when
rey did because of something you did? - A. Yes.

I

et T

zam not going to take a lot of time, I would just like
22 to tell us the date and whether you have any record
" this whatsoever. - A. No, I haven't, but ....

O =1

uh-n was 1it? - A, I can't be sure of the date, but I

<member seeing it on television. I remember the lorries
£3opping at the gate. I remember hearing the remark of

T2 leading lorry driver which was picked up by the television
scund instrument when the picket spoke to him,

-~

Yew long before the 18th? - A. I'm net sure. I spent days
"*d days and days watching lorries go in and out., I can't
he sure.

Iz it also right that workers within Orgreave itself also
vizketed the use of non-Union labour? Is that right? On
ir=2se days? - A. VWorkers ....?

I=2 workers whose rights you say'you were protecting, the
wirkers., - A, Are we talking about the rights of the lorry
crivers?

»2d4 you prohibit the steel workers, at any stage, irom
ticketing? - A. No, '

2z loaders in there who came out whenever the lorrias
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came in because they were loaded by non-Union labour? -
A, No.

Did you know that? - A. No,

JUDGE COLES: What did you say? Steel workers?

ME. MANSFIELD: The locaders who locaded up the lorries,
the normal steel workers came out and British Steel employed
other labour to do that.

THE WITNESS: I don't know about that, no,.

MR. MANSFIELD: Now, when this convoy left on tn
18th at 9025 * s 00 - Ao YES.

«.+. you indicated there was a surge of people, and so on,
to the right, and that lasted for how long? Ten minutes?
~ 4., The actual surge up against Police lines, yes

Ten minutes? ~ A, Something like that, yes.

Not an exaggeration, is it, Mr. Clement? - A. Well, it's
not myself who exaggerates.

isn't it? I see. Very well, It could not be 58 seconds,
could it? - A. 58 seconds?

That's right, - A. Ridiculous.

Kidiculous? - A, Yes, _
Thank you. S&, that is a ten mipute surge with lots of

people getting injured and so on, I have no doubt? -
A. Yes, that's right. There were some people injured.

I don't know how many.

is then I want to ask you, or thereabouts, very carefully:
have now come to a situation where the convoy has gone

d we have the rest of the day ahead., When was it that

vcu took the decision to clear the topside? -~ A. Having
seen the lorries on their way, I spoke to other senior
officers there,and by this time we are talking about half-
rast-nine. Now, I personally had already bheen at brgreave
five and a half hours., There were other officers whe had
ctually been standing on the cordon for hours....

t
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i'm sorry. We don't need another explanatiorn., Could you
Jjust answer the guestion. When did you take the decision
to clear the topside? - A. It would be very shortly aiter
the first lorry left.

fow, looking at that period of time .... - 4. I would say
shertly affer the lorries had left.

ument's sake let us say from about 9.30 yocu =
ision? - A. They started coming out =t 5 25. You
1d ten minutes., Some time after that.
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Perhaps. Now, looking at the rest of the morning, 9.45 right
through to the time when you go up to the bridge and beyond
and eventually look at your watch and see it is 1.257 =

A. Yesi

Do you say that essentially there is just a continuous riot
going on throughout that period of time? - A, There was
certainly a continuous riotous situation going on throughout
that tinme.

Which means what? - A. Which means that there was a large
number of hostile demonstrators facing the Police and there
was throwing of stones throughout the morning.

Hight, Now, as you have said, you don't exaggerate about
the length of the push and the number of missiles. So there
is no mistake, you can change that now if you wish, This is
9.45 to 1.25, a continuous rioctous situation with a large,
hostile crowd throwing stones? - A. Not all of them, There
was stone throwing,

it a sufficient number throughout that time, causing problems
for the Police line? - A, From time to time, yes.

Thfoughout that time? ~ A. Throughout that time, yes.
Throughout that time? - A, Yes,

I suggest, Mr, Clement, in the clearest possible terms, that
not only is it an exaggeration, it is a lie, - A, Well, if
you bring intelligence to that effect, fair enough. 1 am
saying-that was a riotous situation..

Well, we will deal with it. I'm sorry to take time, I
will suggest there was no riot going on. - A, A% Orgreave

-well, at Orgreave, but I will deal specifically with 9;45

to 1.25. DNow, Tfirst of all, what were you doing at 9.45
vhen this riotous tumult was around? What were you doing?
A. VWell, firstly, I was at the back of the Police lines.,
spoke to a number of senior officers..

-t}

Yes? - A, I discussed various administrative matters, for
instance,

fes? - A. The logistic problems, and then said that I was
considering clearing the whole Orgreave area, and I gave
the reason to them for saying that.

The reason you have given to this Jury? - A. Yes, that I
couldn't tolerate that scort of situation any longer. We
hzd been there by that time something like three and a half
hours.

You couldn't have allowed a sort of cooling-off period?

ne next convoy wouldn't even go in until twelve o'clock.
4. Yhey could have cooled off during that period after

. =
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cr ten minutes? - A. No. I said at 9.25 the lorries
started going out, 9.35 they had gone. I then started

~ 40 -
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talking to my officers, discussing other matters, administrative
matters, all of which took time,

How long? ~ A. Well, I don't know. 20 minutes, sbmething
like that.'...

Near to ten o'clock, - A, ...., and I then called the sector
commanders together and said I was considering clearing the
area, .

Considering a cooling-off period? Did you, in fact, consider
a cooling-off period? ~ A. That was the cooling-off period.

That was long enough, was it? ....

JUDGE COLES: So, no action until about ten o'clock?
- A. Something like that, your Honour, About that time,

MR, MANSFIELD: And then the action began? - A, %Yell,
I began telling people what I was going to do.

Yes, When did the action begin? - A. Fairly shortly after
that.

Fairly shortly after that? - A. I would think within half
an hour after that.

Shortly after ten, within half an hour? - A. I would think
S0, yes.,

That is the three-stzge move up the field, is it? - A. That
was the start of it, yes. o

Anything else you were doing in this period before the
three-stage maove up the field? - A, That I, personally,
was doing in that period of time?

Yes, whilst this riotous assembly was there, on your account ..
JUDGE COLES: You mean before the actual move?
2, MANSFIELD: Before the actual move,
THE WITNESS: I think there was a Press Conference.

MR. MANSFIELD: Yes. I am going to make it clear to you,
Fr. Clement, that for a very substantial period that morning,
after the lorries had left, absolutely nothing happened on
the top field and, in fact, at one stage it was virtually
devoid of people., Now, is that correct? - A, No, it isn't,

No, it isan't. You smile? - A, Yes, absolutely. You mean
everybody had gone away?

Yes. Virtually everybody had gone away, and I will put some
examples of what was going on: One man was lying alone in
front of the cordon on the ground and a few others had races
in front of the cordon. Others had gone to Asda to get
drinks, Everything had cooled down. - A, I should thirk
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some went to Asda, I should think some went., They weren't
all violent,

There was no stone throwing going on during that period, was
there, Mr. Clement? - A, Of course there was.

It got so lax during this period, Mr, Clement, did you ever
remove the riot shields? - A. Yes,

When did you remove them? - A. For a very short period of
time they were moved, maybe about eleven o'clock, I think,
but aimost as soon as they were taken away - and the purpose
of moving them was to get them something to eat and drink -
and almost as scon as they were taken away they were called
back again, I think that was about eleven o'clock,

Was it? = A, I think so.

They were removed for gquite a substantial pericd of time
and the front rank had no shields at all, - A. They did.
There were a number of shields left in the front rank, but
the others were brought round to the command post to be
given something to drink and eat.

There were no shields at all on the front rank, then a few
appeared on the road and then the rest came back along the
iront line later. - A. There would never be a situation
at Orgreave that morning when there were no long shields
available, '

I don't mean available. No long shields at all. - A, Yes,
there were. They weren't completely removed, They were
substantialiy removed for the purposes of feeding, but the
long shields remained at the front, as I have said, because
it was spasmodic stoning.

what happened was that people, as I suggested to you, Tor
a very Jlong period on this morning, some time after ten
o'clock, really disappeared from the field all together.
There wasn't any stone throwing of any substance at all
during that periced and people, both Police and miners, who
were there were taking refreshment., It was a totally
different atmosphere all together. - A, Of course it was,
yes.

Hot the continuous riot that has been portrayed to this
Jury by the Crown and by you. - A, Yes, it was. If a riot
starts at a certain time and the action continues, whether
1t becomes intense or less intense, peaks and troughs, the
riot is continuing until the rioters disperse,

JULGE COLES: There is some instalment where both 51des

£e time out for refreshment? - A. I think that is
ubqolubely right. There was a time when the stoning was
very light., As I have already explained, there was a situation
where the officers were looking out and shouting, heads up,
and moving cut of the way of the stones, ‘There were other
situations. There was a period when the stoning was very
light,

MR, MANSPTELD: lNon-sxistent. - A. MNo. There was
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always stoning. One could never be sure that if you went
away you weren't going to get hit by a stone.

You have to say that, Mr. Clement, because you have to
justify what you later did, haven't you? That is why you
go on and on about stoning because you took the horses

and the short shields up the field. You won't consider for
a minute that there was even one hour of really, virtually
no action of any kind, will you? - A, An odd stone going
across durinz that hour?

I wasn't there, I am putting to you am hour in which
virtually nothing happened. There was no trouble, no
injury, no shower of stones, no demonstrators in front of
the shields. - A. There was a period when there was much
less activity, when it was light stoning, but there was
never a periocd when the Police lines were not confronted
by people who had been rioting.

I'm not sure how far apart you are. It

JUDGE CCLES:
2 question of degree,.

seems to be 2 g

VK. MANSFIELD: Well, I put to you, Mr. Clement, in
this period. That is why I was careful to ask you about
your descriptiion of 9,45 through to 1.25. You have given
it. I gave you time to change it, and you said, "throughout
that period", and you repeated it, the word, "“throughout", a
continuous riotous assembly, a large crowd, hostile, throwing
stones., — A, Right.

Throughout? - A, Throughout.
JUDGE ¢CL3S: He added, "Frcm time to time".
MR, MANSFIELD: 1 got him to say, "throughout", twice.

JUDGE C0LXS:s Perhaps you did, because you put,
"throughout" twice, but he added and insisted on adding,
"from time tc timeY, '

MR. WAL3Y: Yes, I have that note as well,

MR. MANSFIELD: A1l right. Was there a period of
about an hour when there was really nothing happening?
- Ac ].‘;00

"From Time to time" -~ I don't want to quibble about this,
IF'r. Clement, tut what you meant was a short gap of a few
minutes, - A. No, I didnft.

a2s there a period of much longer than that when there was
no stoning at all? - A. Yes,

dow long do you say? - A. Possibly ten minutes and then a
stone would Te thrown.

Then a2 stone would be thrown? - 4. Right.

.

This is your Z2finition of a rictous zassembly? - A, No. 1
amosaying 1t 15 my definition of a continuwing riotous
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Which merits the charging of horses up the field? - A. No,
because it changed after that period of time.

I see. You were giving a Press conference after the lorries
had left, weren't you? - A. Yes.

What time was that? - A. I'm not sure.
Television crews and the rest of it? - A. Yes. Right.

You certainly felt it was a situation that didn't merit
your constant attention. You could go back and give a Press
conference, Is that right? - A. Only because I had sector
commanders there, :

Did that top field, at any time, virtually clear of people
before you ever sent any horses up? - A. No.

I don't want it to be said later, "This is from time to time",
or, "They were a little bit further down", or, "From the time
when that top field was virtually clear of people, I hardly
can be sure ...." .... - A. Can you give me some numbers?
I am saying at one time there were up to 3,000 people in ine
field., Vhen you say it was virtually clear of people, how
many people?

A handful of people. - A. No.

Right. What do you say, between 9.45 and the time of the
three-stage avance up the field, were the numbers in that
field facing your Police lines with the ten-minute stone
throwing? - A, Difficult to say because they were moving
about. Some were going to the top side of the bridge, other
coming back, constant movement, but at no time only a handf

there., Their numbers were reduced possibly at maximum by
TG0,

ul

By 700, which brings us down to about 4,000 instead of 5,00C7
~ A. Wo. You are talking about the Tield.

Yes. - A, No, there wasn't 4,000 or 5,000, I said 3,000
on the field,

Then, the cordon up to the bridge, either at the road or the
field, during this time, 5.45, what were the numbers that

were there until the three-stage advance? - A. Not substantizli.

Less than were there at the height.
Which is, therefore, how many? - A, 5 - 6,000,

1 don't want quibbles about numbers later. You mean not
200. You mean 5,000 there? - A. Right.

might. T am suggesting that you are wrong about that. The

numbers were down 1o handfuls., The field was virtually empiy
and there was maybe the odd stone every fwenty minutes, bhut




that is the most. Now, that is the situation for the bulk
of the period until you began your advance, isn't it? -
A. You mean they all return just as I begin my advance?

Mo. — 4, I'm sorry I am such a ...

JUSGE COLES: It is suggested it remained that way until
the advance.

MR. MANSFIELD: Until just before the advance and then
people zathered around the electiricity sub-station. -
A. There were a lot of people gathered around there, yes.

The sub-station, the Jury.may remember seeing it. It is the
one on *he aerial photograph in the enclosed grass area.
There are two. - A. There were many more people up there, as
you say, drinking and eating.

JUZ3E CCLES: Many people? - A. Many, many people, yes.

Fx. MAWSFIELD: Sitting on the wall, drinking and eating.
- A, V=nilst up the road, on the side of the field, in the
field.

And you decided to charge them, didnt't you? - A. Ko.

Io? Because your account is, of course, that there were
5,000 ztove the cordon. - A. I think not less than 1,000
left thzt immediate area for a time.

1 appreciate that., Now, the advance up the field was led

by horszs or by.men on foot? - A, The advance up the field
was led 2y horses,

At what zace were the horses going up the field or the road?

- A, 211, 2s I have said before, the instructions were
always, o any mounted advance, at a walk and then a trot.

Do ycu zzy the horses — and I don't want to go through each
particulzr stage - on this three-stage move up the field,
never gzlloped up the road or field? - A, I did see several
horses c21lop.

where wgre they galloping? - A. One was galloping across
the top of that field, another one was galloping back down
the rozd.

Quite & lot were galloping up the road, weren't they, because
they had gquite a distance to cover before they even got to
any minsrs? Isn't that right? - A. No.

S50, no crses galloped up the roéd, just one across the top
of the Zield and another down the road? - A. Yes, that is
fiat I zzw

Where wire you positioned? - A, I was moving up with the
clficors, with the main line of officers.

The mzin cordon? - A. Yes.
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Yes? - A, With the horses and the short shields in front.
Well in front? - A. Well in front.

How far in front of the main cordon was that, the horses
and the short shields? - A. Well, they varied, of course,
but they set off from the front line of Police Officers,
maybe at maximum they were 60 or 70 yards in front of the
main line of the Police Officers, I would think.

Now, you see, you said there was hand-to-hand fighting, or
at least that is what you told the Jury. - A. 7Yes.

Between whom? - A, Between whom?
Yes, - A, Demonstrators and Police Officers.
Which Police (Officers weren't on horseback? - A. Xo.

Riot Police, as they may be called? - A. They're not riotd
police,

A1 right, Short shield units? - A, Sometimes, yes.

With whom else? Any other officers who weren't with the
shields? -~ A. Ko, no.

Wwho, then? - A. As the line was moving up, officers at the
back, those who weren't wearing protection equipment, moved
past ofificers who were carrying shields and got in front
and took persons.

You would agree, in your little way, notwithstanding ycu
were writing at the time, there are virtually no notes
about what hagpened after 9.257 - A, Well, it's no notes

0

Yo note of anything much after .... - A. I don't know. I
think there was a fairly good description.

The little white book? - A. Oh, no, that won't help.

Have a look. I will suggest that your little white book,
after 9.25, when I am suggesting virtuwally nothing is
happening, is completely blank, isn't it? - A. That's
right. Not completely, no.

Just tell the Jury what you had writiten in your little whkite
bock after 9.25. - A, 19,25, lorries leave, fierce fighting
and stoning, have to clear area over bridge, 8,000, End"
Question mark, then 1.25.

Mot a word in there about that decision that was taken o
move up, such a decision, the fact you were being constently
ctoned at different times, nothing in there, is there? -
A, Eight,

f+
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Izsntt tha use nothing was happening before you went up
the field and Jﬂu caused vhab nzvpencd when you went up he
field? - A, CF course not.




Now, you indicated in your evidence to Mr. Walsh that you
saw various things on this advance. Do you remember? -
A, Yes, T did, in general terms.

I am now going to be specific. You mentioned various items
that you saw. Do you remember? - A. TYes.

What <2 you say you saw? - A. I saw two halves of a wire
which =ad been stretched across Highfield Lane.

I don't mean that. I think you did say you saw that, but
I don't mean that. - A. I'm sorry.

You szw other items. - A, Being brought back?

Yes. +what was it you saw? - A. 1I saw a pick axe, an axe
and a zetal object which was cylindrical and it seemed to
have =zo>mething through the end, something like a large split
pin, s2mething of that sort.

That :is relatively important, seeing that kind of, as 1t were,
weaporry. _ A, In fact, they were shown to me as they were
brougnz back.

Were inh2y? - A, Yes.

Not thz2 sort of thing you would forget, I suppose? -
A. Nc, not the general thing.

Just I:zok at your notebook, would you? Well, look at your
white Zook. It goes without saying that there is nothing
in thzrs, Now, look at the big notebook. - 4. Yes.

Just :ok at it carefully, dealing with the period when you
are aivancing up the field. - A. Yes.

Anytnirz in there? - A. Ho.

D

Nothirz at all in your notebook, written up on the day, aboutl

seeinz these items? - A, No. Merely ....

You s=z=z, they had been paraded - ¥r. Walsh may be kind enough
to holi them up - I don't know ....:

vy

M. Walsh, who will produce them?
¥Z. WALSH: There is an officer who will produce these.

“n. MANSFIELD: These items. You see? - A. Yes.
(Items neld up to view) That is certainly a pick axe and
that iz a metal object with a split pin. I don't know about
this tizce of wood.

You d:n't know about the piece of wond? - A. I don't know
about tnhat, and that is, I would say - I haven't put any
iabel °r anything like that on, but I would say that that
ig, I wozuld say, there, the same, they are the same items.

21ad? - AL Yes,
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So, it is a pick axe, an axe and a long metal object which
we will leave its true definition. - A. Yes.

When did you first mention to anyone that you had seen these
items, items like that being brought back from the front? -
A, Well, moving up I see smoke and the roadway strewn with
stones.

Yes? - A. Bricks.
Yes? - A. And other missiles.

Yes. Well, you are not suggesting these other items had
been thrown, are you? ~ A. No,

So, we don't include it in that little description. -
A, DNo. Wait a minute. I said the rcadway was strewn with

stones, bricks and other missiles. If they were there on
the road ....

Did you see them on the road? - A. No. I saw an officer,
several officers carrying things.

Which officer was carrying these, Mr. Clement? - A. No idea.

The gquestion I asked you was when did you first tell anyone
sbout the fact - before giving evidence on Friday - that you,
in fact, saw a pick axe and an axe and a long metal object?
When did you tell anybody you had seen them? - A, Well, I
saw them later that night in the control room as well zs when
they were spoken about there,

Well, 1 dare sdy they were, by then, in the control reccom ....
- A, Well, they were actually in the controcl room.

Jow is it, then, if you say you saw them with an officer

you saw them in the control room, that you then managed not
to put a single word in your noteboock or statement about this
kind of rather lethal object that had besen brought back? -

A. Because the other officer is going to refer to them.

The other officer will refer to the things you have talked
about? Mr. Povey will come here and tell us almost the same
story as you have? - A. If you know that ....

I have his statement which, on this, is word for word the same
as yours. Now, therefore, you knew full well others would
come and give evidence about similar things to you, didn't
you? - A. TYes.

That is not an excuse for not noting down this, is 1t?7 -

A, I'm sorry, I didn't say I knew other officers were going
to come and give similar evidence to myself. I said other
of ficers would come and give evidence svecifically relzting
to possession of ....

[ 7T a
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idence. - A. But, T am talking zbout ihese.
T an =2 T

s will refer to these.




Q. why didn't you note them down? Why give evidence on Friday
if other officers will give evidence? - A. Because [ was
speaking about other missiles, stones, bricks, and I was
zsked what sort of missile ,

Q. ¥e are getting up towards the bridge, with the Police first
reaching the bridge. Where were you? - A. About 20 yards
cehind them, possibly more.

@. which unit of Police, foot or mounted, is going over the
cridge? - A. T don't know. I don't know.

Q. - want to ask you very carefully, because many of these
—efendants are arrested either just before the bridge or
just after the bridge, and it now becomes important. Now,
what time do you think it was that the Police first reached
“he bridge? What time do you think it was? - A, I would
“hink about 11.20 or 11.30.

]

Q. fZight. - A. Possibly a little earlier.

Q. - am not going to pin you to precise minutes. I apprecilate
“he difficulty there, but they got to the bridge about
~1.20 and maybe a little earlier. The decision to clear the
zrea had been taken at 9.45. - A, Well, no. We said later
cn than that.

Q. 211 right. Ten o'clock. When did the move up the field
z2gin? - A. I believe about twenty minutes past.

Q. “wenty minutes past ten? - A. I believe, yes.

§. “nis began, I will suggest, much later on than that, but

2% has taken an hour to get to the bridge, has it? -
~. Yes, because we went in three stages.

%. Z2s, I know. Did this three stages take an hour? -
Yes, that's right.

Q. “as it the much quicker operatién that happened much closer
Zo 11,207 - A. Yo.

Q. Z2u don't know which Police Officers munted or fooit, get to
e bridge first? - A, No, because I was behind them.

@. Z2hind the cordon which had been moving up? - A. Well, the
cordon had become very loose at that time on the bridge
Zzcause, of course, they had to compress to get over the
trdige, or to get on to the bridge. I don't want there to
22 mistakes. We're talking about a cordon which had been
stretched across Highfield Lane.

£
.

Zes. They have moved up? - A. Yes.

Q. “Tzu were still behind that cordon? - A. Yes. In fact, on
~ze first of one up the field, and then - you have seen the

11 which is &t the side of the road and the field, and 1

tually climb2d over that to get on to the rcad, to move

~
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JUDGE COLES: You said you were 20 feet plus? -
A, 20 yards behind.

MR. MANSFIELD: Your Honour, I don't know whether it
is acceptable to have perhaps a five-minute break?

JUDGE COLES: Yes. I have noticed one or two of the
Jury are finding it a little tiring, no disrespect to you.

(Short Adjournment)

MR. MANSFIELD: Would it be convenient if ycur Honour
were to give an indication? Would it be 4.157

JUDGE COLES: 4.30 I said, unless there are pressing
reasons to the contrary.

MR. MANSFIELD: ©No. I don't seek to put anything forward:

Now, Mr. Clement, we have got to the bridge. - 4. The Police
officers got to the bridge. I haven't.

No, you have not. I will pause there for a momeni because

I appreciate it is a lot of detail we are going zhrough. I
want to pause in order to examine the decision wihich has led
to this. We have already been through where you 3deploved
various people and you virtually agreed that the only way

out of the topside, walk or run, is really throuzh the village.
- A. Yes, for peorle who weren't beshind this, yszs. Other
peonrnle could have gone other ways.

How, you aren't saying, are you. that you had no alternatives
on this day. to this Jury? You were driven into this
reluctantly. were you? - A. UNot in so many words, no. I was
not driven into it other than the fact that I krsw that another
convoy was coming in and if there was a repetitizn of the
scenes earlier that day when the first convoy hai come in

I was risking sericus injury to a lot of people.

So, this decision which led to people going thro:izh the
village, is it really based on what had happened up until
the first convoy arrived and left? You didn’t wzant a
repetition of, reslly, that sort of violence? Trat is what
you are saying? - A, Right.

Well, T will come back to that at the end of the afternoon
and I will leave that for the moment., What I want to examine
with you for the remaining part of today is the zlternatives
that were facing you that day. I am going to suzgest to you
those there were, if there was not to be any troutle by anyone
or nothing to lead to the maximum amount of dameze. Do you

understand what I am putting to ycu? - A. ¥No.

You don't? - A, TNo.

T am zoing to suggest to you that there were a nuzber of

thinges, 1l you were genuinely interested in keering ine peace
. bl
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Right. Now, you came on duty at four o'clock in the morning?
- A. Yes.

It doesn't matter when, but over the early hours it was
apparent to you there was going to be, and there was, a steady
build up of numbers? - A. TYes.

And that it was 1likely, at Orgreave that day, you were going
to get more there than you had had on previous days? Likely?
- A, From the information I got, certainly.

Certainly. All right. Then, it is even highly probable.
Now, one of the options that was open to you, Mr. Clement,
that is, even before we get to the site itself, is, in fact,
to restrict the build up of numbers, isn't it? - A. Yes.

Yes. MNow, that has been called, by other areas, Police areas,
a policy called "Intercept", hasn't it? - A. Yes, that's right.

Nottinghamshire use it, don't they? - A. Yes.

That policy involves minor variation; junctions, strategic
road junctions and ensuring that a limited number only attend
on whatever local sites there are? - A, That is the theory.
Is it the theory? - A. Yes, that is the theory.

Well, I will ask you very carefully about that. I think

your answer is you ddn't employ this on the day? - A. No,
not at all. I will give you the reason, 1f you wish.

I will come to the resson in a moment. Now, in relation to

Wottinghamshirfe, did you know what was going on there? -
A, Oh, wyes.

Now, I will put a figure to you for the 18th June. - A. Yes.
This is according to the Nottinshamshire Police and I can
vroduce all the affidavits and all the rest of it in relation
to this .... '

JUDGE COLES: VWhat are you putting, Mr. liansfield?

MR. MANSFIELD: On the 18th.

JUDGE COLES: Mr. Mansfield, what are you putting?

“M. MANSFIELD: I am putting a solicitor's affidavit
he High Court in relation to Intercept figures in relation

t
to Nottingham on the 18th June, the very day of this incident:

n if they are a few dozen out, I want you to consider these

UresS 4.
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MR. WALSH: Before my learned friend puts them, if these
come from the Notitinghamshire Police perhaps he would like

+ o
Lo say so.
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MR. MANSFIELD: Yes, it does.
MR. WALSH: Right.

MR. MANSFIELD: On that day. the 18th June of last year,
I have figures for most of the weeks, but I will deal with
this one as it is coincidental with the same day, just ocver
the border or on the borders of your Police Authority:
12, 900 miners, it is alleged. were stopped from going %o
collieries in Nottingham. Now, were you aware of that?
- A. No.

As a result, it is c¢laimed that only 5,708 ended up at
Nottinghamshire collieries.

JUDGE COLES: 5,708?

MR. MANSFIELD: 5,708.

JUDGE COLES: Yes. Went to Orgreave, presumably?
MR. MANSFIELD: You smile, Mr. Clement? ....

JUDGE COLES: I didn't nean that as & joke at all.

MR. MANSFIELD: Did you think it was a joke, Mr. Clement?
- A, No, I didn't.

Did you ever tell a reporter that you were sscretly delighted
at having charge of Orgreave? - A. No, not secretly delighted.

Fublicly delighted? - A. Yes, because it was the sori of
situation which had to be policed firmly.

Yes., WNow, if the figures coming from Nottinghamshire are
correct, the Nottinghamshire Police, if it 1s correct it
clearly shows that it is being effective in preventing
people from getting to Nottinehamshire collieries, if the
figures are correct? - A, Yes.

They are stopping more people than even attended Orgreave,
on vour estimate. - A, Yes, richt. Well, no, not more
people. They started off with 12,%00 and nearly $,000
got through, or 6,000 didn't get through.

They sayv nearlv 132,000 were storped. That is more than
the number that ended up, according to your estimate, at
Orgreave. - A. 13,000 were stopped?

Yes, didn't ever get near the collieries. - A, I thought
you said only 5,000 got through.

Yes, that is on top. 5,708 got through and 12.900 didn't.
- 4, Yes.

You aren't sayineg you have never pursued the policv of
restricting numbers at Orgreave? - A. No.




Q. On the 30th May you did so, didn't vou? - A. We tried it once.
Q. And you tried it again. - A. No. We tried it once.
Q. 6th June? - A. No.

Q. So, any report, public report on the 6th June of that day
that you had done it, is erroneous? - A. If the odd van, or
something like that, was stopped on the 6th June, so be it.
but on the 30th May there was a definite policy, for only a
short time, but tried, in restricting access to Orgreave.

Q. So, you agree you did try it on the 30th May? - A. Yes.

Q. And at Orgreave itself there can only be brought in a limited
number by way or road, can't there? - A. By road, yes

Q. Therefore, it is an area where it would be a 1little easier
to not only monitor traffie, but also restrict it, if you
wanted to, wouldn't it? ~ A. No, it wouldn'it. Quite the
contrary. ‘

Q. I see. Of course, you can take action to limit people's
movement if you think that it might lead to some sort of
breach of the peace, can't you? - A. Yes, you can.

Q. Perfeetly lawful activities? - A. Yes, I have done it.

Q. You could even stop lorry drivers going in? - A. Of course
we could. if they were committing some offence.

Q... Just take it slowly. You have the power to limit people's
lawful activity if it might lead to the breach of the peace.
Is that right? You agreed a minute ago until I got to the

lorry drivers. - A. Someone committing absolutely no offence?
Q. Yes. - A. And having no intention of committing an offence?
Q. Yes, - A. And not joining toyether with others intent on

committing an offence? :

Q. Yes.- A. T think it would be, therefore, very dangerous
to stop a perfectly innocent man going about his lawful
business, even though to allow him to do so might cause a
breach of the peace, though I am not a lawyer. That is .
merely a statement by someone who is in charge of .. {(inaudible,

0. What was happening with the convoys is that they were highly
organised. - A, Of course thev were, because of rosd szfety.

Q. Road safety? - A, Yes.

=
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Q. ries were conming out of there at such a speed they were
nger and Police Officers were being told to get out of
vay. When they came cut of the gates al the cokineg plant,

was coal in the roads. - A. Police Officers were being
d to gelt out of the roag?
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why are you laughing, Mr. Clement? - A, Well, really, when
lorries are coming out of a coking plant, if experienced
Police Officers didn't get back and stand on the footpath,
well, I don't know ....

What I put to you is that the way this operation was policed,
that is, getting the convoys out, was itself highly provocative
and likely to lead to a breach of the peace by the way vou
dealt with the convoys. - A. No, becauss it was sensibls.

The thing to do was to get the convoys in quickly, to get them
untoaded quickly, to get them loaded up, again, quickly, to
get them out quickly and on the motorway quickly.

Had vou considered, in the interests of peace, Mr., Clement,
on the 18th June. approaching British Steel and sayine this:
"For todav, could you sustain the runs?"? - A, Certainly not.

No, because at all costs the runs had to go on, come what mav.
- A, 1t could never be seen that violence was goine to stop
the lawful operation.

You were in verv close contact with British Steel, weren't
you, the Police, with the management of 2ritish Steel?
- A. T suspect some Police Officers wers, yes.

Were you? - A. No.

You had no dealings? - A. I think I had bheen in the company
of the manager of the coking plant on ore ocecasion and, again,
if you ask me his name I couldn't tell ycu.

Did you know. on the 18th, because certzinlv it appears

Mr., Wright, your senior officer,did, thzi the stocks at
Orgreave had almost run out, hadn't thev? - A, I knew they
were running down,certainly.

You knew they had almost run out? - A, I didn't know they
had almost run out. They were running Zown, certainly.

Almost run out? - A. No, I didn't know that.

Mr. Wright made - this is your senior officer - on the 18th
made a public statement to the effect thzt two weeks before
everybody knew that there were onlv two weeks of stocks left.
Did you hear him say that? - A. No, I didn't, but apparently
he was wrong.

I am not ftalking about whether he was ri
what you thought was the position. - A.

E)

ht or wrong, but
I certainly didn't

know.
You didn't? - A, No.
So, vou didn't know the stocks were low? - A. I knewu stocks

wers running low,.

even in that context, because of ths numbers you have
23y enunciated, vou didn't even corsider askine British
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Steel to alter the times of the convoys on the 1E8th? -

A, OCh, yes. That is a different matter. We had asked about
times on a number of occasions. We had considered alterine
times. We had considered runnine on weekends. We had con-

sidered running during the hours of darkness, and we abandoned
them all,

On that dav did you even ask that the second run be varied
until the evening? - A. VYNo.

You could tell from previous davs that usually the people
who had been present in the morning had gone by the afternoon,
hadn't they? - A. Oh, but -the 18th June was different.

On the days before, that was the case? - A, They mostly
drifted away after the second run.

Not before the second run? - A. Wo. OSome had gone before
the second run.

On the bulk of the davs before, most people had gone before
the second run, that is, the arrival of the lorries and the
departure. - A. I would challenge "most".

If there was anv kind of trouble of anv kind on previous
days, 1t was nearly always associated with the first run,
wasn't it? - A. Generally, ves.

So, you don't intercept people coming? - A. Right,

You don't approach British Steel to stop them all together
on that day? --4, No.

Don't even ask them to delay the second run to the evening?

- A. Is this a question? You want an answer for those three
thinegs?

Yes. The answer is vou didn't? - A. Right.

So, vou didn't do anv of those things. You knew that 1T
there was ¢oing to be any trouble one of the high-risk

areas might be if there is.trouble past the village, the
village on the topside. Handsworth village? - A. Yes, that's
rizht.

You had =made public statements before the 18th, saying you
were worried you were zoing to have people going into the
villaze. - A. Yes, absclutely right.

The only Police Officers you had in the village, you told
me yesterday,you had actually removed at seven o'clock in
the morning. -~ A, Yes.
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r, at any stace, protecting the village by,

z it off at the reilway bridge so that peopls
Irougn the village? Did you? - A. HNo. You
¥plain that. At what time arz you wanting me
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JUDGE COLES: You are being asked if you, at any time,
considered blockineg off the village. Now, that is capable
of an answer. You can pin it down in more specific terums
later. - A. Not on the 18th, but I had considered it once
before,

MR. MANSFIELD: So, vou didn't consider that on the 18th.
Had you considered even putting the numbers who arrived in
a rather different place so their egress, or exit, or escape,
if they needed to, was to walk away in a way that didn't
involve going throuch the village? - A. I couldn't do that.

Did you have permission to.use the land from British Steel?
- A, Yes, round the control roon.

Yes. British Steel own gquite a bit of land round there,
don't they? - A. I suspect they might.

You know that. We walked up the road. They own the sports
field down the road, just bevond the command vpost. Thev
own the farms .... - A. They own what? There is the NUM
sports field down there.

I will look it up. Are you saying, having been on duty there,
you are not familiar with who owns what? - A. 411 T know
is that we have had c¢laims in, riot damage claims in from
the farmer who owns this vellow field and that field ....

Just look at the Ordnance Survey Map. - A. I haven't got
one. (danded) It's Rotherwood Sports and Athletic Club.

JUDGE COLES: Is that this marked, "Sports Ground"? -
5. Tes. that's right.

MR. MAWSYTIELD: Rotherwell? - A. Rotherwood. It was
on a noticeboard there.

¥ow, Mr. Clement, you see Orgreave Road and Poplar Way and
vou see the sports ground there. towards the Poplar Way?
- A, Yes.

On the left. The Jury walked past it the other day. It

has a board up saying it is Rotherwood Sports and Athletics
Cilub, B3.5.C.. DNow, perhaps they don't own the land part-
icularly, but they certainly seem to use it. Did you not
know? - A. No, but what I did believe was that part of that
belongs to the NUM because that's where they were gathering,
that's where they were eating, the bottom end people.

Because the bottom end people were out there vou thought the
NUM ownad the sports field? - A. 'Not all of it, but certainly
vart of it, or there T thought belonged to the NUM.

T L%
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t & serious answer, Mr., Clement? - A. It certainly is.

“ho owns the top field which you used azs a holding area?
I

- 2, ‘Which 1is?

£

You ¥now which one I am talking about, M¥r. Clement. - 4., No,
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I know it's four o'clock. I'm talking about the top holding
area. - A. The command post, here?

The top holding area. We have had it opened to the Jury, we

have walked past, we hsave had it shown to us.

JUDGE COLES: I don't think Mr. Clement walked past 1it,
to be fair,

MR. WALSH: When I used that expression in evidence ....
JUDGE COLES: Let us a1l trv and lkeep our equanimity.

MR. MANSFIELD: Well, the yellow field, what do you
call it? - A, It's the one I indicated, the top holding
area.

A minute ago you talked about the command post. - A. Well,
that's just below the top holding ares.

Yes, I know. Who owns the topside holding area field? -
A. I don't know.

You don't know? -~ A, No. I understand it belongs to the
farmer who has made a claim under the Riot Damage Act.

So much has been said in the case about damage by the miners.
Now, I want to know from you whether any permission was
souzht before you decided to put the miners into the topside
field. - A. I didn't decide to put them anvwhere. I decided
to put 2 cordon across the road.

Mr. Clement. -" A. Yeg?
We will take 1t more slowly.- A. Right,

I will look up what vou said before I put anything further,
Now, just look at your notebook, or your statement. I don't
mind which. T will read from your statement, which is a
copy of your notebook so far as I can see. There is a pertion
of it dealing with decisions, and it says: "I had planned
for the attendance of large numbers of demonstrators and,

in consultation with other senior officers, including
Superintendent Valance, Povey and Chief Inspector Hall, I
decided that the demonstrators would be held well eway from
the entrance to the Orgreave Plant in two specific areas.
The first of these was on the Handsworth Site of Highfield
Lane, about 100 yvards from the main works entrance. 1
instructed Superintendent Povey to be in command of this
area"? - A. Right.

Ther, you ¢o on to the second location which is, we under-
stand, at the bottom side? - A. Yes.

I will-come tc that, ¥Now, we are talking zbout the topside
holding area. It was your decision that they would be kept
tetween the cordon stretched right across the road into that
little private road, between there and the bridge, which

involves the field, wasn't it? - A. They were not going to

et ormnat fha Taldera rarden dliors T thay wanted A ahan
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You knew from day one it was inevitable because one of the
other points the Police were making in the preceding weeks
was to get the road free for traffic. - A. Tried to, ves.

If you are trying to keep the road free for traffic ....
- A. That was the point the Police were making.

A1l right. Inevitably, you are talking about using that field
to contain the demonstrators? - A. It was obvious they were
going into the field, yes.

And you repeated this decision, making precise - that is in
your notebook and not in your statement; in vour evidence
to Mr. Walsh you made it perfectly clear you decided on the
locations. - A, Oh, yes. Yes.

Now, you are agreed, as I understand it, that no Police
Officer that you are aware of ever asked the farmer from
day one, whoever he is, whether it was all right for Police
Forces to be stationed in his field. Did you? - A. Right.

Did you? - A, I didn't, no.

You didn't care, Mr. Clerent, did you? - A. I certainly
didn't ask because by that time the fields had been absolutely
trampled down.

You are not suggesting trs people, on this day, caused that
damage? - A. There had bsen five previous occasions where it
had been trampled down.

1 know. The Jury has hezvd how it has been opened. If you
weren't bothered about erauiring as to who owned the land
vou would be quite able, ziven your approach to information,
to consider other holdinz areas. - A. Only from a tactical
point of view.

Yes., T will consider thkzz with you now and try and put them
to you. I am not a Police Officer or a tactician, or anything
else. Just have a look =zt the aerial photograph. Do you tell
the Jury there was no alisrnative but the topside area? -

A. Well, of course therz were alternatives.

You sgee, T don't want anybody to think that the Police were
driven into the situation in which they had no alternatives.
I am now going to suggest to you that there are many
alternatives which would have obviated, whoever the violence
came from, which would have obviated any demage, or at least
minimised any demage thst might arise - at least two areas
of habitation a~d indusirialisation in the villaze. -

A. All right. :

The first place - and could you use the aerial photograph
and also the Ordnance Survey Map? - A. VYes.

I know you didn't go on ize walk, Mr. Clement, with the Jury,
but the Jury started off szt Poplar Way, down the bottom. -

A W
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Q. They walked up Orgreave Road. Now, what they may or may not
have noticed on the right as they walked up was a very sub-
stential area of rough pasture, not cultivated, not being used
for sports facilities, in which a very large number of people
could be shepherded to ....

JUDGE COLES: On the right where we walked?
MR. MANSFIELD: Yes, that's right, your Honour:

Q. Now, did you consider that area which, if people had to get
away from, would involve running across, or walking across
fields rather than through housing? Did you? - A. No. No.

Q. Well, let us go further up. The next one up is, in fact, the
sports ground. A little unfortunate to use the sports ground.
I think it is clear you used the recreation ground down below,
but I will leave the sports ground out. Between the sports
ground and Highfield farm buildings there isquite a large
field there. Had you known about that field? - A. TYes, I did.

Q. That is another one that could be used to house quite a large
number of people, if you thought it decent to use that? -
A. Yes.

Q. But then, I will suggest, as you come up Highfield Lane and
ve move on to the aerial photograph, much the biggest area,
much the easiest area for passive containment of peaceful
people, is that big field with a bank down it. 1If you are
not clear .... - A. T know the larger field.

Q. This large one here. - A. Ves,

Q. That one at the end, which is the nearest to the ccking
plant and has a very severe bank, doesn't it? - A. Yes, it
does.

JUDGE COLES: From the road?
THE WITNESS: Yes. It drops down into the field,

Q. MR. MANSFIELD: Drops down about 20 feet? - A. Very
steep, yes.

Q. &nd 3t 1s wedged, like so; as you come up,the banking gets
less steep until you come up a little entrance to that field,
so there is an entrance to the field from the road. There
is also a track down into the field from the track that
leads across from the parkway and the railway. That field,
if people had to be contained, was a very viable alternative,
wasn't 1t? - A. Well, I think you put your view of it when
you said it would be a viable 2lternative for containing a
large number of peaceful, friendly pecple.

4. Yes? - A, And I think you are probavly right.
d. JUDGE COLES: 1 think you are agreeing, but any agresment
12d to have an element of disagreement built into it. -
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- A. Yes. To contain a large number of peaceful people,

that could have been in any field because that was simply

no problem, but to contain a 'arge number of people without
experience in that location, or when there was violence

when the lorries apreared, that is not a very good place to
have a large number of people of violence, simply because

they have gone to see the lorries going in, to attempt to

stop the lorries and to be close to the coking plant. That
was the stated intention of many of the people who went there.
They wanted to be near the front entrance to the coking plant.

MR. MANSFIELD: That field gets very, very close, in fact.
- A, Yes. You can see the hedges and the trees there. They
would be completely removed. That would have caused even more
trouble, if they hadn't been able to see the coking plant.

Yes. So, you had actually thought this through? - A. Yes.
This was a deliberate decision on my part, supported by other
senicr officers, very ssnior officers, who had visited the
scene and had supported my decision.

You aren't really interested in vioclent people seeing the
coking plant. - A. I em working on your premise,not mine.

You are saying "violeni people". You are telling this Jury
you were concerned to let violent people see the lorries
leave. - A. We were ccncerned that people would come down
to the location in which we would hold them and whether
they were violent or not, that was our decision, based on
the fact that we were then three and a half months into

a strike, we had been tos numerous situations whers there
was violence. -

Yes, and what 1 am suggesting to you, if you are right and
you were concerned about it, is that field, above all else,
would have contained violent people, which is your claim,

much better than the opsn field from which, if the violent
people had to escape, they would go straight into the village,
unhesded. Now, you do more about that, don't .... - 4. TNo,

I don't, because if they had been in the large field and had
wanted to go into the village they merely walked up the field
into the village.

Noi on that field. They can't merely do that, if you look
at ift, because as you did that, what you did was to completely
surround them, didn't you? - A. No.

The middle holding area? - A. Oh, yes.

You completely surround it? - &, The middle holding area,
certainly.

Now, you had informed menpower that day to, as it were, patrol
the perimeters of this large field that we are talking about.
Now, 4idn't you? - A. Xo.

Y¢1 say vou didn't? - 2. HNo.

Al
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Let us just tell the Jury, what was the manpower by ten
s'eloek in the nornins? - 4. 5,600,
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5,600. Now, ....

JUDGE COLES: That was by? - A, Ten o'cleck in the
morning.

MR. MANSFIELD: Does that include horses and all the
rest of it? - A. That includes everything, including
logistics, radio, administrators, the lot.

Does the number increase as the morning goes on? - A. No.

What is the time, before ten otclock, when the 5,600 are
there, roughly? 1Is it 9.00, 8.00? - A. Difficult to say
because they were coming in constantly, but the build-up,
of course, started very early and it may well have been
eight o'clock, even before eight o'clock when the vast
majority of those ....

O0f course, we are dealing with a crowd, 70% of which are
quite peacable, on your own version? - A, As it turned
out, yes.

. You are not suggesting - well, that was your general comment,

70%? - A. Yes, that's right. They are to be applauded.
They are to be applauded? - A. Yes.

You are not suggesting, over the endless hours that day,
that that top field saw 70% to be applauded, but the bank
wasn't an area you could have used? - A, Tactically, it
would have been very bad.

JUDGE COLES: Could you just say why it would have been
very bad, tactically? - A. Because, your Honour, firstly
the entrance to the coking plant would not have been in
view to those neople in the field.

What would the effect ¢f that have bezn? - 4. You would have
found on that occasion - and this a»plied way after the 18th
- that the miners started to return to the works. All they
wanted to do was to get near to the front ....

. Yes, but what happened if they weren 't allowed to get near?

~ A. Our policy was always to allow them to get within
seeing distance of what was hsppening.

MR. MANSFIELD: What are you suggesting happens if they
can't actually see the coking plant? - A. 1 am suggesting
that would have caused great trouble when they heard the
lorries approaching.

You mean trouble of the kind you didn't get? - A, No,
perhaps even worse.

You aren't saying because they couldn't see the entrance ....

A. That is one. Secondly, we are using a control post there.
Yes. The commznd post. - 4. It is con p‘ctﬂly blind to the
number of demonstrators. Can't sese them.




No. 1In fact, Mr. Clemen}, the command post cannot see what

is going on in the topfield either. - A. How far ....
Just answer the gusstion. - A. They can see where the cordon
is.

There was a problem there the first time when somebody was
inside and they couldn't actually see past the trees, beyond
the cordon, could they? Do you remember that? Mr. Nesbitt?
Do you ¥now Mr. Nzsbitt? - A. Yes, I do. '

Mr. Nesbitt is who? - A. He is the Chief Superintendent at
Rotherham. I think he wasn't there on this particular day,
but was on others. ’

He was injured, yes? - A. Not at Orgreave.
No. At Maltby. Xow, before you agreed, from what you saw,

that from the corzand centre you can't see beyond the cordon
to the topside holding area anyway? - A, Yes.

So, 1t doesn't mzls very much difference, does it? - A. TYes,
it does.
S0, that is the sscond reason:the command post is blind to

that field beyond the trees? - A. Yes.

Whereas the topsiiz you chose could at least see the cordon?
A. Yes. Always.

Secondly, it is =z Zar bigger area - I'm sorry, thirdly, it
is a far bigger =zrsza to control? - A. Yes.
It is an enormous zrea? - A, Yes.

But, of course, irstead of having your troops split .... -
4. I don't use iroops.

Don't you? I'm
this day? - A.

So, it was rather 3iifficult for you to actually keep control
down the bottom. ¥You had tc nip down there to find out

what was zoing on? - A. I went down there as a resull of a
radio message, bui not right to the bottom.

A1l richt. But, the Jury have seen the distances. 1t is
really not very senrnsible, is it, to police it in that way?
Is it? - A, Of ccurse it is,

It is? - A, Becszuse the bottom side holding area was adjacent

to the junction which the convoy had to negotiate.

So that people zot really excited when they saw it coming by?
- A. And by Goa they gid.

Really getting yourself into a lot of trouble doing that,

weren't you? - £, No. They have to go into the arez to drive

along the road ani turn into Highfield Lanes, and if there




weren't several Police (0fficers there, the lorries would
sim~ly have not got in.

What you have done, you have picked your battleground so
you could have horses being used and the topside was one
of the few areas where you could use horses directly into
the crowd. - A. No, not directly into the crowd.

A1l right, but that was the consideration for the topside,
wasn't it? - A. It was an open ground confrontation, but
you have asked me the question. If I wanted to, had chosen
a place to take a large number of demonstrators, I certainly
wouldn't have wished to have a hole facing me for them to

go down, .

3ut, vou were stuck with it, weren't vou?- A. Stuck with
it because that was the st location in which to hold
the lines. :

In which to use horses? - A. In which to hold the lines.

But, you do agree about using horses? - A. No. If you talk
about using horses, you mention that large field, that would
have been a superb place. '

You can't charge across the road, across the embankment. -
A. If you have horses in there before and then after the
wide open space.

Yhy didn't you use it, then? - A. For the very reasons I
have given. '

JUDGE COLES: You mean no way were you choosing the
terrain because you wanted to use horses? - A, No, your
Honour, and, in fact, if the need hadn't arisen for me to
use horses, I would have been very, very pleased.

MR. MANSFIELD: You have emphasised it throughocut your
evidence in this case - the need to use horses, the need
to uz riot shields, the need to use truncheons, and all
of that was only because of violent pickets stoning
incessantly for a period of about an hour before the lorries
finally left. Is that not right? 1Is that the picture,

generally? _ A, T¥For an hour before the lerries finally
left?

Yes. 9.25, the lorries finally left, over thal period?
- A, The lorries finally left at?

9.25, the first convoy. - A, VYes.
That is the picture you have been painting, yes? - A. Right.
Now, there were other witnesses to these events who were

in a very good position, and I suzgest you know full well,
to give the lie to what you are saying, aren't there? -




A. T cdon't know what you mean.

The Police took a film of the events that we have been
going through, didn't they? - A. Yes.

They were stationed just behind where you were? - A, I
can point out where they were stationed, if you wish.

Just tell us where they were. - A. On the roof of what is
known as the zzdical centre, which is just above the main
entrance to Crzreave and just behind the small road.

So the Jury can have the picture of where it is the film
was being shoi, it is a square building just below the
vellow topsids holding area and they began filming earlier
in the morninz, didn't they? - A. Yes.

You have seen the film, haven't you? - A. Yes.

You know perfsctly well that up to 9.25 the film doesn't
demonstrate anything like the featvres you have been telling
the Jury, does it? - A. I'm afraid that the film does not
show the ares.

Well, on that I am, therefore, going to pause and, your
Honour, I wonid ask at this stage, if it is convenient,
since there i: the overnight adjournment, if that film

- we have the notice of evidence about it - could be made
available for tomorrow?

JUDGE CLZZ5: 1TIs it five hours long?
MR. MANSIZZIELD: T am glad to say it certainly isn't.

JUDGE CC_ZS: I think we can all be forgiven for a
slight relaxa*ion of tension for that happy news.

MR. MENSIZIELD: It is actually shorter than five hours,
but I would =:x, if it is permissible, that equipment which,
I think, is nzsrby if not in the building, can be made
available so w2 can identify we are talking about the same
film and certzinlv Mr. Clement might Jook at that and the
Jury might lozz at it.

JUDGE C0LzZ5: What is the position?

MR. WALSZ: I am anxious to help as much as I can, but
I can see protlems. My learned friend and I both know cof
cases where if one is asking a witness to identify things
on a film it czn take infinitely longer than describing it.

JUDGE CGLZS: It takes long enough with some pictures.

MR. WALEZ: Yes. That is the problem. Obviously, one
would have tec Tind out exactly who teook it, from where, szt
what times. 121 ihese thingzs would have to be proved,
estahlished, 2:z:fore it would be proper ....

MR. MAN3=ZELD: We would need to know whether it had been

zdit=4d.
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N€cessary to split 1t up.

MISS ZUSSELL: 1If I can assist, the film has a clapper-
board on tre front indicating 18.6.84, showing a clock next
to it. So, there is no question that this film is from the
same dav.

MR. WALSH: That is not the problem, your Honour. The
problem is on the question of whether the edited section
acurately reflects the whole. That is the point.

JUDGE COLES: Do you have full instructions as to
whether, and if so, to what extent, the film has been edited?
Please just say, "Yes", or "No".

MR. WALSH: I nyself, no, I don't, but I can say that,
cbviously, it must be from the length of time that your
Honour has “eard it takes.

JUDGE COLES: I gather some counsel have suggested

it isn't edited, that there is a period ....
My

#R. GRIFFITHS: I think I can assist./ learned frisnd
must have noticed that in the depositions served on the
Defence there is a statement from the person who took this
videc and certainly so far as my instructing solicitor -
1 raised tzis matter without having sight of the statement
and 1 askei whether there had been editing and he, well,
what was i21d to the Defence was that there hadn't been any
editing but the films that had been used had been used up
completely, so clezmrly they had been covering everything.
There had 2zen breaks, clearly, at times, but equally
there are zimes shown, as my learned friend, Mr. Mansfield,
Yas indicazed. So, we have heen told there has been no, so
to speak, finkering with the video. It shows what it shows.
It doesn't show everything. It certainly shows a good deal.
I certaini~ would like the Jury to see it.

JUDGZ COLES: I take it all counsel for the Defence
would agres?

MR. MANSFIELD: Yes.

JUDGE COLES: Will you teke insiructions overnight,
Mr. Walsh?

MR. %WiLSH: Yes.
JUDGZ COLES: If there are any objections by the Crown,

I will listen to you, of course, but it may be prudent to
malke such zrrangements as you think fit.

MR, WiLSH: T will see if we can have the equipment.
it wiil rezd, I suppose, just thinking ocut loud, a number
of televizion sets, one so the Jury can sse, one for counsel,
T think,onz for the witness znd cone may need a fourth for
¥ ] ;




MR. WALSH: Yes. There are all those things. I have
no objection to that being done at some stage, if your Honour
thinks it is appropriate, but whether all those steps can be
done in time for tomorrow morning, I doubt. If my learned
friends had only asked me about this some time before ....

JUDGE COLES: Well, there it is. Let's not waste time
trying to attribute blame. It is regrettable to start from
scratch at this stage. All I can do is, as I have done befors,
suggest thal you put your heads together over the adjournment
and see what can be done by way of coming to some kind of
agreement about the problem of proof and so on.

MR. WALSH: A1l I would ask, your Honour, is if my
learned friend thinks it is absolutely vital for the film,
if it is to be done at all, to be shown at this stage rather
than =2t a later stage, we can proceed with this witness
meanwhile and not hold up proceedings.

JUDGE COLES: Mr. Mansfield?

MR. MANSFIELD: Well, your Honour, I am anxious to get
on, as I have indicated this morning, and so are we all. In
view of the witness's last answer I would be anxious that
the Jury see it tomorrow morning and that Mr, Clement, in
fairness to him, also has a chance to see it again tomorrow
morning, but if there are real problems I will carry on
cross-examining until it is ready, but if it can be at all
possible ....

JUDGE COLES: Is this literally a film, or a video?

MR. WALSH: It is a video, your Honour. I believs,
although your Honour said, laughingly, five hours, I believe
it does last about three. I am now told an hour and a half.
Obviously, one would have to establish, first of all, what
time, what sections are being shown because, obviously, as
vour Honour has pointed out, the whole episode lasts five
hours. If it is only one hour and a half, it is edited and
one would want to know, presumably, why ....

JUDGE COLES: One is really in the most terrible trouble
without getting the editor. One might be looking at anything.

MR. MANSFIELD: Your Honour, the video is timed. The
Police have timed the times. The times come up on the screen.
All T would ask to begin with is that the whole film can be
shown - the period in which he took this decision which T
summarised a minute ago, is until 9.25, it is not an hour,
and I think there is a "colour break®.

MR. WALSH: Yes. It is like a rainbow of colcurs on
the screen, ejither because someone has changed the film by
consent, or something 1like that. So. the first section
can bte shown, not an hour and a half, probably 40 minutes.

ELD: Cn the other hand, if we ook 2zt one
noa very difficult position if the Crown
er f£ilm,
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MISS RUSSELL: I think maybe Mr. Walsh has forgotten
he opened the case on the Police vidso recently. We had
one there, a television set, and there and one for the
Judge, and that proved quite sufficient on that occasion,

MR. WALSH: Your Honour, I will see if all that
equipment can be made available for tomorrow.

JUDGE COLES: 1Is this going to be the only video film?
No doubt counsel have very much in mind what I have in mind,
that there must be a lot of films available. Well, see whsat
you can do. There it is.

(R, WALSH: T will try, your Honour.

JUDGE COLES: Remember what I said, members of the Jury.
Don't watch tco much television tonight.

(The Court adjourned until
10.30 a.m. the following day)




