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London Bridge Inquests
Wednesday, 5 June 2019

(10.02 am)
THE CHIEF CORONER: It’s always confusing, Mr Patterson,
when people are in different places .
MR PATTERSON: Yes, yes. I will try not to confuse
everyone.
Witness M (continued)
Questions by MR PATTERSON QC (continued)
MR PATTERSON: Good morning, Witness M.
A. Good morning.
Q. Witness M, you will appreciate that the investigation
that you are here to help us with lasted for something
in the region of two years, so I ’ ve got a fair amount to
cover but I ’ ll try to be as concise as I can be.
You were asked questions by Mr Hough about the
Transport for London employment and you told us that
there came a time when you and your team learnt about
this job that Khuram Butt obtained working at
Westminster underground station.
A. That is correct , yes.
Q. So can I be clear : you learnt about this after he had
begun working at that station ?
A. I cannot recall at what stage we learnt about him either
seeking out employment or having that employment.
Q. Was that something that you - -
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work on the railway network, specifically at
London Bridge railway station , and you’ ll appreciate the
concerns that the families have and that the wider
public might have as to the terrifying message that the
7/7 attacks sent as to how vulnerable our transport
network is to terrorist attacks .
A. I do appreciate that and clearly any job application in
any employment will be assessed, risk -assessed, and
a conclusion will be reached whether that employment is
in pursuance of any kind of terrorist activity or any
kind of attack planning. So very much case-by-case, but
it is something that will feature in one, our assessment
and two, we’ ll look at any intelligence or any ancillary
intelligence around that potential employment.
Q. You told Mr Hough yesterday that one of the reasons, or
the reason, why you didn’t take steps to notify TfL was
that you had no intelligence that the employment was
linked to any kind of terrorist activity ?
A. Yes, and the other thing I also said to Mr Hough was
that this could be seen as a stabilising effect in his
life around getting employment and actually detracts
from some of the other intelligence around his
extremism.
Q. Of course, but equally , just focusing on the absence of
intelligence , you would agree with this , no doubt, as
3
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A. But we were aware of the fact that he was working at
London Underground.
Q. So it wasn’t something that you learned at the
application stage before the decision had been made as
to whether they should give him the job?
A. I cannot answer that.
Q. Were arrangements in place at the time for the counter
terrorism police to be notified by Transport for London
of the names of people applying to be employed by
Transport for London in vulnerable locations ?
A. I ’ m not aware of any such arrangement. That’s not to
say it doesn’t exist , but it ’ s not something I’m aware
of .
Q. So to this day can Transport for London receive
applications by people who might be terrorist suspects,
the subject of ongoing investigations , and then
a decision made to employ them without you or your
partner agency being notified ?
A. So, again, I can’ t categorically say whether that
process exists .

That sounds to me that it ’ s something,

if it did exist , would be more in the ”protect” side of
our business.
Q. We’ve heard evidence from your colleague , Mr Jolley ,
that he at one stage was expressing an interest in
working at City airport ; that at one stage he asked to
2
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a general proposition: that the absence of intelligence
doesn’t of itself give the employment or the suspect
a clean bill of health , does it , especially when you’ve
known that throughout your investigation he was taking
anti - surveillance steps?
A. So you’re never going to arrive at that position where
you’re 100 per cent certain .

So each - - and not just - -

this is generic , not just pertaining to Mr Butt, it is
case-by-case, it gets assessed, and a decision is made.
If there is some intelligence or is some concern in
activity that would suggest that employment is for
a nefarious purpose, we would take action .
Q. You mentioned yesterday the consideration about
employment issues, but would you agree with this : that
public protection should never be trumped by concerns
about employment issues if you have a terror suspect
being employed in a highly vulnerable location like
Westminster underground station right next to the Palace
of Westminster?
A. I ’ m not sure where that argument ends, because we deal
with 3,000 people. Are we saying that every one of
those individuals should not hold a position of
employment because it carries some risk? It ’ s
case-by-case, it gets assessed, if there ’ s no
intelligence to suggest that it ’ s for a terrorist
4
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purpose or terrorist activity , then we would be of the
opinion that that is not overly concerning.
I do understand that at a base level yes, having
employment on London Underground is concerning for
someone with an extremist mindset, but we have to look
at it with the eyes of is this for a terrorist purpose.
Q. So is the position this : that he was a terror suspect at
the time, he remained categorised in 2016, at this
period, as high- risk to the public , you knew he was
employed at Westminster underground station and you were
happy for that risk to be run?
A. So we were alive to the risk and you are right , he was
a terrorist subject of interest at that point in time
and he was -- we were alive to the fact that he had that
employment and, if we had seen anything that had
suggested that employment was for a terrorist purpose,
we would have acted.
Q. Well, hopefully you increased the monitoring, the
surveillance of him, throughout the time that he was at
Westminster underground station?
A. I cannot comment on that.
Q. And so for many months this risk was run; is that right ?
A. So for - - the risk would be assessed and, as a result of
that assessment, decisions would be made whether to
intervene or not intervene .

There was no intelligence
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2016”. I cannot go into the specifics in terms of dates
because that will go toward some of our methodology.
Q. You see the ambiguity in the wording of your statement.
Are you saying that the attendance was at the end of
2016 and you learnt about it at some stage or are you
saying that you learnt about it at the end of 2016?
A. So we were aware at the end of 2016 he was attending the
Ummah Fitness Centre.
Q. So June, July , August, September, October, we know he
was attending; you were unaware of that?
A. So the police towards the end of 2016 were aware that he
was attending Ummah Fitness Centre.
Q. How is it that he was able to go there regularly for all
those months when he’s under surveillance without you
knowing that?
A. So I ’ m not able to comment on whether he was under
surveillance or whether he was not under surveillance .
Q. Well, under investigation .
A. Under investigation .

investigation we became aware at the end of 2016 that he
was attending that fitness centre , the - - sorry , that
gym. The significance of his attendance there was not
known at that time and there was nothing to indicate it
was for a terrorist purpose.
Q. Well, I ’ ll come to the significance later , but if he is
7
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or there was no information to suggest that that
employment was for a terrorist purpose and, in fact ,
almost contrary, it was seen as a stabilising effect in
his life .

And I think at that period as well we saw

a withdrawal from ALM.
Q. We’ll come on to the autumn of 2016 in a moment. We
know from the summer of 2016 he was attending regularly
at the Ummah Fitness Centre.
A. Yes.
Q. You indicated yesterday that there came a time when you
learnt about his regular attendance at that gym. When
was that that you found out about it ?
A. I don’t have the exact date but I can say during that
period we were aware that was one location , of many,
that he was attending.
Q. Well, you deal with it in your report at 3.13. So at
the bottom of page 11 of your report:
”We were aware that Butt was frequenting the Ummah
Fitness Centre at the end of 2016.”
A. That’s correct .
Q. Does that help you to identify when it was that you
identified that he was frequenting it at the end of
2016? Presumably you found this out at the end of 2016
or early 2017; does that sound about right?
A. What -- no, what’s in my statement, ”towards the end of
6
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regularly attending , month after month, from about the
summer of 2016 -A. Yes.
Q. - - how is it that you missed all of that?
A. Well, so according to our police records it ’ s at the end
of 2016 that we were aware that he was attending that
fitness centre .
If there had been any significance in him attending
that venue, then I ’ m sure that would have been flagged
up to us earlier if he was attending earlier , or at the
time.
Q. But in the middle of 2016 when he, it seems, began
attending , he was still a high- risk extremist linked to
attack planning. He was still a P2H.
A. Absolutely , and I don’t want to labour the point here,
but he would attend many venues, many locations,
different types of locations .

It only becomes

significant if it is attached to some intelligence to
tell us that is a significant venue.
Q. You spoke repeatedly yesterday with Mr Hough about the
investigation being intelligence -led , and spoke about
whether you did or didn’t have intelligence about
a particular thing , but, of course, your role wasn’t
just as the recipient of intelligence or as a sort of
agent of your partner MI5, you were investigating this
8
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man, weren’t you?
A. So - Q. Old-fashioned policing ? I don’t mean that in
a derogatory way, but you see the point I ’ m making:
you’re investigating what he’s doing.
A.

Investigating what exactly?

Q. His activities .
A. So he hadn’t been arrested, so he was not the subject of
a police investigation by that stage .
Q. No, but you say ” investigate what”; you read out all of
your investigative aims yesterday.
A. Yes.
Q. Your strategic aims.
A. Yes.
Q. You came back from the first JOT and set out in writing
what the various aims of your investigation were.
A. Yes. So we were supporting the MI5-led intelligence
operation into Khuram Butt and others.
Q. Yes, but you were investigating him, yes?
A. So we were supporting the intelligence -led operation in
a very clear -cut term, investigating , there was no
criminal offences at that stage , mid-2016, we were
investigating .

He had not been arrested .

Q. He is categorised as high risk to the public ; are you
really saying that the Counter Terrorism Unit aren’ t

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Q. But that of itself rings alarm bells , doesn’t it , if he
is positively taking steps to disguise what his
activities are?
A.

It ’ s concerning, but it becomes more concerning when it
is attached to other intelligence around other activity .
And that will elevate the risk and elevate our posture
and our response.

Q. After that decision to recategorise as medium risk, he
then re-engaged, you told us, with ALM in the autumn of
2016.
A. So that - - that ’ s correct , that was the assessment at
the time that he started to re-engage with other ALM
individuals .
Q. He was also identified as having an inflammatory
presence around other extremists , wasn’t he?
A. How do we know that?
Q. Well, you confirmed yesterday that you were aware of
that and that ’ s information that reached you via MI5.
We see it in the report of Witness L at paragraph 116.
A. Okay. So I can’ t say with any certainty I was aware of
that before that time, but just the mere presence -- the
mere fact that he was associating with other ALM
individuals or becoming further engaged is of concern.
Q. And the passage of time doesn’t of itself exclude the
possibility that an attack will later be carried out by
11
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investigating as much as you can about this suspect?
A. So we’re assisting the intelligence -led operation into
Khuram Butt. I think we’re getting into semantics
around the word ”investigation ”.

We are part of the ,

yes, investigation team that is attached to this
intelligence -led operation.
Q. In September 2016 the categorisation was downgraded to
P2M, so the risk is now a medium risk, you told us?
A. That is correct .

Yes, it was categorised down to a P2M.

Q. And when you dealt with this in your report at
paragraph 5.9, you linked this decision to the fact that
there had been no indications of actual steps to plan
an attack .
A. That’s correct , that is in my report.
Q. But as you’ve accepted a number of times, from the very
start , this is somebody who had, throughout, exhibited
a degree of operational security .
A. We see that across the entire range of individuals we
investigate .
Q. Yes. But an ordinary member of the public with nothing
to hide is unlikely to be taking steps to avoid
surveillance or to hide their activities ; would you
agree?
A. He’s not an ordinary member -- he was not an ordinary
member of the public; he was under investigation .
10
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a person; would you agree there have been many notable
examples of people who, after a lengthy period of
extremist behaviour, have only then carried out
a terrorist attack?
A. Absolutely .
Q. And so would you agree that care needs to be taken,
particularly with those anti - surveillance measures being
displayed , care needs to be taken not to give somebody
a clean bill of health when they don’t deserve to be
given a clean bill of health?
A. Yes, but he wasn’t given a clean bill of health .
Q. Did you consider revisiting that downgrading to medium
risk when you learned about his re-engagement and when
you learned about the inflammatory presence?
A. No, I think the grading was appropriate. So P2H would
suggest someone who has an aspirational desire to commit
an attack or linked to some other terrorist offending of
significance , and P2M sits below that , of someone that
still has an extremist mindset.
Q. What about when you saw all of that very troubling
material on his devices which you seized on
18 October 2016; you didn’t revisit the downgrading
after that?
A. So the material , that was not assessed to be a criminal
offence .
12
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Q. Yes, you’ve made that point a number of times, officer ,
but you’ve also recognised that it does have relevance
in providing a window into his thoughts.
A. Absolutely , and in an intelligence space that was shared
and that was subsequently assessed.
Q. So did you reconsider the downgrading to medium risk?
A. So there was no evidence on that material of any violent
attack being planned.
Q.

If we can just remind ourselves of some of the material ,
{DC7243}?

A. Could I have the document?
Q. Yes, we’ ll see it on the screen in a moment. So these
are the devices that were linked to him?
A. Yes.
Q. And if we go, please , to page {DC7243/8}, this is CMD/2,
a phone that was attributed to him; do you have it
there , officer ?
A. I do, yes.
Q. And this was summarised through Detective Sergeant Ager
on Friday .

If we go to the next page, please {DC7243/9}

and if we can expand it more on the screen, if that ’ s
possible .

Web page after web page, on occasion after

occasion was being visited by Butt , this is all material
that you learnt , showing a repeated interest , if not
obsession, with martyrdom. The list begins there at the
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{DC7243/15}, women in army fatigues aiming rifles at
the heads of two men dressed in orange overalls who are
kneeling in front of them. 14.14, a brutal photo of
a dead man with a spade in his face .

clearly a captive , with a shot gun aimed at him. The
material about the propagandists Awlaki, and Faisal and
Jibril .
Then the voice message at 15.4, so if we could just
scroll down a little , please .

offering support, looking forward to meeting him in
paradise, asking him to send regards to the brothers and
to stay in contact .
Over on to {DC7243/16}, please. This is all still
Butt’ s phone that you examined before the London Bridge
attack .

At 15.6, voice messages from a person believed

to be Khuram Butt in London, addressed to the person
believed to be this man, Jibril , thanking him for the
response and saying that he has shared his number, so he
has shared Jibril ’ s number with other like-minded
brothers, offering support from London.
And so it goes on, and that paragraph ends with Butt
asking if it ’ s possible for Muslims to have visions of
the future before death. So Butt is speaking about the
15

top of page 9, and if we scroll down the page,
a ”martyrdom seeker”, a ”martyrdom operation”, ”3
martyrdom operations”, ”5 martyrdom operations”, ”13
martyrdom operation and violent battles ”, ”a martyrdom
attack ”.

Over on to {DC7243/10}, please, a variety of

material which included a photo of Ground Zero, so the
scene of the 9/11 terrorist attack .
a little on that page, please .

If we scroll down

On {DC7243/11}, material

showing an interest in executions, and at 11.3 the
killing of 90 non-believers or apostates , further down
at 11.6, visiting a web page about a suicide bomber who
had managed to kill and injury more than 30.
Screenshots of Dabiq, a journal which is used for Isis
recruitment.
Over on to {DC7243/12}, another web page at 12.1
showing an interest in martyrdom. At 12.2, Isis
propaganda report about a suicide bomber who has crashed
a booby-trapped vehicle into people, Adnani, the Isis
second-in-command to Baghdadi.
{DC7243/13}, further material showing an obsession,
I would suggest, with Islamic State , terrorist research.
{DC7243/14}, an interest in Dabiq, a terrorist
propaganda magazine. 13.7, jihad against Great Britain
in the historical context .
a French vehicle .
14
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14.15, an Islamic

State image of a kneeling man in an orange jumpsuit, so

14.3, a mine attack against
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topic of death in the context of an obsession with
martyrdom and suicide attacks.
At {DC7243/17}, still on Butt’ s phone, at 15.11,
a lecture by Jibril talking about wala and bara, the
well recognised principle that you’ve got an obligation
to express your hatred or disapproval or opposition for
things that are contrary to the causes he believes it to
be, an instruction to hate everyone who doesn’t accept
a particular creed of Islam.
Then if we go, please , to the laptop , and
{DC7243/19}, again material that you were aware of at
this time, at the bottom of the page there , officer ,
a video recording showing him taking apparent pleasure
as he, Khuram Butt, draws a knife across the throat of
an animal in a sacrifice , commenting that this is what
had been done to 600 Jewish men.
So you made reference at one stage yesterday to
theological matters, but clearly there were a huge host
of things here that show that he had a very, very
troubling obsession with violence ; would you agree?
A. So, in response, probably two points , really .

So, yes,

we’re aware of that , yes, it is concerning. None of
an offence .

It was shared and it will feature in the

risk assessment which will then form the category that
he was subsequently put under.
16
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Secondly, this rhetoric , this conversation, this
mindset we see right the way across the spectrum of all
the SOIs we deal with.
Q. At page 22 - A. But none -- none of this material shows that he was
planning for an attack or that there was an offence
being committed.
Q. Yes, but officer it brings me back to my point
yesterday: my general proposition is that too little
weight is attached to mindset evidence and by
categorising it using those words ”mindset evidence”, it
is often dismissed and given insufficient weight?
A. I can only go with what legislation permits me to go
with, I can only go with the assessment that is given to
me from experts, and that ’ s what will form grounds to
take any kind of executive action .
This material , I appreciate it is concerning, it
does show an extremist mindset, it does show rhetoric
around jihad , martyrdom and paradise, but it is quite
commonplace across all the individuals we deal with.
Q.

Officer , you misunderstand me. I ’ m not focusing on
should you or shouldn’t you have prosecuted him for
disseminating extremist material .

What I’m focusing on

is the very real insight that it gives you into his
risk , because if we go on to page {DC7243/22} and the
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offences , any evidential opportunities for us to act on,
or if there ’ s anything there that might lead us to
believe that he’s either planning or involved in any
other terrorist activity .
Q. When you handed it over to MI5, did you say: you may
want to observe that this is a 27-year-old fit , young,
healthy man who has a real obsession with martyrdom?
A. Well, I can’ t categorically say we did or we didn’t say
that , but that would have been obvious from the
material .
Q. Because obviously if that was specifically
highlighted - A. Yes.
Q. - - then do please say so, because we’re aware of no such
flagging up and we can ask L when he comes next week as
to whether this was recognised.
A. So there would have been continued conversation with MI5
around the whole fraud arrest , around the material that
was seized and shared.
Q. And still , despite all of this , you didn’t revisit the
downward categorisation to medium risk?
A. So if you look at the categorisation , is there anything
in there that suggests that he is going to commit
an attack or there is any other high- risk terrorist
activity that he’s about to undertake. So my view is
19
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laptop , there were images of known terrorists .

He was,

it seems, repeatedly interested in and looking at the
details of significant terrorists .

Just further down

the page, please?
A. Abdesalam Salah.
Q. Salah, the Paris attacks which had been November 2015,
Chouchane, the Tunisia attack in 2015, the three
Brussels airport suspects from 2016.
Again, the totality of this material surely makes it
plain that this is somebody who is a real risk to the
public ; would you agree?
A. So it makes it plain to me that this is an individual
with an extremist mindset that has an interest in
extremist matters and other individuals that are
involved in Islamic radicalism , I fully accept that .
But without anything else further it does not cause us
to act and it just goes into the intelligence pot that
will then form a subsequent risk assessment on him.
Q. Is there a written document somewhere where you assessed
what this material told you in your investigation ?
A. This is material shared with MI5 -Q. Yes?
A. - - who form the categorisation of a operation.
Q. Did you assess it ?
A. So we assessed it with a view to seeing if there ’ s any
18
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the categorisation was right , so we’d come down, P2H
generally suggests we’re looking at someone looking to
commit an attack.
Q. My suggestion, officer , is there needs to be a more
nuanced assessment of this kind of material .

It ’ s not

just : is there an offence disclosed , it ’ s not just does
this show attack planning; there should be a third
category that should be identified : what does it show us
about his mindset? Is there a willingness to fight and
die , because if there ’ s a willingness to fight and die ,
that ’ s a very considerable step along the path to
actually executing an attack in which he will be
fighting and dying; do you see the point?
A. I do see your point , and I will go back to this is not
uncommon, what we see, and it is factored in to
subsequent risk assessments and assessments around this
individual .
Q.

If I suggested - - and I don’t mean this in any way
disrespectfully , but if I suggested that that ’ s a rather
defeatist approach simply to say ”We see it all the
time” - -

A. No.
Q. - - without a tailored assessment of what it tells us
about particularly his willingness to die?
A. But you will hear from Witness L about that tailored
20
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assessment, around the PLA process.
Q. We will see what was and wasn’t done by MI5, but it
appears from what you have told us that no such
assessment along those lines was carried out by you and
your team?
A. No, because we don’t own that process - Q. So it ’ s your material - MR HORWELL: Answer the question.
A. - - so we feed into that process. We did not - - so in
terms of assessment, we’re alive to it , it is
concerning, and it was shared.
Q. Well, if there was any flagging up of what was there,
would you please let us know?
A. Of course.
Q. Were some of the items that were found at this stage
considered for a potential prosecution?
A. On the devices?
Q. Yes.
A. They were all assessed with a view to whether they would
be prosecutable.
Q. Was advice taken from the CPS in relation to any of the
files ?
A. I don’t believe it was. So we followed a system we have
in place , which I documented in my statement, around
NITRA and the assessment process that falls out of that .
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material was subject to assessment.
Q. The reason I ’ m asking this , there ’ s no mystery, at
paragraph 226 of the ISC report it is stated that :
”During Butt’s arrest in October counter terrorism
police had discovered files that it considered ’ may be
successfully used in a prosecution under the Terrorism
Act ’.”
And I am wondering if you can help us with what the
particular documents or files were that you were
interested in?
A. So ”may be successfully used in a prosecution under the
Terrorism Act ”, so may be used as mindset material to
assist with - - to form a part of the jigsaw for another
terrorist suspect (?).
Q. Not a self -contained charge?
A. The material in itself did not form the basis for any
prosecution.
Q. I see.
A. I think that ’ s my interpretation of that phrase.
Q. The reason I ask is because there was a reference to
possible disruption and obviously that suggests that it
wouldn’t be mindset attached to another charge, it would
be a charge of itself .
A. Well, I read it differently .
Q. There was a period of withdrawal from ALM after his
23
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Q. In the ISC report it suggested at paragraph 226 that
some of the files might have been used in a successful
prosecution; is that right ?
A. So, I believe this material has been reviewed
subsequently by the CPS and reached the same conclusion
as what we did: that none of it was chargeable.
Q. So the point I ’ m making is was there a particular film
or a particular document, a specific item which you
thought: mm, that might possibly give grounds for
a specific prosecution?
A. Well, that would be our starting point .
Q. Yes, was there any particular file that you were
interested in? Any particular book or document or film?
A. Not - Q. That might be close to the line , for example?
A. I would have to go through it line -by-line , but there ’ s
nothing I recall .

Did we think it ’ s close to the line ?

Yes, because we submitted it for assessment, and we rely
on that assessment to form our view whether it is
actionable and we should take some form of action on the
back of that assessment.
Q. Can you help us with what the particular files were?
A. No, I can’ t .

So without having the actual document in

front of me what was referred up, and I would have to
see DS Ager’s report , but my understanding is all this
22
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arrest , we have been told , in Witness L’s statement.
Presumably you were aware of that?
A. Yes.

I knew there was -- well , I ’ m aware that there was

a period of disengagement.
Q. And Witness L said this : that it was assessed that he
was possibly seeking to minimise any further police
attention .

Presumably that was shared with you, or

a view that you also had at the time?
A. Possibly , but I cannot be definitive .

There was

nothing - - nothing shared with the police that suggests
that that was the case, but he had just been arrested ,
he was on bail .
Q. And so did he increase his operational security at that
stage? Did he step it up even more?
A. Not that I was aware of. So that in itself would be
an indicator .
Q. That in itself would be an indicator that caused - A. So I think it ’ s fair to say if we started seeing
an individual change their behaviour, change operational
security , that in itself would be a red flag .
Q. But that never reached you, did it , if that happened?
A. No, I wasn’t aware that there was any significant change
in his operational security .
Q. {WS5006/66}, please. If we can enlarge the page,
please .

David Anderson in his assessment of the police
24
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review stated at paragraph 2.49 that after the arrest
for fraud in October he began a period of withdrawal
from ALM and increased his operational security .
A. Okay. So the ...
Q. So is that something that wasn’t brought to your
attention?
A. Well, was that something we knew at the time or
something we found out after the attack but went back
and reassessed? I ’ m not sure.
Q. But you’ve told us that certainly at the time you were
unaware of any such increase , and it would have been
a significant thing if it had occurred?
A. Absolutely , but is that comment made in light of what
was found afterwards, or was it found out at the time,
and I will be - Q. I can’ t assist .
A. No, let me be clear .

So at the time if we had seen any

increase in operational security that in itself would be
suspicious , and pique our interest .

So I don’t know if

Mr Anderson is referring to the fact that we were aware
of that at the time or that was subsequently discovered
in the post investigation .
Q. But certainly you were aware, you said yesterday to
Mr Hough, that MI5 increased their coverage of him at
around this time.
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Day 20

website, and then at that stage we became involved -became aware and then became involved.
Q. So the incident is in the summer but in October, so
about three and a half months after the incident , you’re
aware that the suspect is Butt?
A. That’s correct .
Q. And you have a video recording. The reason I ask you
these questions, officer , is - A. So the CID officer investigating the offence has a video
recording, not us in Counter Terrorism Command.
Q. But were you aware of all of this in October?
A. In October?
Q. Yes.
A. Yes, so we received information that he may have been
involved in a low-level assault in Goodmayes, it was
an Eid celebration , and at that point we decided to
assist the local detective with the investigation .
Primarily help around identification .

Q. What’s the relevance of the six -month statutory time
limit , given that we are dealing with what you were
investigating or colleagues were investigating only
three months after the incident?
A.

Sir , I can only talk about when we became aware. So as
a low-level assault , a common assault, it has
27
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A. Sorry, what time? The second half of 2016?
Q. Late in 2016.
A. So probably for a combination of reasons. I think you
mentioned he was re-engaging with ALM.
Q. With contacts outside of London, I think you told us.
A. Outside of London, yes.
Q. So that ’ s a further cause for concern which led to
an increase in surveillance , or coverage, whatever that
entailed?
A. That’s correct .
Q.

Just help us with this , please: in October you told us
that you learned from Crimestoppers that he had been
named on suspicion of assault at Goodmayes Park,
an incident back on 6 July .

Is that correct?

A. That is correct .
Q. At that time did you get an account, or did those who
were investigating get an account from the complainant,
or the victim?
A. Yes, I believe so; and, again, I ’ m going from memory,
I believe they were supplied with a video of the
incident as well from the complainant.
Q. Ah, so it was caught on camera?
A. I haven’t seen the footage myself.

I understand there

was a video of the incident which led the officer to
circulate the image of the suspect on the Crimestoppers
26
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a six -month statutory time limit attached to it .
Q. Yes, but this is October, this is three months after the
incident so the six -month time limit is irrelevant at
this stage , isn ’ t it ?
A. Well it ’ s still within that period, yes.
Q. Yes. So I don’t understand why in your report you touch
upon the six -month time limit if we’re only three months
down the line?
A. Well, because the conclusion of the investigation was
the victim did not wish to proceed and, in any event,
that six -month time limit had expired, and that was the
end of that investigation .
Q. Why the delay?
A. The delay in us becoming involved?
Q. Well, why -- I don’t understand why the six months even
arises , because we have a video recording, you have
an account from the complainant -A. Yes.
Q. - - you’ve identified Butt after just three months.
A. Yes. And he was interviewed.
Q. Right .

Well, when was the interview?

A. I believe , again, going from memory, I believe that was
in January 2017.
Q. In January. So was he interviewed after the six months
had expired?
28
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A. No, that was within the six months, I believe .
Q. Why the delay in interviewing him if you identified him
in October?
A. I will have to go into the detail around the crime
report .

So a very low-level assault , not a significant

disruption for us, the victim did not wish to proceed
and we assisted in the background. It would not have
been proportionate for me to assign resources to that
assault .
Q. You said that the interview was within the six months
but, as I understand it , the incident itself was on
6 July and the interview wasn’t until 16 or 17 January.
A. Okay, I would need to see the detail before I can ...
Q. Which would be interviewing him after the six months has
expired.
A. That would be correct , yes.
Q. Why did you interview him after the six months had
expired, given the need for urgency in these sorts of
situations is well recognised?
A. Okay, so this local detective that undertook this
investigation , I would have to get the detail of that
crime report , why it was -- it might not have been
initially assessed as a common assault.
Q. But ...
A. Possibly affray , which doesn’t come into that - -
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A. And this incident was discussed and shared with partners
and would have factored in any subsequent assessment
around that individual .
Q. Now, can I ask you about late 2016 and early 2017;
you’ve told us that by then you had identified that he
was regularly frequenting the Ummah gym?
A. That is correct .
Q. And you had the address or location of that gym.
A. That is correct .
Q. And it has been known in the past , has it not, for
terrorist activity to focus on, or occur within gyms?
A. An example doesn’t come to mind but I ’ ve no reason to
doubt that .
Q. The Westminster attacker, Khalid Masood, for example,
and other examples, the term ” jihadi gym” is something
the press are frequently keen to deploy in their press
reports of terrorist activity ?
A. And I ’m sure multiple other locations have been the
focus of terrorist activity as well .
Q. You told us that one of your investigative strategies or
aims was to find opportunities to exploit the potential
for intelligence or information?
A. Absolutely .
Q. Did you try to exploit this gym as a potential source
for information about the man that you were
31
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Q. Which wouldn’t have a six -month time limit .
A. - - which wouldn’t have that six -month statutory time
limit .
Q. The reason I ’ m asking this is because you’ve told us you
were investigating Khuram Butt, you’ve told us you were
looking at ways to disrupt him if you couldn’t get
evidence of a terrorist offence .
A. Yes.
Q.

It sounds as though you have video evidence of
an assault?

A. So we had video evidence of an incident , yes.
Q. Did the video evidence of itself provide a case to
answer?
A. I haven’t seen the video evidence. My understanding is
that it was a scuffle in the park and a low-level
assault allegation was made as a result of that scuffle .
Q. So you can’ t help us with what the video did or didn’t
show?
A. So I believe it showed part of that scuffle .

In no way

would that represent a significant disruption
opportunity around Mr Butt.
Q. Yes, but as Mr Hough put to you yesterday, this material
could suggest a willingness to use violence towards
other people, towards non-believers, towards people who
don’t share his extremist ideology; would you agree?
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investigating ?
A. So - - and I will come back to this point: there was no
significance attached to that gym in terms of any kind
of terrorist planning or terrorist activity , so it was
not a location we focused on.
Q. While you were investigating Khuram Butt, were you
trying to work out what he was doing or what he was
thinking or what he was planning?
A. Absolutely , and we followed the intelligence and none of
the intelligence linked that gym to any kind of
terrorist activity .
Q. But coverage had led you to the gym, hadn’t it ?
A. The coverage led us to multiple locations .
Q. One of the locations that the coverage led you to was
the gym, wasn’t it ?
A. That’s correct , yes.
Q. And my suggestion is that you could have then
investigated the gym to which you had been led by the
coverage?
A.

If we had cause and reason to investigate that gym
because we had intelligence or any other information to
suggest that was being used as a location for any kind
of terrorist activity or planning, then we would have
done.

Q. But, forgive me: you don’t just sit there in a reactive
32
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way and only respond to what intelligence picks up: you
investigate yourself , don’t you, in a proactive way;
would you agree?
A. We follow the intelligence .
Q. Yes. But you investigate , you don’t just sit there and
receive , you take positive steps , you follow lines of
inquiry , don’t you?
A. Absolutely .

Yes.

Q. I mean, in the context of a potential prosecution, the
defence will complain if you haven’t pursued reasonable
lines of inquiry , won’t they?
A. Yes, but we’re not - - absolutely , yes.
Q. And it ’ s not just a case of one day the coverage
suggests he goes to this place just like one day he goes
to a newspaper shop; he’s going there regularly , he’s
going there again and again, isn ’ t he?
A. And he went to other locations regularly as well .
Unless it comes with an intelligence case to support
further action , then it would not be a significant
location for us.
Q. We know that he was working behind the counter there for
months, and we know that Redouane was working behind the
counter there for months. If you had investigated that
gym and considered surveillance inside or near the gym,
you probably would have picked up their association ;
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were intelligence -led and reasonable to what was known
at the time.
Q. In the days and weeks that followed the London Bridge
attack , did you and your colleagues consider what
lessons there were to be learned?
A. Those lessons have come out in the David Anderson
report , some of the more broad lessons about working in
the service and data and data exploitation .

and say was a missed opportunity around a significant
disruption , nor was there anything that we had in our
possession at that time indicating that an attack was
being planned.
Q. Did you yourself , officer , in the days and weeks that
followed, consider whether there were any lessons to be
learned?
A. I ’ ve spent - - I ’ ve spent a long time reflecting on what
we knew before June 3 and what I personally would
change, and what we had missed. There’s nothing I can
go back on and identify as what I would describe
a missed opportunity.
Q. So you have. You have considered whether there are any
lessons to be learned?
A. Yes. And not only have I considered that , that has been
considered in numerous reviews we’ve had, both within
35

would you agree?
A. That is possible , but speculative .
Q. Let ’ s be realistic : if they’re both working behind that
same counter, and I can show you a photograph of the
chair , if they’re both working behind the same reception
desk and if it ’ s a regular , almost daily thing , the
likelihood is you would pick up their association ,
wouldn’t you?
A. And probably other associations .

So - - but again I ’ ll

go back to , even if there is an association , it still
needs to come some intelligence to suggest that is
nefarious and requires further investigation .
Q. Since the attack , have you cast your mind back and
considered carefully whether there are any lessons to be
learnt about the conduct of your two-year investigation ?
A. From personal self - reflection ?
Q. You and your team?
A. I ’ ve never worked on a perfect operation. There’s
always lessons to be learned.
Q. Yes.
A. There’s always learning to be had out of every
operation, every investigation , every prosecution, and
of course, if I look back now with hindsight, we would
have done a lot of things differently .
But, at the time we undertook lines of inquiry that
34
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the Command, external, and the ISC report and
David Anderson’s report.
Q. Why is it , then, that it was only last week that you
learned that Butt and his two accomplices were training
at a gym in east London which is believed to be linked
to or run by a man who is believed to , or who there is
intelligence to suggest ran a terrorist training camp
for the leader of the 7/7 bombers overseas in Pakistan?
A. So I haven’t been intimately involved in the
post- investigation and every facet of that
post- investigation .

I can say that before June 3 I was

not aware of that individual ’ s links to the gym.
Q. But why did you not learn about this in the weeks and
months that followed when you’ve told us you were
analysing whether there were any missed opportunities or
lessons to learn?
A. We did not know before June 3 that that individual was
aligned to that gym.
Q. You’ve made that point .
A. Yes.
Q. After 3 June, when you were seeking to find out if there
were lessons to be learned or missed opportunities, why
did you not learn at that stage about this potential
link?
A. Because my self- reflection , or on the assessments and
36
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the reviews that we have undergone have been with the
focus of what was known before June 3.
Q. I mean, the newspapers within days -- I can show you
report after report in which the press were saying:
there ’ s this potential link , a prosecution witness in
one of the most high- profile terrorist prosecutions in
recent years, Omar Khyam and his accomplices, the
Crevice trial , the fertiliser plot trial , a prosecution
witness named this person, Sajeel Shahid, as running
a terrorist training camp for ALM extremists, and this
included Mohammad Sidique Khan, and so the press got
there within a few days of the attack?
A.

Is there any evidence that this individual was involved
in the plot or the attack?

Q. Well, what does you -A. So this is media reporting.
Q. Yes.
A. So I don’t believe he has been arrested as a result of
that attack .
Q. Yes, but - THE CHIEF CORONER: I think the question was that he was
involved in the running of the gym rather than in the
planning of the attack , so I think we need to be very
clear about that .
MR PATTERSON: Absolutely.
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A. Yes. And we -Q. And nowhere even at that stage - A. - - participated fully in that .
Q. I ’ m pleased to hear that , but nowhere at that stage do
we see any suggestion that David Anderson was even told
that this gym, which features prominently in the months
before the attack , has this possibly highly significant
link to terrorist training ?
A. So I can’ t answer on what David Anderson was told and
was not told .

My understanding was that he was given

access to all the intelligence in relation to this
attack .

But I will go back to we had no information, we

were not told , and we did not make the association with
Mr [Shahid] and the gym.
Q. So what was the link? Was he the tenant of the premises
if ?
A. Who? Mr ...
Q. This man Sajeel Shahid?
A. I don’t know.
Q. Was his son - A. But I have not gone through that individual ’ s history
and what’s known about him in any detail .
Q. But the gym itself : who ran the gym?
A. I don’t know.
Q. Well, for months and months, Butt, who you were
39
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A. Because your inference is that he was in some way
involved and we should have known.
Q. My question is there ’ s this potential link and what the
families want to know is why is it you weren’t even
aware of this ? You are the man who investigated him
with your team for two years and you say you didn’t even
know about this potential link until last week when the
press reports were put to Mr Jolley and asked ”Have you
investigated it ”, to this day?
A. Have I investigated ...
Q. Have the police , have the counter terrorism police , of
which you are a member?
A. I think that ’ s probably - - I think that question is
probably better answered by Superintendent Riggs who
will detail the post- investigation .

He was not

an individual known to me or us prior to June 3.
Q. Because in the days following the attack , the then Home
Secretary , Amber Rudd, asked for David Anderson QC to
look into these matters and to consider reviews from the
police and reviews from MI5 -A. Yes.
Q. - - and material was fed through to David Anderson, and
he wrote a report , all of which was very important in
terms of the public ’ s understanding of whether there
were any lessons to be learned.
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investigating , was going to this gym, he was working
there .

Did you find out at the time who is running this

gym where he works?
A. No, we did not.
Q. Why not?
A. Because it was not a significant location .

None of the

intelligence indicated that it was a significant
location .

If it had, then we would have investigated it

further .
Q. You told Mr Hough yesterday that you hadn’t been
notified by MI5 that he was working there. So not just
going there regularly , which you did know, but he was
believed to be working there?
A. Did I tell that to Mr Hough yesterday?
Q. Transcript page 103.
A. Because I was not aware that he was working there at the
time.
Q. And that would be a very material thing to know,
wouldn’t it , if you were investigating this man and
whether he is involved in terrorist activity ?
A. So I was not aware that he was in paid employment at the
gym.
Q. Or unpaid employment; that wasn’t shared with you by
MI5?
A. That he was working at the gym?
40
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Q. Yes.
A. I cannot recall that , no.
Q. Which again brings me back to the point I raised
yesterday about previous parliamentary committees having
raised the concern about inadequate sharing of
information from your partner agency to you. You would
want to know that, wouldn’t you, where your suspect
works?
A. So again, I ’ ll go back to - - it ’ s for MI5 to collect
intelligence , assess it , disseminate it where they see
it as significant .
Q. Yes, but you’re not just a puppet, are you? You’re
working alongside them. They may take the lead .
A. Yes.
Q. You are not just an agent or a puppet, are you?
A. No, not at all but - - you’ve just hit the nail on the
head: they take the lead , it ’ s for them to take the
intelligence , assess it , disseminate where it is
assessed to be significant and where we can take some
kind of activity on the back of that intelligence .
If they phoned me every day with every intelligence
update, we would be overwhelmed.
Q. As a matter of principle would you agree that
an investigator will want to inquire into where somebody
works?
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A. That is correct .
Q. And the intelligence you told Mr Hough was that it was
possibly at a school?
A. That is correct .
Q. And so this is several months before the London Bridge
attacks , isn ’ t it ?
A. That is correct .
Q. Why did you not ask your Prevent colleagues to inquire
into the local school, the Ad-Deen primary school?
A. Because the intelligence indicated a number of schools
where he was believed to be teaching and we followed
that intelligence .
Q. And once you were unable to identify that it was at
schools A, B and C, why didn’t you see if it was at
another local Islamic school, the Ad-Deen primary
school?
A. Because we -- so, very simply, we were following the
intelligence .

The intelligence was specific around the

number of schools where he’s believed to be working. We
carried out those inquiries , they came back negative.
We were alive to the fact that he was possibly teaching
in a school.

If we had seen anything else come in

around a school, then we would have revisited it , but we
followed the intelligence .
Q. You told us yesterday that one of your investigative
43
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A. So we were not aware that he was in employment at that
gym at that time.
Q. As a matter of principle , you would generally want to
know where your suspect works, wouldn’t you?
A. So in the same vein of working at TfL, we would be
interested in where he was being employed at the time.
Q. Exactly .
A. And we would make decisions on the basis of that
employment.
Q. But you didn’t make a single overt inquiry into this gym
that he was going to regularly ?
A.

It was a covert inquiry .

It was a covert investigation .

Q.

If I suggested that in your approach to the
investigation and consideration in particular of the gym
that you were being unreasonably blinkered, would you
accept that?

A. No, I ’ d refute that .

For the reason I have said , unless

it came with some intelligence attached that gym had
some significance , that gym has been involved in any
form of terrorist activity , then it was a location that
he visited .

It needs to come with another layer to make

it significant and worthy of further investigation .
Q. In early 2017 you also learned that he was believed to
be teaching Koran classes to children in the Barking or
Ilford area.
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aims was to look into Prevent issues and the issue of
whether there was a need to protect perhaps vulnerable
people from radicalisation ?
A. I agree.
Q. And you told us also that after 2013, that particular
issue was of real concern. There was an increase in
radicalisation and there was an increased need to
address those sorts of issues in counter terrorism
policing ?
A. Yes, sir , I agree, and there still is today.
Q. And that’s a classic thing which is in the
responsibility or purview of the police in this
partnership, isn ’ t it ?

It ’ s exactly the kind of thing

where you rather than MI5 -A. Absolutely .

So safeguarding would fall more to us, and

more to our Prevent colleagues .

It ’ s a more overt form

of counter terrorism policing .
Q. So why is it that virtually every afternoon he was able
to have access to and potentially radicalise children
aged 3 to 11 without being detected over the months of
your investigation ?
A.

Sir , we had no further information that came to us to
suggest that was the case or to suggest that he was
teaching at Ad-Deen school.

Q. Our research has suggested that it ’ s a school just about
44
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20 minutes from his home address. It ’ s a local school.
A. So we followed the intelligence .

We conducted inquiries

based on the intelligence and it came back
uncorroborated.
Q. The headteacher was a woman called Sophie Rahman and she
was the wife or the partner of this man, the same figure
again, Sajeel Shahid.
A. So I ’ m aware.
Q. And we’ve been told, and the press reported this within
days of the attack , that he was believed to be the
one-time owner or proprietor of this school.

All of

that was something that you weren’t aware of at the
time; is that correct?
A. That is correct .
Q.

If you had investigated either the gym or that local
school, the Ad-Deen school, it ’ s likely , isn ’ t it , that
you would have identified the involvement of this
person, Sajeel Shahid, realistically ; would you agree?

A. Possibly .

Possibly .

But we did not, and for the

reasons I ’ ve explained.
Q. And then, no doubt, you would look at your databases and
find out that a key prosecution witness had said that
this was somebody facilitating terrorist training for
Mohammad Sidique Khan, the leader of the 7/7 bombers;
that ’ s likely , isn ’ t it ?
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opportunity in the months leading up to the attacks ;
would you accept that?
A. There was no intelligence that suggested the gym was of
significance prior to the attack , and we followed the
intelligence around the school, around a number of
schools that led us to believe that it was
uncorroborated.
Q. In addition to never learning from MI5 that he was
believed to work at the school, you told Mr Hough
yesterday that you didn’t learn from MI5 that in early
2017 he was believed to be engaged in an increase in his
extremist rhetoric and his accessing of extremist
material online .

Can you help us with why that is ?

A. Sorry, I might have to go back. So we didn’t learn from
MI5.
Q. Yes. So to this day, can you help me with the details
of that? To this day do you know what increase there
was in his accessing material or - A. Sorry, I ’ m confusing myself. Are you saying we weren’t
aware of that fact ?
Q. That’s what you said yesterday.
A. Okay. So can I help with the reason why MI5 didn’t tell
us this ?
Q. Yes.
A. No, you would have to speak to MI5.
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A.

If we’d - -

Q. The link would have been made?
A. - - if we’d made the link and he’d become a person of
interest in that inquiry , we would have conducted
background checks, yes.
Q.

If you had looked more closely into the gym or the
school?

A.

If we had undertaken those inquiries then yes, that
would have been a natural course of activity by us, but
we did not, for the reasons I ’ ve explained.

Q.

If it were suggested, officer , if it were to be
suggested that a reasonable investigator would have and
should have identified the location of that school,
would you accept that?

A. So we followed the intelligence , it came back
uncorroborated. Any activity I would take in addition
to that on uncorroborated intelligence would not be
proportionate.
Q. And that once you start investigating the school or the
gym, you’re onto Sajeel Shahid and you’re likely to be
onto the significant preparatory activities and planning
of Butt and his accomplices; that ’ s the likelihood ,
isn ’ t it ?
A. I don’t agree.
Q.

All of this , I suggest, was a very real missed
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Q. To this day do you know what it was? Do you know what
the extremist rhetoric was that was coming from Butt in
that period before the attacks?
A. No, I do not.
Q. Would you agree that that ’ s very unsatisfactory , given
that you were engaged in investigating him at the time?
A. No, not at all .

I mean, you say extremist rhetoric in

a manner to suggest, sir , that an attack was being
planned. So I mean this is an individual that has - who is an extremist and has been consistently involved
in extremist rhetoric , so if they have not shared that
with us then you will have to speak to them as to why.
Q. But you can’ t help us with what sort of things he was
saying?
A. I don’t believe I can, no.
Q. Whether there were, again, references to martyrdom.
Whether there was again evidence of an obsession with
violence or a willingness to fight or anything like
that , you can’ t help?
A. No.
Q. As a matter of principle would you agree that you would
want to be notified where possible of all relevant
intelligence that was coming in to your partner agency?
A.

All significant intelligence that would need to be
discussed that would lead us to have an opportunity to
48
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disrupt or arrest or prosecute, yes. And that is
a daily occurrence, that conversation.
Q. In February 2017 he applied to work at London Bridge
station ; was that something you were aware of at the
time?
A. Quite possibly that was something my team were aware of
at the time. Myself personally , no.
Q. Can you help us one way or the other with whether your
team was notified of that?
A. So in the same vein as the YouTube videos, yes, I would
have to go back and check the records if that was the
case.
Q. Again, could that inquiry be made, please?
A.

Certainly .

Q. Thank you.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Mr Patterson, just before you move on,
can I just pick up on one question you asked. You asked
about the relevant intelligence and the answer you gave,
Witness M, was, I think you used ” significant
intelligence ”, and I just wondered whether there was any
distinction you are drawing between relevant and
significant ?
A. So to my mind it would have to be either actionable
intelligence , somewhere where we can intervene, take
action - -
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stated that it is always an objective to try to
ascertain associations , and no doubt you would agree
with that?
A. Yes. With the purpose to ascertaining whether any of
those associations are engaged in terrorist activity .
Q. Absolutely .

And Butt’s call data for that day-to-day

phone shows that from January onwards he began to have
repeated contact with a number that ends 500 and which
we know was used by Rachid Redouane, and we know that
that number was registered in Redouane’s name, so it
wasn’t a burner, as it ’ s sometimes termed, or
an unregistered phone; it was in his name and, indeed,
when he replaced the SIM in March he even went so far as
to give his home address of 387 Barking Road. So that
all of that information was held by the telephone
service provider.
Equally , we were told by DS Ager that from January
onwards there was, again, repeat contact with a number
that ends 547 and, again, the telephone service provider
held that number registered against Youssef Zaghba, or ,
to be precise , ”Zaghda”, with a D rather than a B, and
again, there was an address that was available at Ripple
Villas on the Ripple Road and, in fact , Zaghba had given
that telephone number to the police when he reported
a crime back in 2016.
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THE CHIEF CORONER: So by ”relevant” one might assume it is
intelligence which concerns Butt, but your view is it
would need to be significant rather than just concerning
him?
A. So yes. So my view of what MI5 should tell me is
intelligence that goes to some way for the police either
to intervene or take some action or we change our
posture in terms of resource allocation .
THE CHIEF CORONER: Thank you. I’m sorry to interrupt .
MR PATTERSON: Not at all. I want to ask you about
telephone contacts , please , Witness M, because we
learned that for a long time your suspect, Butt , used a
phone with a number that ends 594 as his main day-to-day
phone, and that it was registered in his own name, at
his own home address and indeed the police had it from
the fraud investigations that were conducted certainly
from the autumn of 2016.
A. Sorry, can I check that was one of the phones we seized?
Q.

Certainly the number was known to your team, certainly
from the period of the fraud investigation in the autumn
of 2016.

A. Okay.
Q. You told us yesterday that the investigation didn’t just
relate to Butt , but that it also related to others who
were around him, and Mr Jolley in his evidence last week
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At any stage , officer , before the suspensions on
21 March, did you or anyone in your team analyse who he
was in contact with on a repeated basis on his
day-to-day phone?
A. No. So prior to June 3 we were not aware of the
association between Redouane and Zaghba.
Q. So prior to the suspensions on 21 March, why were you,
given that the objective or one of the aims was to
examine and investigate who he was associating with, why
were you not looking at who is it that he is making
repeat contact with over these months?
A. So (a) we’re intelligence -led , and I would say (b) there
was never any indication that those associations were
of - - for us to be suspicious about and make those
further inquiries .
Q. But you’ve agreed with Mr Jolley ’ s general observation
that as a matter of principle , it ’ s always an objective
to try and ascertain associations .
A. So that would form conversation with MI5 around
associations , and the significance of those
associations , yes.
Q. I mean, these days you can just put the call data into
a computer program, click a few buttons, and you can see
at a glance which are the numbers that are appearing
again and again and again.
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A. Not for the police , so there is a legal process we have
to follow before we can retrieve call data.
Q. Yes, but you can get access to call data, can’ t you?
A. And we have to have a legal basis to have that call
data, that is correct , yes.
Q. And typically in a terrorist investigation you will make
applications of that sort to try to get access to call
data?
A.

If we have a reason to do so.

Q. Yes. And one reason to do so is if there are grounds to
believe that there is criminal activity taking place .
A. But we didn’t have grounds to believe that there was
criminal activity taking place at that stage .
Q. Well, terrorist activity would be criminal, wouldn’t it ?
A. Well in relation to his association with Redouane and
Zaghba there was no intelligence to suggest that they
were engaged in any terrorist activity before June 3.
Q. Yes, but the suspicion that had led to the setting up
and maintenance of an investigation into Butt himself
would have provided grounds to look at Butt’ s telephone
call data, wouldn’t it ? I ’ m not suggesting you couldn’t
have looked at Butt’ s data?
A. Yes, possibly , and I ’ m not shifting here, but that
responsibility would lie with MI5, and the significance
of those individuals and that association would be
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intelligence to suggest that this is a contact of
significance at that stage .
Q. I think you disagree with my suggestion that you should
have done, but if you had done, you would have had their
name and address in an instant , wouldn’t you?
A. Well, not necessarily in an instant .
Q. Well, in short order.
A. Had we made those inquiries we would have established
that contact .

But, take that aside , we had no reason to

make those inquiries .
Q. And, again, going back to your strategic aims of
exploiting opportunities for intelligence - A. Yes.
Q. - - was this an obvious line of inquiry that you failed
to exploit ?
A. So the significance of that association wasn’t known.
So ... let me -Q. This topic , telephone contacts .
A. Let me just ... sorry .
So we would only go down that line if we had reason
to go down that line and we did not have reason to go to
that avenue. If there was intelligence to suggest that
the association or associates was nefarious, then we
would be looking to exploit the intelligence avenues.
Q. On 7 March you told us that the three men were outside
55
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assessed.
Q. But would you accept this , officer : that a reasonable
investigator would have and should have looked at Butt’ s
call data to see who he is contacting again and again
and again.
A. So it ’ s intelligence -led , intelligence -led .

So that

responsibility would fall to MI5. If we needed to
evidentially prove that association , then we would go
away and conduct those checks.
Q. DS Ager told us that as the period progressed, it
increased in volume and it got to the stage where often
there were multiple contacts on a single day between
Butt and the 500 number and the 547 number.
A. And that was found out after the attack .
Q. And still you didn’t look into this at the time?
A. Well, we weren’t aware of it and it hadn’t been flagged
to us as a significant association .
Q. Do you agree that if you had looked into who is it
that ’ s using these repeated numbers, the obvious and
first line of inquiry would have been to ask the service
provider, and then you would have had the name,
Rachid Redouane, or Rachad Redouane, and the name
Youssef Zaghda, and you would have had their addresses
that were linked to them?
A. Sorry, why am I looking into this ? There’s no ancillary
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Butt’ s home address but that that was something you were
unaware of at the time; is that correct?
A. That is correct .
Q. Can we see on the screen, please , {DC8172/3}. Now, if
we can expand it , please .

These are stills that show

Redouane in a distinctive coloured jacket outside the
home address, the apartment block where Butt lived , on
7 March at 17.13; is that correct?
A. Yes.
Q. And at the bottom of the screen, if we could scroll
down, please, he’s with Khuram Butt, who at that stage
wore his hair and his beard a lot longer than he did on
the day of the attack ; do you see that?
A. Yes.
Q. And over on to {DC8172/4}. The two of them together
again. And at page 7, please {DC8172/7}, if we could
expand that, it has been assessed that this person
coming to the block was Zaghba, the third member of the
attackers ; do you see that?
A. I can see that .
Q. And so all of this was captured on CCTV that was
recording at the time; is that correct?
A. I believe - - I cannot comment on where this footage
comes from and it was not something that I was aware of
or we were aware of prior to June 3.
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Q. And would you agree that it ’ s one thing meeting with
people at a particular location , but it ’ s another thing
having people actually being so close to you that
they’re coming to your home address? That that ’ s
a significant feature of an association?
A. Yes.

I agree.

Q. And we are told by Witness L in his report that that
same day Butt and Redouane met at the gym Butt may have
been trying to get hold of a gun, and that that comes
from an analysis of contemporary coverage.
A. Of contemporary coverage?
Q. That’s the wording we’ve been given in his witness
statement, ”an analysis of contemporary coverage”.
A. Okay, and what is the interpretation of that?
Q. That’s what I ’ m asking: can you help us with how those
two meetings and the attempt to get hold of a gun was
missed while you were investigating Butt?
A. So that is information we were not aware of prior
to June 3.
Q. Again, a missed opportunity to detect possible attack
planning if he was trying to get his hands, in March, on
a firearm; would you agree?
A. So I ’ d probably need some clarification here. Was this
information known prior to June 3?
Q. No, this was identified after the event from coverage
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Q. And ELG activity would be the precursor to a possible
arrest?
A. Absolutely , and it would elevate the risk and the
resources allocated and our posture.
Q. The phone that was used on the day of the attacks to get
hold of the van was what we’ve been referring to as
an ”operational phone”, was purchased on 17 March, so
a few days later after these events in those stills
which were on 7 March.
Mr Jolley ’ s assessment, who was, I think , a member
of your team at the time; is that correct?
A. That’s correct .
Q. Was that it is likely that the three men discussed
getting that phone before they got it .

that was detected at the time but he agrees that it ’ s
likely that they must have discussed getting a phone;
would you agree with that assessment?
A. As an assumption, prior to buying the phone?
Q. As a realistic matter of likelihood ?
A. No reason to disagree .
Q. And so, again, would you agree that at this period, now
into March, the attack planning was there to be
detected, it was going on in these weeks?
A. So we were not aware of that activity prior to June 3.
So the fact that they were planning, prepping, buying
59
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that was available .

That’s what we’ve been told by

Witness L.
A. Okay. So do I agree that he was trying to purchase
a firearm?
MR HOUGH: May I just read what Witness L says, so that this
witness is fairly appraised.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Thank you.
MR HOUGH: What Witness L says:
”Although not apparent at the time, coverage and
analysis since the attack (including analysis of
contemporaneous coverage) has indicated at the second
gathering Butt was probably seeking assistance with
obtaining an item which may possibly have been
a firearm .”
MR PATTERSON: Thank you very much.
You weren’t aware of any of that at the time; is
that right ?
A. No.
Q. And this opportunity to detect attack planning was
missed; would you agree?
A. Had we known prior to June 3 that information, we would
have acted on it , and I suspect we would have been very
quickly into ELG territory around him trying to acquire
a firearm. But that was not known to us prior
to June 3.
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an operational phone was not within our knowledge in the
police .
Q. But it was clearly happening, wasn’t it , the planning,
at that stage in March?
A. That is an assumption, but - Q. Would you agree it ’ s a realistic assumption?
A. - - as a hypothesis, yes.
Q.

It ’ s likely , isn ’ t it ?

A. I cannot say categorically whether it is likely or not,
but I agree with your hypothesis that there was a degree
of what appears to be operational activity .
Q. On 21 March there was the second time that the
investigation into Butt was suspended because of
resource issues ; is that correct?
A. That’s correct .
Q. And so this is one day before the Westminster attack,
and a few months after the Nice attack .

The Nice attack

had been in late 2016 when a large vehicle , a lorry - A. Yes.
Q. - - was used in France.
A. I thought it was August 2016.
MR HORWELL: July.
A.

July .

MR HORWELL: 14 July.
MR PATTERSON: I’m grateful. And the Berlin attack had also
60
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taken place the previous - A. So that was November 2016, yes.
Q. Did MI5 to your knowledge, or you and your counter
terrorist team request any additional resources at this
stage to try to maintain the investigation at that time
into Khuram Butt?
A. No, so again, as the previous suspension, we were
notified it was being suspended and had no grounds to
disagree with their assessment and their rationale for
suspending. There was no significant intelligence at
that time around Mr Butt.
Q. But you’d recently had intelligence that he was
radicalising children?
A. Uncorroborated intelligence that was followed up and not
proved by us in those inquiries .
Q. He was still categorised as posing a risk to the public?
A. Yes, but that categorisation extends across thousands of
individuals on the basis of just having that mindset.
Q. At that time, when resources caused the suspension of
the Butt investigation , how many other investigations
had to be suspended for resource reasons?
A. That’s a question I think you’d need to ask to MI5.
Q. Do you know if the Home Secretary was aware of this? Or
if the public were made aware of this?
A. Well, I expect the public not, but the Home Secretary
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processes.
Q. Did you not think: hang on a minute, that decision we
made yesterday about Khuram Butt, do we really want to
do that in light of what I ’ ve read in today’s
newspapers? The Westminster attack?
A. So I think I covered this to an extent yesterday:
a temporary suspension does not mean a cessation of all
activity around an individual - Q. You were scaling it back?
A. - - it means our resources are put in other priorities .
Q. But you’re scaling it back?
A. These decisions are never taken lightly .

resources elsewhere, I accept that , but they are
decisions and they are decisions that are made day in,
day out, weekly.
Q. Yes, you say they weren’t made lightly , but the counter
terrorism police , one of the two partners in this
investigation wasn’t even consulted?
A. No, and as you’ve just alluded to , that was a point that
was raised by David Anderson, and that is somewhere we
will either move to or are moving to in the future .
Q. Was there any consideration to continuing it but perhaps
scaling it back to a degree, or redeploying resources
from another investigation ? A halfway house, anything
63
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I don’t know. I would think unlikely , but again, you
would have to speak to MI5.
Q. But no doubt Mr Basu or whoever the Assistant
Commissioner at the time was would have been aware at
the time, within the CT unit?
A. I wouldn’t have thought he would have been consulted,
but, again, I would have to ask Mr Basu, but that - I think the suspension, the temporary suspension of
operations, the responsibility lies within MI5 to make
that decision .
Q. Although now, after the David Anderson review, it ’ s
recognised that the police should be given
an opportunity to have an input?
A. Absolutely .

So that is a learning point .

So that ’ s for

the temporary suspension, so as we moved, and in this
case it was moving towards closure, the normal course of
events we will have what we call a closing JOT, where we
will deal with residual intelligence and best decide how
to deal with some of the subjects of interest .
Q. The next day after those shocking events on
Westminster Bridge which highlighted the vulnerability
of London to attack and raised the possibility of
copycat attacks , was the decision reviewed or revisited ?
A. I ’ m not aware that it was reviewed or revisited and
again, that ’ s probably a question for MI5 and their
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like that?
A. No. No. So the decision was made by MI5, who have that
wider view of what is going on right across the piece ,
and that decision is made on their judgment.
Q. These two examples that you have now told us about when
the investigation was suspended for resources reasons,
does this rather suggest that in the United Kingdom it’s
less likely that we will attack - - we will detect attack
planning in the wake of serious incidents because of
resource issues?
A. No, I don’t think that ’ s the case.

I think - - so it ’ s

probably worth just backtracking slightly .

Let ’ s not

forget this operation was moving towards closure at that
time as well , so if we had an operation, or MI5 have
an operation that doesn’t have any significant activity
or intelligence around it at that point in time and it ’ s
moving towards closure, that would be a natural one for
temporary suspension.
So your second point around copycat attacks and
around -- in the event of an attack are we liable to
take our eyes off one operation to another operation, it
really is case-by-case, and depends on the intelligence .
Q. In those two examples there had been an inability to
find or surge the resources needed to keep these various
investigations from having to be suspended?
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A. But we only have finite resources and decisions have to
be made where to put those resources and those decisions
are made according to a system and according to
intelligence .
Q. But we’ve seen no evidence that there was even a request
to the Home Secretary to find the money, to go to the
Treasury and ask - A. As I said yesterday, resourcing is a constant
conversation that is taking place at the highest levels ,
my organisation, MI5 and within the Home Office.
Q. You said that we should bear in mind that this was
coming to a closure , but you told Mr Hough yesterday
that in May when the closure plan was being prepared or
considered by MI5 you weren’t even consulted on that?
A. No, it hadn’t been closed, it was moving towards
closure .

So at the end of that process, there would be

a closing JOT where there would be a full consultation
and a full discussion of what the - - of where we are in
that investigation .
Q. So this decision to suspend on 21 March, this was made
in relation to somebody who remained categorised as
medium risk to the public ; is that right ?
A. That’s correct .
Q. Who in the past had been the subject of more than one
piece of intelligence saying he had aspired to
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attendance at the gym or into his regular contacts on
his phone.
A. Yes, that ’ s correct .
Q. And he was still engaging in ongoing active surveillance
techniques?
A. Correct .
Q. And for all those reasons, I suggest that it ’ s clear
that the wrong decision was made as to suspension; do
you accept that?
A. So no intelligence - - no intelligence that he was
involved in attack planning, there was no opportunity to
conduct any kind of significant disruption on that
individual at that time.
The baseline you have just described there was over
a period of two years and the assessment was made that
he was not engaged in any [ illegal ] activity and nothing
was missed in that respect .
MR PATTERSON: My Lord, I do have a little more but if there
were to be a mid-morning break...
THE CHIEF CORONER: I think we’ll take a break there .
MR PATTERSON: I’m making very good progress, if that
assists .
THE CHIEF CORONER: We will sit again in 15 minutes’ time.
Mr Patterson, just because I am conscious that we have
other witnesses coming. How much longer do you think
67
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a terrorist attack?
A. That’s correct .
Q. There was intelligence suggesting that he wanted to
fight for Isis ?
A. Again, correct .
Q. His recently obtained phones had clearly suggested
a fascination with martyrdom attacks and a real interest
in terrorist violence .
A. That is correct .
Q. There was recent intelligence about possibly
radicalising young children.
A. Uncorroborated intelligence .
Q. MI5 had recently felt the need to increase his coverage.
A. When was that?
Q. Towards the end of 2016?
A. That’s correct .
Q. There had been a growth in his extremist rhetoric ,
although that was something you told us you weren’t
notified of?
A.

It would be helpful to know what that rhetoric was.

Q. Yes, and we don’t know, I ’ m simply relying on what
Witness L has revealed.
A. Yes.
Q. And he was going to the gym regularly but there had
been, and you knew this, no investigations into his
66
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you have?
MR PATTERSON: After the short break I can review and give
you a more accurate assessment, I would think something
like 30 minutes, maybe, something like that , 30 to 40
minutes.
MR HOUGH: Sir, it may be that to cover our witnesses today,
and you know they need to be covered, then we will need
to sit late and have shorter breaks.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Yes, absolutely.
(11.38 am)
(A short break)
(11.55 am)
THE CHIEF CORONER: Mr Patterson.
MR PATTERSON: Witness M, in April you told us that devices
were seized from Jamel Kasimi, and we know that that was
at St Pancras station , and I think in May you passed on
to MI5 some of the material that had been obtained from
those devices; is that correct?
A. Yes, that is correct .
Q. Found on one of the devices was a message to Butt
saying:
”May Allah bless you, may you die as [and the word
translated is believer ] and give you [then again the
words translated are] the highest level in paradise .”
What weight did you attach to that message which
68
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Butt , you had learnt , had been sent a few months earlier
in January?
A. So that was a message sent by Kasimi to Butt .

That’s

correct .
Q. Yes. That’s our understanding.
A. So I should probably preface this .

So we did not look

at that download prior to June 3.
Q. Should you not have looked at it as one of the - A. No.
Q. - - members of the investigating team?
A. No. No. So Kasimi was not an individual that was known
to myself or that investigation .

The downloads followed

entirely the appropriate route to MI5.
Q. So can you help us with what weight MI5 might have
attached to that message which rather suggests that he
might be somebody for whom death is imminent?
A. So we were not notified - - I was not aware of that port
stop until after the attack .

So the route in of that

material was from port stop through to MI5, and it did
not come out the other end, and that ’ s entirely correct :
it is for them to assess and identify anything
significant and they would notify us.
Q. But you never discussed that particular message with
them as the investigation continued?
A. No.
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agencies not to investigate material in their
possession, or potentially in their possession?
A. Well, so, again, I will go back to it , if we have cause
to look at that material and go through that material ,
we will go through that material .

actual physical aspect of going through all that
material is not possible : we have to prioritise and we
have to have cause to go through that material .
not have cause to go through that material .

an interview account that he gave in which he spoke
about Abu Zaytony, who was clearly Butt , and a link with
a Moroccan man, Rachid, and that he would often invite
him round for food, in other words, coming to the home
address?
A. Yes, I ... so that was the - - so that was on the
interview by the port’ s officers and that was also
shared with MI5.
Q. Help me. You touched upon this yesterday, but I ’ m still
unaware as to how it was that that didn’t come to your
attention at the time. You said that arguably you
should have been notified of that - A. Yes.
Q. - - at the time.
A. So I reflected on that last night and actually I think
the route it followed was entirely correct .
So it goes into an intelligence assessment, it goes
into analysis and looks at the wider picture and if
there was anything significant , we would have been
So that was the routing of the material which

was appropriate and correct .

We had no cause to go

through the download. Had we had cause, we would have
gone through that download.
Q. Is it really desirable for one of the two partner
70
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It was

passed on to MI5, which was entirely the correct route
of that material .
Q. But isn ’ t it a possibility that you would put it
together with something that you know that MI5 might not
know and that will ring alarm bells for you?
A. Even if it had come to me at the time, I ’ d been notified
about it , my sole direction would be: fine , pass it on
to MI5 for their assessment and then we’ll revisit at
the end of that assessment.
Q. As a matter of principle , is it not undesirable to limit
in this way investigative considerations?
A. That dynamic would have changed if I was aware of or
been notified Mr Kasimi was of interest , but there was
no reason for us to be involved in that at that time.
Q. So you were investigating Butt , you were aware that he
71

Q. And then also , as you told Mr Hough, there was

notified .

As an organisation we

seize hundreds of terabytes worth of data a year. The
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was going regularly to a gym. Here you’ve got
an interview account from somebody at a port stop
talking about the gym, talking about Butt , talking about
a man called Rachid, talking about meetings at the home
address for food, and you’re saying that you wouldn’t
want to know that information?
A. I would want to know if it had been assessed and
assessed as significant , and then that would be
a further discussion point .
Q. So you say - A.

Intelligence -led , Mr Patterson. So it has to go through
this process.

Q. But isn ’ t there a danger, if you refuse to consider
appropriate material like this , that things will be
missed? You can put it together - - you were putting
together pieces of the jigsaw?
A. No, I ’ m not refusing to consider anything. What
I ’ m saying to you, I have to have cause to go and
allocate resources to go through this material .

I did

not have cause in this particular instance and it
followed its entirely correct route through to MI5 for
assessment.
Q. In the weeks that followed, did anyone in your police
team investigate this Rachid who a witness was saying
would meet with Butt at the home address?
72

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

London Bridge Inquests

A. No.
Q. So by whatever route it ’ s considered, whether by you or
by MI5 or both, something fell through the net , didn’t
it ?
A. In terms of that material?
Q. Well, it ’ s another opportunity, it ’ s another alarm
bell - A. So the significance of Rachid Redouane was not known at
that time.
Q. Another missed opportunity, isn ’ t it ?
A. The significance - - there was no significant
intelligence around that association that caused us to
investigate any further .
Q. When you did -A. Had there been, we would have investigated.
Q. When you did resume on 5 May, this was about a month
before the attack , so resumption is 5 May, the attack is
3 June; yes?
A. So the investigation , the MI5 investigation was
unsuspended on that day.
Q. Yes, and your role as the investigating team also was
unsuspended; is that correct?
A. So the - - no, not entirely .

So the - - our activity was

still continuing around the fraud investigation ,
et cetera , but the intelligence -led aspect of the

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

A. So we were still continuing the fraud investigation , but
in terms of communication data, no, for the reasons I ’ ve
explained.
Q. And you are still unaware that he’s known to be working
at the gym, not just attending the gym? That was still
something that wasn’t at this stage brought to your
attention?
A. No, I do not believe it was.
Q. And so it ’ s for about five months now that you know he
has been going to that gym regularly and still you fail
to make any further investigations into the gym; is that
correct?
A. Unless it came with some significant intelligence
indicating that gym was of interest to us, then we would
not have had cause.
Q. The car that he was using at this period was a useful
opportunity to gather intelligence , wasn’t it ?
A. In what terms?
Q. Well, a car allows you two things: first of all , to see
where he’s going and who he is associating with, and,
secondly, it ’ s an opportunity to try to gain evidence as
to what he’s saying .
A. Well, I ’ m not prepared to go into tactics .
Q. Can you help to this extent : did you take steps to try
to hear what he was saying when he was speaking in the
75
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operation was unsuspended on that day.
Q. And Mr Jolley , a member of your team, agreed in evidence
last week that following the resumption in this period,
any reasonable investigator would want to consider what
he had been doing in the intervening period, where he
had been going in the intervening period, who he had
been contacting in that period, and who his telephone
contacts appeared to be on an ongoing basis .
At that stage was any work done to identify those
two numbers that he was repeatedly in contact with, the
500 number and the 547 number?
A. By the police?
Q. Yes.
A. No, and for reasons I ’ ve explained why, it ’ s
an intelligence -led operation, that responsibility would
fall to MI5.
Q. And so you weren’t doing what Mr Jolley agrees
a reasonable investigator would do after a period of
suspension; is that right ?
A. So there would be -- when it became unsuspended, or...
reactivated , then there would be conversations, and
I can’ t recall if we had a JOT in that period - - with
MI5 around any significant updates or any significant
intelligence that we could act on.
Q. So did you do any retrospective work?
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car?
MR HOUGH: I don’t think the witness is able to answer that
question.
MR HORWELL: No.
MR PATTERSON: Can you help with this, then, officer : did
you take steps to see who was using his car?
A. In the police?
Q. In your team.
A. I ’ m not aware that we conducted those inquiries .
Q. And so we know, as Mr Hough elicited from you yesterday,
that cell site data showed a trip to Leeds, that
numberplate recognition details showed a trip to Leeds,
there is evidence of his car being used by Zaghba,
there ’ s evidence of his car having Redouane in it ,
there ’ s evidence of him, Butt , being in it with Zaghba,
going swimming. All of this contact in and around the
car , was all of that contact that you were unaware of?
A. There’s an aspect of that I might need to speak with
Mr Horwell about before I can answer.
Q. Well, can you help to this extent : did you pick up on
the contact that he was having with Zaghba or Redouane
in connection with the car?
A. No, so the association between those three individuals
was not known to us prior to the attack .
Q. And the 14 May barbecue event at which Redouane was
76
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present; that ’ s something that you were unaware of, you
didn’t pick up at the time?
A. That was something we were not made aware of.
Q. And you’ ll agree with this : that if you had been aware
of the association with Redouane, it ’ s possible that you
would have identified the conversations about getting
hold of the knife which took place the next day, the
three knives , which took place the next day, 15 May.
A. You’ve made a big leap there .

So if we were aware that

that association was significant in terms of attack
planning, then possibly , but we were not aware.
Q. Well, we know that there was a lot of telephone contact
around that time between Butt and the Redouane phone and
the Zaghba phone. At this stage , mid-May, were there
still no investigations being made into the repeated
telephone contacts on those numbers?
A. So we were not made aware of any significance around
that association .
Q. You told Mr Hough that his capability was assessed as
being only moderate at this stage in an MI5 assessment
on 15 May. I think you said that was something that you
were aware of - THE CHIEF CORONER: Just for clarity , you’re talking about
Mr Butt’s - MR PATTERSON: Forgive me, Mr Butt, yes. It is the PLA
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contact , it ’ s association that is linked to the gym, the
same location that you haven’t been looking into in all
these months; would you agree?
A. And that is something we know now.
Q. We were told that there was no live coverage on Saturday
the 3rd, so the day of the attack itself .
Friday the 2nd?
A. I ’ m not able to assist with that .
Q. Or Thursday the 1st?
A. I ’ m not able to assist with that .
Q. But the investigation was back on at this stage , this
was all about a month after the resumption?
A. And moving towards closure.
Q. Although you weren’t aware that the closure plan had
been prepared?
A.

It was moving towards closure so that would have been in
the course of events, and it would have culminated in
a closing JOT around the operation.
around Mr Butt.

Q. On the day itself , Butt used a debit card in his own
name to pay for the van that he rented from Hertz. Were
there no arrangements in place to consider his finances
and what he was doing with his bank account?
79

assessment.
THE CHIEF CORONER: I wasn’t meaning it was an assessment of
Mr Hough’s abilities , it was just that we had been
dealing with Redouane and I just wanted to make that
distinction .
MR PATTERSON: I’m grateful, yes. Back to Butt .

The PLA

assessment as it has been termed.
A. Yes.
Q. You were aware of that at the time, were you?
A. Yes, so we would have been aware that that was
the assessment reached by the PLA process, yes.
Q. Did you not question the assessment that his capability
was moderate given that all he needed to carry out
an attack if he chose to was a knife that can be lifted
from a kitchen , for example?
A. I have said this previously : I don’t know enough about
the actual process and the mechanics that goes into
coming to that assessment, but I fully accept that in
the threat picture at that time, around method of
attack , effectively makes anyone capable of conducting
an attack .
Q. And on 29 May when the three of them were together in
the middle of the night near the gym, setting down the
telephone and then walking off and having the
conversation in the street , again, it ’ s something, it ’ s
78
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A. So we were not aware that he hired - - are you going
towards was there live coverage around his financial - was there financial monitoring in place? I ’ m not able
to comment on that.
Q.

All right .

He uses a debit card in his own name to get

the van.
A. So I understand.
Q. He uses a telephone number registered in his own name.
So there were two phones he used, not just the
operational phone, but he got rather careless , I would
suggest, and used a second phone registered in his own
name to contact a hire company.
A.

All of which we were not made aware of.

Q. Had you asked service providers for the phone numbers
that were registered in his name?
A. No, but we knew -- we would have known what phone
numbers he’d had through information already in our
possession.
Q. And in terms of rental vehicles , obviously the horrible
events on 22 March had been a recent reminder, hadn’t
they, of yet again a terrorist using a rental vehicle to
carry out an attack on the public .

Can you help us with

this : were there arrangements in place at the time for
the counter terrorism police to be notified of people
applying to get hold of rental vehicles?
80
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A. I ’ m not sure if I ’ m able to answer that.
Q. For security reasons?
A. Yes.
MR HOUGH: I think it may be better that that question is
asked of others later in the Inquest who know precisely
what can and can’t be said .
THE CHIEF CORONER: Thank you.
MR PATTERSON: And as for the other -A.

If I come back to that .

If there had been any

intelligence suggesting that he was looking to hire
a vehicle for an attack , we would have been proactive.
Q. I mean, as a general principle , you would agree: you
would want to know if one of your terror suspects is
trying to get a rental vehicle , wouldn’t you?
A. In the sense of if we had intelligence that he was
looking to rent a van, that would prompt further
inquiries , yes.
Q. Yes. And for example, he did successfully book, he
didn’t collect , but he booked the rental of a 7.5 tonne
lorry in his own name, using his own email address,
using a telephone number registered in his name. Again,
is that something that was just missed?
A. So I can’ t go towards what coverage was in place around
Mr Butt.
Q. At any stage was consideration given to applying for
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is a lot of resource.
Q. But is it an area where if the political will were there
for increasing the resources you would welcome that sort
of development?
A. I would welcome being involved in those discussions , but
actually what that looks like , it would take a lot of
discussion .
Q. From what you’ve told us, resources played a significant
part on two occasions in the scaling back of the
investigations into , at the very least Butt , but by the
sounds of things , probably other suspects in the period
that we’re dealing with?
A. Well, in terms of Operation Hawthorn or just across the
board?
Q. Across the board?
A. Yes. And as I ’ ve said previously , decisions have to be
made, judgment is made around where our resources go.
We don’t have infinite resources.
Q.

If the government did provide increased financial
resources for counter terrorism policing , no doubt that
would be something that you would welcome?

A.

It would be churlish to say not. So resourcing is a - it ’ s not a black and white issue , so it ’ s not about the
amount of staff we have, it ’ s quite often about the
skills , the capability and the processes we have to
83
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a TPIM, for a court order, a TPIM that would provide
a degree of monitoring for him as a person suspected of
possibly being involved in terrorist activity ?
A. No, but I will add to that that a TPIM is a Security
Service initiated measure which the police support and
police , and it is quite a high threshold around a TPIM.
It ’ s very resource-intensive and will only apply to some
of the most dangerous individuals in this country. They
are very limited in number.
Q. Yes. Would you agree with this , officer : that a real
issue for counter terrorism policing is , as this case
demonstrates, where you perhaps are struggling to get
evidence of actual attack planning or the commission of
an offence but you have real concerns about the risk the
person poses to the public?
A. Absolutely , and I know that there is ongoing discussion
from government, police, security services , around
having a different version of a TPIM that will not be so
resource-intensive to police .
Q.

If I suggested that as a general principle , TPIMs are
a good idea but they don’t go far enough and it ’ s not
a sufficient mechanism for the police in these sorts of
situations , would you agree?

A. Yes, in certain circumstances TPIM is a good idea but
you have to police it as well , and what comes with that
82

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

point it in the right direction .
Q. Would it also be of assistance to have the opportunity
to surge resources when necessary?
A. So I can surge resources from across SO15, the Counter
Terrorism Command, I can get resources in from the
Counter Terrorism Policing Network and I can draw from
resources from wider policing if needed.
Q. {DC8295/1}, please. I don’t know whether you will be
able to help me with this or not, officer , but one of
the family members, from whom we will be hearing, is
Saad Butt , and shortly after the attack on 6 June, The
Times newspaper reported that Saad Butt, the brother of
Khuram Butt, received funding from the police as part of
his involvement in the Prevent programme in order to
combat violent extremism, and that a group that received
funding to fight hateful philosophies was set up at the
Butt family home in east London.
Then on, please , to the next page {DC8295/2}, and
again if we could expand it so that we can make it more
legible , and scroll down, please, a reference to Saad
Butt again:
”He was one of 23 members of the Young Muslims
Advisory Group ...
And he applied for the role back in 2009. The group
was set up by the Labour government, it was to engage
84
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with young Muslims. He met two ministers every three
months. He contributed to a report about improving
communication between young people and the government.
And if we just cast our eyes down that, we can see that
he was very engaged in the whole concept of Prevent, and
that he and a colleague were paid under £10,000 by ACPO,
the Association of Chief Police Officers , in connection
with that research.
First of all , is any of that reporting something
that you were aware of before the attacks?
A. No.
Q. Can you help us one way or the other with whether he was
engaged in any way with Prevent or that kind of
activity ?
A. I believe there ’ s a quote from Mark Rowley, who was
Assistant Commissioner at the time in that report - Q. So you have no reason to doubt it ?
A. Absolutely not, no.
THE CHIEF CORONER: I think the quote was on the previous
page.
MR PATTERSON: Yes, page 1 towards the bottom {DC8295/1},
Mr Rowley, confirming towards the bottom of the page
about having received a tip about his extremism in a
hotline call which is clearly what you have told us
about in relation to a different family from whom we’ll
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Q. And finally this , officer : you were asked about the
fraud investigation and the potential opportunity to
disrupt Butt’ s activities in that way.
A. I would say it was an opportunity to deal with the
fraud, to engage with him directly and enrich the
intelligence picture around him.
Q. Do I understand your evidence to be that the police
disagreed with the CPS and took the view that there was
a case against him in relation to fraud?
A. No.
Q. So did you agree that there wasn’t a realistic prospect
of conviction?
A. No. So we investigated it to the point where we felt we
had sufficiently exhausted all evidential inquiries .

hear, Usman Darr.
But certainly in relation to Saad Butt and his
background involvement with Prevent-type work, at any
stage did you receive a report from him about
Khuram Butt prior to 3 June 2017?
A. I am not personally aware that we did receive any, other
than Usman Darr, there was no other material that came
in to us from family members.
Q. Youssef Zaghba and the sorry saga about non- notification
of the events in Italy , can you help us with that and
the procedures that did or didn’t apply in relation to
that information?
A. In - - well , only my knowledge is that he was entered
upon the wrong database.
Q.

If the information had properly reached the Border
Agency, can you help us with whether they could have
done anything to prevent his entry into the country if
they had received the relevant information?

A. Again, I wouldn’t be aware of the actual legal basis and
mechanics of that , but he may have been excluded on
national security grounds. It ’ s very much case-by-case.
Possible .
Q. So there would be the possibility of refusing entry?
A. My answer would be ill informed. I would need to go
away and look at the actual detail of that .
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was referred to the CPS, there was discussion with the
CPS, and they concluded that it was -- he would be
subject to no further action .
Q. So what was your view? Did you think there was
sufficient evidence for a charge?
A. I think my view was pragmatic in terms of it was
a low-level - - relatively low-level fraud, unlikely to
result in him being remanded in custody or receiving
a custodial sentence. I think we’d carried out - resource-wise, I ’ d allocated resources to conduct
a number of inquiries that hadn’t reached the threshold
87
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and there’ s no reason for me to doubt the expertise of
the CPS lawyer on this matter.
Q. With Mr Jolley we looked at a document that suggested
that it didn’t proceed for public interest reasons
rather than evidential reasons.
A. I thought it was evidential reasons.
Q. And that’s what we were told by Mr Jolley .

So, in other

words, there wasn’t sufficient evidence. So do you
agree with that? You took the view there wasn’t
sufficient evidence to prosecute?
A. So the CPS took the view there wasn’t sufficient
evidence.
Q. Did you agree with that?
A. I agreed with the pragmatic approach that in order to
carry out a number of other inquiries , which was
unlikely to yield that evidence, it was not worth
pursuing. And it did not represent a disruption in
terms of him being imprisoned.
Q. So you didn’t think there was enough evidence?
A. No, the CPS thought that .
Q. And did you agree? Was that your view?
A. I had no reason to disagree with the CPS assessment.
So ...
Q. Even though there was cell site evidence putting his
phone in the area of one of the cash points where the
88
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money was being withdrawn?
A. And I believe that was considered by the CPS. That’s
his phone, not him.
Q. Yes. But was there evidence that he was habitually
giving his phone to other people?
A. I ’ m not aware of that .
Q. And if his explanation were to be possibly accepted by
a jury , that would mean again and again and again he had
been the unfortunate victim of interception of cards and
of interception of PIN numbers.
A. Absolutely , and all this was considered by the CPS.
Q. And the co-accused who pleaded guilty had shown
a similar modus operandi?
A. That’s correct , and one of them pleaded guilty and
received , it was a community order, or ...
Q. And his explanation was that his wallet must have been
stolen but that was not something that he had ever
reported to the police?
A. That’s correct , but I believe he did report it to - - and
no way am I defending him or an apologist for him, but
I believe he did report it to Action Fraud.
Q. Isn ’ t the reality that there was clear evidence that
could have gone before a jury that did provide
a realistic prospect of a conviction for these various
offences of fraud?
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within the Command. My understanding of that case is
that it was more than just radicalising school children ,
it was an attack plot .
Q. Yes, there were -A. Yes.
Q. - - a number of counts ultimately on the indictment - A. Yes.
Q. - - and very serious allegations that resulted in
sentences of imprisonment.
Was any consideration given before those arrests
were made to whether there might be any unintended
consequences in relation to any effect on Khuram Butt,
who was a local suspect that you were investigating at
the time?
A. No, so - - no, is the short answer. So there ’ s counter
terrorism operations going on throughout the country,
throughout London all the time.

and I ’ m not aware of any links between this case, even
though they live in the locality , and Khuram Butt.
MR PATTERSON: Thank you, officer, those are all my
questions. Thank you.
A. Thank you.
Questions by MR ADAMSON
MR ADAMSON: My name is Dominic Adamson. I ask questions on
91
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A. That’s the call of the CPS. And pragmatically it was
a relatively low-level fraud.

We were having issues

with banks at the time in terms of providing evidence,
some of the banks had refunded him. We’d investigated
it to a point whereby we thought we had got -- we had
conducted the evidential inquiries we could where we
thought we would yield something. This was all put to
the CPS and they said it didn’t cross a line .
Q. Can I ask you this , please , {DC8251/1}, shortly before
the attacks on 17 May, the counter terrorism police
carried out arrests on a number of men in the east
London area. If we could scroll down, please.
Umar Haque, Muhammad Abid and Abuthaher Mamun, they were
accused of preparing acts of terrorism, they lived in
the Barking area, so the same area where Butt lived , and
in due course the case against them proceeded, they were
charged, they were tried at this court , they were
convicted essentially of radicalising children .
A.

It was a bit more than that .

Q. Yes, there were a large number of charges -A. Yes.
Q. - - centring on a mosque on Ripple Road in Barking?
A. Absolutely .
Q. I ’ m sure you’re familiar with the case?
A. Only in terms of it was investigated by one of my peers
90
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behalf of the parents of Xavier Thomas and his partner
Christine Delcros.

I am grateful to Mr Hough and

Mr Patterson for their detailed questioning of you so
I hope to be relatively brief .
M, you’ve explained on many occasions during the
course of your evidence that your investigations need to
be intelligence -led ; that ’ s fair to say, is that right ?
A. That’s not always the case because we conduct
investigations on events but in the - - whereby it’s
a priority operation, then it is intelligence -led .
Q. Yes. We now know, don’t we, that the Ummah Fitness
Centre was a significant location in terms of this
attack?
A.

Sir , that was something that was subsequently discovered
post-attack .

Q. Yes, we now know it was significant .
A. I agree.
Q. Yes. We now know that Butt had the strongest possible
intent to carry out an attack on UK soil , because he did
it ?
A. Evidently , yes.
Q. And we now know that he had the capability to do it and,
as you pointed out in your evidence, attacks like this
are actually relatively unsophisticated?
A. That’s correct .
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Q. So the intelligence -led approach in this instance failed
to identify this plan; you accept that?
A. Yes.
Q. And so it ’ s important, isn ’ t it , that in seeking to
learn the lessons of that failure , your organisation and
MI5 subject themselves to the closest possible scrutiny
in their analysis of the decisions that they took
throughout the investigation into Butt?
A. Yes, that ’ s correct , and we’ve been subject to numerous
reviews post the events, all the events in 2017.
Q.

It ’ s the substance of your evidence that no material
opportunity was missed to identify this attack ; is that
right ?

A. That is correct .
Q. And so are you effectively saying that this attack was
unstoppable?
A. No, I ’ m not - - I don’t think I ’ ve ever said that , and
I don’t think any of the reports that came out
subsequently have said that .
It ’ s no one single factor ; it ’ s a combination.
Q. Because -A. And, actually , I mean, if you look in the past we have
stopped many attacks coming to fruition through our
intelligence -led approach.
Q. Insofar as you’ve acknowledged that there were failings
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Q. - - is itself new information which you didn’t know?
A. You’re entirely correct .

in the way that intelligence was considered, you’ve
explained them away as effectively opportunities which
didn’t tell you something that you didn’t already know.
So let ’ s take , for example, the call from Mr Darr
in September 2015.
A. Yes.
Q. You’ve said that although that did not come to your
attention , it didn’t in fact tell you anything that you
didn’t already know?
A. So it did not tell me anything significant that we
weren’t already aware of, that is correct .
Q. But that ’ s wrong, isn ’ t it ?
A. In what respect?
Q. Well, it told you that members of his own family were
concerned about his radical views and his extremist
views?
A. Yes, I accept that .

So I was going towards the body of

the information that was provided.
Q. But you will accept that the fact that a family
member -A. Yes.
Q. - - is concerned about their own family member, that they
were radical , that they were accessing extremist
material and disseminating extremist material - A. Yes.
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That element of the

information provided to us, we wasn’t aware of.
Q. And it ’ s likely that they know him better than you know
him. They, the family , know him better than you, the
security services , or SO15, know him?
A. Yes.
Q. And since you were never informed of that , it ’ s fair to
say, isn ’ t it , that any decisions that you took in
relation to your investigation subsequently didn’t have
that fact as part of the matrix that you were
considering?
A. That a family member was concerned about him?
Q. Yes.
A. That would be correct .
Q. And it also meant that you didn’t have the opportunity
to consider whether or not to follow up on that initial
contact .
A. So I articulated this yesterday. So it denied us the
option of considering whether to follow up that contact .
Q. Yes. So these are undoubtedly opportunities missed to
explore avenues of inquiry which were not taken by you
or your organisation .
A. So an intelligence opportunity that was not progressed.
Yes.
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Q. Yes. The fact that Butt had considered employment in
the security sector you’ve said did not give you cause
for concern?
A. No, I did not say that .

What I said was, in itself ,

yes, it is concerning that any type of employment he
takes on, but it would have to come with some
significant intelligence to suggest that employment is
in pursuance of any kind of terrorist activity .

So it

is risk -assessed and it is on case-by-case.
Q. You say, I think it ’ s in paragraph 5.6 of your report ,
that it indicated a shift away from an extremist
mindset.
A. So what I say is employment suggested a shift away from
an extremist mindset and viewed by the police and MI5 as
a stabilising factor in his life .

That was the

assessment.
Q.

It ’ s quite a narrow assessment, isn’ t it , that it
suggested a shift away from the extremist mindset, the
fact that a man is a suspected threat to national
security , and he is seeking employment in a security
setting where he could undermine the security of the
venue that he’s there to protect?

A.

Entirely possible , but it would -- again, it has to come
with some intelligence that indicates that ’ s the case,
and clearly - - clearly - - that is not the situation
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here.
Q. So he is interested in this line of work, it sounds as
if you effectively give the benefit of the doubt -A. No.
Q. - - in your assessment of his interest in this line of
work at that time; is that fair ?
A. So when you say ”benefit of the doubt ”...
Q. That it ’ s a shift away from an extremist mindset as
opposed to - A. That is the assessment.
Q.

Similarly in relation to his potential employment, or
his actual employment with Transport for London on the
London Underground?

A. Yes.
Q. Again, you have identified that there was no additional
intelligence to suggest that that was a matter of
concern in the sense that it was linked to some form of
attack planning.
A.

It ’ s a matter of concern full stop, but there was
nothing - - there was no intelligence to suggest that was
in pursuance of anything terrorist - related .

Q. But, again, is this another occasion where you’re
looking at the material and you’re giving the benefit of
the doubt to a more benign explanation for why he is
taking up these employment opportunities?
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Q. By MI5.
A. Did they know he was working there?
Q. Well, should you have been informed that he was working
there if somebody knew that?
A.

If someone knew. We were not informed.

Q. And in those circumstances, would you have made
inquiries about the owners or operators of that fitness
centre?
A. So, again, if we had cause to .

a little bit of issue with the word ”working” there.
I mean, arguably, from what we know now, assisting,
helping; he wasn’t in paid employment.
Q. But going there every day.
A. He was going there frequently .

A. No, and there is more science behind it , so it ’ s not you
as in the police ; that is joint with MI5 and there is
an assessment process and there is an understanding of
the intelligence of why that individual has taken that
employment.
Q. Right .

So in relation to those employment

opportunities , those lines of work, you, conducting
an intelligence -led assessment in association with MI5,
wherever the responsibility lies , want to know what the
motivation behind working in a particular location is ?
A. So the key question here is , is that employment for
a nefarious purpose? If the answer is no, then we
proceed -- it ’ s not put to one side as to say: done,
dealt with; it was a subject of review and consideration
as time went on. If we had seen anything throughout
that period to suggest he was there for an ulterior
motive, then we would have acted.
Q. So when he then comes to be working at the Ummah Fitness
Centre ...
A. So, as I ’ ve explained, that was not something that I was
aware of, that he was working there, but we knew it was
somewhere he was frequenting.
Q. Yes. So you should have been informed he was working
there? Do you accept that?
A. By whom?
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He was a gym user there,

so ... but the gym did not have any significance in terms
of intelligence around it to suggest that there was any
kind of terrorist activity taking place there at that
time.
Q. You said yesterday:
” I ’ m only going to allocate resources to further
inquiries if it comes with some kind of significance in
terms of intelligence .”
And the point that you were making is that you are
only going to allocate resources to inquiries about the
gym if you think there ’ s something significant about the
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gym; is that fair ?
A. I would say that ’ s fair , yes.
Q. How long would it take your organisation to make
inquiries about a gym like the Ummah Fitness Centre in
order to find out who was running it and who was
involved there?
A.

If you went to a mainstream gym that wasn’t being
frequented by extremists and approached the manager,
relatively quickly , but this was still a covert-led
investigation .

Q. Yes. Would you start by looking at what was out there
on the internet , for example?
A. Yes. Yes, I mean that would be a natural inquiry if we
had cause to do so. We would build a profile of the
venue, and we do. If we have cause to , we’ ll look at
a location and look at - - not just through the eyes of
intelligence but as a possible location we might have to
conduct a warrant or a search on, we will build
a profile of that venue.
Q. Forgive me, I assume that making inquiries about who
runs a fitness centre is the sort of thing your
organisation could get on top of within a very short
space of time?
A. So I will go back to the first point , it depends on the
nature of that fitness centre .
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Q. Yes. Well ...
THE CHIEF CORONER: And I think the other part of that
answer was, if it was being done covertly it ’ s rather
different to it being done overtly .

So you don’t simply

ring up and say ...
MR ADAMSON: No, no, of course I accept that .

I accept

that .
It wouldn’t have taken you long, would it , to have
identified at least a potential connection between that
gym and Sajeel Shahid?
A. I mean, that depends on the connection. Covertly , if we
had identified him going to that gym we would have
identified a connection there .

I don’t know, is his

name on the lease? Does he pay the bills ? I don’t
know. There will be a number of factors coming into
play there .
Q. And you’ve explained how you became aware -- this is
a related topic to the gym, I just want to deviate to
the school for a moment, if I may. You’ve explained
that you became aware of intelligence that Butt may have
been involved with the school?
A. So I ’ ve explained that we received information that he
was teaching the Koran to children .
Q. Yes. And as I understand it , you made inquiries about
the schools that had been identified as possible
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school had been set up by Sajeel Shahid. Can I call up
on screen {DC8298/1}, please. Now, this is an article
from the Mail Online.

29 March 2014, and the headline is :
”Fury as fanatic who trained 7/7 bomber sets up
Islamic primary school in Britain .”
And then as we go down the page it says:
”As a member of a banned extremist group,
Sajeel Shahid ... called for violence against British
troops and ran a training camp in Pakistan where known
terrorists learned how to make bombs and fire
rocket-propelled grenades.”
It talks about one of his graduates being Mohammad
Sidique Khan.
Over the page {DC8298/2}, further allegations as to
what Shaheed had allegedly done in terms of training
convicted terrorists , explains he was raised in Britain
but spent years in Pakistan after 9/11, detained by the
Pakistani authorities .
Then it says this :
”But despite being known to British security
services , on his return to the UK he was given
permission to set up an independent primary school,
where he taught lessons and employed his brother - - who
also has a history of extremism -- as head of IT .”
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locations .
A. So we made proactive inquiries around a number of
schools .
Q. And they drew a blank, ie , he was not at those
locations ?
A. Yes, the intelligence was uncorroborated.
Q. Now, as I understand it you did not then look at other
possible schools that it might be?
A. So the information suggested Barking, Ilford area, so
there are , again, hundreds of schools in those areas .
Q. Yes.
A. We followed the intelligence .
Q. One of those schools in that area was the Ad-Deen
school, and we know that that school was relatively
close to Butt’ s home address?
A. Yes, we know that now.
Q.

It was about 0.9 of a mile from the Elizabeth Fry
Apartments to the Ad-Deen school?

A. I will take you at your word on that.
Q. According to a Google search I did .
A. Okay.
Q. And -A. How many other schools were in ...
Q. Well. And there was public material , news reports about
that school, which predated 2017 which showed that that
102
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And the Department for Education was said to be
looking into it urgently:
”Lord Carlile , the Government’s former adviser on
counter terrorism said : ’ It is a matter of real concern
that somebody should be able to slip through the net and
run a school where there has been substantial concern
about his activities in the past ’.”
So the point that I ’ m driving at is when you did not
identify the school through the searches that you had
carried out, surely a school like this was an obvious
source of further investigation : a school in Ilford set
up by a man said to have been involved in training of
terrorists ?
A. So we followed the intelligence we had around a number
of schools where he was believed to be working. They
came back negative. We did not then go on a fishing
exercise of around all the schools in the area. That
school was never identified to us as a possible
location .

That link was never made.

Q. Were you aware of these concerns at that school - A.

Sir , perhaps you can tell me, how many schools -Ad-Deen school -- how many schools are in that area?

Q. I simply don’t know the answer to that , but it ’ s surely
obvious that when you are considering what schools to
investigate , this one, this school is worthy of
104
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consideration?
A. We followed the intelligence that was given to us around
a number of schools, and that was the inquiry that was
conducted.
Q. Did no one say within your team: well , let ’ s get a list
of schools that there might be and think about whether
or not one or other of those schools might be more
likely to be the location of where these classes
are taking place?
A. So we spoke to local officers , we spoke to our Prevent
colleagues , and we went down the direction of the
intelligence .
I think - Q. You can understand the concern, can’ t you?
A. I think in isolation , yes, but I think there needs to be
a wider context to that inquiry .

If we’d become -- if

the information we had was vaguer in terms of where he
was teaching, yes, we might have spread our net further
and conducted further inquiries , but we didn’t .

We just

went with the intelligence , intelligence -led , we went
with the intelligence that pointed us in the direction
of a number of schools and conducted inquiries at those
schools .

We consulted locally and it wasn’t identified .

If we’d had any more information or any more
suggestion that he was teaching in schools , we would
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Q. Well, I would hope probably.
A. Possibly .

I can’ t say that - - that is speculative - -

I haven’t made those inquiries so I don’t know the
details of his links to the schools , to the gym, we
would have to make all those inquiries and if they came
back affirmative in terms of his links , then yes, we
would have made a link to Sajeel .
Q. And given what is reported about him, this would have
been a further reason to be concerned about Butt, would
it not, and who he was associating with potentially ?
A. Absolutely , but in addition to other extremists that we
did know about that he was in contact with, Anjem
Choudary being one. Again, if it came with or there was
any information to suggest that the relationship was
nefarious or in pursuance of any kind of terrorist
activity , then we would have acted on it .

Q. You mentioned Anjem Choudary and he is a person
doubtless you’ve considered on many occasions over the
years, and he’s a person about whom you rightly have
concerns.
A. I don’t think that ’ s in doubt, yes.
Q. Is it right , though, that the individuals who perpetrate
attacks are not the Anjem Choudarys of this world?
A. I think that would be fair to say, sir .
107

105

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

have revisited it ; we did not.
Q. But the concern is that , just as with your lack of
further investigation in relation to the Ummah fitness
gym -A. That’s quite cutting , I ’ ve explained why we did not
further investigate the Ummah fitness gym.
Q. But the concern is that unless the information is handed
to you, you are not making proactive inquiries into
locations which we now know are very significant and
I suggest to you any reasonable investigator would have
thought was significant at the time.
A. So we did make proactive inquiries based on the
intelligence we had.
Q. You made no proactive inquiries in relation to the
Ad-Deen school?
A. That’s correct .
Q. You made no proactive inquiries in relation to the Ummah
fitness gym; is that right ?
A. We did not have cause or did not have intelligence that
led us to make -- or lead us into a position where we
needed to make those further inquiries .
Q. And if you had made inquiries about either of those
organisations I suggest to you that they would have led
you to Sajeel Shahid, would they not?
A. Possibly .
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Q. Yes.
A. Anjem Choudary and his ilk are radicalisers who put
people on the pathway to conduct attacks , or have, yes.
Q. Yes, and so given that Butt was an associate of Anjem
Choudary, you knew that he had been in contact with
Anjem Choudary, is it not the case that he is precisely
the sort of person that you should be worried about as
a potential attacker , because it ’ s more likely to be him
than it is Anjem Choudary?
A. I don’t think it ’ s definitive as that , but, rightfully ,
yes, that contact is of concern, the fact that he is
an associate of someone like Anjem Choudary, and that
elevates him into a priority operation.
We’re talking hundreds and hundreds of people that
have contact or have some kind of nexus to
Anjem Choudary.
MR ADAMSON: Thank you very much.
A. Thank you.
MR HORWELL: No, thank you.
MR HOUGH: I see no indicated further questions from any
other advocate.
I have no further questions of you, M, but thank you
very much for your evidence.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Can I just make one comment, Mr Hough.
There were a couple of occasions when Witness M has
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indicated that he wishes to check or he is going to
check certain issues which Mr Patterson raised with him.
It may well be that , in fact , the answers can be given
to the Inquest if they need to be through another route,
but it was simply just to - - if I could simply ask those
inquiries are made and that we get the fruits back,
because I know that to some extent that will assist
Mr Patterson at least to know whether he needs to ask
anything else , particularly as we have L coming next
week.
MR HOUGH: Yes.
THE CHIEF CORONER: But just to thank you very much for
making clear you’re going to make those inquiries and
we’ ll hear back from you.
A.

Sir .

THE CHIEF CORONER: Mr Hough, we’ll break there and we’ll
sit at 2 o’clock , and in terms of the next witness
I will leave it , as it were, for you to discuss whether
we take Mr Cawthorne next or whether we go to
Charisse O’Leary.
MR HOUGH: We will have that discussion.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Thank you.
(12.59 pm)
(The Luncheon Adjournment).
(2.08 pm)

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Day 20

Charisse O’Leary. Her current name is not to be
disclosed .
published.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Yes. And, Mr Hough, can I simply say
thank you very much for making that very clear because,
of course, the people it particularly affects are not
physically in the room but listening to these
proceedings through the link , and I know that they
understand the reason why you have underlined its
importance and significance , particularly if there is
any, as it were, immediate reporting in any way, shape
or form of what is said .
MR HOUGH: Exactly.
MR KHAN: Sir, I reluctantly rise .

a child in relation to this order and she may also
during the course of her evidence inadvertently refer to
that child and again, there is an order is in place , so
a similar restriction applies as far as the child is
concerned.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Thank you very much for that very
important reminder, Mr Khan. Thank you.
Questions by MR HOUGH QC
MR HOUGH: Charisse, you’ve made your affirmation. You
111

MR HOUGH: Sir, the next witness is Charisse O’Leary, who is
subject to special measures. As a result , only the
interested persons and their lawyers are in court .

She

is just being brought in .
MS CHARISSE O’LEARY (affirmed)
THE CHIEF CORONER: Please take a seat and I’m going to ask,
if you bring the microphone as close to you as possible
and that way we can all hear what it is you have to say;
all right ?
A. Yes.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Thank you.
MR HOUGH: Sir, before I begin asking questions of
Charisse O’Leary, may I just make a few points for all
those listening ?
THE CHIEF CORONER: Yes.
MR HOUGH: You made an order on 19 November 2018 that the
name Charisse O’Leary is currently using is to be
withheld from disclosure and that she is not to be asked
about that name.
You also made an order under section 11 of the
Contempt of Court Act 1981 that there should be no
publication of the current name used by Charisse O’Leary
in connection with these Inquests or their subject
matter. So we are using the name she had at the time of
the attack and the years preceding it , which is
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appreciate that you are to be known as Charisse O’Leary
during the course of your evidence?
A. Yes.
Q. You understand that I ’ m asking you questions first on
behalf of the Coroner and you may then have some
questions from some other lawyers?
A. Yes.
Q. I think you also understand that you’re here to give
evidence about your estranged husband, Rachid Redouane?
A. Yes.
Q. You made a number of witness statements, including one
on 11 June 2017, which I think you have to hand and
which you may refer to if you wish.
A. Yes.
Q. Please say if you require a break at any time in your
evidence.
Now, we know that Rachid Redouane was born in
Morocco in July 1986 and that he entered the UK and
applied for asylum in June of 2009 under the name of
Rasheed Elakhdar. According to your witness statement
you first met him in June 2010 in a nightclub in
Manchester; is that right ?
A. Yes.
Q. At that time, was he going by the name Rasheed Elakhdar?
A. Yes.
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Q. By April of 2011, so a little under a year later , his
asylum claim had failed and he was living in London.
I think you started meeting him in London over the
period of time that he was there?
A. Yes.
Q. Did you yourself move to London in January 2012?
A. Yes.
Q. Around this time were you starting a relationship with
him?
A. I was in a relationship since 2010.
Q. At the outset of your relationship , what did Rachid tell
you about his background, that ’ s to say where he had
been born and how he had come to the UK?
A. He come in illegally from Morocco.
Q. Did he tell you what he did for a living ?
A. He worked cash-in-hand, as a pastry chef .
Q. Did he tell you what his religion was?
A. Muslim.
Q. Over the months and years that followed, did you
discover any more about what he had done, where he had
been, what he had done for a living in the years before
you met?
A. No.
Q. Now, there has been some reporting in the press
suggesting that he had been in Libya at one point in
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Q. Did you tell the authorities that he was your partner by
then?
A. Yes.
Q. He was released from detention and we understand that he
was released because at that time the authorities
thought he had come to the UK from Libya and they
weren’t sending anybody back to Libya; do you have any
knowledge of that?
A. No.
Q. We know that you and Rachid married in November 2012 in
Dublin?
A. Correct .
Q. And that you stayed there briefly ?
A. Yes.
Q. I think you then lived in your mother’s home in London
from early 2013 to later in 2013; is that right ?
A. Yes.
Q. And did Rachid live with you at your mother’s over that
period of time?
A. Yes.
Q. In your witness statement you refer to an event in
late May 2013, just after the murder of Fusilier Lee
Rigby, and you say in your witness statement that this
was the first time Rachid had met your two brothers?
A. Yes - - one brother.
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time and that he may have fought there?
A. No.
Q. You’re not aware of anything like that?
A. No, I ’ m not - - no.
Q. In that early period when you were first starting a
relationship , did Rachid express any particular
religious views beyond just being a Muslim?
A. No.
Q. Did you know what Rachid’s views were of world events,
so like in the Middle East and about terrorism?
A. Well, he didn’t agree with it .
Q. He didn’t agree with it .

He didn’t agree with

terrorism. Did you have any idea what he thought about
events in the Middle East?
A. He used to say it ’ s the government’s fault .
Q. Western governments or the governments in the
Middle East?
A. He used to say it was the government.
Q. Okay. Now, we know that in June 2012, Rachid was
stopped in Scotland while he was trying to travel to
Northern Ireland; do you remember that?
A. Correct , yes.
Q. We know he was detained in Belfast for a few days. Were
you informed of his detention at the time?
A. Yes.
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Q. And that the subject of the murder came up.
A. Yes.
Q. What did Rachid say about it ?
A. Well, my brother obviously, first time he’d met Rachid
and he was a Muslim and he didn’t talk to me for six
months prior to me marrying Rachid because his views, so
that had happened like the week prior to meeting and he
brought it up asking him what his views were, and he
turned around and said it ’ s the government’s -- he
blames the government.
Q. And did you and your brother then disagree with that?
A. Well, yeah. I just thought he was talking rubbish.
Q. Beyond that exchange, was there any other discussion in
that early period of time about terrorism or - A. Nothing.
Q. - - that sort of activity ?
A. Nothing.
Q. Now, in September 2013, did Rachid go back to Morocco to
see his family?
A. Yes.
Q. Did he end up staying in Morocco until February 2015?
A. Yes.
Q. Is it fair to say that you were very unhappy about his
prolonged absence?
A. Yes.
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Q. I think you visited him and his family in Casablanca in
both February and October 2014; is that right ?
A. Yes.
Q. He had his parents and four siblings there , I think .
A. Yes.
Q. How did they seem to you? What sort of family were
they?
A. Welcoming.
Q. Any sign of extremist religious views?
A. No. No.
Q. I think on the second of those visits you became aware
that Rachid had applied for a visitor ’ s visa to Ireland ;
is that right ?
A. Yes.
Q. And that, we know, was granted in December 2014.
A. Yes.
Q. Is it right that in February 2015 you met Rachid in
Dublin, with him flying from Morocco and you flying from
London?
A. Yes.
Q. You went there, I think , to be with him, not because you
had any ties to Ireland?
A. Yes.
Q. In 2015, between February and August, did you and Rachid
live in Dublin together?
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A. Yes.
Q. We know that he obtained residence rights
in March 2016 -A. Correct .
Q. - - do you recall that?
A. Yes.
Q. You had your child , we know, shortly after your return
to London. We’re not going to name the child , as you’ve
heard. After a time, did you move out of your mother’s
house?
A. Yes, correct .
Q. I think that was because Rachid wasn’t happy living with
his mother-in-law indefinitely ?
A. Yeah.
Q. Did you then obtain housing in Barking?
A. Yes.
Q. While in London, did Rachid go to the mosque?
A. More frequent, yeah.
Q. How often did he go?
A. Every day.
Q. Was he wearing traditional clothing - A. No.
Q. - - or western clothing?
A.

Still western clothing .

Q. I think in your statement you say he sometimes wore
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A. Yes.
Q. I think you were working as a live -in carer ; is that
right ?
A. Yes.
Q. And he was working nights at a bakery?
A. Yes.
Q. During that period I think you became pregnant?
A. Yes.
Q. In that early period, again, what was Rachid’s religious
observance? Did he follow Muslim religious practices ?
A. Yes.
Q. So he prayed regularly ?
A. Yes.
Q. Wore traditional clothing?
A. No, western clothes .
Q. Wore western clothing. How else did he express his
religion , as far as you can recall , beyond going to
prayers?
A.

Just praying and doing Ramadan.

Q. Did he give any indication that he had extreme views
either about religion or about world events?
A. No. No.
Q. In September 2015, you and Rachid I think moved to
London and initially lived with your mother in east
London?
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a dish-dash at home?
A. Yes, but that was like me wearing pyjamas, so he didn’t
wear pyjamas, he’d wear that , just to be comfortable,
but he wouldn’t dress it going out.
Q. After the - - did his attendance at the mosque increase
when you moved to Barking?
A. Yes, because where we lived before there was no mosque,
so he only used to go on a Friday , but when we moved
there was obviously more local , so he went more
frequent.
Q. Did he avoid alcohol in keeping with Muslim teaching?
A. Yes, he didn’t drink, never drank.
Q. Did he ever express any views about the western world
and western lifestyles ?
A. No.
Q. I think in your witness statement you refer to him
sometimes commenting about music channels that you
enjoyed watching?
A. Yeah.
Q. What did he say about those?
A. That was in the last couple of months before we split
up.
Q. So that would be towards the end of 2016?
A. Yeah, that he didn’t like me having certain music
channels on or certain TV programmes on in front of my
120
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daughter.
Q. Why did he say he didn’t like that?
A. Because if there was gay people on there , he said it
would turn her gay.
Q. I think you also in your statement refer to arguing with
him about the clothing women wore on the music channels?
A. Yeah.
Q. Did he disapprove of women -A. The way people -- yeah - - dressed.
Q. We gather that Rachid got a job at a bakery called Cakes
and Bakes in East Ham from March 2016?
A. No, it wasn’t March.
Q. What time do you recall it being?
A. November.
Q. As late as that?
A.

Just after my daughter was born.

Q. Did he like the job?
A. Yes.
Q. Did you think he would like to keep the job?
A. Yes.
Q. A few questions about his friends .

We’ve heard from

a man called Lahbib Atebaa that he met Rachid through
his wife , your friend Lynne?
A. Correct , yes.
Q. So you recall that friendship?

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

A. No.
Q. Did you ever hear any mention of the organisation
Al-Muhajiroun?
A. No.
Q. Have you heard of that even to today?
A. I ’ ve heard it in the press now, yeah.
Q. Did you have any idea that Rachid associated with
anybody to do with that organisation?
A. No.
Q. In your statement you say that you would sometimes
return home to find that photos of you around the flat
had been put away?
A. Yes.
Q. And that you worked out from that that he had been
entertaining friends in the flat .

A. Yes.
Q. In your witness statement you refer to two other friends
that Rachid had, a man called Ali ?
A. Yes.
Q. Whom I think you last saw from 2012?
A. Yes.
Q. And a man called Hassin who he knew from working in
a bakery?
A. Yes.
Q. During your time with Rachid in London, so 2015 through
to 2016 and early 2017, are there any other friends of
his that you remember?
A. No.
Q. Were you aware of Rachid meeting people secretly at any
time when he was with you before the split ?
A. Not secretly .

He’d say he was going to meet a friend .

He wasn’t hiding it .
Q. Did you think that he had friends whom you might not
have met or heard the names of?
A. Yes.
Q. And that’s just because he had his own friends he
wouldn’t tell you about?
A. Yes.
Q. Did you ever become aware that any of Rachid’s friends
had extremist views?
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who he was meeting?
A. No, he just said it was his friends .
Q. Was he happy with you and the child being around his
friends in the same room?
A. I was never around his friends .
Q. Why was that?
A. Because that’ s , as far as I knew, the way the Muslims
was.
Q. Did you often have to stay in another room while he was
seeing his friends?
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A. No, he never had his friends when I was at home, his
friends were never present.
Q. So it ’ s entirely possible that he might have had friends
or associates you wouldn’t have known about?
A. No, I wouldn’t have known.
Q. From late 2016, is it right to say that your
relationship with Rachid went downhill?
A. Yes.
Q. And you refer in your witness statement to one occasion
when you had a row about the heating of the baby’s milk
and he struck you?
A. Yes.
Q. But you say that was the only time he was ever violent
to you?
A. Yes.
Q. Did he ever exhibit violent tendencies around you at
all ?
A. No.
Q. You split from him in January 2017, I think; is that
right ?
A. Yes.
Q. And he moved out?
A. Yes.
Q. Are you able to say very briefly why you split?
A. Because he just become distant towards me, he wasn’t
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helping me financially or emotionally.
Q. After the split from Rachid, I think he regularly saw
his child ; is that right ?
A. Yes.
Q. Did he often take her out, for example, to the park?
A. Yes.
Q. Were you sometimes aware of him having other friends
with him when he was out and about?
A. Yes.
Q. I think you refer in your statement to sometimes hearing
a male voice in the background when he was calling you?
A. Yes.
Q. We know that Rachid was attending a gym from the early
months of 2017?
A. Yes.
Q. Were you aware of that?
A. Yes.
Q. Did you know which gym he was using?
A. No.
Q. Did you know about any friends he had from the gym?
A. No.
Q. I think after the split you were aware he was living in
a flat in East Ham?
A. Yes.
Q. Did you ever visit him there?

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

A. No.
Q. Khuram?
A. No.
Q. Youssef?
A. No.
Q. We know that Rachid left his job at the bakery at the
end of March 2017; did you become aware of that?
A. Yes.
Q. Did you know why he’d done that?
A. He told me because his boss had changed his hours and it
didn’t suit for him to come and see our daughter.
Q. What did you think about him losing that job? Were you
unhappy about that?
A. Well, yeah, I kept on at him to get another job .
Q. Did he look to be making any efforts to get another job?
A. Well, I don’t know because I wasn’t living with him.
Q. In those months of 2017 between January and May, were
you aware of any change in his behaviour?
A. No.
Q. Did he express any new or different views?
A. No.
Q. Any change in his religious observance?
A. No.
Q. Now, on 22 May 2017, the Manchester Arena bombing took
place .
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A. No. It was a shared house, I think .
Q. Thank you. We know that he sometimes had the use of
a red Corsa car in the early months of 2017.
A. Yes.
Q. Is that something you knew about?
A. Yes.
Q. Did you know how he had got that car , whose it had been?
A. No, he said it was a friend ’ s .
Q. We know that Rachid was in contact with Khuram Butt
from December 2016 and with Youssef Zaghba
from January 2017. Can we take it that you hadn’t heard
those two names before the attack?
A. No.
Q. Were you aware that he had been making new friends over
that period?
A. I knew he’d met people from obviously the gym and the
mosque, but I didn’t know, obviously, who they were.
Q. We know he was taking swimming trips with them on
Sundays in the period before the attack .
A. Yeah.
Q. Did you know he had friends he was seeing for swimming
trips ?
A. Yes.
Q. Did you ever hear names dropped along these lines: Abu
Zaytony?
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A. Yes. Yes.
Q. I think you recall a discussion with Rachid after that?
A. Yes.
Q. Can you tell us about that discussion?
A. He just said ”Did you see what’s happened in Manchester
on the news?” and I just said ”Yeah ”.
Q. I think you referred to it as terrible ?
A.

Terrible , because obviously I remember the youngest girl
that passed away.

Q. Yes, and he gave no reply to that?
A. He didn’t comment.
Q. Okay. In the week before the attack , I think Rachid saw
his child every day except Friday .

So that ’ s the week

from 29 May onwards; do you recall that?
A. Yeah. Yes.
Q. Was there anything that you particularly remember about
his behaviour on any of those days or anything he said
on any of those days?
A. No.
Q. Now, on the Thursday, 1 June, Rachid, you say in your
statement, took the child out from 2 o’clock in the
afternoon until shortly after 6 o’clock .
A. Yes.
Q. And you say that you were a little surprised by how long
he kept the child out?
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A. Yes.
Q. Did he give any reason for how long that was?
A. No.
Q. Now that day, after 7 o’clock , after he had returned,
did you have a conversation with him about a mobile
phone?
A. Yes.
Q. What did -- what did he say about that?
A. He was trying to sell me a new mobile phone.
Q. How did he say he’d got it ?
A. From a friend that was selling it .
Q. What did he say was the price?
A. £200.
Q. What did you say?
A. ” I haven’t got £200”.
Q. How was it left ?
A. And then he turned round and said ”Try and sell it ”.
Q. So was the phone left with you?
A. Yes.
Q. Did you, after receiving the phone, have any thoughts
about where it might have come from?
A. No.
Q. Did you, however, decide that you would give it back to
him?
A. I told him that , yeah.
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what his plans were for the rest of the day?
A. No.
Q. You recall in your witness statement that shortly after
he arrived at your flat his mobile phone rang?
A. Yes.
Q. Could you hear what he was saying into that?
A. No, because he always spoke in Arabic.
Q. Did you give him any instructions for looking after the
child that afternoon?
A. Yeah, I got her changing bag ready and I ’ d already give
her her lunch and I cooked her tea and told him to give
her her tea .
Q. Did you tell him that you didn’t want this mobile phone?
A. Yes.
Q. What did he say about that?
A.

It was just left in the drawer.

Q. In your statement you say that he told you, again, to
sell it ?
A. Try and sell it , yeah.
Q. And he also said , you say in your statement, that you
shouldn’t switch it on until the following day, the
Sunday?
A. Yes, that ’ s correct .
Q. Did you think there was anything odd about that?
A. No, I just thought it was, like I said , either stolen or
131
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Q. Why was that, why did you decide to give it back to him?
A. Because I thought someone took it out from a shop and
then tried to sell it .
Q. And, of course, you know -A. Contract, like I thought someone took it on contract and
I didn’t want it in my possession.
Q. Now, on Friday, 2 June, is it right that you didn’t see
Rachid that day?
A. I can’ t remember.
Q. I think you say in your statement, which was obviously
much closer to the time, that on that Friday you didn’t
see him.
A. Okay.
Q. But is this right : that you had made arrangements for
Rachid to look after the child on Saturday, 3 June in
the afternoon because you were going to a family
barbecue?
A. Yes.
Q. We know he arrived at your flat at about 1 o’clock - A. Yes.
Q. - - on that Saturday afternoon, and that you left for the
barbecue shortly afterwards, about a quarter of an hour
after he had arrived .
A. Yes.
Q. When he did arrive that day, did he say anything about
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on finance .
Q. So did you then put the phone away in a drawer?
A.

It was just kept in a drawer, yes.

Q. Anything else you recall about when you saw him;
anything he said , what his plans were?
A. No.
Q. Now, while you were at the family barbecue, did you get
a text message from Rachid?
A. Yes.
Q. What was he saying?
A. I think he was asking me what time I was coming back.
Q. I think that text message was sent in the early evening,
around 6.00, 6.30; is that right ?
A. No, because I think I made my way back at 6.30.
Q. Sorry, that ’ s the time you’ve given in your statement - A. Oh, sorry , then.
Q. - - but it ’ s your recollection we’re interested in .
A. Okay.
Q. Late afternoon-ish did you receive a text message asking
when you’d be back?
A. Yes.
Q. And did you respond?
A. Yes.
Q. When did you say you’d be back?
A. Between 7.00 and 8.00.
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Q. What did you think about him asking when you would be
back?
A. Well, I questioned him and I said ”Why? Are you bored
with her already?”
Q. Did you then leave the barbecue that evening, as you’ve
said?
A. Yes.
Q. And did you call Rachid to see where he was?
A. Yes.
Q. What did you say?
A. I said to him that ” I ’ m on my way back to the station
and I ’ ll be home in 20 minutes”, and he said ” I ’ ll make
my way there now”.
Q. In your statement you say that during that call he said
that he was out with friends?
A. Yeah.
Q. Did you have any idea who these friends were?
A. No.
Q. Or what they were doing?
A. No.
Q. I think you then took the train and walked back from the
train station towards your block; is that right ?
A. Yes.
Q. And we know that Rachid was waiting in the red car?
A. Yes.
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A. Yes.
Q. Did he give any reason for having messed up in this way?
A. No.
Q. As you entered the block, did you have any other
conversation with him?
A. He offered me some money.
Q. Did he give you some money?
A. £50.
Q. Did you make any plans for the following days?
A. I asked him if he was seeing her tomorrow.
Q. What was his answer?
A. He didn’t reply .

Q. The red Corsa car outside .

Q. Any other conversation with him that you remember from
that day?
A. Nothing.
Q. After he’d gone I think you became aware that he hadn’t
left you with the child ’ s walking reins?
A. Yes. Yes.
Q. You say in your statement that you called to ask him
about those a couple of times?
A. Yes.
Q. And that the response was that he refused the calls ?
A. Rejected it , yes.
Q. You tell us that at about 8.00 pm he sent you a WhatsApp
135

And you tell us in your

statement that your immediate concern was that you
couldn’t see where the child was and you were worried
that he might have taken her without a car seat?
A. Yes.
Q. But then you saw her in the back in the child seat?
A. Yes.
Q. We know that was just after 7 o’clock in the evening;
does that accord with your recollection ?
A. Yes.
Q. When you saw him, did you have a conversation with him?
A. No, I was angry.
Q. What did you say?
A. ”Why is my daughter effing wet?”
Q. And what did he say?
A. ”Because I didn’t get time to change her ”.
Q. Presumably you were annoyed at that?
A. Yes.
Q. What did you tell him to do then?
A. Carry her into the flat because I didn’t want to get wee
over me.
Q. Was that unusual behaviour on his part , not changing the
child - A. Yes.
Q. - - leaving the child unfed?
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message about the walking reins?
A. I sent him the WhatsApp message.
Q. Sorry, you sent him a message, and he didn’t respond.
A. No.
Q. You tell us that you then went to bed around 10.00 pm;
is that right ?
A. Yes.
Q. I think the next event you became aware of was being
woken up by police coming into the flat ?
A. Yes.
Q. And over the following days we know that you were
interviewed, you spoke to the police?
A. Yes.
Q. Can you give us any more information to explain why or
how he might have done what he did -A. No.
Q. - - perpetrating this attack? Did you have any inkling
at all beforehand that he was capable of such violence?
A. No.
Q. Did you, indeed, have any inkling that he harboured
extreme views such as to commit such an attack?
A. No.
Q. What was your own reaction after hearing that he’d been
involved in this terrible attack?
A. Shocked. I didn’t think he was capable of doing
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something like that .
MR HOUGH: Thank you very much. Those are all my questions.
Thank you for helping us, Charisse .
THE CHIEF CORONER: Mr Adamson, can I simply ask one
question before you start .
MR ADAMSON: Yes.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Are you happy to carry on or would you
like a short break?
A. No, carry on. Carry on.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Fine.
Questions by MR ADAMSON
MR ADAMSON: Ms O’Leary, my name is Dominic Adamson and
I ask questions on behalf of the parents of
Xavier Thomas and his partner -- they’re in court
today - - Christine Delcros.
Ms O’Leary, it would appear that your relationship
with Rachid was a source of stress within your family?
A. At first , yeah.
Q. And do I understand from your answers that it was his
religion which was the source of that - A. Yes.
Q. - - division ?
A. Yes.
Q. And so did that not give rise to conversations between
you and him as to his religious beliefs ?
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Q. When your brother had a discussion with Rachid,
presumably, I think , in 2013, about the murder of Lee
Rigby - A. Yes.
Q. - - it seems clear from your evidence that he regarded - this is Rachid regarded - - responsibility for that
murder as resting with the government?
A. Yes.
Q. And do I assume from that we are talking about the UK
government?
A. Yes.
Q. Did that alarm you?
A. Not at the time, I just thought he was talking rubbish,
and I told him that .
Q. You’ve mentioned a discussion that you had with him
following the horrific events in Manchester only a few
days before this attack?
A. Yes.
Q. And it sounds from your evidence that you were, quite
understandably, appalled and upset by what you had seen?
A. Yes.
Q. But he appeared, on the basis of what you said, to have
been unmoved by this?
A. Yes.
Q. Did that not alarm you?
139
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A. No.
Q. Did you not have discussions to ascertain whether he was
a moderate Muslim or an extreme Muslim?
A. No.
Q. The Inquests have heard that Rachid, when he lived in
Manchester, had resided with a man called Daniel
Abraham, and he has informed the investigation that
Rachid was critical of Jews; is that something you ever
heard him say?
A. No, I wasn’t aware of that .
Q. He reports that Rachid didn’t like Jews because they’d
been the cause of fighting between people.
A. I wasn’t aware of that .
Q. He reports that Rachid had criticised British culture as
being too liberal , especially with regard to women.
A. I wasn’t aware of that .
Q. And that he didn’t wish to bring up a family in this
country.
A. No, that was never brought up. We had a daughter.
Q. Because the substance of your evidence is that you did
not know that he had extreme views?
A. No.
Q. And so are you able to assist at all as to how and when
he developed these views?
A. No.
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A. He just didn’t comment back when I said it was terrible .
Q. That it undoubtedly was, but did it not alarm you that
he had no reaction , apparently, to these horrific events
in Manchester?
A. No.
MR ADAMSON: Thank you very much.
Questions by MS AILES
MS AILES: I can see Ms O’Leary is getting a drink of water.
I will give her some time.
Ms O’Leary, are you happy to carry on now?
A. Yes.
Q. I ask questions on behalf of the families of six of the
people who died in the attacks which were carried out on
3 June 2017. You would agree with me, no doubt, that
what Rachid Redouane did on that night was abhorrent?
A. Yes.
Q. And you’ve already made it very clear that you had no
inkling in advance of what he was about to do?
A. No.
Q. You’ ll understand that the families who I represent are
desperate to understand how it is that somebody comes to
do something like this ?
A. Yes.
Q. And you, no doubt, are desperate to understand how it is
that someone you’d been married to and had a child with
140
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is capable of doing something like this ?
A. Yes.
Q. So we understand your evidence that you didn’t know in
advance what he was about to do, but can you tell me,
with the benefit of hindsight , looking back now, is
there anything that you can point to that - A. No.
Q. - - was a change in him?
A. No.
Q. Was a clue?
A. No clue .
Q. Nothing at all ?
A. Nothing.
Q. As far as you’re concerned, his behaviour was normal
throughout?
A. Yes.
Q. His date of birth we have as 31 July 1986.
A. Correct .
Q. You met in June 2010, which, if my maths is right , means
he would have been around 23 years old?
A. 24, yeah.
Q. Nearly 24, his birthday is in July , so nearly 24.
A. Yeah.
Q. So you knew him for not all , but much of his adult life ?
A. Yes.
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family .
Q. So he would have conversations with you and your family ,
you got to know his family?
A. Yeah.
Q. And no doubt over the course of the relationship you got
to find out about each other?
A. Yes.
Q. You and your family have no background in Islam at all ,
I take it ?
A. No.
Q. And you had never been in a relationship with a Muslim
before?
A. No.
Q. So everything that you learned about Islam you learned
from your husband?
A. Yes.
Q. You must have been curious about it ?
A. I just thought they was good people.
Q. Did he ever tell you anything about what he personally
regarded as the obligations imposed on him by his
religion ?
A. No, just like doesn’t drink and smoke, and prays.
Q. Did he ever express opinions on other religions ?
A. No.
Q. Did he express any opinions on your background?
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Q. You met, as you’ve said , in June 2010. I think that
there was a period when you were living, both of you, in
London between 2011 and his travel to Morocco in 2013?
You may not have been living together , but you were both
in London?
A. Yes, yes, well , no, I didn’t come until January 2012.
Q. January 2012, was it .

So January 2012 until the autumn

of 2013 when he went to Morocco?
A. Yes. Yes.
Q. And then you were living together in London
from February 2015 until the relationship ended
in January 2017?
A. Yes, correct .
Q. So not perhaps living together as much as one might
expect of a married couple - A. Yes.
Q. - - you’ve given the reasons for that , but certainly
living together for a period of years.
A. Yes.
Q. You said you didn’t get to know his male Muslim friends.
A. No.
Q. Did you socialise at all together?
A. No. Oh, what, just me and him?
Q. No, I mean with other people.
A. Yeah, he used to come round to family’s and that , my
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A. No. He would have liked me to convert, but that was
never going to happen.
Q. Did he encourage you to convert - A. No, he didn’t - - he would have liked me to have, but
that was never going to happen.
Q. He expressed the view that he would have liked that to
happen?
A. Yeah, he would have ideally , yeah, liked that .
Q. And was that throughout the relationship or ...?
A.

It wasn’t throughout, I said it from day one it was
never going to happen.

Q. So he expressed that view at the beginning?
A. Yeah. Sorry.
Q. In relation to homosexuality -A. Mm.
Q. - - you said in your statement he attended a friend ’ s
party in October 2013.
A. Correct .
Q. That’s a friend of yours who was gay?
A. Correct .
Q. Did he appear to have any problem with your friend ’ s
homosexuality?
A. No.
Q. And was that his view on homosexuality throughout the
relationship ?
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A. Apart from the end, when he was commenting about the TV
and music.
Q. Right , and you said that that was in the last three
months or so?
A. Yes.
Q. So you’re not aware of him expressing any negative views
about gay people?
A. No.
Q. Prior to around three months before these attacks?
A. No.
Q. So does that mean we can pinpoint a change at around
that point?
A. What, the end of 2016?
Q. Well, whenever you say that he started expressing these
views; is that the end of 2016?
A. Yes, yes.
Q. So there was a change in his behaviour to that extent?
A. Yes, talking about the programmes.
Q. Is there anything else that changed at around the same
time?
A. No, like I said , he distanced himself , he wasn’t - financially or emotionally towards me.
Q. Were you aware of him watching videos on YouTube?
A. I have seen him try to show me videos, yeah.
Q. Do you know what those were?
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A. Yes.
Q. Did he explain to you why he was watching these videos,
what his interest in them was?
A. He was just showing me what happens to them, back home.
Q. What happens to who?
A. He said innocent civilians , families , mothers, children .
Q. He said he wants to show you what happens to innocent
civilians in the Middle East?
A. Yes.

It was mainly when there used to be an attack here

then he would bring it up.
Q. Right .

Do you mean a terrorist attack?

A. Mm.
Q. So when there’s a terrorist attack here, it ’ s not just
a comment he’s made in relation to the Lee Rigby murder,
when there is a terrorist attack in this country he
would bring up - A. Yeah.
Q. - - the issue of innocent civilians being killed in the
Middle East?
A. Yes.
Q. You’ve told us that he asked you about the Manchester
attack .

The other attack that was carried out, the

significant one in this country after you split up, was
the Westminster Bridge attack, that was in March of
2017. Did he pass any comment on that at all ?
147
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A. Of things happening in countries abroad.
Q. Do you mean the Middle East?
A. Middle East, yeah.
Q. Were they -- what kind of things happening?
A. Well, when there’s attacks that happen.
Q. So this is war?
A. Yeah, war.
Q. Videos about war?
A. Yes.
Q. Videos about people being injured or killed on the
battlefield ?
A. Yes. Yes.
Q. Were you aware of any beheading videos, anything like
that?
A. No. I didn’t watch the other videos. He tried to show
me but, yeah, I didn’t want to watch it .
Q. When was this happening? When was he watching these
videos?
A. God ... could have been the last year.

I can’ t really

put a date on that .
Q. Within the last year of your relationship ?
A.

It could have been, yes.

It wouldn’t have been

obviously up to it because we only had contact just for
my daughter.
Q. So this was while you were living together?
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A. I can’ t really remember that one. I remember the attack
but I can’ t remember if he passed comment. I just
remember the Manchester one.
Q. Throughout the period though when attacks were mentioned
he would refer to the Middle East?
A. Well, I wasn’t living him when them attacks happened,
so ...
Q. Did he express any view to you on UK politics - A. No -Q. - - more broadly?
A. - - because I don’t talk about politics , so no, we never
used to talk .
Q. You never heard him say that the UK was too liberal ?
A. No.
Q. The last time you saw him, you mentioned something in
your statement about asking him if he was going to come
the following day.
A. Yes.
Q. Can you explain exactly what his response was to that?
A. He didn’t comment, he just went to his pocket and then
said ”Oh, I forgot my phone” and then he just dashed.
Q. Oh, I see, he was just making an excuse to go?
A. Yeah, he didn’t want to engage in that conversation.
MS AILES: Thank you, those are my questions.
MR HOUGH: Ms O’Leary, those are all the questions we have
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for you. You’re free to go.
A. Thank you.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Ms O’Leary, just before you go, can
I simply thank you very much for coming. I appreciate
coming to help at an inquest can’ t be an easy task , but
thank you very much indeed for doing so.
MR HOUGH: Sir, may I suggest that we have an earlier than
usual mid-afternoon break.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Yes, because we can rearrange things for
the next witness.
MR HOUGH: Exactly.
THE CHIEF CORONER: I’m just going to pause for one minute
just whilst the ...
Just on the timetable this afternoon, we’ve
obviously got Mr Cawthorne.
MR HOUGH: Mr Cawthorne, and we have one short statement to
be read.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Can I thank all of you for rearranging
the witnesses.

It seemed to me it was probably better ,

if we could accommodate it, to take Ms O’Leary first
because I think we all appreciate it can’ t be very easy
for any of the witnesses to come to give evidence, but
particularly bearing in mind the circumstances that she
is personally in , it was probably a great comfort to
take her rather than delay taking her evidence until
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court .
A. David Robert Nathaniel Cawthorne.
Q. Mr Cawthorne, you appreciate that I ask you questions
first on behalf of the Coroner and you may then have
some questions from some other lawyers.
A. I do.
Q. What’s your current profession?
A. I am a solicitor with the Crown Prosecution Service.
Q. When did you start work with the CPS?
A. I started there in 2003, I ’ ve been there for about 15 or
16 years.
Q. What is your current role , your title ?
A. I ’ m a unit head in the Special Crime and Counter
Terrorism Division which is one of the central casework
divisions in the Crown Prosecution Service.
Q. You made a witness statement dated 15 April 2019. You
may refer to that as you wish.
A. Thank you.
Q. As with some other witnesses, let me make this clear : if
I or anyone else asks a question which you consider you
can’ t answer, or you may not be able fully to answer for
reasons of national security or for any other particular
reason, please say so.
A. I will .
Q. May I begin with the CPS. Some background matters which
151
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later in the day.
MR HOUGH: Sir, I think the person who particularly needs to
be thanked for that is Mr Cawthorne, who has been very
patient .
THE CHIEF CORONER: Yes, well, I was going to thank him when
he comes in if we have delayed him, but I ’ ll do that
when he comes.
(2.59 pm)
(A short break)
(3.14 pm)
MR HOUGH: The next witness is David Cawthorne.
MR DAVID CAWTHORNE (affirmed)
THE CHIEF CORONER: Good afternoon.
A. Good afternoon, sir .
THE CHIEF CORONER: Please do take a seat if you would
prefer to sit down.
A.

Sir , I ’ m fine standing I think .

THE CHIEF CORONER: Just before we start with your evidence,
can I thank you very much for - - we’ve probably
inconvenienced you by putting you back behind another
witness but you can probably understand the reasons why
we did so, but thank you very much for your forbearance.
A. No, not at all .
Questions by MR HOUGH QC
MR HOUGH: Would you please give your full name for the
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the lawyers in court may understand but which may be of
interest for others.

Is it right to say that the CPS

consists first of all of a number of geographical areas
or divisions ?
A. That is correct .
Q. Are they 14 geographical areas across England and Wales
responsible for the prosecution of cases in their
particular areas?
A. That’s correct .
Q. You referred to yours being one of the central casework
divisions .

Are they divisions responsible for

specialist casework across the entire country?
A. Again, that ’ s correct .
Q. Your division , Special Crime and Counter Terrorism
Division , what is its particular role and
responsibility ?
A. The Special Crime and Counter Terrorism Division
consists of three separate units .

I work in one of

those units that deals with primarily terrorism-related
matters and also associated offences and other
investigations such as war crimes. There are two other
divisions , if you want me to, I can detail those.
Q. No, thank you.
Your unit ’ s role , then, is in advising and
prosecuting cases about terrorism?
152
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A. Primarily terrorism and other related offences , yes.
Q. Decisions about prosecution, as lawyers know, are taken
in accordance with the Code for Crown Prosecutors, which
is a public document?
A. That’s right .
Q. The full code test has two stages , the evidential stage
and the public interest stage about which we’ve already
heard.
A.

It does.

Q. Can you summarise what the evidential stage is ?
A. The evidential stage is the first stage of the test and
it is assessing the evidence and material and the
disclosure material in relation to any particular
investigation conducted by the police or the
investigating authorities to assess whether there is - THE CHIEF CORONER: I’m just going to suggest you go
slightly slower because what you say is being
translated .
A. Of course.
THE CHIEF CORONER: So if you don’t mind, Mr Cawthorne.
A. Apologies.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Thank you.
MR HOUGH: You were telling us about the evidential stage of
the full code test ?
A. That’s correct .
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summarise that for us, please?
A. So only if the evidential stage is met is the public
interest stage considered, and that is effectively
an assessment as to whether a prosecution is required in
the public interest , and it has long been said that just
because there is sufficient evidence will not always
mean that a prosecution must follow.
Q. However, does the Code say that the prosecution will
usually take place if the evidential stage is passed
unless there are positive public interest reasons
against prosecution?
A.

It does.

Q. I think the Code contains a series of questions which
are intended to guide prosecutors in applying the public
interest test ?
A.

It does, yes.

Q. Is it right to say that CPS lawyers are often asked to
provide advice to police on charging decisions , whom to
charge and when?
A. So there are - - there are set guidelines that prescribe
when the police can charge certain offences , primarily
those that are deemed to be at the lower end of
criminality , and other offences that prosecutors must
authorise .

Obviously the most serious and many of those

offences in the middle have to be authorised by the
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Q. Go on, please .
A. So the test requires an assessment as to whether there
is a realistic prospect of conviction based upon the
evidence that ’ s presented by an investigation .
Q. And is this right : that the basic legal test is whether
an objective , impartial and reasonable jury , if it is
a jury case, properly directed and acting in accordance
with the law, would be more likely than not to convict?
A. That is the test , yes.
Q. Does that test encompass considerations of whether
evidence is admissible?
A.

It considers admissibility , relevance, it considers also
the defences that may be raised in a case, and obviously
any disclosure issues that might arise .

Q. Now, if the evidential stage is not passed, would there
ever be a prosecution?
A. No. That is the fundamental primary stage: if there was
deemed not to be a realistic prospect of conviction ,
then there can be no prosecution.
Q. So no matter how serious the offence , no matter how
valuable the opportunity to disrupt a suspect’s other
actions , there would not be a prosecution unless that
test were passed?
A. Absolutely not.
Q. The next stage , the public interest stage; can you
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Crown Prosecution Service.
Q. And I think this is right : arrangements are in place for
charging advice to be given at short notice , out of
hours and so on.
A. That is correct .

So, dependent on the nature of the

case will dictate which part of the Crown Prosecution
Service will deal with it and there are arrangements
across the organisation to provide advice at all times
of day.
Q. So that ’ s one kind of assistance the CPS can provide to
police .

Does the service also provide assistance in the

form of advice before charges are considered?
A.

It does provide what we term as early investigative
advice , and most usually that advice will be sought and
it will be provided in the more serious types of
casework dealt with by the organisation .

Q. Is that advice which the police will decide they need
and contact the CPS to request?
A.

It is .

Q. In the kind of investigative area you’re concerned with,
counter terrorism investigations , is the provision of
early investigative advice more common than in many
other offences?
A.

It is almost every case that is proactive , that there is
time to provide such advice , that will be brought to us
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for investigative advice , yes.
Q. So any counter terrorist investigation that runs for
a significant period of time, it wouldn’t be unusual to
see the CPS ask for early investigative advice on one or
more occasions?
A.

It would be very common.

Q. So if we see in this case a number of occasions the CPS
being asked for investigative advice , nothing unusual or
particular to this case about that?
A. Nothing at all .
Q. Now I would like to ask you about a number of occasions
where lawyers within the CPS became involved in relation
to this case.

In most cases I think you will be giving

evidence based on your review of the documents and your
discussions with other individuals in the service?
A. That is correct .
Q. I think in one respect you will be talking about your
own personal involvement?
A. That is correct .
Q.

First of all , may I ask you about some investigative
advice which was sought and given in 2015. Did a time
come when you were contacted by an officer from SO15
seeking early investigative advice in relation as we now
know to this case.

A. Yes, I was contacted by an officer from SO15 wanting
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was that you were asked about on that occasion?
A.

Suffice to say that it was an extremist material of
a type that I was familiar with, not that particular
item but a similar type that I have encountered, and
based on that I gave advice that I anticipated that
dissemination of that publication or that material may
indeed amount to an offence , subject to the
circumstances and the context in which that took place .

Q. What sort of offence did you consider and did you advise
it might constitute ?
A. So, from recollection , the offence that I considered at
that time was the offence under section 2 of the
Terrorism Act of 2006, which is the dissemination of
a terrorist publication .
Q. Now, a terrorist publication , is this right , in very
brief summary, is a publication encouraging acts of
terrorism or useful in the commission of such acts .
I ’ m summarising.
A. You are summarising it. Perhaps, just for clarity , the
encouragement can be direct or indirect .
Q. Are you able to say what category this particular
publication fell into , whether it was encouraging
directly or indirectly acts of terrorism or useful in
the commission of acts of terrorism?
A. I anticipated from my experience of this type of
159
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some discrete advice around a particular issue as to the
nature and opportunities that might be presented by
certain extremist material .
Q. Were you given to understand anything about the stage
that the investigation had reached.
A. From my recollection and from the email communication,
I understood it to be a very early stage and the
information provided was (a) fairly limited and (b) also
fairly generic , so it didn’t give specific details that
I can recall certainly about even the name of the
suspect or any relevant circumstances other than the
nature of the publication .
Q. So you were informed of some extremist material and
asked to give a view about it ?
A. Yes, I was provided with the detail of some extremist
material and there are a number of offences that we will
often consider in relation to what can perhaps generally
be termed extremist material , and not only from our
advice work and prosecution work in relation to specific
cases , our division deals with general assessments and
quality assurance of other aspects of police work into
this type of material , so we have quite a wide knowledge
of the nature and possible offences that such material
may support.
Q. Yes are you able to say anything about what the material
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occasion that it would be indirect encouragement through
the form of glorification in respect of the terrorist
activity .
Q. So it was material which you considered glorified acts
of terrorism and thereby was capable of encouraging
them?
A.

Glorified it in such a way that a person would be likely
to be encouraged and emulate the activity that was being
glorified , yes.

Q. You have told us that you can’ t recall whether the
individual involved was named, but did you send the
officer an email giving your advice?
A. I reflected my advice in a short email and at the end of
the email I indicated to the officer that if he wanted
to seek further advice , then he should submit a document
or a report to our department and it would be allocated
to a lawyer.
I recall from my email that I did say that the name
and the name of the operation should be provided, which,
as I say, I can’ t recall whether I was provided with it ,
but may indicate that I was not aware of the name at the
time.
Q. You now know, I think , that Khuram Butt was the subject
of the investigation ?
A. I do.
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Q. From material you have reviewed, have you become aware
that after that exchange there was a more formal request
for early investigative advice in relation to the same
investigation ?
A. That is correct .
Q. Was that allocated to another lawyer in your division ?
A.

It was.

Q. Was advice sought which related to the nature and
content of a particular document?
A. That advice , yes, was provided in a short document.
Q. Now, are you able to tell us whether the advice sought
on that occasion related to the same particular document
to which your advice had been directed?
A. I believe it was the same document. The advice that was
provided included an assessment of that document and
again, provided an opinion as to the use of that
document as a basis of prosecution, primarily for
an offence under section 2 of the 2006 Act.
Q. What was the conclusion of your colleague in his advice
or her advice?
A. That subject to the evidence in relation to
dissemination or evidence of attribution , and subject to
the context in which any dissemination took place , that
this particular material could potentially lead to
a prosecution under section 2. But there was no

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Day 20

Q. That advice , I think , was sought on 14 March 2017?
A. Yes, I believe that is correct .
Q. From your review of material , what information was
provided by the police when seeking charging advice?
A. So a report was provided, a document that the police
system calls a MG3, that effectively sets out a summary
of facts and may refer to specific evidence that the
police are putting forward for consideration , and will
highlight the potential offences that the police wish to
be considered.
Q. Can you summarise how the report explained the offence
to the CPS, and please refer to your witness statement,
if you wish to .
A. So the report stated and explained that Khuram Butt was
alleged to have defrauded three banks by withdrawing
cash from ATMs and claiming someone else had withdrawn
the cash.
In interview he confirmed he reported the frauds and
that the banks had agreed to refund him. He maintained
that he had not withdrawn the cash and denied committing
the offence .

That is a very summarised version of

a slightly longer report that was on the MG3.
Q. We’ve heard more from the senior investigating officer
of Operation Hawthorn, whose evidence I think you have
heard at least in part .
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specific contextual facts or information provided and
therefore the advice did not reflect any specific
circumstances.
Q. I think the advice was appropriately qualified that
criminal liability could only exist if distributed by
a person within the jurisdiction ?
A. That’s correct .
Q. Did the lawyer also note that the police had no
immediate plan to make any arrest?
A. I think that is correct , yes.
Q. Was any further advice given in relation to this aspect
of the investigation ?
A. Not that I ’ m aware of.
Q. Is this a common state of affairs ; that CPS may be asked
about whether a particular document is prosecutable
without context and without further exploration of the
investigation ?
A.

It is not an uncommon scenario.

Q. May I move on, then, to the next involvement of the CPS
in relation to a fraud investigation .
A. Yes.
Q. Have you become aware from reviewing materials that in
early 2017, advice was sought from the CPS about a fraud
investigation involving Khuram Butt?
A. Yes, I am aware of that .
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A. Yes. Can I - - because you asked me what was provided,
and so there was additional material provided to
accompany the police report , and this material is
normally - - when it’ s provided to the CPS area, uploaded
from a police system onto a CPS case management system,
and therefore accessible in electronic form.
Q. Would that typically include interview transcripts and
pieces of evidence?
A. Unlikely , perhaps, at the stage of requesting charging
advice that transcripts would have been prepared, but
there may be a summary or relevant portions of interview
either included as a separate document. From memory, on
this occasion the summary of interviews or portions of
interviews were actually recorded on the report document
provided by the police .
But other documents that were provided included bank
statements and a number of witness statements and some
evidence in relation to telephone cell site .
Q. We know that there were CCTV inquiries undertaken by the
police from ATMs at the times that the money had been
withdrawn, and other relevant CCTV footage; did that
accompany the initial report?
A. So that was not loaded up onto the case management
system. I cannot put my hand on my heart and say that
that ’ s because of a capability issue , but I think that ’ s
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quite likely , and because -- perhaps because of the
availability and the presence of CCTV, a face -to- face
appointment with a lawyer was arranged by the police .
Q. So a face -to- face appointment was arranged, and did that
give the Crown prosecutor the opportunity to review all
the evidence alongside the police?
A.

It certainly would have given the opportunity. I do not
know what was -- what took place at the face -to- face
meeting.

Q. What role did the prosecutor then take , what did he or
she do in relation to the case after that request for
advice?
A. Sorry, after the?
Q. After the request for advice .
A. So after the request for advice is submitted
I understand that there was a triage process and if
a face -to- face appointment is accepted to be required,
that appointment is then made, so the appointment was
then made for a reviewing lawyer to meet with an officer
from the Operation Hawthorn team, obviously to discuss
the evidence, that evidence was already available
through the electronic system and to view any other
materials such as CCTV that could not be included on the
case management system.
Q. After that review of evidence, what was then done?
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Q.

Day 20

Just to deal with the chronology, according to
Witness M’s statement, after that request for charging
advice on 14 March, there was a consultation between the
Operation Hawthorn officer and the CPS lawyer on 19 May.
So was that the point in time at which this review of
the evidence took place?

A. That is my understanding of what occurred.
Q. And then Witness M says that :
”Three days later , on 22 May ... the CPS informed
us, [that ’ s the police ] that only one person -- not
Butt - - could be charged at that point .”
A. That is correct .
Q. And we know that it was Abdulatif who was charged.
Then he adds that :
”While the CPS file suggested further investigative
actions to be considered regarding Butt and the
remaining co-suspect, it highlighted a number of factors
that would undermine any prosecution.”
Is that right ?
A. That’s correct .
Q.

It ’ s fair to say that there was a very limited period of
time in which any further actions could be pursued. So
if the review meeting is held on 19 May and then on
22 May the CPS say that only one person could be
charged, there wasn’t a lot of time between those two
167
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A. So after the review of evidence, the lawyer at the
face -to- face meeting then produced a written document
that contained an assessment and analysis of the
evidence that had been provided, a view as to strengths
and weaknesses and identified some actions.
Q. Are you able to say what any of those actions were,
either in specific or in broad terms?
A. In broad terms, the actions related to the cell site
evidence and some banking evidence, and any other
potential CCTV opportunities.
Q. Were further inquiries pursued as a result of those
actions?
A. So as a result of those actions being set , there was
a subsequent communication from the case officer
confirming, from memory, that in relation to the
cell site evidence the view had been taken that no
further clarity could be provided, or would be of
beneficial use given the lawyer’s concerns. In relation
to CCTV evidence that there was no further CCTV
evidence. And that, again, in relation to the request
for some further information from the banks, that in
light of the lawyer’s concerns, that following
discussion with a more senior officer , the sergeant,
that that was not deemed a necessary inquiry, that it
would not further the position evidentially .
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meetings to pursue any further actions?
A. No, but that ’ s not my understanding of the chronology of
events.

It wasn’t that that time was set for any

actions to be concluded; it was that on the - - again,
from memory, I think the 23rd, that was when the police
provided a memo as to their view of whether any actions
would bear fruit , would lead to any relevant material
that might affect the lawyer’s analysis of the evidence.
Q. The witness statement of M goes on to say that there was
further advice from the reviewing lawyer at the CPS on
30 May, the CPS was most likely to take no action
against Butt and an associate on evidential grounds. Is
that right in terms of the chronology?
A. That is right and my assessment of the material that
I ’ ve read is that that was concluded on the basis of the
indication that the actions that had been requested were
not going to be progressed or were not going to bear
fruit , and so based on the earlier analysis as to the
weaknesses in the case, the lawyer said that there would
be no charges authorised.
Q. So we can take it that the actions were capable of being
attempted within quite a short period of time between 19
or 22 May and 30 May?
A. Whether or not actions could have been concluded by
30 May or not, I think probably not.

Inquiries to banks
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may well take longer, depending on what those inquiries
are , but I think the conclusion of the reviewing lawyer
was based on the indication that either the actions such
as the CCTV had not produced any further material , or
that the other actions the police had assessed as - that it wouldn’t really advance things any further .
Q. The final charging advice I think was given on
1 June 2017, concluding that the evidential stage of the
code was not met in respect of Khuram Butt, and I ’ ll ask
you in a moment about that evidential assessment, but is
that right as a matter of chronology?
A. That is my understanding of the chronology.
Q. So, once again, there would have been relatively little
time by 1 June to pursue and complete any inquiries that
had been discussed on 19 May or 22 May?
A. Yes, but had the indication been that those inquiries
were going to be conducted, then the reviewing lawyer
may well not have gone to that concluding point .

He

would have awaited the outcome of those inquiries .
Q. Now, concerning the offences , our understanding is this
from the biographical evidence that we’ve had about
Khuram Butt.
The first one concerned a Nationwide account that
was opened on 19 May with £1,600 in cash, closed on
13 June after Butt had reported that he hadn’t received
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Day 20

door to his block, and that the Halifax card had been
found missing from his wallet .
A. Yes.
Q. Now, against that set of facts , are you able to say in
summary why the CPS formed the view that on the
evidential stage , the case shouldn’t be prosecuted?
A. I think , did you mention the cell site evidence as well?
Q. I didn’t , but please do explain it .
A.

Sir , I think an additional piece of evidence that was
submitted by the police related to some cell site which,
from memory, was from 24 May, and purported to
demonstrate that a mobile phone that was attributable to
Khuram Butt had been using a cell site in the vicinity
of a cash point machine in Grays in Essex, which was
around the time that a withdrawal of cash from one of
his accounts took place , at that same cash point.

Q. But bearing in mind those background facts and that
evidence, what, in summary, was the assessment of the
CPS lawyer concerning the evidential stage of the test ?
A.

Sir , the CPS lawyer recognised the coincidental nature
of the circumstantial evidence, namely that at face
value , a man in a relatively short period of time
claimed to have been the victim of three very similar
fraud methodologies being activated on three different
accounts, and that that obviously was suspicious.
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a card, and that £1,350 had been withdrawn and the money
was then refunded; does that accord with your evidence?
A. That does, yes.
Q. The second part of the investigation we understand
concerned a Santander account opened on 11 July 2016,
with £1,700 in cash, and that some days later ,
Khuram Butt claimed that the account had been subject to
fraud with £850 withdrawn without his knowledge, and
that once again he claimed in his interview with police
that he hadn’t received the card and the money was
refunded.
A. That is my understanding.
Q. And the third part of the investigation concerned
a Halifax account. We understand that two debits of
£1,000 each were made to Paddy Power bookmakers on
8 July 2016, and that the money paid out of that account
was initially refunded but later clawed back by the
bank?
A. That is my understanding also.
Q. We understand that the CCTV showed that Khuram Butt was
not captured on CCTV at the ATMs at the times the money
was withdrawn?
A. I believe that to be correct .
Q. We understand that it was his account in interview that
his cards had been intercepted , probably at the communal
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But a number of factors led him to seek further
information from the police .

He wanted some

clarification in relation to the cell site , primarily
because the defendant himself resided not a great
distance away from the Grays area albeit at a different
- - his home address would have been utilising a
different cell site .

He wanted some clarification in

relation to the banks’ decisions to refund monies to
Mr Butt in light of his reporting the fraudulent
activity , because he saw that that was an undermining
aspect to present to a jury when the banks had, again,
at face value , appeared to accept his claim of innocence
in respect of that fraudulent activity .
Q. That was the initial response; that he wanted this
additional evidence, or additional inquiries to pursue?
A. The third request was in relation to the CCTV footage.
Again, it was really around whether any other evidence
could place Mr Butt as being responsible for any of the
withdrawal activity .
Q. Now, what was the response from the police in that
period of a week or so between the discussions and the
final charging decision in relation to those inquiries
which the lawyer had suggested?
A. From recollection , in relation to the cell site , the
police officer concluded that little could be added to
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address the concerns of the lawyer about the proximity
between the home address and the Grays address; that
there was no further analysis of that material that
could be provided that would assist , confirmed that
there wouldn’t be any other, or wasn’t any other CCTV
evidence, and in relation to the banks, again from
memory, I think on discussion with the sergeant that it
was unlikely that anything of any significance would be
obtained from the banks to address that underlying
feature of the banks’ decision to refund. That’s from
my recollection .
Q. So having been told , effectively , that those concerns
about the evidence that the lawyer had couldn’t be
allayed through further inquiries , what assessment did
the lawyer then make in his or her final charging
advice?
A. So it was, at that stage the lawyer concluded that the
weaknesses in the evidence led him to conclude that
there was insufficient evidence to proceed and that no
further action would be advised in relation to Mr Butt.
Q. Did the lawyer consider that there were any other
remaining investigative opportunities that lay open?
A. There was no further actions recommended or identified.
Q. Now, we’ve been through the chronology to determine when
the CPS lawyer was first - - when the CPS was first asked
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Day 20

It ’ s not impossible that another lawyer would have
come to a different conclusion, either identifying
different actions or additional actions that may have
created other evidential opportunities , or that there
was even a realistic prospect of conviction based on the
evidence that was presented at the outset .
Q. And you’re a very senior Crown prosecutor, admittedly
not dealing with low-level frauds from day-to-day
nowadays. Having reviewed all the material that you
have reviewed, do you agree with the advice that was
given?
A. I would have -- I identified a number of investigative
opportunities or lines of inquiry that I would have
wanted explored before coming to a final decision .
Q. What are they?
A. So dealing with the various different allegations ,
obviously on the face of it , as you have stated , two of
them allegedly involved cards and PIN numbers being
intercepted from an address. I say that because my
understanding is that , certainly in respect of
Nationwide, I don’t think there was any suggestion that
the cards had been sent to a wrong address, and
therefore for that interception to have taken place
would require someone to have intercepted the letter
either at the home address of Mr Butt or in the postal
175
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for advice and when the meeting took place. As far as
you’re aware, was any investigative opportunity lost
through the time that passed?
A. Not that I ’ m aware through the time that has been
passed, no.
Q. Now, it may be said by some, it may be thought by some
of the families in this case, that it ’ s very unlikely
that fraudsters had targeted Butt on these three
separate occasions in these three different ways with
three different cards and that it ’ s very unlikely that
his PIN number was obtained at least once, possibly more
times. What would you say to that as a basis for
challenging the ultimate charging decision?
A. I would say that in a case such as this , a case based on
circumstantial evidence, the Code for Crown Prosecutors
and the evidential stage of that Code will always be
applied .

There is no absolute clear - set right and wrong

conclusion in many of the cases that are assessed by the
Crown Prosecution Service and there are always going to
be cases where different lawyers may have different
views as to the strength of the evidence, as to aspects
of the case and the case theory, and so in relation to
this decision , it was a decision made by that lawyer
that there were evidential weaknesses and that certain
actions from the police may address some of those.
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system at some point, and there was no indication that
I saw as to a clear , evidential picture as to what the
postal delivery mechanism at Mr Butt’s home address was.
Q. So you would have wanted that investigated - A. As a starting point .
Q. - - the delivery arrangements. Any other - A. In relation to the Santander, it was alleged by Mr Butt
that Santander had accepted entering a wrong postcode
into their system and therefore this , he suggested, was
probably responsible for it going to a different
address, or at least for him not receiving it , and
possibly being the cause of its interception .
Again, there ’ s nothing that I saw -- and I wasn’t
present at any discussions in the face -to- face as to
whether this was covered -- that showed whether any
inquiry had been made indeed as to whether there had
been a mistake in relation to a postcode entered on the
letters that sent out a card and PIN number. If that
was the case, whether the postcode that had been entered
in error was a genuine postcode of another address, if
that address existed , what that address was. If it
didn’t exist , what other information on the envelope may
have led to the letter being either misdirected or not,
as the case may be.
Q. And that inquiry would have enabled you to check out one
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of Mr Butt’s defences?
A. Yes.
Q.

It would also have enabled you to test whether, in the
interview, when he gave that explanation, he was being
honest or dishonest?

A. That’s correct .
Q. Which would also be relevant and potentially valuable in
taking issue with his credibility in the context of
a prosecution?
A. That’s correct .

I don’t know if you wish me to go on?

Q. Please go on.
A. An additional inquiry related to Mr Butt’s reporting to
the banks of the fraudulent activity , and my reading of
the actions presented by the reviewing lawyer is that
his inquiry may well have identified a similar type of
material , although perhaps he didn’t express it in the
same way that I express it now; that in his interview
Mr Butt actually suggested that his reporting via phone
of the fraudulent activity would have been recorded, and
therefore it is likely that his description to the bank
of his actions that - - or non-actions that led up to the
fraud may have been recorded in those phone
conversations and could then have been compared to his
subsequent accounts in police interviews to see, again,
whether there were any inconsistencies .
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on whether any inquiries had been made into that
transaction to establish what kind of transaction it
was, and if it was a transaction , into a particular
account whose account that was, and obviously that may
itself lead to an inquiry .
Q. I ’ ll ask this , because I have no doubt that the families
would want it asked: would you accept that you’ve
identified some quite significant further lines of
inquiry that weren’t pursued at the time?
A. The significance obviously is dependent on the outcome,
but they were lines of inquiry that struck me as being
reasonable lines of inquiry in the circumstances, yes.
Q. Struck you as being important?
A.

Potentially .

Q. Now, at the time that all these investigations were
being made, Khuram Butt was on police bail ; you are
aware of that .

Q.

If those inquiries had been made, it ’ s possible , isn ’ t
it , that they would have thrown a different complexion
on the case and that ’ s why you would have requested
them?

A. I would have requested them, yes, in order to address
issues that , you know, clearly would arise in Mr Butt’s
defence that this was just simply a series of
unfortunate coincidences.
Q. You wouldn’t have requested those unless you had thought
they might make a difference?
A. Yes.
Q. Therefore can we take it that it is possible that if
those inquiries had been made, a different decision
would ultimately have been taken concerning his
prosecution?
A. That is a possibility .

It is dependent upon the outcome

of the inquiries .
However, there was another inquiry which I could ...
Q. Please .

Please , go on.

A. Another inquiry would be in relation to the Paddy Power
deposit .

It was not clear to me what form of

transaction had occurred, as to whether it was a payment
of £1,000 on two instances into a betting account of
an individual , clearly I was aware that the CCTV footage
did not show Mr Butt, and I wasn’t aware, I wasn’t clear
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If he had been charged and, knowing

everything you know about him, would he likely have
remained on bail or would he likely have been remanded
in custody?
A. In my experience as a prosecuting and previously
a defence lawyer, given the nature of the allegations
against him, and given his limited previous record of
two cautions, I ’ m very - - almost certain he would be on
bail - - or bailed by the police initially and then
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subsequently bailed by any magistrates court .
Q.

If it were your case, would you even seek a remand in
custody?

A. No.
Q. May we move, then, to the next part of your statement
and the next part of your evidence, which concerns the
footage of the Jihadis Next Door programme.
A. Yes.
Q. I think you’re aware that that programme was broadcast
in January 2016. Is it right to say that before the
attack , the CPS wasn’t asked to assess whether it showed
any offences being committed?
A. I can’ t say that we didn’t consider it in relation to
other individuals on the programme, but certainly not in
relation to Khuram Butt.
Q. Thank you. After the attack , did SO15, as part of its
post-attack inquiries , ask the CPS to take a view as to
whether Khuram Butt was shown committing any offences?
A. They did.
Q. Was the documentary then considered by a lawyer in your
division ?
A.

It was.

Q. And what was that lawyer’s conclusion?
A. The conclusion was that the footage that was viewed did
not reveal any offending or did not provide evidence of
180
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any terrorist offences .
Q. In particular , at one stage in the programme we see
a group including Butt praying in front of a black
flag - A. That’s right .
Q. - - with an Islamic symbol, a common Islamic symbol on
it , but can you explain very briefly why that didn’t
constitute a criminal offence?
A. So the offence that would obviously and was considered
in relation to that short piece of footage would be the
offence contrary to section 13 of the Terrorism Act
2000, which is displaying an article in circumstances
that would lead a person to believe that somebody was
a supporter or a member of a proscribed terrorist
organisation .
The black flag in question is perhaps commonly
nowadays associated with the proscribed organisation of
Daesh or IS or Isis as they are also known. In fact , my
understanding of the actual black flag and its history
is that it is , over time, associated with a number of
extremist groups, it is quite a historic flag , which
displays the Shahada or Islamic text relating to the
five pillars and the oneness of God.
I have viewed the footage in relation to Mr Butt on
this and it was of note to me that actually the
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critical of western governments in inflammatory terms,
and spoke about the sharia coming to the UK.
Given that context , that additional context of
Mr Butt being present for that , would that have
supported a charge under the section you’ve identified
in relation to the prayer meeting?
A. I ’ ve not seen that aspect of the footage , but from your
description , no.
Q. Moving on, then, finally , to the post-attack
investigation of an associate of Khuram Butt. Is this
right : that after the attack , a number of family members
and associates of Khuram Butt were arrested and that
only one of those was the subject of a case submission
to your division relating directly to the attack?
A. That is correct .
Q. Now, the person concerned was Irfan Saeed, a friend of
Khuram Butt; is that right ?
A. That is right , yes.
Q. Had he been arrested on 9 June 2017?
A. Yes.
Q. Is it right that the Operation Datival team were
considering the possibility that he was aware of the
prospective attack beforehand but didn’t pass on
information to the authorities ?
A. That was one of the primary focuses of the
183
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commentary made that same point during the programme
that this flag has been adopted by a number of jihadist
groups.
So the assessment in relation to any potential
offending from this flag would have to be considering
whether there was any other circumstances in addition to
the display of the flag itself that might support
a section 13 prosecution, because it cannot be said that
the flag on its own is solely a flag belonging to
a proscribed terrorist organisation .
Q. Did the rest of the documentary provide any contextual
material which would have supported a prosecution in
that way?
A. Well, of course, what I ’ m saying is that Mr Butt only
appeared, and so any offence in relation to Mr Butt
would be in the context and the circumstances of his
presence and what occurred when he was visible on the
screen alongside the flag .
Q. We know he was also present and visible on the screen,
albeit only slightly visible , during a rally that
preceded the prayer meeting, which involved a number of
extremist slogans being shouted and placards being held
up, although it ’ s fair to say - - I will be corrected if
I ’ m wrong about this - - that those who were preaching
didn’t specifically support IS ; they were simply very
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investigation .
Q. And, if true , would that be the basis for any particular
offence?
A. Yes, that , if there was evidence of that , then that
would be evidence of a failure to provide relevant
information to the authorities of an offence contrary to
section 38(b) of the Terrorism Act 2000.
Q. Now, the information and evidence gathered by the SO15
team, which for the lawyers present is set out in
paragraph 3.23 of Detective Superintendent Riggs’
investigation report at {DC7183/12}, is first of all
that Saeed was the last person contacted by Butt before
the attack , and the only person contacted by Khuram Butt
after hiring the van, a text at 5.10 pm on the day of
the attack .
Secondly, that Saeed made a number of unsuccessful
attempts to contact Khuram Butt that evening, the
evening of the attack .
Thirdly , that Saeed was a participant in the
WhatsApp chat, ILMA, of which Butt was a member, or had
been a member, and he was a participant in that chat at
the time of the attack .

At 4.34 on 4 June 2017, he

shared concerns with the group about an inability to
contact Khuram Butt, and on 6 June 2017, he sent a text
to the chat ’ s administrator telling him to erase
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everything from his phone because ”They’re raiding
houses in the Newham area”.
The fourth aspect of the Datival team’s material was
that there was evidence discovered linking Saeed to some
extremist material .
The fifth aspect of the material was that Saeed
maintained that his contacts with Butt on the evening of
the attack were to try to establish where Butt was.
That was the background material as we understand it to
be that was presented to the lawyers afterwards.
Is it right to say that information and evidence was
provided to the lawyer over a period of months in the
latter half of 2017?
A. That is correct , yes.
Q. What was the assessment made at the end of that period
of providing evidence by the CPS lawyer?
A. That in relation to the allegation of an offence under
section 38(b), that there was insufficient evidence to
provide a realistic prospect of conviction .
Q. In summary, why was that?
A. That obviously taking account of the communications that
were clearly demonstrated and attributable between
Mr Butt and Mr Saeed over quite a long period of time,
whilst arguably suspicious in relation to some of the
timings, there was insufficient because there was no
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Day 20

out if it is dissemination of material which indirectly
encourages an act of terrorism; is that right ?
A. Subject to the required mental element also being
established .
Q. Yes. And you told us that in the email, and later , you
were given details of the nature of the material?
A. Yes, that ’ s correct .
Q. Which could indirectly encourage, in the sense that it
could glorify and encourage somebody else, the
recipient , to emulate what was found within the
contents?
A. That was my very generic assessment, having not seen the
item that the officer has mentioned to me, but having
seen similar material , and that was also my colleague’s
subsequent conclusion having assessed the material
itself , yes.
Q. That it could found a charge?
A. That it could, potentially , subject to , obviously,
evidence in relation to the dissemination itself and
also to the context which was -- is always going to be
relevant to the mental element that needs to be
established , yes.
But it is not just the act of dissemination that
automatically creates the offence .
Q. No. Each element of the offence has to be made out.
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content that had been identified by the police
investigation .

So nobody was able to say what was being

said during these communications to establish to the
required degree that Saeed must have known or believed
that Butt was planning a terrorist attack .
Q. Is this right , in fairness to Mr Saeed, that there was
no direct evidence to establish that he knew about the
attack?
A. That is correct .
Q. Is it also fair to say that there was some evidence
supporting his account that he knew nothing,
particularly his inquiries about Khuram Butt, in the
early hours of 4 June, inquiring as to where he was and
what was happening?
A. That is my understanding, based on what I have read.
MR HOUGH: Thank you very much, Mr Cawthorne. Those are all
my questions.
Questions by MR PATTERSON QC
MR PATTERSON: Mr Cawthorne, thank you for your assistance.
On behalf of the families of six of those who were
killed in the attack , can I have your help, please , on
three of the areas.
First of all , your report at paragraph 10, and the
possibility of an offence of disseminating extremist
material .

As you rightly said , the offence can be made
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A. That’s right .
Q. And in the past when we have prosecuted using section 2,
we have had to bear in mind the impact on the recipient ,
and that need to show that they would emulate it .
A. Yes, but also we need to show that the sender of the
terrorist publication either intended the recipient to
be encouraged or was reckless as to whether they would
be.
Q. Yes, that ’ s right , and recklessness is an important
thing to bear in mind: that you can get a conviction on
that lesser mental element of recklessness?
A. That’s correct .
Q. Even if there isn ’ t sufficient for all the circumstances
to allow a safe inference that he must have wanted and
intended the recipient to be influenced in that way.
A. That’s right .
Q.

It ’ s up to seven years’ imprisonment on conviction,
isn ’ t it ?

A. At the time of this advice that we provided it was seven
years, yes, but it subsequently has been increased to
15.
Q. Do you know why he wasn’t prosecuted for disseminating
this item?
A. The advice that we were asked to provide related to
generic circumstances, we were never asked to provide
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an assessment or make a full code decision to authorise
charges. So no, we were not provided with any
information as to whether this information that
we provided(?).
Q. Now, I don’t want you to go into details if they might
compromise or cause difficulties in relation to matters
of national security or the like , but can you help me to
this degree: did it touch upon Isis?
A. Sorry, did what?
Q. Did the contents touch upon Isis , the so- called Islamic
State?
A. Yes.
Q. Did it touch upon martyrdom or suicide or dying in the
process of the attack?
A. I can’ t recall .
Q. Is that because you can’t remember the details or
because you can’t help me to that extent for sensitivity
reasons?
A. I can’ t remember the details as to whether there was a
specific reference to anything such as martyrdom.
Q. Or weapons such as knives or cars or bombs?
A. I can’ t be specific to say yes or no. I suspect not.
From my knowledge of the nature of publications of
a similar type, I suspect there was nothing quite of
that type in there .
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Q. My suggestion is this was a strong case of fraud; do you
agree?
A. I think it - - I think , subject to those inquiries , it
could potentially be.
Q. Yes. This wasn’t a weak case of fraud by any stretch of
the imagination; would you agree?
A. I would say that there were undoubtedly evidential
weaknesses in the case as it was presented. There were
things that I would say required clarification , and to
some degree the lawyer sought some clarification , and as
I said in my evidence, I think it ’ s the sort of case
that could have - - you could easily have seen a number
of different decisions being made in respect of this
particular case.
Q. Yes. We have seen cases like this before go to court ,
haven’t we?
A. I certainly wouldn’t say - - I would say yes, it ’ s likely
we have seen cases go to court; certainly there may well
have been other cases of a similar nature that have not
been prosecuted.
Q. Yes. And all that is needed to satisfy the evidential
test is - - and these precise words appear in the Code
for Crown Prosecutors -- ”more likely than not ”, more
likely than not that a jury would convict; that ’ s right ,
isn ’ t it ?
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Q. Can you help with whether it was a magazine or
a publication of that type?
MR HORWELL: Sir, for sensitivity reasons I would wish -I appreciate , of course, Mr Patterson wishes to explore
this , but no one wants to assist the terrorists and
there are reasons for sensitivity .
MR PATTERSON: Certainly, my Lord.
THE CHIEF CORONER: And I know that Mr Patterson is anxious
not to trespass into those areas.
MR HORWELL: Of course.
MR PATTERSON: Yes, yes.
THE CHIEF CORONER: I think what used to be called a shot
across the bows is probably welcome, Mr Patterson.
MR PATTERSON: Yes, I was simply trying to find any
assistance we could get as to some of the details in
general terms, even, as to the contents.
Can you go any further than you have done so far ,
Mr Cawthorne?
A. No, I don’t think I can.
Q. The fraud investigation .

If I suggested that far from

being a weak case, this was a strong case of fraud,
would you agree?
A. As I indicated in my previous evidence, I think there
were lines of inquiry that I would have personally
wished to be pursued to clarify aspects of the evidence.
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A. That is correct .
Q. And standing back and looking at the big picture , the
opening speech and the closing speech to the jury would
be along the lines of : it ’ s inherently unlikely for
Mr Butt to have been the unfortunate victim again and
again and again of cards being intercepted , PIN numbers
being intercepted , wallets being stolen on different
occasions in different ways in relation to all of these
different bank accounts; would you agree?
A. I certainly could hear a similar opening speech being
launched at a trial , Mr Patterson, but that doesn’t
change my opinion that there were aspects that I would,
personally , as an experienced lawyer, that I would have
wanted still to have clarity on.
Q. Yes, no doubt after charging there would be an advice
from counsel saying there are a few gaps that needed to
be plugged and a few lines of inquiry that need to be
pursued, some of which will make the case even stronger,
potentially ; would you agree?
A.

Potentially , and those inquiries could be done after
charge, but also a cautious lawyer may choose to have
those inquiries conducted prior to charge.

Q. And I make it plain that this was not a decision made by
you; this was a decision made by a different lawyer,
wasn’t it ?
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A. That’s correct .
Q. And if we go, please , to {DC7985/1}, this was a police
document in which there was a reference to the decision
involving the public interest stage of the test , so not
the first limb of evidential sufficiency , but rather the
public interest being the basis for not proceeding; do
you see that in the second line of that short paragraph?
A. I do see that , yes.
Q. And I make it plain , this is a police document that -it may be that you haven’t seen or - A. I ’ ve not previously seen this document.
MR HOUGH: I think it would be fair to make clear to the
witness that Mr Jolley has told the court that he
considers that the document is wrong.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Yes.
MR PATTERSON: Is that the lawyer who was asked to make the
decision , who is named in the penultimate line of that
short paragraph?
A.

It is .

Q. And have you discussed with the lawyer whether public
interest considerations did feature in the
decision-making?
A. I have not. But there is nothing in the material that
I have read that would suggest that this was a - applying, again, the full code test , that this was
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proportionate - - there may be evidence that is sought in
a case or lines of inquiry that in a particular
allegation are deemed to be disproportionate. That is
a factor that is one that can be taken into
consideration , and in relation to the police
investigation as well .
Q. Did it feature in the written advice , the final decision
of the lawyer - A. No, I mean the lawyer -Q. - - the amount of work required?
A. - - the lawyer’s decision was based on the fact that no
further evidence had been advanced to change the initial
assessment.
Q. You mentioned a concern about cell site evidence but as
we understand it , there was a distance of some 13 miles
between the home address of Khuram Butt in Barking and
the location out at Grays in Essex beyond the M25 where
in the early hours on one date, 23 May, the suspicious
withdrawal was made from the cash point.
A. Well, I wasn’t aware of the figure of 13 miles - Q. That’s our research.
A. - - but from the document that I saw there was clearly
a distance .
Q. Yes, which, again, is evidence supporting the
involvement of Butt , isn ’ t it , in the commission of the
195
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a decision made on the basis of public interest .

There

is a reference - Q. What you have seen suggests it was made on the first
limb?
A. Yes.
Q. There’s a suggestion here in this police document that
the amount of work that would be involved was
a difficulty as well:
”The amount of work that would be needed to
potentially bring a charge is unrealistic ...”
Again, can you help us as to whether that featured
in the decision-making by the CPS lawyer or not?
A. Well, my reading of that is that it ’ s a police document
and that is a police assessment. The actions were set
and there was, in a communication, some reference to the
operational picture at the time and the work that may be
required to conduct these, but, as I say, ultimately
this was a decision that was based on the evidential
picture , not public interest .
Q. Because, so that it ’ s plain , in no way should the amount
of work required be in any way relevant at all to
whether a person should be prosecuted if there is
evidence suggesting an offence ; would you agree?
A. No, in the sense that the Code does allow for
proportionality to be taken into account, and
194

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

Day 20

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

fraud?
A.

It is relevant evidence, in my view.

Q.

If I suggested that this was an erroneous decision,
would you agree?

A. No.
Q. But certainly you wouldn’t have decided on 1 June that
there was no realistic prospect of conviction?
A. Obviously to put yourself back in time, I , as
I indicated , would have suggested a series of actions .
Some of those were reflected by the lawyers’ actions but
perhaps went further, and some were additional actions ,
and subject to what came back from those further
inquiries if , indeed, those inquiries were conducted,
then I would have conducted a further review.
Q. And it ’ s possible you would have charged him?
A.

It is possible .

But I think , as I indicated in my

previous evidence, the inquiries that I sought, and
I think it ’ s right that I point this out, would probably
not have been concluded in a matter of days.
Q. No, they would take longer than a few days.
A. They would take longer than a few days.
Q. And, finally , please , the Jihadis Next Door footage. As
you rightly say, the potential charge would be
section 13 of the Terrorism Act 2000, which is the
offence of displaying an article in a public place in
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such a way or circumstances as to arouse the reasonable
suspicious that the person is a supporter of
a proscribed organisation .

So a terrorist organisation ;

correct?
A. That’s right , yes.
Q. And that is an offence for which a person can be
imprisoned?
A.

It is .

It is a summary only offence, that is an offence

that can only be prosecuted in a magistrates court .
Q. Up to six months’ imprisonment?
A.

It carries six months maximum.

Q. And relevant to whether there would be reasonable
suspicion that he’s supporting Isis is the fact that
that flag was, at around that time, again and again and
again, being displayed by that proscribed terrorist
organisation , Isis ; would you agree?
A. I can’ t claim to be a flag expert, but from my
experience of the many Isis- related cases that I ’ ve
prosecuted, I would say a version of the Shahada, not
necessarily that particular version , was often seen in
Daesh-related activity .
Q. And very relevant to the circumstances and the jury
considering whether he was supporting Isis would be what
he was saying in the minutes that preceded that display
of the flag in the park area.
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A. Sorry, I ’ m just reading it now. (Pause).
Yes, I have seen it .
Q. And if we all remind ourselves, that reference to David
Cameron, there’s a reference to David Cameron elsewhere
in the footage , this is all in the summer of 2015 at
a time when air strikes were being launched by this
country after a parliamentary vote, all of which was
focusing on whether the United Kingdom should or
shouldn’t conduct air strikes in Syria and in particular
focusing on Isis .
So in those circumstances my suggestion is this :
that there was a prima facie case, there was an offence
being committed, contrary to section 13, for which he
could be imprisoned?
A. You will appreciate I ’ ve just seen the text that you
have put in front of me. My initial assessment of it is
it represents somebody who has certainly anti-western
views, an ideology that would certainly be expressed by
one of a number of radical extremist groups who were
operating in the Syria and Iraq conflict at that time,
some of whom may be proscribed, some of whom may not be
proscribed. The anti -western sentiments, the
anti -Cameron sentiments were not solely the province of
Daesh.
Q. Yes, but in terms of the offence , one of the beneficial
199
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THE CHIEF CORONER: If this is a summary only offence?
MR PATTERSON: Forgive me -THE CHIEF CORONER: -- there wouldn’t be a jury .
MR PATTERSON: -- the district judge or the magistrates .
Thank you.
THE CHIEF CORONER: It’s something I know something about at
least .
MR PATTERSON: But that’s right, isn ’ t it ? Highly relevant
will be what he’s saying in the minutes leading up to
this display of the flag , would you agree?
A. Those would obviously be relevant circumstances to take
into account.
Q. Yes, particularly relevant .
A.

Potentially .

Q. I mean, if he is talking about Isis and then five
minutes later he’s displaying that black Shahada flag ,
the reasonable suspicion is that he is supporting Isis ?
A.

If the two are so interconnected that that member of the
public would make that assessment, yes.

Q.

If we can see on the screen, please {DC7185/11}, what he
was saying in the minutes before this recorded on camera
was all about air strikes and the conduct of the
Government of the United Kingdom and of America and the
air strikes , as you can see from this brief transcript ,
in Syria and Iraq .

Do you see that?
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things from public protection perspectives is that you
don’t have to prove an intention to encourage support
for a particular organisation .

All that needs to be

proved is that the circumstances give rise to
a reasonable suspicion .

So that element of the offence

is lower than you often find in criminal cases?
A.

It is lower than an intent , yes, I agree, but in the
context of the words being said being applicable to not
just one single organisation ’ s ideology or one single
proscribed organisation ’ s ideology; and the flag also
not being attributable to a single proscribed
organisation , I would disagree that there was sufficient
evidence to provide a realistic prospect of a section 13
prosecution.

Q. Would you agree with this , Mr Cawthorne: if you wanted
to try to prosecute all you would need to do would be to
assemble the relevant evidence and present it to the
court that at that time, present to the court evidence
that at that time, Isis again and again and again were
displaying that particular black flag in their
activities in Syria and Iraq?
A. But similarly there may well be evidence that shows
other groups displaying the same flag at the same time.
Q. Many of which were also proscribed?
A. Some of which may well be - - would also be proscribed,
200
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maybe not all of which would be proscribed.
Q. Again, would you agree that this was another opportunity
that was missed to prosecute and potentially imprison
Khuram Butt?
A. No, I wouldn’t.
MR PATTERSON: Thank you for your help.
Questions by MR HORWELL QC
MR HORWELL: I’ll correct myself if I ’ m wrong, but the
passage you’ve been asked to look at wasn’t actually in
the programme Jihadis Next Door. I don’t know if you
understood that or not?
A. I didn’t , no, but thank you for clarifying that .
Q. Mr Cawthorne, there’s only one point: you were asked to
give some very tentative advice in 2015 on extremist
material .
A. I was.
Q. And you have made it clear this afternoon that for there
to have been any prosecution, you would have needed
evidence of dissemination itself .
A. Absolutely .
Q. And what M has reported is that this was tentative
advice because there was no evidence of dissemination,
and that such evidence would have had to have been
retrieved through digital media, and M has added these
words:
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persons through being disclosed on our electronic
disclosure platform.

being read, and there have been no objections .
THE CHIEF CORONER: Yes.
MR MOSS: And the statement is dated 6 March 2019.
WALID BEN ARBIA (read)
MR MOSS: ”I am the above named person, and this statement
is regarding the following three people: the first one
is Rachid Redouane, the second is called Youssef, whose
surname I don’t know, and another man who I know to be
of Pakistani heritage .
” I knew Rachid Redouane in October 2016, we met at
the mosque. When Rachid heard me speaking in Arabic he
asked me ’Where are you from?’ I told him I was from
Tunisia and he replied saying he was Moroccan. That
took place at Barking mosque. We discussed some topics,
we had somehow almost similar domestic problems. He was
married and had one daughter. I did not know his wife,
neither in person or in a photo. However, I knew his
daughter, who used to come to the park with him.
” I do not remember his wife calling him on the phone
or the other way round while I was present. He had told
me that she was Irish .

203

” It should be said that retrieving material from
digital media is not inevitable and is assessed on
a case-by-case basis .”
And you would agree with that?
A. From my experience, I would.
MR HORWELL: Yes. Thank you.
MR HOUGH: Mr Cawthorne, those are all the questions we have
for you. Thank you very much, and thank you again for
your patience .
THE CHIEF CORONER: Thank you very much for coming,
Mr Cawthorne.
MR HOUGH: Sir, I appreciate it ’ s late , we have one very,
very short statement to be read.
THE CHIEF CORONER: We will certainly do that.

I suspect

the disturbance from downstairs came as a consequence of
Mr Patterson talking about prison. But I hope that the
people currently in the dock are relieved that in fact
they’re not coming up for them, but we will certainly
read that statement.
MR HOUGH: One sometimes hears unhappy customers.
Mr Moss will read the statement.
MR MOSS: Sir, the one statement that you are admitting
under Rule 23 of the Coroners (Inquest) Rules 2013 is
the statement of Walid Ben Arbia. The nature of the
written evidence has been communicated to interested
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previously lived in London for approximately nine years
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All interested persons have had

an opportunity to view it and, indeed, to object to its
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and then went back to Morocco. He later on knew
an Irish lady who later became his wife, and that was
the reason for him returning to London and being granted
a five -year leave to remain. She used to go and stay at
her mother’s most of the days of the week, together with
her daughter.
”We used to meet either at the mosque or at his
home. The visits to his home at the hostel were
regulated , and we were only allowed up to 10 o’clock at
night .

The hostel was in Barking. I used to visit him

once or twice a week in the company of Djamel and
Habib ...”
And sir , we know from other evidence that Habib is
likely to be Lahbib Atebaa who we heard from.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Yes.
MR MOSS: ”I visited him with Youssef only once. At the
beginning the talks were only about football and
matrimonial problems. Shortly after Rachid started
talking about the Islamic State organisation .

Once

I expressed my thinking about that , which was contrary
to theirs , their approach to me became different.
I became persona non grata. We had exchanged our
telephone numbers. I have since deleted all of these
numbers following the incident .
”Rachid had a Facebook account but he closed it one
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or two months before the incident .

After that , Rachid

and his wife divorced and Rachid went and stayed at
Djamel’s in Barking for about one month. After that ,
Rachid moved to East Ham and Djamel moved to Birmingham.
Rachid, Youssef and myself did meet up once they came
and collected me from home in a small red car and took
me to his place , and then dropped me off back home after
dinner.
”The last communication was when Rachid phoned me,
inviting me to have Ramadan dinner with them, at
a restaurant together with Youssef, but I turned down
that invitation .

That was the day of the match between

El Classico and Real Madrid. I would like to explain
that when Rachid contacted me to join him at the park to
then go to the restaurant on Thursday, he was with
Youssef.
”Also, it was after it was said by BBC News that
they had identified Rachid and the Pakistani that it
occurred to me to phone Youssef to remind him that what
I told him about my suspicions were right in relation to
Rachid. However, the mobile was switched off .
”As far as Youssef was concerned, I knew him at the
mosque. He was a good human being, always laughing,
young, and didn’t have much life experience. He was
impressionable. I am certain that both Rachid and

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Day 20

I mean Rachid and Djamel, used to go with him to the
gym. I do not know whether Youssef went with them.
I used to have the phone numbers of Youssef and Rachid.
I ’ ve now deleted them.
”The first time I saw the Pakistani was when he was
standing at a bus stop with Rachid and Djamel. I saw
him from a distance .
a Pakistani .

The first time I actually met him was at

Rachid’s flat as I was leaving and he was coming in.
That was about a week after seeing him at the bus stop.
”Habib and Djamel were Rachid’s friends .
approximately 2017.
” I would like to say that following the incident we
took a distance from each other to avoid problems. With
regard to Rachid, I first knew him and I was the one who
introduced him to Djamel and Youssef. As for Habib, he
knew Rachid before me. I do not remember when
I introduced Youssef and Djamel to Rachid. I would also
like to say that when I knew Djamel, I introduced him in
the same evening after the isha prayer to Rachid who
then invited us to have dinner with him at his home.
This was either in September or October 2016.
” I can confirm that I knew Rachid, Djamel, Habib and
207

Youssef did not have a good education and that their
knowledge of religion was little and shallow.
”As for the Pakistani , I did not have any
relationship with him except that on one occasion I saw
him at the mosque in the company of his son.
”As regards his religious orientations , I have no
knowledge of them. He used to ignore my presence and
would not talk to me, except a greeting .

He did not

know classical Arabic, something that his friend Rachid
had told me. I do know that Rachid and the Pakistani
did not share a common language, because Rachid’s
English was poor and the Pakistani did not speak Arabic.
Maybe Youssef was the intermediary because he did speak
both languages.
”I would like to add that the Pakistani did not
personally give me his name, and that I knew it from
Rachid but found his name difficult to remember. I now
remember that Rachid had told me that they knew him by
the name Abu Zeytun and at that time I had my suspicion
that that wasn’t his real name because no Muslim would
call his son Zeytun. I did not know why he would not
give his real name, nor do I know whether Youssef and
Rachid knew his real name.
”Youssef was working as a waiter, but I don’t know
what the Pakistani was doing. I only knew what they,
206
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Youssef at the mosque. After the London Bridge attack
I only tried to contact Youssef because I thought that
he would not be with Rachid. I would also add that the
telephone number that I had was the same number I still
have and that his number was and still is registered
with my name and address.”
Sir , that ’ s the end of the statement.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Thank you very much indeed, Mr Moss.
MR HOUGH: That’s all the evidence for today, sir .
THE CHIEF CORONER: Thank you, and tomorrow, Mr Hough, we’ve
got various witnesses again with various special
measures.
MR HOUGH: All of tomorrow’s witnesses, I think I ’ m right in
saying , are subject to special measures.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Yes.
MR HOUGH: And therefore we will have the same approach to
them that we had to Charisse O’Leary’s evidence.
THE CHIEF CORONER: Thank you, and I’m fairly confident,
because we have not heard, that the link has worked well
down to court 19.
10 o’clock tomorrow.
(4.42 pm)
(The court adjourned until 10.00 am on
Thursday, 6 June 2019)

208

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

London Bridge Inquests

Day 20

INDEX
PAGE
Witness M (continued)

................................1

Questions by MR PATTERSON QC (continued) ......1
Questions by MR ADAMSON

......................91

MS CHARISSE O’LEARY (affirmed)

.....................110

Questions by MR HOUGH QC

....................111

Questions by MR ADAMSON

.....................137

Questions by MS AILES

.......................140

MR DAVID CAWTHORNE (affirmed)

......................150

Questions by MR HOUGH QC

....................150

Questions by MR PATTERSON QC
Questions by MR HORWELL QC
WALID BEN ARBIA (read)

................186
..................201

.............................203

209
210

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

A

abdesalam (1) 18:5
abdulatif (1) 167:13
abhorrent (1) 140:15
abid (1) 90:13
abilities (1) 78:3
able (20) 7:13,16 44:18

London Bridge Inquests

Day 20

acting (1) 154:7

admissibility (1) 154:12

78:25 80:21 81:21

action (10) 4:12 17:16

admissible (1) 154:11

84:19,21 86:19

22:20 33:19 49:25

admittedly (1) 175:7

89:8,8,8 96:23

50:7 87:17 89:21

admitting (1) 202:22

97:15,22 99:9 102:10

168:11 173:20

adnani (1) 14:18

107:13 111:19 118:9

allow (2) 188:14 194:24

answered (1) 38:14

88:25 90:12,15,15

adopted (1) 182:2

131:17 152:13 161:16

allowed (1) 204:9

answers (2) 109:3

102:9,13 104:17,22

adult (1) 141:24

166:20 168:4 169:13

allows (1) 75:19

advance (3) 140:18

170:9 172:11,17 173:6

alluded (1) 63:20

anticameron (1) 199:23

185:2 197:25

176:13 177:24

alm (8) 6:5 11:9,12,22

anticipated (2) 159:5,25

areas (6) 102:10

actionable (2) 22:20
49:23
actions (26) 154:22
166:5,6,8,12,13

141:4 169:6

99:20,24
allocated (4) 59:4 87:24
160:16 161:6
allocation (1) 50:8

76:2 79:6,9,11 80:3

167:16,22

advanced (1) 195:12

192:5,6,6 193:25

81:1 84:9 104:5

168:1,4,6,16,21,24

advice (51) 21:21

194:11 195:24

124:24 138:23 151:21

169:3,5 173:23 174:25

155:18

197:14,14,15

158:25 159:21 161:11

175:3,3 177:14,21

156:3,8,12,14,14,17,22,25

200:19,19,19 201:2

almuhajiroun (1) 123:3

166:6 171:4 186:2

194:14 196:9,10,11

157:1,4,8,21,23

202:8 208:11

along (4) 20:11 21:4

above (1) 203:8

activated (1) 171:24

158:1,19 159:5

abraham (1) 138:7

active (1) 67:4

160:12,13,15

51:20 87:9 90:16

abroad (1) 146:1

activities (7) 9:7 10:22

against (10) 14:23,24

23:25 25:3 26:4 37:10
almost (5) 6:3 34:6
156:24 179:24 203:18

126:24 192:4
alongside (3) 41:13

76:2,19 81:1 86:24
91:15 98:12 101:3
104:23 135:11

206:9,12
arbia (3) 202:24 203:7
209:14

151:21,21

area (15) 42:25 83:2

137:19

156:20 164:4 172:5

antisurveillance (2) 4:5
12:7

152:3,6,8 186:22
190:9

antiwestern (2)

arena (1) 127:24

199:17,22

arent (1) 9:25

anxious (1) 190:8
anybody (2) 115:7
123:8

arguably (3) 70:12
99:11 185:24
arguing (1) 121:5

161:3,8,10,11,13,14,19,20

103:9 155:11 168:12

11:3 46:21 87:3 104:7

162:2,4,11,23 163:1,4

171:4 179:23

200:21

164:10 165:12,14,15

aged (1) 44:20

94:3,9,11 131:10

167:3 168:10 169:7

agencies (1) 71:1

133:4 140:17 153:7

18:16 19:2,22 35:11

army (1) 15:1

4:11 5:1 11:5 19:4,25

173:16 174:1 175:10

agency (4) 2:18 41:6

165:21

43:22 48:18 63:25

around (68) 3:14,21,22

12:5 13:4 25:13 31:23

31:11,17,19

188:19,24 192:15

69:21 70:20 72:17

10:4 11:5,15 17:19

32:9 33:8,12 37:25

32:4,11,23 40:20

195:7 201:14,22

44:15 51:6 59:3 62:14

41:20 42:20 46:9,16

advise (1) 159:9

68:9 82:16 85:18

51:5 53:11,13,14,17

advised (1) 173:20

89:11 90:23 107:11

59:1,24 60:11 63:8

adviser (1) 104:3

154:24 201:20

64:15 67:16 73:23

advising (1) 152:24

82:3 85:14 96:8 99:17

advisory (1) 84:23

107:16 116:16 160:3,8

abuthaher (1) 90:13
accept (17) 16:8 18:15

absence (3) 3:24 4:1
116:24
absolute (1) 174:17
absolutely (21) 8:15

abu (3) 70:3 126:24
206:19

42:16 46:14 47:2 54:2
63:14 67:9 78:18 93:2
94:17,19 98:24
101:6,6 172:12 179:7
accepted (4) 10:15 89:7
165:17 176:8
access (4) 39:11 44:19
53:3,7
accessible (1) 164:6
accessing (3) 47:12,18
94:23

activity (44) 3:10,18

48:23 86:16

165:6 182:18

anyone (5) 52:2 72:23

already (9) 80:17

78:20 111:2 151:20

also (42) 3:19 11:14

anything (32) 5:15

86:17 94:8,10 97:21

19:18,18 20:16

ager (3) 13:19 51:17

50:24 60:25 70:1,8

98:15 109:9 114:3

21:1,24 25:25 27:18

73:21 84:2 95:16

128:16,17 130:25

29:4 30:21 31:3 35:10

agers (1) 22:25

103:25 110:20 111:17

131:24 132:4,5 141:6

43:18,23 47:5,5 50:25

agree (56) 3:25 4:14

112:8 121:5 131:20

143:19 145:19 146:13

52:19 58:23 61:11

10:23 12:1,6 16:20

152:20 154:12 156:11

158:4,25 173:8 189:20

63:8,13 64:16,19,20

advocate (1) 108:21

18:11 30:25 33:3 34:1

158:8 162:8 170:19

apart (1) 145:1

73:12,24 74:23 76:16

172:10,13,19

affairs (1) 162:14

41:23 44:4,10 45:18

177:3,7 181:18 182:19

apartment (1) 56:7

77:13,17 78:19

177:13,19 197:21

affect (1) 168:8

46:24 48:5,21 51:2

186:10 187:3,14,20

apartments (1) 102:18

79:19,21 80:2 81:23

affects (1) 111:7

54:18 57:1,6,22

188:5 192:21

apologies (1) 153:21

82:6,17 83:17 87:6

affirmation (1) 111:25

58:3,20 59:17,21

200:10,24,25 203:24

apologist (1) 89:20

91:18 99:16 102:2

affirmative (1) 107:6

60:6,10 77:4 79:3

205:17 207:20 208:3

apostates (1) 14:10

104:14,17 105:2 113:8

affirmed (4) 110:5

81:12 82:10,23 87:11

although (7) 58:9 62:11

appalled (1) 139:20

116:9 123:11,18,20

acts (6) 90:14
159:16,17,23,24 160:4
actual (9) 10:12 22:23
71:7 78:17 82:13
86:19,25 97:12 181:19
actually (12) 3:21 20:12
57:3 70:16 83:6 92:24

150:12 209:6,10

54:10

88:9,13,21 92:17

66:18 79:15 94:7

apparent (2) 16:13 58:9

124:16 132:13 136:5

affray (1) 29:25

114:11,12,12 140:14

177:16 182:23

apparently (1) 140:3

141:20 145:9,11,19

after (75) 1:21 8:1 11:8

175:10 190:22 191:2,6

appear (3) 137:16

158:1 171:15 172:17

always (13) 1:3

93:22 164:14 177:18

12:2,23 13:22,22

192:9,19 194:23 196:4

34:19,21 51:1 52:17

181:25 201:9 207:9

23:25 25:1,8 27:4,23

197:16 198:10

63:12 92:8 131:7

200:7,15 201:2 202:4

155:6 174:16,19

adamson (13)

28:2,19,24 29:14,17

139:22 172:12 182:15

57:25 59:8 60:17

accommodate (1)

137:4,6,11,12,12

62:11,20 68:2 69:18

agrees (2) 59:15 74:17

ambiguity (1) 7:3

140:6 209:5,8

74:18 79:13 84:11

ah (1) 26:22

america (1) 198:23

applicable (1) 200:8

103:18 115:22 119:7,9

ailes (4) 140:7,8 148:24

amount (7) 1:13 83:24

application (2) 2:4 3:7

164:3,22
37:7 46:22
accord (2) 134:9 170:2
accordance (2) 153:3
154:7
according (6) 8:5 65:3,3
102:20 112:20 167:1
account (20) 26:16,17

208:3
added (2) 172:25
201:24
addeen (8) 43:9,15

120:5 121:16 125:2,22
130:15,23 131:3,8

aiming (1) 15:1

analyse (1) 52:2

134:8 135:17 136:23

aims (7) 9:11,13,16

analysing (1) 36:15

104:22 106:15

165:11,13,14,15,25

additional (10) 61:4

166:1 167:2 169:25

186:11 194:25 198:12

45:1 50:15 51:14,22

204:25

55:5 56:1,7 57:4 70:6

accounts (4) 171:16,25
177:24 192:9

afternoon (9) 44:18

acknowledged (1) 93:25

178:5 195:16 208:6

112:19 117:12 174:17

arrested (6) 9:8,23
24:11 37:18 183:12,19

apply (2) 82:7 86:11

arrive (2) 4:6 130:25

applying (5) 2:9 80:25

arrived (3) 130:19,23

81:25 155:14 193:25

25:20 35:6 38:18,22
39:5,9 62:11 63:21

appointment (5)

131:4
article (3) 103:2 181:12

165:3,4,17,18,18

196:25

appraised (1) 58:6

articulated (1) 95:19

appreciate (11) 1:11

ascertain (3) 51:2 52:18

3:2,7 17:17 112:1

131:9 149:14

aligned (1) 36:18

animal (1) 16:15

149:4,21 151:3 190:4

ascertaining (1) 51:4

150:13,14 201:17

alive (4) 5:12,14 21:10

anjem (9) 107:12,18,24

199:15 202:12

aside (1) 55:9

130:22 185:10
again (79) 2:19 16:11
18:9 26:19 28:22

addressed (1) 15:18

33:16,16 34:9 41:3,9

acquire (1) 58:23

addresses (1) 54:23

45:7 48:16,17 49:13

across (14) 10:18 16:14

adds (1) 167:14

51:18,19,22

17:2,20 61:17 64:3

adjourned (1) 208:23

52:25,25,25 54:4,4,5

83:13,15 84:4 91:18

adjournment (1) 109:24

55:11 56:16 57:20

152:6,12 156:8 190:13

administrator (1)

59:21 61:7 62:1,7,25

184:25

162:9

applied (5) 49:3 84:24

angry (1) 134:12

acpo (1) 85:6

acted (4) 5:17 58:22

24:1 25:1 49:1 59:2

andersons (1) 36:2

afterwards (3) 25:14

176:3,11,20,21,21

53:7

ali (1) 122:3

172:6 173:1,2,2,9

accused (1) 90:14

applications (2) 2:15

156:2,7 176:6
arrest (7) 19:18 23:4

alcohol (1) 120:11

afternoonish (1) 132:19

174:25 175:19,22,25

79:24 80:23 130:14

128:22 130:16,21

72:5,25 81:20 102:15

accurate (1) 68:3

73:6 139:12,25 140:2
albeit (2) 172:5 182:20

arrangements (7) 2:7

103:3

166:3 168:8,18 173:3
anderson (9) 24:25

207:11,22 208:1

arrangement (1) 2:11

appears (3) 21:3 60:11

58:10,10 70:19 93:7

alarm (6) 11:1 71:15

204:18 205:1,3,7,17

arranged (2) 165:3,4

appearing (1) 52:24

arrests (2) 90:11 91:10

192:15,20 199:7

172:15,15 175:3
177:12 183:3 196:11

199:6,9

arouse (1) 197:1

applies (1) 111:20

ancillary (2) 3:13 54:25

97:15 164:2 171:9

address (32) 31:8 44:8

air (4) 198:22,24

analysis (10) 57:10,13

airport (2) 2:25 18:8

169:23
178:23 179:4,4 185:21

31:21 44:1 52:8 55:11

195:10

180:16 183:11 184:14

28:17 70:2 72:2 79:25
170:5,7,14,16,24

159:7 194:7,9,20

aimed (1) 15:6

147:23 161:2

107:11 182:6

209:9

amber (1) 38:18

128:2,22 129:4,4,20

44:24 45:16 102:13,18
addition (4) 46:16 47:8

88:14 163:19

187:20 205:23

197:14

appeared (4) 74:8

108:17

add (3) 82:4 206:15

agreed (4) 52:16 74:2

144:21 191:22

accidentally (1) 111:3

accomplices (3) 36:4

arises (1) 28:16

13:2 24:8 42:23 44:5

36:21 37:4 44:5 54:14

accompany (2)

arise (2) 154:14 178:6

agent (2) 8:25 41:15

91:24,25,25 101:6

149:20

argument (1) 4:20

66:5 67:23 68:23 71:3

43:21

108:2,4,6,9,12,16

approach (7) 20:20

138:2

ask (27) 19:15 23:20

allah (1) 68:22

annoyed (1) 134:17

42:13 88:14 93:1,24

27:7 31:4 43:8 50:10

allayed (1) 173:14

another (24) 14:15

204:21 208:16

54:20 61:22 62:7 65:7

allegation (3) 30:16
185:17 195:3
allegations (4) 91:8
103:15 175:16 179:22
alleged (2) 163:15
176:7
allegedly (2) 103:16
175:18
allocate (3) 72:19

23:13,22 42:21 43:15

approached (1) 100:8

90:9 91:25 109:5,8

57:2 63:25 64:21

appropriate (4) 12:15

110:6 123:15 135:20

73:6,6,10 97:22 109:4

69:13 70:22 72:14

123:24 127:14,15

appropriately (1) 162:4

150:20 161:6 175:1

approximately (2)

176:20 178:18,20
201:2 203:11
answer (16) 2:6 21:8
30:13 39:9 49:18

203:25 207:14

137:4,13 140:12 151:3
157:4,11,20 169:9
179:6 180:17
asked (28) 1:15 2:25

april (3) 68:14 113:1
151:16

38:8,18 49:17,17
80:14 81:5 87:1

arabic (4) 131:7 203:14

110:18 135:10 147:21

98:17 107:16

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

London Bridge Inquests

155:17 157:8 158:14

55:16,23 57:5 73:12

159:1 162:14 164:1

76:23 77:5,10,18 79:1

173:25 179:7 180:11

85:7 98:8

188:24,25 193:16
201:9,13 203:15 207:7
asking (12) 15:13,24
23:2 30:4 57:15
110:12 112:4 116:8
132:11,19 133:1
148:16

associations (8) 34:9
51:2,5 52:13,18,20,21
91:18
assume (3) 50:1 100:20
139:9
assumption (3) 59:18
60:5,6

asks (1) 151:20

assurance (1) 158:21

aspect (8) 71:7 73:25

asylum (2) 112:19 113:2

76:18 162:11 172:11
183:7 185:3,6
aspects (4) 158:21
174:21 190:25 192:12

atebaa (2) 121:22
204:14
atms (3) 163:16 164:20
170:21

august (3) 7:9 60:21
117:24
authorise (2) 155:24
189:1
authorised (2) 155:25
168:20

150:20 170:17 192:2

126:12,19 128:12

196:8,12 204:1 205:7

137:5 139:17 143:12

benign (1) 97:24

145:9 149:3 150:18

berlin (1) 60:25

46:5 86:3 113:12

156:12 175:14 180:10

best (1) 62:18

125:11 143:8,25

184:12 191:15 198:21

better (5) 38:14 81:4

background (10) 29:7

151:25 171:17 185:9

authorities (6) 103:19

backtracking (1) 64:12

115:1,5 153:15 183:24

bag (1) 131:10

184:6

baghdadi (1) 14:19

automatically (1)
187:24

bail (4) 24:12
179:16,19,25

autumn (5) 6:6 11:9
50:17,20 142:7
availability (1) 165:2
available (3) 51:22 58:1
165:21

bailed (2) 179:25 180:1
bakery (4) 118:5 121:10
122:8 127:6

broadly (1) 148:10

between (22) 49:21

brother (6) 84:12

52:6 54:12 76:23

103:24 115:25

77:13 85:3 91:19
101:9 117:24 127:17

beginning (2) 144:12

132:25 137:24 138:12
142:3 167:3,25 168:22

behalf (6) 92:1 112:5

banking (1) 166:9

avoid (3) 10:21 120:11

banks (12) 90:3,4

attack (98) 3:11 8:14

broadcast (1) 180:9

bank (5) 79:25 164:16

avenues (2) 55:24 95:22

30:10,16

95:4,5 149:19

begin (2) 110:12 151:25
204:17

170:18 177:20 192:9

137:13 140:12 151:4
186:20
behaviour (7) 12:3

broad (3) 35:7 166:7,8

betting (1) 178:23

195:16 205:12

avenue (1) 55:22

207:16

51:7

138:14

172:21 173:2 185:22

attached (9) 8:18 10:5
32:3 42:18 69:15

began (3) 8:12 25:2

103:6,17
british (3) 103:9,21

begun (1) 1:22

attach (1) 68:25

27:15,25,25 29:5,9,23

183:23

britain (3) 14:23

begins (1) 13:25

aspired (1) 65:25

11:5 17:10 23:22 28:1

205:1 207:19
beforehand (2) 136:18

141:5

bakes (1) 121:11

aspirational (1) 12:16
assault (9) 26:13

Day 20

116:4,11 139:1
brothers (3) 15:13,22
115:24
brought (6) 25:5 75:6
110:4 116:8 138:19
156:25

beyond (4) 114:7

brussels (1) 18:8

116:13 118:17 195:17

brutal (1) 15:3

big (2) 77:9 192:2

build (2) 100:14,18

bill (4) 4:3 12:9,10,11

burner (1) 51:11

163:15,19 166:21

24:19 127:18 128:17

bills (1) 101:14

bus (3) 207:6,8,11

awaited (1) 169:19

168:25 172:8,11

134:22 141:14 145:17

biographical (1) 169:21

business (1) 2:22

aware (103) 2:1,11,12

173:6,9,10 177:13

birmingham (2) 205:4

butt (112) 1:18 4:8

assemble (1) 200:17

10:13 11:25 12:4,17

assess (6) 18:24

13:8 14:5,7,24 15:17

6:14,18 7:7,11,20 8:6

banned (1) 103:8

41:10,18 69:21 153:15

17:6 18:7 19:24

11:17,20 16:11,22

bara (1) 16:4

180:11

20:3,7,12 25:8 34:13

19:14 24:2,3,15,22

barbecue (5) 76:25

35:4,12

25:20,23 27:2,5,11,24

5:23 12:24 13:5

37:12,14,19,23 38:17

36:12 38:5 40:16,21

18:19,25 21:19 24:5

39:7,12 45:10 47:4

42:1 45:8,12 47:20

51:14 90:15,22 102:9

44:20 48:8 57:3 61:8

181:3,16,19 198:16

54:13 56:7,11

29:23 41:19 54:1

48:8 54:14 56:13

49:4,6 52:5 54:16

119:15 120:6 195:16

65:13 76:13,15

200:20

57:8,8,17 58:12 60:13

56:17 72:7,8 77:19

57:20 58:10,19 59:22

56:24,25 57:18 58:16

203:17 204:10 205:3

77:15,20 82:3 83:5

blames (1) 116:10

61:6,11,20 63:3 68:20

169:5 174:18 187:15

60:16,17,17,25 62:22

59:24 61:23,24

base (1) 5:3

87:22 88:18 89:1

blank (1) 102:4

69:1,3 70:3 71:25

202:2

63:5 64:8,8,20 66:1

62:4,24 69:17

based (12) 45:3 106:12

100:7 101:3,4

bless (1) 68:22

72:3,25 76:15

assessing (1) 153:12

67:11 69:18 73:17,17

71:22,25 76:9

154:3 157:14 159:5

103:13,21 107:13

blinkered (1) 42:15

77:13,25 78:6

assessment (57) 3:12

76:24 77:10

77:3,4,9,11,17,22

168:18 169:3 174:14

110:4 114:7 121:13

block (5) 56:7,18

79:21,22 81:24 83:10

5:24 11:11 16:24

78:14,20,21 79:6

78:9,10 79:15,19

175:5 186:15 194:18

123:18 136:8 138:15

17:14 18:18 20:5,23

80:22 81:11 82:13

80:1,13 85:10 86:6,19

195:11

146:10 147:18 152:10

21:1,4,10,25

84:11 91:3 92:13,19

89:6 91:19 94:11 95:3

baseline (1) 67:14

153:17 157:8 160:8

22:18,19,21 23:1

93:12,15 97:18 110:25

98:21 101:17,20

basic (1) 154:5

166:13 168:21 171:24

body (1) 94:17

101:20 107:9 108:4

24:25 31:2 59:10,17

126:12,19 128:12

104:20 114:3 117:11

basis (15) 23:16 42:8

172:18 175:18

bomber (3) 14:11,17

126:9 160:23 162:24

61:9 67:15 68:3 70:18

136:17,21,24 139:17

122:14,24 125:7,16,22

52:3 53:4 61:18 74:8

176:12,23 177:4

71:18,19 72:22 77:20

147:9,11,13,15,22,22,24

126:14 127:7,18

86:19 139:22 161:17

179:11,13,16 180:12

bombers (2) 36:8 45:24

168:12 169:9,22,25

78:1,2,7,11,12,18

148:1 180:11,16

135:17 136:8

168:15 174:12 184:2

182:22,22 183:4 186:2

bombing (1) 127:24

170:7,20 171:13

88:22 96:16,17

183:11,14,23

138:10,13,16 145:6,23

193:6 194:1 202:3

187:3 190:21 191:13

bombs (2) 103:11

172:9,18 173:20 174:8

97:5,10 98:3,8 154:2

184:13,15,18,22 185:8

146:13 160:21 161:1

basu (2) 62:3,7

192:6,7,7,10 193:6

155:4 161:15 166:3

186:5,8,21 189:14

162:13,22,25 174:2,4

battlefield (1) 146:11

197:15 199:6,13

boobytrapped (1) 14:18

178:25 179:16

168:14 169:10 171:18

208:1

178:24,25 179:17

battles (1) 14:4

200:8,8,11 203:1,4

book (2) 22:13 81:18

180:15,18 181:3,24

180:9 183:22 195:20

bbc (1) 205:17

204:3 205:23

booked (1) 81:19

182:14,15

belfast (1) 114:23

bookmakers (1) 170:15

183:4,10,12,17

beliefs (1) 137:25

border (1) 86:15

184:12,13,17,20,24

believe (24) 19:3 21:23

bored (1) 133:3

185:7,8,23 186:5,12

assessed (21) 3:8 4:9,24

173:14 182:4 185:15
187:12 189:1 194:14
195:13 198:19 199:16
assessments (4)
20:16,16 36:25 158:20

attacker (2) 31:14
108:8

barking (11) 42:24

bear (5) 65:11 168:7,17

attackers (1) 56:19

94:2 96:11,13,18 97:8

attacks (22) 3:5,6 16:2

123:12 128:9 132:2

beard (1) 56:12

172:5

bearing (2) 149:23

18:6 43:6 47:1 48:3

assign (1) 29:8

59:5 62:23 64:19 66:7

assist (9) 23:13 25:16

85:10 90:10 92:23

27:17 79:9,11 109:7

93:23 107:24 108:3

138:23 173:4 190:5

140:13 145:9 146:5

assistance (6) 58:12

away (11) 54:9 86:25

130:17,22 132:7 133:5

awlaki (1) 15:7

attempt (1) 57:16

190:15

attempted (1) 168:22

171:17
became (16) 7:20

B

148:4,6

84:2 156:10,11 186:19

188:3,10

b (4) 43:14 51:21 52:12
158:8

beheading (1) 146:13
behind (7) 33:21,22
34:3,5 98:1,10 150:20

207:13

6:18 9:18 10:3 13:23

birth (1) 141:17

15:18,23,25 16:14

birthday (1) 141:22

27:5 28:19 30:5,21

8:21 12:7 13:8,23 17:7

bit (2) 90:19 99:10

32:6 36:4 39:25 46:22

32:22 35:13 42:6,15

black (6) 83:23

48:2 50:2,12,24 53:19

being (77) 2:18 4:17

22:4 26:19,20
28:22,22 29:1 30:19

133:22 135:4 171:1
board (3) 83:14,15
91:18

103:5

163:14 167:11,16

189:21

175:25 176:7 177:18

born (3) 112:17 113:13
121:16

37:18 47:6 48:15

boss (1) 127:10

27:1,2,2,24 74:20

53:11,12 56:23 75:8

both (9) 34:3,5 35:25

101:17,20 117:11

85:15 89:2,19,21

73:3 117:2 142:2,4

53:20,22 54:3 56:1

118:7 135:17 136:8

161:14 163:2 170:23

205:25 206:14

77:24 87:3 102:15

157:12 204:2,21,22

181:13

become (7) 46:3 105:16

believed (14)

butts (16) 15:10,16

bottom (5) 6:17 16:12
56:10 85:21,22

babys (1) 124:10

122:24 124:25 127:7

15:11,17,19 36:5,6

bows (1) 190:13

attend (1) 8:16

back (59) 9:15 17:8

161:1 162:22

40:13 42:23 43:11,19

break (9) 67:19,20

assisting (2) 10:2 99:11

attendance (5) 6:11

168:12 183:10
associated (4) 123:7
152:20 181:17,20
associates (3) 55:23
124:4 183:12
associating (4) 11:22
52:9 75:20 107:10
association (20) 33:25

7:4,22 67:1 120:5

20:14 22:21 25:8

becomes (2) 8:17 11:4

26:14 32:2

becoming (2) 11:23

34:10,13,23 35:9,20

attending (13) 6:7,15

39:12 41:3,9,20 43:20

7:7,10,12,21

45:3 46:15 47:14

8:1,6,8,10,13 75:5

49:11 51:25 55:11

125:13
attention (5) 24:7 25:6
70:12 75:7 94:8
attributable (3) 171:12
185:22 200:11

186:4

176:3 177:1,12 178:6

C

68:2,11 109:16 112:15
137:8 149:8 150:9

c (1) 43:14

believer (1) 68:23

breaks (1) 68:8

cakes (1) 121:10

bed (1) 136:5

believes (1) 16:7

bridge (8) 3:2 15:16

call (16) 51:6 52:22

before (46) 2:4 11:21

bell (1) 73:7

35:3 43:5 49:3 62:21

53:2,3,4,7,21 54:4

15:16,25 29:13 35:18

bells (2) 11:1 71:15

147:24 208:1

62:17 85:24 90:1 94:4

63:9,11,24 71:3 78:6

36:11,17 37:2 39:7

belonging (1) 182:9

79:12 81:9 83:9 84:24

43:5 48:3 49:16 52:1

below (1) 12:18

100:24 104:16 107:6

53:2,17 59:14 60:16

ben (3) 202:24 203:7

109:6,14 115:7 116:18

73:17 76:19 85:10

129:23 130:1

89:23 90:9 91:10

28:14

34:7,10 39:13 52:6

attributed (1) 13:16

132:11,14,20,24

110:12 113:21

53:15,25 54:8,17

attribution (1) 161:22

133:2,11,21 134:6

120:7,21 122:15

140:1 141:5 147:4

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

45:10 47:9,11 104:15

16:3 23:4 51:6

buying (2) 59:18,25

attempts (1) 184:17

attended (1) 144:16

192:5 195:16,25 201:4
buttons (1) 52:23

assisted (1) 29:7

associate (4) 108:4,12

86:2,5 90:15 91:12,20
92:18 93:8 96:1

assistant (2) 62:3 85:16

assists (1) 67:22

84:11,12,13,17,21

209:14
beneficial (2) 166:18
199:25
benefit (4) 97:3,7,23

brief (3) 92:4 159:16

103:1 133:8,14 206:21
called (11) 45:5 72:4

198:24

103:9 121:10,22

briefly (3) 115:13

122:3,7 135:20 138:6

124:24 181:7
bring (5) 110:7 138:17
147:10,16 194:10
brings (2) 17:8 41:3

190:12 203:10
calling (2) 125:11
203:22
calls (2) 135:23 163:6

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

came (18) 1:17 6:10
9:15 42:18 43:20
44:22 45:3 46:15
75:13 86:7 93:18

London Bridge Inquests

cast (2) 34:13 85:4

167:11,13,25 179:17

categorically (3) 2:19

196:15

19:8 60:9
categorisation (6) 10:7

104:16 107:5,13 116:1

18:23 19:21,22 20:1

196:12 202:15 205:5

61:17

camera (2) 26:22
198:21

categorised (5) 5:8 9:24
10:9 61:16 65:21

cameron (2) 199:4,4

categorising (1) 17:11

camp (3) 36:7 37:10

category (3) 16:24 20:8

103:10
cannot (10) 1:23 2:6
5:21 7:1 24:9 41:2

159:21
caught (1) 26:22
cause (19) 18:16 26:7

charges (4) 90:20

173:17 196:19

charging (10) 155:18

classical (1) 206:9

132:11 136:9 149:4,5

concluding (2) 169:8,18

156:3 163:4 164:9

classico (1) 205:13

175:14 183:2

conclusion (10) 3:9

167:2 169:7 172:22

clawed (1) 170:17

173:15 174:13 192:15

clean (4) 4:3 12:9,10,11

202:10,18 207:10
command (4) 27:10

22:5 28:9 161:19
169:2 174:18 175:2
180:23,24 187:15

36:1 84:5 91:1

37:24 67:7 89:22

comment (12) 5:21

111:1,2,16,25 112:1

109:13 111:6 139:5

7:16 25:13 56:23 80:4

67:12 79:20 87:24

contained (1) 166:3

137:3 208:17 209:6

conduct (11) 34:15 54:9

108:24 128:11 140:1

92:8 100:18 108:3

contains (1) 155:13

178:21,25 193:12

147:14,25 148:2,20

194:17 198:22 199:9

contemporaneous (1)

201:17

109:1,2 176:25

clearcut (1) 9:21
clearly (13) 3:7 15:6

138:12 176:12 189:6

chef (1) 113:16

85:24 96:25,25

53:3 74:22 81:6,23

caused (3) 24:17 61:19

chief (53) 1:3 37:21

178:6,24 185:22

49:16 50:1,9 58:7

195:22

146:19 148:1,2

causes (1) 16:7

67:20,23 68:9,13

clearset (1) 174:17

149:5,21 151:21

cautions (1) 179:24

77:23 78:2 81:7

click (1) 52:23

160:10,20 180:13

cautious (1) 192:21

85:7,19 101:2 108:24

close (5) 22:15,17 57:3

189:15,16,17,19,22

cawthorne (17) 109:19

109:12,16,22

102:15 110:7

commenting (3) 16:15
120:17 145:1
commission (4) 82:13
159:17,24 195:25
commissioner (2) 62:4
85:16
commit (4) 12:16 19:23
20:3 136:21
committed (3) 17:7
180:12 199:13

46:4 50:16 76:9 90:6
105:4,19,22 153:14
196:13,14

content (2) 161:9 186:1

conducting (2) 78:20
98:7

33:9 105:16 159:8

confirmed (3) 11:17

161:23 162:16 177:8

163:18 173:4

182:16 183:3,3 187:20

186:16,19 190:18

149:3,9,12,18

closely (1) 46:6

200:15 201:13

150:5,13,15,18

closer (1) 130:11

202:7,11 209:10

153:16,20,22 190:8,12

closest (1) 93:6

29:23 156:22 157:6

confusing (2) 1:3 47:19

193:15 198:1,3,6

closing (4) 62:17 65:17

162:14 181:6 206:11

connection (6) 76:22

164:19,21 165:2,23

202:10,14 203:5

166:10,19,19 169:4

204:15 208:8,10,15,18

captured (2) 56:21

170:20,21 172:16

170:21
car (14) 75:16,19
76:1,6,13,14,17,22

173:5 178:24

192:6

85:7 101:9,11,13

commonplace (1) 17:20

110:23

64:13,17 65:12,13,16

communal (1) 170:25

conscious (1) 67:24

79:14,15,17

communicated (1)

consequence (1) 202:15

35:4,15 38:19

166:14 194:15 205:9

72:13,17 74:4 79:24

19:17 49:2 52:19 65:9

95:17 151:20 158:17

78:25 129:5 134:11

172:3,7,24 195:14
cent (1) 4:7
central (2) 151:14
152:10
centre (12) 6:8,19

61:13 66:11 90:18

cmd2 (1) 13:15

91:2 101:23 147:6

coaccused (1) 89:12

childs (1) 135:18

155:8,13 169:9

chose (1) 78:14

174:15,16 189:1
191:22 193:25 194:24

98:19 99:8

choudary (8) 107:13,18

100:4,21,25

179:24 205:25
certainty (1) 11:20

compared (1) 177:23

colleague (3) 2:23 85:6

26:17,21 28:17

christine (2) 92:2

155:21 158:3 174:24

consideration (9) 4:13

complainant (3)

certain (10) 4:7 82:24

137:15
chronology (6) 167:1
168:2,13 169:11,12
173:24

161:19
colleagues (6) 27:22
35:4 43:8 44:16

complete (1) 169:14
completeness (1)
111:16

167:16 180:20 181:9

copycat (2) 62:23 64:19

coloured (1) 56:6

concept (1) 85:5

circulate (1) 26:25

combat (1) 84:15

concern (16) 4:10 11:23

137:7,9,9 140:10

challenging (1) 174:13

circumstances (17)

combination (2) 26:3
93:20

49:16 50:1,9 58:7

97:17,19 104:4,6

183:22 197:23

67:20,23 68:9,13

158:11 159:8 162:3

casebycase (7) 3:11

50:7 127:18,22 134:16

179:12 181:12

29:25 31:12 32:2

134:2 195:14

4:9,24 64:22 86:21

141:8 145:11,17

182:6,16 188:13,25

34:11 35:6 42:21

concerned (12)

96:9 202:3

192:12 195:12

197:1,22 198:11

43:22 69:20 70:11

changed (3) 71:22

199:11 200:4

127:10 145:19

circumstantial (2)

cash (10) 88:25

charge (12) 23:15,22,23

105:14 106:2,7 108:11

considers (3) 154:12,12
193:14

77:23 78:2 81:7 85:19
101:2 108:24

consistently (1) 48:10

109:12,16,22

94:15,22 95:13 107:9

consists (2) 152:3,18

110:6,11,15 111:5,22

71:16 81:9 94:7

111:21 141:14 156:20

constant (1) 65:8

112:5 137:4,7,10

96:6,23 113:13,14

169:23 170:5,13

constitute (2) 159:10

149:3,9,12,18

115:6 127:11 129:21

183:16 205:22

city (1) 2:25

142:6,25 148:16

civilians (3) 147:6,8,18

149:22 157:22 175:2

11:4,4 16:22 17:17

claimed (3) 170:7,9

203:21

21:11 50:3 96:5

171:23

coroner (54) 1:3 37:21

95:12,20 104:24 182:5

24:19,19,22 35:19

152:10,12 156:16

come (29) 6:6 7:25 20:1

considering (6)

196:7

26:7 41:5 44:6 96:3

casablanca (1) 117:1

121:6

103:17
conviction (9) 87:12

cooked (1) 131:11

cid (1) 27:9

casework (4) 151:14

23:5 33:24 34:14

159:11 160:4 163:10

chair (1) 34:5

channels (3) 120:17,25

considered (22) 21:16

191:24
convicted (2) 90:18

185:19 188:10,17

cetera (1) 73:25

200:6

71:21 154:10 193:21

107:19 155:3 156:12

88:15 92:19 134:20

134:22

convict (2) 154:8

compromise (1) 189:6

carry (9) 78:13 80:22

191:15,18,19 197:18

163:8 195:5
considerations (3)

collect (2) 41:9 81:19

computer (1) 52:23

171:21 174:15

convert (2) 144:1,3

89:24 154:3,18 175:5

collected (1) 205:6

changing (2) 131:10

177:23

91:10 98:14 105:1

73:2 89:2,11 94:1 96:1

churlish (1) 83:22

174:18,20

77:6 137:24 143:2

35:22,24,25 65:14

cessation (1) 63:7

82:24 99:6 149:23

42:14 63:23 81:25

135:5,14 148:23
conversations (5) 74:21

complexion (1) 178:2

105:11 187:14

carries (2) 4:23 197:11

change (13)

159:9 173:21 180:13

company (3) 80:12
204:11 206:5

204:20
contributed (1) 85:2
conversation (11) 17:1

considerable (1) 20:11

complain (1) 33:10

carlile (1) 104:3

consider (14) 12:12

community (1) 89:15

coincidental (1) 171:20

choudarys (1) 107:24

90:11 104:10 140:13

185:21 186:3

coincidences (1) 178:8

centring (1) 90:22

21:4 43:20 87:23

communications (2)

108:2,5,6,9,12,16

carer (1) 118:2

109:2 120:24,25

code (12) 153:3,6,24

choose (1) 192:21

careless (1) 80:10

157:13 158:20

181:11 184:6 199:13

75:2 85:3 158:6

clue (2) 141:10,11

consequences (1) 91:12

contrary (6) 6:3 16:7

119:21,23,24 121:6

140:25
children (8) 42:24 44:19

carefully (1) 34:14

cases (11) 152:7,25

73:24 75:1
contract (2) 130:5,5

communication (6)

chouchane (1) 18:7

cars (1) 189:21

19:17 69:24 209:3,4
continuing (3) 63:23

clothing (6) 118:14,16

7:8,12,21 8:7 92:12

147:22

182:11
continued (6) 1:7,8

131:9 134:3,6,23,25

care (2) 12:6,8

carried (9) 11:25 12:3

confuse (1) 1:5

cell (12) 76:11 88:24
171:7,10,13

174:10 175:18,22

conflict (1) 199:20

commonly (1) 181:16

202:25

200:8
contextual (2) 162:1

clothes (1) 118:15

164:18 166:8,16

cards (6) 89:9 170:25

166:15

128:13,21,25 130:15

134:1,4 205:6
170:1,10 171:1 176:18

119:7,8 123:18 125:3

confirming (2) 85:22

celebration (1) 27:16

126:3,7 133:24
card (6) 79:22 80:5

child (17) 111:17,19,20

79:19 192:3
closure (9) 62:16

context (13) 14:24 16:1

confirm (1) 207:25

164:25

180:18

contents (3) 187:11
189:10 190:16

confident (1) 208:18

78:12 83:25 92:22

common (7) 27:25

57:10,11,13
contempt (1) 110:21

137:4,7,10

committing (2) 163:20

58:11
contemporary (3)

169:17 192:22

151:2,3 153:20

204:25

committees (1) 41:4

conducted (13) 45:2

110:6,11,15 111:5,22

captive (1) 15:6

closed (3) 65:15 169:24

commentary (1) 182:1

149:15,16 150:3,11,12

168:21

77:16 185:7

140:17 151:19 176:2

30:17 39:9 48:13,19

cctv (14) 56:21

54:12 55:18 67:1 74:8

chat (2) 184:20,21

16:18 60:3 66:6 70:3

136:18,25 141:1 160:5

74:7
contacts (8) 26:5 50:11

clear (15) 1:21 25:17

checks (2) 46:5 54:9

capable (6) 78:20

184:12,13 205:14
contacting (2) 54:4

110:1,5,13,17,22

100:14,15 106:19

capability (5) 77:19

184:17,24 208:2
contacted (5) 157:22,25

charisse (14) 109:20

check (5) 49:11 50:18

197:17

146:23 156:18

93:23 101:15 109:9

71:3,9,10 72:18,20

73:12

108:5,11,15 126:9

concluded (7) 87:16

classic (1) 44:11

156:12 168:20 189:2

182:8

105:14 107:2 130:9

conclude (1) 173:18

56:18 57:4 65:12

168:4,15,24 172:25

chats (1) 184:25

75:15 96:2 99:9

coming (20) 48:2,23
67:25 70:5 78:18

32:20 70:22,23

19:8 22:23 25:16

166:17 192:14
classes (2) 42:24 105:8

56:23 60:9 164:24
cant (31) 2:19 11:20

clarity (4) 77:23 159:19

Day 20

comes (10) 19:15 33:18

concerning (12) 5:2,4

169:20 171:19 178:14

150:5,13,15,18 151:4

consultation (2) 65:17
167:3

153:16,20,22 190:8,12
193:15 198:1,3,6

consulted (4) 62:6
63:19 65:14 105:23

204:15 208:8,10,15,18

claiming (1) 163:16

56:24 57:9 82:25

163:16,17,20 169:24

187:17 192:21,22

clarification (5) 57:23

98:18 99:21 140:21

50:2 82:14 104:20

51:8,18 52:3,11 55:1,9

170:6 171:14,15,16

194:10 196:23

150:6,7

107:21 166:18,22

74:10 76:16,17,21

10:9,14 11:11

173:1,12 180:6 184:23

77:12 79:1 80:12

26:10,14,15 27:6

95:18,20 107:12

29:16 31:7,9 32:16

195:19
cashinhand (1) 113:16

chargeable (1) 22:6

clarify (1) 190:25

comfort (1) 149:24

charged (6) 90:17

clarifying (1) 201:12

comfortable (1) 120:3

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

concise (1) 1:14

contact (26) 15:14

202:10,14 203:5

87:19 155:19,21 183:5

172:3,7 191:9,10

concerns (12) 3:3 4:15

181:8

coroners (1) 202:23
correct (88) 1:20 6:20

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

London Bridge Inquests

Day 20

43:1,4,7 45:13,14 53:5

creates (1) 187:24

150:1 156:9 184:14

defendant (1) 172:4

88:4,19 90:8

56:2,3,8,22 59:11,12

credibility (1) 177:8

205:12

defending (1) 89:20

94:3,3,8,9 95:1,10,16

60:14,15 65:23

creed (1) 16:9

definitive (2) 24:9

105:19 114:11,12,12

66:2,5,9,16 67:3,6

crevice (1) 37:8

37:3,12 38:17 45:10

68:18,19 69:4,20

crime (6) 29:4,22 51:25

52:22 59:8 114:23

defrauded (1) 163:15

121:2 126:17 127:11

196:25 198:16

32:24 34:24 55:4,4

128:17,18 135:9

degree (7) 10:17 60:10

128:11 130:6,7,11

200:20,23

74:9 86:17 98:13

70:17,22 71:11 72:21

151:13 152:14,17

days (20) 35:3,14

108:10

116:5 120:2,12,24

198:10

domestic (1) 203:18

displayed (2) 12:8
197:15

dominic (2) 91:25
137:12

displaying (5) 181:12

done (19) 16:16 21:2

73:22 75:12 89:14,19

crimes (1) 152:21

136:11 139:17 167:9

63:24 82:2 186:4

131:13 134:16,20

displays (1) 181:22

101:3,4 103:16

92:25 93:9,14 94:11

crimestoppers (2)

170:6 196:19,20,21

189:8 191:10

135:12 136:3,25

disproportionate (1)

113:20,21 127:9

95:2,15 106:16 114:22
115:12 119:4,11
121:24 131:23 141:18
142:13 144:18,20

26:12,25

204:5

criminal (8) 9:22 12:24
53:11,13,14 162:5
181:8 200:6

daytoday (4) 50:13 51:6
52:4 175:8

delay (4) 28:13,14 29:2
149:25

138:11,17 140:1 141:3
142:6,20 144:4

delayed (1) 150:6

146:15,16 148:20,23

dc718312 (1) 184:11

delcros (2) 92:2 137:15

158:9 171:8 176:22

152:5,9,13 153:25

criminality (1) 155:23

dc718511 (1) 198:20

deleted (2) 204:23

177:16 180:13 181:7

156:5 157:16,19 161:5

critical (2) 138:8 183:1

dc7243 (1) 13:10

162:7,10 163:2

criticised (1) 138:14

dc724310 (1) 14:5

delivery (2) 176:3,6

167:12,20 170:23

cross (1) 90:8

dc724311 (1) 14:8

demonstrate (1) 171:12

177:6,10 183:15

crown (10) 151:8,15

dc724312 (1) 14:15

demonstrated (1)

207:4

205:24
die (4) 20:10,10,24
68:22

185:14 186:9 187:7

153:3 156:1,6 165:5

dc724313 (1) 14:20

188:12 192:1 193:1

174:15,19 175:7

dc724314 (1) 14:22

demonstrates (1) 82:12

difference (1) 178:10

197:4 201:8

191:23

dc724315 (1) 15:1

denied (2) 95:19 163:20

different (25) 1:4 8:17

corrected (1) 182:23

ct (1) 62:5

dc724316 (1) 15:15

department (2) 104:1

corsa (2) 126:3 134:1

culminated (1) 79:18

dc724317 (1) 16:3

cosuspect (1) 167:17

culture (1) 138:14

dc724319 (1) 16:11

couldnt (4) 30:6 53:21

curious (1) 143:17

dc724322 (1) 17:25

current (5) 110:22

dc72438 (1) 13:15

depending (1) 169:1

111:1,3 151:7,12

dc72439 (1) 13:20

depends (3) 64:22

currently (2) 110:17

dc79851 (1) 193:2

100:24 101:11

134:3 173:13
counsel (1) 192:16
counter (25) 2:7 9:25
23:4 27:10 33:21,23

160:16
dependent (3) 156:5
178:16 179:10

died (1) 140:13

82:18 85:25 101:4

136:15 165:25 190:17

disrespectfully (1)
20:19

192:20
dont (49) 6:13 8:15 9:3

disrupt (4) 30:6 49:1
87:3 154:21

12:9 20:18 21:6,23
25:19 28:6,15 30:25

disruption (6) 23:21

32:25 33:2,5,7 37:18

29:6 30:20 35:11

39:19,24 46:24 48:15

67:12 88:17

62:1 64:11 66:21 76:2

disseminate (2)

78:16 82:21 83:18

41:10,18

84:8 92:11 93:17,18

disseminating (4) 17:23
94:24 186:24 188:22
dissemination (9)

101:4,13,14 104:23
107:3,22 108:10
127:16 148:11 153:20

127:20 171:24 172:5,7

159:6,13 161:22,23

175:21 177:10 189:5

174:9,10,20,20

187:1,19,23 201:19,22

190:19 200:2 201:10

175:2,3,16 176:10
178:2,13 191:13
192:7,8,9,24 204:21
differently (2) 23:24
34:24

distance (5) 172:5
195:15,23 207:7,16
distanced (1) 145:21
distant (1) 124:25

dc81723 (1) 56:4

deploy (1) 31:16

34:4 38:11 44:8,17

custodial (1) 87:23

dc81724 (1) 56:15

deposit (1) 178:21

difficult (1) 206:17

61:3 63:17 80:24

custody (3) 87:22

dc81727 (1) 56:16

derogatory (1) 9:4

difficulties (1) 189:6

distinctive (1) 56:6

179:20 180:3

dc82511 (1) 90:9

describe (1) 35:20

difficulty (1) 194:8

distributed (1) 162:5

82:11 83:20 84:4,6

202:17

185:22

182:25 183:23 201:12

195:3

distinction (2) 49:21
78:5

203:11 206:24
door (4) 171:1 180:7
196:22 201:10
doubt (17) 3:25 31:13
45:21 51:2 62:3 83:20
85:17 88:1 97:3,7,24
107:22 140:14,24
143:5 179:6 192:15

90:10 91:15 104:4

customers (1) 202:20

dc82951 (2) 84:8 85:21

described (1) 67:14

digital (2) 201:24 202:2

district (1) 198:4

doubtless (1) 107:19

151:13 152:14,17

cutting (1) 106:5

dc82952 (1) 84:18

description (2) 177:20

dinner (3) 205:8,10

disturbance (1) 202:15

down (20) 10:9

156:21 157:2

dc82981 (1) 103:2
D

countries (1) 146:1
country (8) 82:8 86:17

183:8

direct (2) 159:20 186:7

151:14 152:14,15,17

20:1 28:8 55:20,21

dead (1) 15:4

desirable (1) 70:25

directed (2) 154:7

158:20 161:6 180:21

56:11 78:23 84:20

deal (9) 4:20 6:16

desire (1) 12:16

183:14

85:4 90:12 103:7

147:15,23 152:12

dabiq (2) 14:13,22

17:3,20 62:18,19 87:4

desk (1) 34:6

199:7

daesh (2) 181:18 199:24

156:7 167:1

desperate (2) 140:21,24

couple (4) 108:25

daily (2) 34:6 49:2

120:21 135:21 142:15
course (19) 3:24 8:23

dealing (5) 27:21 78:4
83:12 175:8,16

danger (1) 72:13

deals (2) 152:19 158:20

dangerous (1) 82:8

dealt (3) 10:10 98:14

21:14 34:23 46:9

daniel (1) 138:6

62:16 79:18 90:16

darr (3) 86:1,7 94:4

92:6 101:6 111:7,18

dashed (1) 148:21

112:2 130:4 143:5

data (14) 35:8,8 51:6

14:1,7,10 15:10 18:3

deserve (1) 12:9

d (1) 51:21

daeshrelated (1) 197:21

division (9) 137:22

dc82982 (1) 103:15

91:16 138:18

counts (1) 91:6

207:23

156:16
death (3) 15:25 16:1
69:16

despite (2) 19:20
103:21
detail (8) 29:4,13,21
38:15 39:22 86:25
152:22 158:15

161:13
direction (4) 71:17 84:1
105:11,21
directly (4) 27:19 87:5
159:23 183:14
disagree (6) 55:3 59:20
61:9 88:22 116:11
200:12

divisions (5) 151:15
152:4,11,11,22

105:11 150:16 205:11
208:20

divorced (1) 205:2

downgraded (1) 10:7

djamel (10) 204:11

downgrading (3)

205:4

12:12,22 13:6

207:1,6,12,12,18,20,21,25 downhill (1) 124:7
djamels (1) 205:3

detailed (1) 92:3

disagreed (1) 87:8

dock (1) 202:17

details (10) 18:3 47:16

disapproval (1) 16:6

document (26) 13:11

download (3) 69:7
70:23,24
downloads (1) 69:12

debit (2) 79:22 80:5

76:12 107:4 158:9

disapprove (1) 121:8

18:19 22:8,13,23 88:3

downstairs (1) 202:15

153:19 182:14

52:22 53:2,3,5,8,21,22

debits (1) 170:14

187:6 189:5,16,19

disclosed (3) 20:6 111:2

153:4 160:15

downward (1) 19:21

190:4,10

54:4 71:6 75:2 76:11

december (2) 117:15

190:15

161:9,10,12,14,15,17

drank (1) 120:12

162:15 163:5

draw (1) 84:6

164:12,14 166:2

drawer (3) 131:16

cover (2) 1:14 68:6

database (1) 86:14

coverage (18) 25:24

databases (1) 45:21

26:8 32:12,13,14,19
33:13 57:10,11,13,25
58:9,11 66:13 79:5,7
80:2 81:23
covered (3) 63:6 68:7
176:15
covert (2) 42:12,12

date (4) 6:13 141:17
146:20 195:18
dated (3) 103:3 151:16
203:6

126:10
decide (4) 62:18 129:23
130:1 156:17
decided (2) 27:16 196:6
decision (29) 2:4,17 4:9
10:11 11:8 62:10,23

dates (1) 7:1

63:2 64:2,4 65:20 67:8

datival (2) 183:21 185:3

172:22 173:10

daughter (9) 121:1,16

174:13,23,23 175:14

detained (2) 103:18
114:23
detect (3) 57:20 58:19
64:8
detected (3) 44:20
59:15,23
detective (4) 13:19
27:17 29:20 184:10
detention (2) 114:24

203:1
disclosure (4) 110:18
153:13 154:14 203:2
discover (1) 113:20

193:3,9,11,14

discovered (4) 23:5

194:6,13 195:22

25:21 92:14 185:4
discrete (1) 158:1
discuss (2) 109:18
165:20
discussed (8) 31:1

132:2,3

documentary (2)

draws (1) 16:14

180:20 182:11

dress (1) 120:4

documented (1) 21:24

dressed (2) 15:2 121:9

documents (3) 23:9

drew (1) 102:4

157:14 164:16

drink (3) 120:12 140:8

covertled (1) 100:9

127:11 134:14 138:19

178:13 189:1

covertly (2) 101:3,11

146:24 203:19,21

192:23,24 193:3,17

determine (1) 173:24

204:6

194:1,18 195:7,11

detracts (1) 3:21

196:3

developed (1) 138:24

72:9 82:16 83:7 87:15

101:14 134:9 145:11

development (1) 83:4

109:21 116:13 128:2,4

153:9 154:10

139:1,15 166:23 173:7

155:8,12,16 156:11,13

cps (43) 21:21 22:5
87:8,15,16

david (15) 24:25 35:6

88:2,11,20,22 89:2,11

36:2 38:18,22 39:5,9

90:1,8 151:9,25 152:2

62:11 63:21 150:11,12

155:17 156:10,18

151:2 199:3,4 209:10

157:4,7,12

day (37) 2:14 33:13,14

162:14,19,23 163:12

38:9 41:21 47:16,17

164:4,5 167:4,9,15,24

48:1 54:12 56:13 57:8

168:10,11 171:5,19,20

59:5 60:16 62:20

173:25,25 180:11,17

63:15,16 73:20 74:1

185:16 194:12

77:7,8 79:6,22 99:13

crashed (1) 14:17

119:20 128:13 129:4

created (1) 175:4

130:8,25 131:1,21

decisionmaking (2)
193:22 194:12
decisions (14) 5:24 42:8
63:12,15,15 65:1,2

115:4

deviate (1) 101:18
devices (6) 12:21 13:13
21:17 68:14,18,20

83:16 93:7 95:9 153:2

dictate (1) 156:6

155:18 172:8 191:13

didnt (72) 3:16 8:22

drawing (1) 49:21

48:25 59:13,16 69:23

does (25) 4:3 6:21,24

169:15 193:20 203:17

13:2 17:18,18 18:16

driving (1) 104:8

20:6,8 37:15 63:7 64:7

dropped (2) 126:24

discussion (13) 65:18

discussions (5) 83:5
138:2 157:15 172:21
176:14

143:22

205:7
ds (3) 22:25 51:17

170:2,3 194:24

54:10
dublin (3) 115:11

doesnt (10) 2:12 4:2

117:18,25

11:1,24 16:8 29:25

due (1) 90:16
during (11) 6:13 23:4

disengagement (1) 24:4

31:12 64:15 143:22

12:22 19:8,20 30:17

disguise (1) 11:2

192:11

38:6 42:10 43:14

dishdash (1) 120:1

defeatist (1) 20:20

47:10,14,22 50:23

dishonest (1) 177:5

74:5,17 79:25 118:19

defences (2) 154:13

53:12 54:15 70:11

dismissed (1) 17:12

133:19 136:25 141:1

dying (2) 20:13 189:13

73:3 77:2 81:19 86:11

display (3) 182:7 197:24

149:6 206:25

dynamic (1) 71:22

deemed (4) 154:18
155:22 166:24 195:3

177:1

92:5 111:18 112:2

doing (11) 9:5 32:7

118:7 122:10 133:14
182:1,20 186:3

135:15 144:10 148:17

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

E

London Bridge Inquests

encourage (4) 144:3
187:8,9 200:2
encouraged (2) 160:8

earlier (5) 8:10,10 69:1
149:7 168:18
early (21) 6:24 31:4

188:7
encouragement (2)
159:20 160:1

Day 20

62:17,20 79:18 80:20

exchanged (1) 204:22

86:10 92:9 93:10,10

exclude (1) 11:24

37:10 100:8 107:11

114:9,14 118:21

excluded (1) 86:20

eyes (4) 5:6 64:21 85:4

139:16 140:3 168:3

excuse (1) 148:22

ever (14) 89:17 93:17

extremists (4) 11:15

100:16

executing (1) 20:12

120:13 122:24

executions (1) 14:9

F

42:23 47:10 114:5

encourages (1) 187:2

123:2,15 124:13,16

executive (1) 17:16

115:16 116:14 118:9

encouraging (3)

125:25 126:24 138:8

exercise (1) 104:17

143:19,23 154:16

exhausted (1) 87:14

facebook (1) 204:25

exhibit (1) 124:16

facet (1) 36:10
facetoface (6)

122:11 125:13 126:3
132:12 156:13,22

159:16,22 160:5
end (25) 6:19,22,23,25

every (13) 4:21

157:4,23 158:7 161:3

7:4,6,7,11,20 8:5

34:21,22,22 36:10

exhibited (1) 10:16

162:23 186:13 195:18

28:12 65:16 66:15

41:21,21 44:18 85:1

exist (4) 2:12,21 162:5

easily (1) 191:12

69:20 71:19 116:21

99:13 119:20 128:13

east (15) 36:5 84:17

120:23 127:7

156:24

90:11 114:10,14,17
118:24 121:11 125:23

exit (1) 135:12

factor (3) 93:20 96:15

206:1
effect (3) 3:20 6:3
91:12
effectively (7) 78:20

engage (3) 84:25 87:5
148:23
engaged (8) 11:23

evidence (117) 2:23

56:5,17 84:19

195:4
factored (2) 20:15 31:2
factors (3) 101:15

13:7 17:10,11

expect (2) 61:25 142:15

30:7,9,11,12,14 37:13

experience (5) 159:25

48:17 50:25 65:5 74:2

179:21 197:18 202:5

fail (1) 75:10

75:21 76:13,14,15

205:24

failed (3) 55:14 93:1

47:11 48:6 51:5 53:17

82:13 87:7,19

experienced (1) 192:13

files (5) 21:22 22:2,22

footage (12) 26:23

23:5,9

56:23 164:21 172:16

film (2) 22:7,13

178:24 180:7,24

final (5) 169:7 172:22

181:10,24 183:7

173:15 175:14 195:7
finally (3) 87:1 183:9
196:22

196:22 199:5
football (1) 204:17
forbearance (1) 150:22
forgive (4) 32:25 77:25

facie (1) 199:12

everything (3) 143:14

50:13 51:8,19

food (2) 70:5 72:5

forget (1) 64:13

160:13 185:15 208:7
ends (5) 4:20 15:23

204:24 207:15

file (2) 22:12 167:15

finances (1) 79:24

facilitating (1) 45:23

148:5 205:4

148:17 166:22 203:9

figure (2) 45:6 195:20

176:14

existed (1) 176:21

expand (4) 13:21

135:9 136:11 139:16

finance (1) 132:1

exists (1) 2:20

179:18 185:1

138:12

165:2,4,8,17 166:2

everyone (2) 1:6 16:8

ended (1) 142:11

education (2) 104:1

172:12 175:17

145:1,13,15 155:22

146:2,3 147:8,19
easy (2) 149:5,21

176:22

face (4) 15:4 171:21

fighting (2) 20:13

167:17 172:1

113:2

financial (3) 80:2,3
83:19

100:20 198:2
forgot (2) 135:13

financially (2) 125:1
145:22

148:21
form (17) 16:24 17:15

find (11) 31:21 36:21

18:18,23 22:19,20

40:2 45:22 64:24 65:6

23:13,16 42:20 44:16

100:5 123:11 143:6

52:19 97:17 111:13

190:14 200:6

156:12 160:2 164:6

fine (3) 71:17 137:10
150:17

178:21
formal (1) 161:2

67:16 85:5,13

88:8,10,12,16,19,24

expert (1) 197:17

failings (1) 93:25

finite (1) 65:1

formed (1) 171:5

93:15 94:2 97:3 155:3

engaging (1) 67:4

89:4,22 90:3 92:6,23

expertise (1) 88:1

failure (2) 93:5 184:5

fire (1) 103:11

former (1) 104:3

163:6 173:12

england (1) 152:6

93:11 108:23 111:18

experts (1) 17:15

fair (13) 1:13 24:18

firearm (4) 57:22

forward (2) 15:12 163:8

effing (1) 134:14

english (1) 206:12

112:2,9,16 138:20

expired (4) 28:11,25

efforts (1) 127:15

enjoyed (1) 120:18

139:5,19 141:3

eid (1) 27:16

enlarge (1) 24:24

149:22,25 150:18

either (18) 1:23 19:3

enough (3) 78:16 82:21

153:12 154:4,11 155:6

147:2 148:19 171:8

157:14 161:21,22

181:7 205:13

45:15 49:23 50:6
63:22 106:22 118:21

88:19

75:19 85:9 100:24

21:15 25:8,14,14

112:4,21 114:5 115:24

54:14 68:20 171:2

fairly (4) 58:6 158:8,9
208:18

116:4 137:18 149:20

187:10,17 206:17

faisal (1) 15:7

157:20 169:23

fourth (1) 185:3

94:2 98:20

fall (3) 44:15 54:7 74:16

173:25,25 184:11

france (1) 60:20

167:6 168:8 169:21

101:17,19,22 106:5

falls (1) 21:25

186:23 193:5 194:3

fraud (23) 19:18 25:2

170:2 171:7,9,18,21

163:11,14

familiar (2) 90:24 159:3

203:9 207:5,9,17

165:6,21,21,25

entered (5) 86:13

166:1,4,9,9,16,19,20

112:18 135:4
176:17,19

explained (13) 45:20

elakhdar (2) 112:20,24

entering (1) 176:8

172:15,17

explains (1) 103:17

electronic (3) 164:6

entertaining (1) 123:15

173:6,13,18,19

explanation (4) 89:7,16

entire (2) 10:18 152:12

174:15,21 175:6

entirely (9) 69:13,20

180:6,25 184:4,5,8

187:3,21,25 188:11

70:17 71:11 72:21

185:4,11,16,18

200:5

73:23 95:2 96:23

186:7,10 187:19

124:3

elevate (3) 11:6,6 59:3

found (12) 6:12,23

182:23 186:10 193:12

46:10 74:14 75:3 92:5

entailed (1) 26:9

169:3 175:2,25 176:23

element (6) 95:2

first (27) 9:15 54:20

four (1) 117:4

131:25 164:12 166:7

165:22 203:1

fought (1) 114:1

107:25 116:23 167:21

151:4 152:3 153:11

163:7,24 164:8,18

el (1) 205:13

explain (6) 136:14

58:4,14,24

fairness (1) 186:6

enrich (1) 87:5

188:6 204:7 207:24

29:15,18

92:7 95:8 97:6 100:1,2

97:24 177:4
exploit (4) 31:21,24

families (8) 3:3 38:4

50:16,20 73:24 75:1

fishing (1) 104:16

87:2,5,9,21 89:21,25

140:12,20 147:6 174:7

fit (1) 19:6

90:2 162:20,23 170:8

179:6 186:20

fitness (15) 6:8,19

171:24 177:22

family (21) 84:10,17

7:8,12,21 8:7 92:11

190:20,21 191:1,5

85:25 86:8

98:18 99:7

exploitation (1) 35:8

94:14,19,22 95:5,13

100:4,21,25

frauds (2) 163:18 175:8

106:3,6,18

fraudsters (1) 174:8

55:15,24

196:1

190:23,25 191:11

exploiting (1) 55:12

116:19 117:1,6 130:16

elevates (1) 108:13

entry (2) 86:17,23

194:23 195:1,12,14,24

exploration (1) 162:16

132:7 137:17 138:17

elg (2) 58:23 59:1

envelope (1) 176:22

196:2,17

explore (2) 95:22 190:4

143:1,2,3,8 183:11

elicited (1) 76:10

equally (2) 3:24 51:17

200:13,17,18,22

explored (1) 175:14

familys (1) 142:25

fiveyear (1) 204:4

free (1) 149:1

elizabeth (1) 102:17

erase (1) 184:25

201:19,22,23 202:25

express (10) 16:6 114:6

fanatic (1) 103:5

flag (19) 24:20

french (1) 14:25

else (9) 18:16 43:22

erroneous (1) 196:3

204:13 208:9,17

109:9 118:16 132:4

error (1) 176:20

145:19 151:20 163:16

especially (2) 4:3

187:9
elsewhere (2) 63:14
199:4
email (7) 81:20 158:6
160:12,13,14,18 187:5
emotionally (2) 125:1
145:22

138:15

evidential (25) 19:1
87:14 88:5,6 90:6
153:6,10,11,23 154:15

essentially (1) 90:18

155:2,9 168:12

essex (2) 171:14 195:17

169:8,10 171:6,19

establish (4) 179:2

174:16,24 175:4 176:2

185:8 186:3,7

191:7,21 193:5 194:18

established (3) 55:8
187:4,22

evidentially (2) 54:8
166:25

118:16 120:13 127:20

far (10) 51:13 82:21

five (3) 75:9 181:23
198:15

fraudulent (4) 172:9,13
177:13,19

181:4,16,19,21

frequent (2) 119:18

143:23,25 148:8

111:20 118:17 123:22

182:2,5,7,9,9,18

177:16,17

141:14 174:1

197:14,17,25

frequented (1) 100:8

190:17,20 205:22

198:10,16

frequenting (4) 6:18,22

expressed (4) 144:6,12
199:18 204:20
expressing (3) 2:24
145:6,14
extends (1) 61:17
extent (6) 63:6 75:24
76:20 109:7 145:17

fascination (1) 66:7

200:10,20,23

120:10

31:6 98:22

fatigues (1) 15:1

flagged (2) 8:9 54:16

fault (1) 114:15

flagging (2) 19:15 21:12

feature (6) 3:12 16:23

flat (8) 123:11,15

57:5 173:10 193:21

125:23 130:19 131:4

195:7

134:20 136:9 207:10

frequently (2) 31:16
99:14
friday (6) 13:20 79:8
120:8 128:13 130:7,11
friends (25) 121:21

employ (1) 2:17

estranged (1) 112:9

evidently (1) 92:21

featured (1) 194:11

flying (2) 117:18,18

122:2,11,18,21,24

employed (5) 2:9 4:17

et (1) 73:25

exact (1) 6:13

external (1) 36:1

features (1) 39:6

focus (3) 31:11,19 37:2

123:15,17,19,20,25

even (21) 24:14 28:15

exactly (6) 9:6 42:7

extreme (4) 118:20

february (6) 49:3 116:21

focused (1) 32:5

124:1,2,3 125:7,20

136:21 138:3,21

117:2,17,24 142:11

focuses (1) 183:25

126:8,14,21 133:15,17

focusing (5) 3:24

142:20 144:16,21

5:10 42:6 103:24
employment (33)

34:10 38:4,6 39:2,5

44:13 111:14 148:19

1:16,24,24

51:13 63:19 65:5,14

149:11

3:8,9,14,17,21

71:16 88:24 91:19

examine (1) 52:9

4:2,11,14,16,23

123:5 158:10 175:5

examined (1) 15:16

5:4,15,16 6:2 40:21,23

180:2 188:13 190:16

example (8) 22:15

42:1,9 96:1,5,7,13,20

192:18

97:11,12,25 98:5,6,11
99:12
emulate (3) 160:8
187:10 188:4
enabled (2) 176:25
177:3
encompass (1) 154:10

evening (7) 132:12
133:5 134:8 184:17,18
185:7 207:22
event (6) 28:10 57:25
64:20 76:25 115:21
136:8
events (15) 59:8

encountered (1) 159:4

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

189:17

extremism (4) 3:23
84:15 85:23 103:25
extremist (37) 5:5 8:13

fed (1) 38:22
feed (1) 21:9
fell (2) 73:3 159:22

12:3,19 17:18,23

felt (2) 66:13 87:13

31:12,14 78:15 81:18

18:13,14 30:25

fertiliser (1) 37:8

94:4 100:12 125:5

47:12,12 48:2,7,10,11

few (13) 37:12 52:23

examples (4) 12:2 31:15
64:5,23
except (3) 128:13
206:4,8
exchange (2) 116:13
161:2

17:21,23 199:8,10
follow (7) 33:4,6 53:2
95:17,20 118:10 155:7
followed (19) 21:23

207:12
friendship (1) 121:25
front (5) 15:3 22:24
120:25 181:3 199:16

32:9 35:3,15 36:14

fruit (2) 168:7,18

66:17 94:15,23,24

59:8 60:17 69:1

43:11,24 45:2 46:15

fruition (1) 93:23

96:11,14,18 97:8

110:13 114:23 121:21

47:4 61:14 69:12

fruits (1) 109:6

103:8 117:9 122:25

139:16 192:16,17

70:17 72:21,23 102:12

fry (1) 102:17

158:3,13,15,18 159:2

196:20,21

104:14 105:2 113:19

full (8) 65:17,18 97:19

181:21 182:22 185:5

fifth (1) 185:6

186:24 199:19 201:14

fight (5) 20:9,10 48:18

following (12) 38:17
43:17 74:3 131:21

150:25 153:6,24 189:1
193:25

66:4 84:16

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

fully (4) 18:15 39:3
78:18 151:21
fundamental (1) 154:17

London Bridge Inquests

162:11 165:7 166:18

33:24,24 36:5,12,18

169:7 175:11

37:22 39:6,14,23,23

121:21 122:19 123:5,6

147:4 172:6 173:2

179:22,23 183:3 187:6

40:1,3,22,25

126:11 138:5,9 148:13

175:25 176:3 195:16

ie (1) 102:4

153:8 163:23,25

204:8,8 205:6,7

ignore (1) 206:7

207:23

ilford (3) 42:25 102:9

funding (2) 84:13,16

gives (1) 17:24

42:2,10,14,18,19

further (55) 11:23

giving (4) 89:5 97:23

45:15 46:6,20 47:3

14:10,20 18:3,16 24:6

157:13 160:12

26:7 33:19 34:12 40:9

heard (16) 2:23 119:9

Day 20

203:14 204:14 208:19

123:11 124:1 133:12

199:18 200:9,10

increase (9) 24:13
25:11,18 26:8 44:6
47:11,17 66:13 120:5
increased (7) 5:18

hearing (3) 84:10

glance (1) 52:24

75:5,5,10,11,14 78:23

125:10 136:23

42:22 44:22 52:15

glorification (1) 160:2

79:1 99:14,15,25

hears (1) 202:20

honest (1) 177:5

72:9 73:13 75:11

glorified (3) 160:4,7,9

100:1,4,7

heart (1) 164:24

hope (3) 92:4 107:1

79:20 81:16 87:17

glorify (1) 187:9

101:10,12,18

heating (1) 124:10

99:20 103:15 104:11

god (2) 146:19 181:23

106:4,6,18 107:4

hed (10) 46:3 80:17

105:18,19 106:3,6,21

goes (9) 15:23 18:17

125:13,18,20 126:16

116:4 120:3 122:16

horrible (1) 80:19

illegal (1) 67:16

207:2

126:16 127:9 129:10

horrific (2) 139:16 140:3

illegally (1) 113:14

43:10 58:11 96:11

135:17 136:23

horwell (12) 21:8

ilma (1) 184:20

108:20 109:1 160:14

33:14,14 50:6

160:15 162:11,16

70:18,18 78:17 168:9

166:11,17,19,21,25

gyms (1) 31:11

going (49) 4:6 19:23

167:15,22 168:1,10

26:19 28:22 33:15,16

169:4,6 172:1

40:1,12 42:11 55:11

173:3,14,20,23 179:8

59:23 64:3 66:24 71:7

190:17 195:12

72:1 74:6 75:10,20

196:11,12,14

H

207:12,18,25

202:16
hopefully (1) 5:18

83:19 188:20

ilk (1) 108:2

increasing (1) 83:3

ill (11) 1:14 7:25 34:9

indefinitely (1) 119:13

41:9 86:24 133:12,12

independent (1) 103:23

150:6 169:9 179:6

index (1) 209:1

201:8

indicate (2) 7:23 160:21
indicated (11) 6:10 40:7

held (4) 51:15,20

60:22,24 76:4,19

167:23 182:22

108:19 190:3,10

7:16 8:9 9:4 17:21,23

indicates (1) 96:24

201:7,8 202:6 209:13

22:7 23:2 24:3 25:9

indicating (2) 35:12

help (32) 1:12 6:21
habib (5) 204:12,13

144:14,22,24

104:11

25:3,24 44:7 54:11

57:8 66:24 67:1 72:1,3

107:9 108:20,22

homosexuality (3)

ideology (4) 30:25

im (61) 2:11,12 4:20

22:22 23:8 26:11

host (1) 16:18

26:19 30:4 31:18 39:4

27:18 30:17

hostel (2) 204:8,10

45:8 47:19 50:9

190:23 196:9,16

75:14
indication (6) 52:13

76:16 80:1 91:16

habitually (1) 89:4

47:13,16,22 48:13,19

hotline (1) 85:24

53:21,23 57:15 60:25

fury (1) 103:5

94:17 99:13,14,20,24

hadnt (11) 9:8 32:12

49:8 57:15 69:14

hough (53) 1:15

62:24 66:21 67:21

fusilier (1) 115:22

101:12 109:1,13 110:6

40:10 54:16 65:15

70:10 75:24 76:5,20

3:15,19 8:20 25:24

70:10 72:17,18 75:23

indications (1) 10:12

future (2) 15:25 63:22

112:24 118:17 119:8

80:20 87:25 126:11

79:7 80:22 84:9 85:12

30:22 40:10,14 43:2

76:9 78:6 79:9,11 80:3

indicator (2) 24:16,17

120:4 122:16 130:16

135:17 169:25 170:10

86:10,16 149:5 186:21

47:9 58:5,8 65:12 68:6

81:1,1 89:6 90:24

indictment (1) 91:6
indirect (2) 159:20

G
gain (1) 75:21
gaps (1) 192:16
gather (2) 75:17 121:10

144:2,5,11 148:16

hair (1) 56:12

189:7,17 190:1 194:11

70:1 76:2,10 77:19

91:19 93:17 99:20

149:12 150:5 153:16

half (3) 26:1 27:4

201:6

81:4 92:2 108:20,24

104:8 110:6 112:4

helpful (1) 66:20

109:11,16,21

114:4 133:11 149:12

helping (3) 99:12 125:1

110:1,12,16

150:17 151:13 153:16

111:5,14,24,25 137:2

159:18 162:13 174:4

168:17,17 169:17
174:19 176:10 187:20
gone (5) 39:21 70:24

gathered (1) 184:8

89:23 135:17 169:18

gathering (1) 58:12

good (10) 1:9,10 67:21

gave (5) 49:18 70:2
128:10 159:5 177:4
gay (4) 121:3,4 144:19
145:7
general (7) 4:1 17:9

ham (3) 121:11 125:23
205:4

202:7,12,20

images (1) 18:1

206:1

hands (1) 57:21

heritage (1) 203:12

208:9,10,13,16

imagination (1) 191:6

hang (1) 63:2

herself (1) 111:2

209:7,11

immediate (3) 111:12

happen (5) 144:2,5,7,11

hertz (1) 79:23

houghs (1) 78:3

hes (18) 7:14 9:5 10:24

hour (1) 130:22

imminent (1) 69:16

53:25 61:18 76:23

hours (4) 127:10 156:4

impact (1) 188:3

82:8 107:23 157:15

goodmayes (2) 26:13
27:15

83:19 84:25 85:3
114:18 116:10
139:7,10 198:23

146:5
happened (4) 24:21
116:7 128:5 148:6
happening (5) 60:3
146:1,4,17 186:14

114:15,16,16 116:9

happy (5) 5:11 119:12
123:18 137:7 140:10

183:1

198:9,16

188:9

hiding (1) 122:17

however (5) 129:23

188:14
infinite (1) 83:18

imposed (1) 143:20

inflammatory (3) 11:14

harboured (1) 136:20

highest (2) 65:9 68:24

205:21

impressionable (1)

granted (2) 117:15

hassin (1) 122:7

highlight (1) 163:9

huge (1) 16:18

hate (1) 16:8

highlighted (3) 19:12

human (1) 205:23

imprison (1) 201:3

11:18 27:14 31:22,25

hundreds (4) 71:6

imprisoned (3) 88:18

32:21 39:12 41:6

204:3

92:2
grays (4) 171:14 172:5
173:2 195:17
great (3) 14:23 149:24

havent (9) 26:23 30:14

62:21 167:17
highly (3) 4:17 39:7
198:8

33:10 36:9 79:2 107:3

highprofile (1) 37:6

129:15 191:16 193:10

highrisk (3) 5:9 8:13

having (22) 1:24 5:3

girl (1) 128:8

grenades (1) 103:12

78:24 82:18 85:23

give (31) 2:5 4:2 12:8

ground (1) 14:6

90:2 120:24 125:7

grounds (8) 17:15 22:9

135:2 173:12 175:9

hire (2) 80:12 81:10

187:12,13,15

hired (1) 80:1

172:4

53:10,12,20 61:8
86:21 168:12

131:8,10,11 135:2,7

group (6) 84:15,23,24

136:14 137:24 140:9

103:8 181:3 184:23
groups (4) 181:21 182:3
199:19 200:23

102:10 108:14,14
husband (2) 112:9
143:15

hindsight (2) 34:23
141:5

hypothesis (2) 60:7,10
I
id (5) 42:17 57:23 71:16
87:24 131:10
idea (5) 82:21,24
114:13 123:7 133:17

44:22 51:15 57:18,24

imprisonment (3) 91:9

86:12,15,18 94:18
95:1,3 101:22 102:9

inability (2) 64:23

105:17,24 106:7

184:23

107:14 136:14 158:8

inadequate (1) 41:5

162:1 163:3 166:21

inadvertently (1)

172:2 176:22 183:24

111:18

184:6,8 185:11

incident (13)

189:3,3

26:14,21,24 27:3,4,23

informed (9) 86:24 95:8
98:23 99:3,5 114:24

ideally (1) 144:8

28:3 29:11 30:11 31:1

identification (1) 27:18

204:24 205:1 207:15

head (3) 41:17 103:25

historical (1) 14:24

identified (25) 6:22

151:13

history (3) 39:21 103:25
181:19

inherently (1) 192:4

11:14 20:8 28:19 29:2

include (1) 164:7

initial (5) 95:17 164:22

31:5 45:17 46:13

included (6) 14:6 37:11

hit (1) 41:16

57:25 77:6 97:15

given (34) 12:10,11

hold (6) 4:22 57:9,16

101:9,12,13,25 104:18

guide (1) 155:14

headteacher (1) 45:5

17:12,14 27:21 29:18

guidelines (1) 155:20

health (4) 4:3

39:10 48:5 51:23 52:8

guilty (2) 89:12,14

home (32) 38:17 45:1

175:12 177:15 179:8

57:12 62:12 78:13

gun (3) 15:6 57:9,16

healthy (1) 19:7

50:15 51:14 56:1,7

183:5 186:1 205:18

81:25 91:10 103:22

gym (65) 6:11 7:22

hear (10) 20:25 39:4

57:4 61:23,25 65:6,10

12:9,10,11

105:23 166:5 173:23

identify (8) 6:21 35:20

105:2 107:8 108:4

31:6,8,15,24

75:25 86:1 109:14

70:5 72:4,25 84:17

43:13 69:21 74:9

109:3 132:15 142:17

32:3,10,12,15,18,20

110:8 123:2 126:24

102:15 115:15 120:1

93:2,12 104:9

131:6 192:10

138:7 158:13 167:9

incidents (1) 64:9

heads (1) 15:2

59:6 77:7 80:25

58:21 72:6 80:17

improving (1) 85:2

historic (1) 181:21

growth (1) 66:17

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

197:7 199:14

hiring (1) 184:14

headline (1) 103:4

12:14 183:1
influenced (1) 188:15
information (40) 6:1

163:24 165:20 167:4

hawthorn (4) 83:13

201:14 206:16,22

156:3 157:21 158:4

205:25

188:17 197:10

19:24
145:21 172:4

158:9,14 165:5 200:4

inference (2) 38:1

housing (1) 119:15

61:18 64:25 76:14,21

149:22 150:25

important (5) 38:23

hide (2) 10:21,22

greeting (1) 206:8

118:20 129:2,23 130:1

inevitable (1) 202:2

93:4 111:23 179:13

himself (3) 53:19

96:2 97:3 112:8

180:14

importance (1) 111:11

houses (1) 185:2

11:14 22:23 41:4 57:3

22:9 51:14 68:2,23

impartial (1) 154:6

graduates (1) 103:13

hatred (1) 16:6

59:14,16 77:6 140:8

126:1

18:14 36:12 39:21

impossible (1) 175:1

grateful (3) 60:25 78:6

getting (6) 3:21 10:3

107:20 147:14 197:13

house (3) 63:25 119:10

10:18 11:13,23 17:20

155:8 178:18 203:20

84:5 100:22 105:5

gets (2) 4:9,24

75:4,20,22 96:22

186:13 195:18

134:2 162:9

high (2) 9:24 82:6

hateful (1) 84:16

188:10 190:15

43:19 56:11

98:4 160:11 178:24
individuals (15) 4:22

haque (1) 90:13

grata (1) 204:22

134:16,20 142:20

19:3,25 33:15,15

48:9 63:8 67:13 69:11

grading (1) 12:15

80:5,25 81:14 82:12
109:6 127:14,15 132:7

36:17 37:13 38:16

147:9,13 194:6 207:13

genuine (1) 176:20

57:9,16,21 59:5

20:17 24:19 31:3

199:1 201:8 208:13,18

handed (2) 19:5 106:7

happens (3) 147:4,5,7

29:21 30:6 53:3,7

179:24 182:14,24

150:2,11,24,25 153:23

150:13,14 205:23

governments (6) 104:3

get (27) 26:16,17 27:18

148:25 149:7,11,16

16:19 53:23 57:23

image (2) 15:5 26:25

187:12 188:25

152:3,6

here (13) 1:12 8:15

187:1,8
individual (14) 18:12

186:16 193:12

government (9) 82:17

geographical (2)

137:3

72:1 97:1 98:11 112:8

158:20 190:16

generic (4) 4:8 158:9

halifax (2) 170:14 171:1

160:1
indirectly (3) 159:23

hand (2) 112:12 164:24

google (1) 102:20

158:17

halfway (1) 63:25

169:3,16 176:1

82:21,24 143:18

52:16 81:12 82:20
generally (3) 20:2 42:3

185:13

118:20 168:16

161:15 164:12,16
165:23

118:24 170:17 179:25

including (4) 58:10
111:2 112:11 181:3
inconsistencies (1)
177:25

initiated (1) 82:5
injured (1) 146:10
injury (1) 14:12
inkling (3) 136:17,20

inconvenienced (1)
150:20

172:14 195:12 199:16
initially (4) 29:23

140:18
innocence (1) 172:12

identifying (1) 175:2

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

innocent (3) 147:6,7,18

London Bridge Inquests

investigation (68) 1:11

46:23 60:8 71:13

input (1) 62:13

intent (2) 92:19 200:7

4:4 7:18,19,20 8:21

72:13 73:10 89:22

121:10,17,19

inquest (4) 81:5 109:4

intention (1) 200:2

9:9,16 10:4,5,25 18:20

93:4 94:12 95:9 96:17

127:6,12,14,15

intercepted (5) 170:25

25:22 27:17 28:9,12

178:1 188:13,18

join (1) 205:14

kneeling (2) 15:3,5

50:25 70:16 74:3

29:21 34:12,15,22

191:25 195:25 198:8

joint (1) 98:2

knew (29) 5:9 24:3 25:7

120:21 122:5 145:3

149:5 202:23
inquests (2) 110:23
138:5
inquire (2) 41:24 43:8
inquiries (55) 43:20
45:2 46:8 52:15
55:8,10 61:15 76:9

188:6,15

Day 20

175:19,24 192:6,7
interception (4) 89:9,10
175:23 176:12
interconnected (1)
198:18
interest (28) 2:24 5:13

35:9 42:12,14,22

isolation (1) 105:15

44:21 50:20,23

issues (10) 4:14,16

job (10) 1:18 2:5 3:7

jolley (8) 2:23 38:8

kingdom (3) 64:7

laptop (2) 16:10 18:1

198:23 199:8

large (2) 60:18 90:20

kitchen (1) 78:15

last (13) 36:3 38:7

35:18 66:25 80:16

146:19,21 148:15

50:25 74:2,17 88:3,7

98:21 99:4,5 108:5

193:13

122:7 123:22 126:5,16

lasted (1) 1:12

184:12 205:9

53:6,19 60:13 61:5,20

44:1,8 60:14 64:10

63:19,25 64:6 65:19

90:2 109:2 154:14

jolleys (2) 52:16 59:10

141:24 186:7,11

late (9) 26:2 31:4 60:18

69:12,24 73:19,19,24

178:6

jot (5) 9:15 62:17 65:17

203:13,20 204:1

68:8 115:22 121:15

79:20 81:17 87:14,25

13:24 14:9,16,22

75:1 79:12 87:2 93:8

italy (1) 86:10

88:15 90:6 99:7,21,24

18:13 25:19 46:4

95:10 100:10 104:11

item (5) 22:8 58:13

100:4,20 101:24 102:2

62:19 66:7 71:23

106:3 138:7 153:14

105:19,22

75:14 88:4 97:5 147:3

154:4 157:2 158:5

items (1) 21:15

106:8,12,14,17,21,22

152:2 153:7 154:25

160:24 161:4

its (99) 1:3 2:12,20

107:3,5 109:6,13

155:3,5,10,15

162:12,17,20,24

4:23,25 8:5 11:4 15:24

164:19 166:11 168:25

193:4,6,21 194:1,19

170:4,13 183:10

20:5,6 21:7 22:17

29:12 60:22,23,24

know (120) 6:7 7:9

184:1,11 186:2 190:20

24:18 28:5 33:13 34:6

112:18 141:17,22

11:16 21:13 25:19

laughing (1) 205:23

195:6

41:9,17 44:13,16,25

170:5,16

33:21,22 36:17 38:4,7

launched (2) 192:11

169:1,14,16,19

interested (9) 18:2

172:15,22 173:14

22:13 23:10 42:6 97:2

178:1,13,17 179:1

110:3 132:17 202:25

180:17 186:12 191:3

203:2

investigations (13) 2:16

159:4 187:13 188:23

74:22 79:19
journal (1) 14:13
judge (1) 198:4
judgment (2) 64:4
83:17

205:22

124:6 132:19 202:12

206:16,18,23,25
207:17,19,21,25
knife (3) 16:14 77:7
78:14

july (11) 7:9 26:14

later (15) 7:25 11:25
59:8 81:5 113:1
115:16 150:1 167:9
170:6,17 187:5 198:16

knives (2) 77:8 189:21

45:1,16 51:11 52:17

jumpsuit (1) 15:5

39:19,24 40:12,18

50:16 61:20 64:25

54:6 57:1,2 59:15

june (39) 1:1 7:9 35:18

41:7 42:4 47:17 48:1,1

204:1,2 207:7
latter (1) 185:13

199:6
lawyer (37) 88:2 160:17

192:20,22

intermediary (1) 206:13

66:25 75:11 77:15

60:6,8 62:11

36:11,17,21 37:2

51:9,9 61:23 62:1

161:6 162:8 165:3,19

196:13,13,17

internet (1) 100:12

83:10 92:6,9 152:21

64:7,11,16 67:7 72:21

38:16 52:5 53:17

66:20,21 68:7,15

166:1 167:4 168:10,19

interpretation (2) 23:19

156:21 179:15

73:2,6,6 74:14 75:9,21

56:25 57:19,24

71:14,15 72:6,7 75:9

169:2,17 171:19,20

investigative (17) 9:11

77:5 78:25,25 79:1

58:21,25 59:24 69:7

76:10 77:12 78:16

172:23

inquiring (1) 186:13
inquiry (28) 33:7,11

57:14

34:25 42:10,12 46:4

interrupt (1) 50:9

31:20 43:25 71:21

82:7,21 83:23,23,24

73:18 84:11 86:5

79:4 81:5,13 82:16

173:1,13,15,17,21,25

49:13 54:20 55:14

intervene (4) 5:25,25

156:13,20,22

86:21 92:9

112:12,19,21 114:19

84:8 92:11,16,18,22

174:23 175:1 177:14

157:1,4,8,20,23 161:3

93:4,11,20,20 95:4,8

128:20 130:7,15

94:3,9 95:1,4,4,5,6

179:22 180:20

95:22 100:13 105:3,16

49:24 50:7

166:24 175:13

intervening (2) 74:5,6

167:15 173:22 174:2

96:10,17 97:8,19

140:14 141:19 142:1

98:9 99:2,11

185:12,16 191:10

176:16,25 177:12,15

interview (14) 28:21

175:12

98:1,13 101:3 104:23

169:8,14,25 183:19

101:13,15 102:14,16

192:13,21,24

108:8,10 111:10

184:22,24 186:13

104:23 106:9 107:3,12

193:16,20 194:12

196:6 208:24

109:7,8 111:9,15

178:18,20

29:10,12,17 70:2,8

179:5,9,11,12 190:24

72:2 163:18 164:7,11

46:12 54:3 74:4,18

114:15 116:9 124:3

192:17 195:2

170:9,24 177:4,17

106:10

132:17 147:13 152:15

jurisdiction (1) 162:6

112:17 114:9,19,23

invitation (1) 205:12

164:4 167:21 174:7,10

jury (9) 89:8,23 154:6,7

115:10 117:15 119:2,7

112:6 151:5 152:1

invite (1) 70:4

175:1 176:12 178:1

172:11 191:24 192:3

125:13,18,20

153:2 155:17 157:12

197:22 198:3

126:2,7,9,17,18,21

166:18,22 168:8

127:6,9,16 130:4,19

174:20 180:23 184:9

inside (1) 33:24
insight (1) 17:24

interviewed (3)
28:20,24 136:12

investigator (6) 41:24

insofar (1) 93:25

interviewing (2) 29:2,14

invited (1) 207:23

180:16 181:19

instance (2) 72:20 93:1

interviews (3)

inviting (1) 205:10

182:9,23 188:17

164:13,14 177:24

involved (27) 18:15

191:11,17 192:4

instant (2) 55:5,6

intimately (1) 36:9

19:3 27:1,2,15,19

instruction (1) 16:8

into (57) 7:1 9:18

28:14 36:9 37:13,22

instances (1) 178:23

K

194:13,20 196:15,18
198:6 202:12 203:3

kasimi (4) 68:15

itself (21) 4:2 11:1,24

69:3,11 71:23

133:24 134:8 136:11

195:8,9
lawyers (16) 110:3

185:10 195:11 196:10

138:21 141:3 142:20

lay (1) 173:22

143:3 145:25 153:2

layer (1) 42:21

157:24 160:23 164:19

lead (9) 19:2 41:13,17

instructions (1) 131:8

10:2,3 13:3 14:18

38:2 40:20 42:19

insufficient (4) 17:12

17:24 18:17 21:9

48:10 67:11 71:24

23:16,23 24:15,17,20

keen (1) 31:16

165:8 167:13 177:10

29:4,25 38:19 41:24

82:3 83:5 100:6

25:18 29:11 30:12

keep (2) 64:24 121:19

178:6 179:18 182:19

42:10 43:9 44:1 46:6

101:21 104:12 136:24

39:23 79:6,22 95:1

keeping (1) 120:11

188:22 190:8 198:6

leader (2) 36:8 45:24

3:13,14,17,22,25

52:22 53:19

157:12 160:11 175:18

96:4 179:5 182:7

kept (3) 127:14 128:25

201:10 203:11,11,19

leading (2) 47:1 198:9

4:1,10,25 5:25

54:15,18,25 58:23

182:21 194:7

187:16,19 201:19

204:13

leap (1) 77:9

8:18,22,24 9:17 11:5

59:22 60:13 61:6

key (2) 45:22 98:11

206:9,10,21,22,24

learn (6) 36:13,16,23

13:4 18:17 31:22

66:25 67:1 70:18,19

84:14 86:3 157:18

34:18 35:17,17 45:20

khalid (1) 31:14

207:2

32:9,10,21 33:1,4,18

75:11,23 77:15 78:17

162:19 195:25

46:10 63:4 74:14 75:2

khan (5) 37:11 45:24

34:11 36:7 39:11 40:7

79:2 83:10 86:17 93:8

41:10,18,20,21 42:18

101:15 104:2 106:8,20

43:2,10,12,18,18,24

108:13 131:6 134:20

45:2,3 46:15,17 47:3,5

136:9 158:21 159:22

48:23,24 49:18,20,24

176:9 178:23 179:1,3

50:2,6 53:16

189:5 190:9 194:25

55:1,12,22,24

195:4 198:12

173:19 185:18,25
intelligence (97)

61:10,12,14 62:18
64:16,22 65:4,25
66:3,10,12 67:10,10

introduced (3)
207:18,20,21
investigate (11) 9:10

involvement (6) 45:17

involving (2) 162:24
193:4
iraq (3) 198:25 199:20
200:21
ireland (3) 114:21

12:13,14 26:12 34:19
35:5,16,23 36:4,22
38:25 42:23 50:12

10:3 15:18 16:14 30:5

86:13 115:8 158:22

193:11 197:18 199:15

32:6 56:11 61:6 63:3

170:8 189:23 206:2,7

207:4

84:13 86:5 91:12,20
J

known (26) 4:4 7:23

126:9 127:2 160:23

18:1 31:10 35:1 37:2

162:24 163:14

38:2,16 39:22 50:19

103:11 143:14,14
learning (3) 34:21 47:8
62:14
learnt (9) 1:17,21,23

169:9,22 170:7,20

55:16 57:24 58:21,24

171:13 179:16

69:11 73:8 75:4 76:24

isc (3) 22:1 23:3 36:1

jamel (1) 68:15

180:15,18

80:16 103:10,21 112:1

lease (1) 101:14

january (15) 28:23,24

183:10,12,17

124:4,5 181:18 186:4

least (7) 83:10 101:9

isis (14) 14:13,16,18

87:6 94:1 95:24

104:25 106:6

29:12 51:7,17 69:2

184:13,17,24 186:12

66:4 181:18 189:8,10

113:6 124:19 126:11

195:16 201:4

197:13,16,23

127:17 142:6,7,7,12

khyam (1) 37:7

180:10

kill (1) 14:12

99:16,22 100:17

33:23 38:5,9,10 40:8

198:15,17 199:10

101:20 102:6,12

45:15 73:15 87:13

200:19

intelligenceled (17)

179:17
knowledge (9) 60:1 61:3

jacket (1) 56:6

isha (1) 207:22

jewish (1) 16:16

killed (3) 146:10 147:18

isisrelated (1) 197:18

jews (2) 138:8,11

investigating (25) 8:25

islam (3) 16:9 143:8,14

jibril (4) 15:8,11,19 16:4

killing (1) 14:10

9:5,6,19,21,23 10:1

islamic (10) 14:21 15:4

jibrils (1) 15:21

kind (22) 3:10,11,18

90:4,25 176:4

learned (16) 2:3

irrelevant (1) 28:3

52:9 71:1 72:24 73:13

106:13,19

103:14 111:15,23
khuram (36) 1:18 9:18

168:7 179:5 181:13

47:10,14 93:5

knowing (2) 7:15

151:10 168:15 183:7

irish (2) 203:24 204:2

10:19 32:20 33:2,5

104:14 105:2,12,20,21

101:22 106:5 123:6

117:12,22

75:13,17 81:10,15

investigated (12) 32:18

83:16 93:17 98:20

irfan (1) 183:16

70:18 73:12 74:24

96:7,24 97:16,20 98:4

ive (23) 1:13 31:12

132:3

48:25 106:20 161:24

186:21

koran (2) 42:24 101:23

6:11 7:5,6 13:24 34:15
69:1

109:8 163:25 174:11
176:11 198:7

L

leave (3) 109:18 133:5
204:4

l (10) 11:19 19:15 20:25
24:5 57:7 58:2,5,8
66:22 109:9

leaving (2) 134:25
207:10
lecture (1) 16:4

labour (2) 8:15 84:25

led (14) 26:7,24

8:21 9:20 10:2,6 35:1

26:17 27:9,22,22 30:5

18:15 43:15 103:6

jigsaw (2) 23:13 72:16

17:16 20:5 32:3,10,22

lack (1) 106:2

32:12,13,14,18 47:6

52:12 54:6,6 72:11

32:1,6 40:1,19 46:19

181:6,6,22 189:10

jihad (2) 14:23 17:19

41:20 44:13 63:13

lady (1) 204:2

53:18 106:20,23 172:1

73:25 74:15 92:7,10

48:6 57:17 69:10

204:19

jihadi (1) 31:15

67:12 85:13 96:8

lahbib (2) 121:22

93:1,24 98:8 105:20

71:25 73:21 91:13

jihadis (3) 180:7 196:22

99:17,21 107:15

intended (3) 155:14

153:15 163:23

isnt (22) 28:4 33:16
43:6 44:13 45:16,25

201:10
jihadist (1) 182:2

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

173:18 176:23 177:21

204:14

lee (3) 115:22 139:2

108:15 146:4

language (1) 206:11

156:10,20 179:2

languages (1) 206:14

147:14

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

leeds (2) 76:11,12
left (6) 127:6 129:16,18
130:21 131:16 135:18
legal (4) 53:1,4 86:19
154:5

London Bridge Inquests

link (13) 36:24 37:5
38:3,7 39:8,15 46:2,3

104:2 131:8 141:5

127:7 147:24 163:1

192:2

167:3 203:6

meeting (12) 15:12

19:2 22:2,9,15 29:22

might (32) 2:15 3:4

44:15,16,16 46:6

mark (1) 85:15

57:1 113:3 116:7

47:14 50:1 69:14,16

65:24 67:18 68:3

111:9 208:19

lorry (2) 60:18 81:20

married (4) 115:10

122:14 123:16 165:9

71:14 76:18 91:11

84:19 90:19 91:2

166:2 167:23 174:1

100:17 102:8

97:24 98:1

182:21 183:6

105:6,7,18 122:18

105:7,24,24 108:8

124:3 129:21 134:4

113:20 119:18 120:9,9

136:15 142:14 154:14

136:14 148:10 154:8

158:2 159:10 168:8

156:15,22 157:5 161:2

178:10 182:7 189:5

163:23 166:23 174:11

linked (10) 3:18 8:13

losing (1) 127:12

140:25 142:15 203:19

lost (1) 174:2

marrying (1) 116:6

legislation (1) 17:13

32:10 36:5 54:24 79:1

lot (6) 34:24 56:12

martyrdom (15) 13:25

lengthy (1) 12:2

97:17

less (1) 64:8

linking (1) 185:4

lesser (1) 188:11

links (5) 36:12 91:18,19
107:4,6

35:5,6,7,15,23

list (2) 13:25 105:5

36:16,22 38:25 93:5

listening (2) 110:14
111:8

77:12 83:1,6 167:25
lower (3) 155:22
200:6,7

14:2,2,3,3,4,4,16 16:2
17:19 19:7 48:16 66:7
189:13,20

meetings (3) 57:16 72:4
168:1
member (15)
10:20,24,25 38:12

lowlevel (8) 27:15,25

masood (1) 31:14

56:18 59:10 74:2

mile (1) 102:17

29:5 30:15 87:21,21

match (1) 205:12

94:20,22 95:13 103:8

miles (2) 195:15,20

morning (2) 1:9,10

90:2 175:8

material (85) 12:21,24

181:14 184:20,21

milk (1) 124:10

moroccan (2) 70:4

198:18

mind (9) 31:12 34:13

ls (1) 24:1

13:7,9,23 14:6,8,20

lunch (1) 131:11

15:7 16:11 17:5,17,23

let (5) 21:13 25:17

little (10) 14:8 15:10

55:17,19 151:19

17:9 67:18 99:10

luncheon (1) 109:24

18:9,20,21 19:10,18

84:10,22 86:8 94:14

153:20 171:17

113:1 128:24 169:13

lynne (1) 121:23

20:5 21:7 22:4

183:11

188:3,10

lets (4) 34:3 64:12 94:4
105:5
letter (2) 175:24 176:23
letters (1) 176:18
level (2) 5:3 68:24
levels (1) 65:9
liability (1) 162:5

172:25 206:2
live (6) 79:5,7 80:2
lived (8) 56:7 90:14,15
115:15 118:24 120:7
138:5 203:25
livein (1) 118:2

liberal (2) 138:15

living (13) 113:2,15,21

libya (3) 113:25 115:6,7

M

91:20 115:18 117:25

liable (1) 64:20
148:13

m (14) 1:7,9,11 49:19

members (6) 69:10

23:1,12,16 30:22

memo (1) 168:6

38:22 40:18 47:13,18

memory (7) 26:19

191:23,23

49:23 65:11 149:23

117:18 142:3,8 204:1

mindset (15) 5:5 12:19
17:2,10,11,18 18:13

119:17 120:5,7 126:17

28:22 164:12 166:15

20:9 23:12,22 61:18

203:14,17 204:7

71:1,4,4,5,8,9,10,12

168:5 171:11 173:7

96:12,14,18 97:8

72:14,19 73:5 86:7
93:11 94:24,24 97:23

108:22,25 167:8 168:9

102:24 153:12,13

201:21,24 209:3

158:3,13,16,18,22,23,25

119:12 125:22 127:16

m25 (1) 195:17

159:2,6 160:4

142:2,4,10,14,18

machine (1) 171:14

161:1,24 163:3

men (5) 15:2 16:16

mine (1) 14:24

55:25 59:13 90:11

minimise (1) 24:6

mental (3) 187:3,21

ministers (1) 85:1

188:11
mention (2) 123:2
171:7

minute (2) 63:2 149:12
minutes (9) 45:1 67:23

motherinlaw (1) 119:13

169:4 173:3 175:9

26:4 107:18 139:15

misdirected (1) 176:23

life (5) 3:21 6:4 96:15

local (9) 27:17 29:20

177:16 182:12

148:4,15 187:13

missed (17) 8:4

185:3,5,6,9 186:25

195:14

lifestyles (1) 120:14

105:10 120:9

197:9 198:4

lifted (1) 78:14

locality (1) 91:20

mail (1) 103:3

light (4) 25:13 63:4

locally (1) 105:23

main (1) 50:13

location (19) 4:17 6:14

mainly (1) 147:9

166:22 172:9
lightly (2) 63:12,17

31:8 32:5,22 33:20

mainstream (1) 100:7

like (37) 4:17 33:14

46:25 57:17,20 58:20

motive (1) 98:17

mere (2) 11:21,22

67:17 72:15 73:10

move (6) 49:16 63:22

message (14) 3:4

81:22 93:12 95:21

materials (2) 162:22
165:23
maths (1) 141:19

15:9,11 68:20,25
132:8,12,19 136:1,2,3

mistake (1) 176:17

matrimonial (1) 204:18
matrix (1) 95:11

messages (1) 15:17

72:14 83:6 92:23

100:16,17 104:19

matter (15) 41:23 42:3

messed (1) 135:2

maintenance (1) 53:19

48:21 52:17 59:19

makes (3) 18:9,12 78:20

71:20 88:2 97:16,19

112:21 113:22 115:24

104:4 110:24

116:4 117:17 121:22

met (16) 57:8 85:1

113:6 119:9 162:19
180:5

missing (1) 171:2

maintained (2) 163:19

105:8 195:17

201:3

69:3,15,23

maintain (1) 61:5

locations (10) 2:10

motivation (1) 98:10

mentions (1) 111:3

57:2 79:2 92:12 98:10

114:3,10 116:7

119:9 147:6 204:5

35:10,19,21 36:15,22

201:15 202:1

40:6,8 42:20 46:13

100:4 104:10 108:12

mothers (5) 115:15,18

187:1,6,14,15 193:23

48:18 64:1 68:4,4

185:7

168:11 204:5

198:9,16,21

164:2,3 168:7,14

magazine (2) 14:23
magistrates (3) 180:1

155:24 156:14 157:13
mother (1) 118:24

madrid (1) 205:13

43:9,15 45:1,15 91:13

203:6,8 204:16 208:8
most (7) 37:6 82:8

68:4,5 133:12 197:24

146:25 148:6

mentioned (8) 4:13

205:23 206:5 208:1
moss (6) 202:21,22

loaded (1) 164:23

141:24 205:24

mosque (11) 90:22

68:17 69:19 70:21

50:11 68:14 92:5

190:1

203:16
morocco (8) 112:18
113:14 116:18,21

lies (2) 62:9 98:9

lie (1) 53:24

24:14 35:7

looks (2) 70:19 83:6

10:11 12:17 13:13

103:24

165:19 204:7 205:5

70:3 104:19 107:7

legible (1) 84:20

lessons (12) 34:14,19

Day 20

misunderstand (1)
17:21

moved (8) 62:15 118:23
120:6,8 124:22
205:4,4 207:13
moving (8) 62:16 63:22

mm (3) 22:9 144:15
147:12

64:13,17 65:15
79:14,17 183:9

120:2,24 121:2,17,19

8:16,17 31:18

making (12) 9:4 22:7

130:5 131:25 137:1,8

32:13,14 33:17

52:10 67:21 99:23

154:20,20 169:11

122:19 126:16 141:19

131:4,13 171:12

137:12,16

138:11 140:22 141:1

102:1,5 106:9

100:20 106:8 109:13

196:19

142:1 155:2 169:9

205:21

140:7,8,8,10

143:22 145:21 146:13

london (39) 1:16

111:6 126:14 127:15
148:22

157:11 189:7 191:15

2:2,8,10,14 3:2 5:4

205:13 206:15

15:16,18,22 26:5,6

male (2) 125:11 142:20

207:15,21

mobile (6) 129:5,9

matters (6) 16:18 18:14

203:13 207:9

moderate (3) 77:20

38:19 151:25 152:20

method (1) 78:19

78:13 138:3

189:6

methodologies (1)

modus (1) 89:13

ms (14) 110:5

148:24,25 149:3,20
167:2 209:6,9
much (24) 3:11 10:1

35:3 36:5 43:5 49:3

mamun (1) 90:13

maximum (1) 197:11

liked (4) 144:1,4,6,8

62:22 84:17 90:12

man (21) 9:1 15:4,5,19

maybe (3) 68:4 201:1

likelihood (3) 34:7

91:17 97:12,13

19:7 31:25 36:6 38:5

113:2,3,6 115:15

39:18 40:19 45:6 70:4

117:19 118:24,25

72:4 96:19 104:12

33:9 37:3 48:7,9 52:22

18:21 19:5,17 21:2

46:20 59:13,16 60:8,9

119:8,17 122:10

121:22 122:3,7 138:6

63:7 81:12 89:8 93:22

25:24 38:20 40:11,24

135:6,7 164:20

64:8 95:4 105:8 108:8

142:3,5,10 203:25

171:22 203:11

99:9,11 100:13 101:11

41:9 44:14

170:1,10,16,21

154:8 160:7 165:1

204:3 207:13 208:1

managed (1) 14:12

142:24 145:11 146:2

47:8,10,15,22,25 50:5

monies (1) 172:8

muhammad (1) 90:13

management (3)

monitoring (3) 5:18

multiple (3) 31:18

46:22 59:19
likely (22) 45:16,25

168:11 177:20

mean (23) 9:3 20:18

mg3 (2) 163:6,22
mi5 (50) 8:25 11:18

147:11 155:7 195:9

52:19 53:24 54:7

179:18,19

100:3 101:8 128:24

164:5,23 165:24

198:15 207:1

61:3,22 62:2,9,25

191:17,23,24 204:14

129:2 155:5 185:23

manager (1) 100:8

meaning (1) 78:2

64:2,14 65:10,14

manchester (8) 112:22

likeminded (1) 15:21
limb (2) 193:5 194:4
limit (8) 27:21
28:1,3,7,11 30:1,3
71:20
limited (4) 82:9 158:8
167:21 179:23
line (12) 22:15,17 28:8
54:20 55:14,20,21
90:8 97:2,5 193:7,17
linebyline (1) 22:16
lines (14) 21:4 33:6,11

long (8) 35:17 50:12

206:13

171:24
methodology (1) 7:2

longer (6) 56:12 67:25

mohammad (3) 37:11
45:24 103:13

58:15 67:25 86:21
108:17,23 109:12

moment (4) 6:6 13:12
101:19 169:10

111:6,22 130:11 137:2
140:6 141:24 142:14

money (9) 65:6 89:1

149:4,6 150:19,22
186:16 202:8,10
205:24 208:8

80:3 82:2

32:13 54:12

month (5) 8:1,1 73:16

means (2) 63:10 141:19

66:13 68:17

163:22 169:1

127:24 128:5 138:6

meant (1) 95:16

69:13,14,19 70:9

196:20,21

139:16 140:4 147:21

measure (1) 82:5

71:11,14,18 72:21

27:4,23

148:3

measures (4) 12:7

73:3,19 74:16,23

28:2,7,15,19,24

110:2 208:12,14

77:20 93:6 96:14

29:1,10,14,17

114:7 116:5 118:10

98:2,8 99:1

33:22,23 36:14

120:11 138:3,3 142:20

look (20) 3:13 5:5 19:22
34:23 38:19 44:1

manner (1) 48:8

45:21 53:20 54:15

many (17) 5:22 6:14

69:6 71:4 86:25 91:18

8:16,16 12:1 61:20

93:22 100:15,16 102:7

92:5 93:23 102:23

127:15 130:15 201:9

104:21,22 107:19

looked (6) 46:6 53:22
54:3,18 69:8 88:3
looking (17) 15:12 18:2

155:24 156:22 174:18
197:18 200:24
march (22) 51:13

34:25 98:7 126:24

20:2,2 30:6 52:10

52:2,7 55:25 56:8

175:13 179:8,11,12

54:25 55:24 79:2

57:21 59:7,9,22

190:24 192:4,17 195:2

81:10,16 97:23 100:11

60:4,12 65:20 80:20

mechanics (2) 78:17
86:20
mechanism (2) 82:22
176:3
media (3) 37:16 201:24
202:2

79:13 205:3

murder (5) 115:22
116:1 139:2,7 147:14

months (40) 5:22 7:14

121:6 145:2
muslim (10) 113:18

mi5led (1) 9:17

39:6,25,25 43:5 44:20

143:11 206:20

microphone (1) 110:7

47:1 52:11 60:17 69:1

muslims (4) 15:24

mid2016 (1) 9:22

75:9 79:3 85:2 113:19

midafternoon (1) 149:8

116:6 120:21 125:14

middle (11) 8:12 78:23

126:3 127:17 145:4,9

medium (6) 10:8 11:8

114:10,14,17 146:2,3

185:12 197:10,11

12:12 13:6 19:21

147:8,19 148:5 155:25

205:1

65:22
meet (5) 72:25 122:16

music (4) 120:17,24

midmay (1) 77:14
midmorning (1) 67:19

84:22 85:1 123:22
must (8) 59:16 89:16
111:3 143:17 155:7,23
186:4 188:14
myself (6) 26:23 47:19

more (39) 2:21 11:4
13:21 14:12 20:4

49:7 69:12 201:8
205:5

103:4 119:3 121:11,12

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

mystery (1) 23:2

London Bridge Inquests

newspaper (2) 33:15

93:9

offering (2) 15:12,22

84:12
N

office (1) 65:10
O

newspapers (2) 37:3
63:5
next (21) 4:18 13:20

officer (29) 13:1,17

Day 20

175:4,13

paradise (3) 15:13

opportunity (25) 30:21
35:10,21 47:1 48:25

17:19 68:24

30:24,24 44:3 57:2,3

paragraph (11) 10:11

57:20 58:19 62:13

11:19 15:23 22:1 23:3

108:3,14 111:7

object (1) 203:3

26:24 27:8,9 35:14

67:11 73:6,10

25:1 96:10 184:10

121:3,9 122:14 126:16

186:23 193:7,18

138:12 140:13 142:24

19:15 62:20 77:7,8

objections (1) 203:4

46:11 52:1 54:2 76:5

75:17,21 84:2 87:2,4

name (37) 50:14

84:18 109:9,17,19

objective (4) 51:1

82:10 84:9 87:1 91:21

93:12 95:16,24 154:21

51:10,12 54:21,22

110:1 136:8 149:10

52:8,17 154:6

157:22,25 160:12,14

165:5,7 174:2 201:2

55:5 79:23

150:11 154:25 162:19

obligation (1) 16:5

163:23 165:19

203:3

80:5,8,12,15 81:20,21

180:5,6,7 196:22

obligations (1) 143:20

166:14,23 167:4

opposed (1) 97:9

91:25 101:14

201:10

observance (2) 118:10

172:25 187:13

opposition (1) 16:6

125:5 197:25 203:21

option (1) 95:20

205:14

110:17,19,22,24

nexus (1) 108:15

111:1,3 112:19,24

nice (2) 60:17,17

observation (1) 52:16

119:8 137:12 150:25

night (4) 70:16 78:23

observe (1) 19:6

140:15 204:10

206:16,17,19,20,22,23

nightclub (1) 112:21

208:6

nights (1) 118:5

named (5) 26:13 37:9
160:11 193:17 203:8

127:22

obsession (6) 13:25
14:20 16:1,20 19:7
48:17

nine (1) 203:25

obtain (1) 119:15

nitra (1) 21:25

obtained (6) 1:18 66:6

namely (1) 171:21

nobody (1) 186:2

68:17 119:2 173:9

names (4) 2:9 122:19

non (1) 204:22

174:11

126:12,24
narrow (1) 96:17
nathaniel (1) 151:2
national (4) 86:21
96:19 151:22 189:7

80:24 85:3 89:5

16:12 17:8,21 20:4

nail (1) 41:16

158:10 160:18,19,21

4:21 12:2 14:18

officers (3) 70:8 85:7
105:10
often (11) 17:12 54:11

orange (2) 15:2,5
order (11) 55:7 82:1

parents (3) 92:1 117:4
137:13

202:17 203:9

paris (1) 18:6

per (1) 4:7

park (6) 26:13 30:15

perfect (1) 34:18

199:7

123:24 125:5 155:17

100:5 110:16,20

30:19 83:9 84:13

111:17,19 178:5

148:21,22
okay (14) 7:19 11:20

158:17 159:19 164:9
165:1 177:16 181:16

84:14 88:14 89:15

158:17 197:20 200:6

perhaps (12) 44:2 63:23
82:12 104:21 142:14

parliamentary (2) 41:4

70:4 83:24 119:19

oh (4) 132:16 142:23

143:18 145:7 146:10

part (15) 10:4 23:13

196:11
period (41) 5:9 6:4,14

95:11 101:2 134:22

12:2 23:25 24:4 25:2

ordinary (3) 10:20,24,24

156:6 163:25 170:4,13

28:5 48:3 50:20 54:10

organisation (19) 65:10

180:5,6,16

59:21 67:15

71:5 93:5 95:23

participant (2)

25:4 29:13,20 47:22

100:3,22 123:2,8

184:19,21

74:3,5,6,7,18,22 75:16
83:11 98:16 113:4

nonactions (1) 177:21

obtaining (1) 58:13

50:22 57:14 58:3

156:8,16 181:15,17

participated (1) 39:3

114:5 115:19 116:14

nonbelievers (2) 14:10

obvious (5) 19:9 54:19

102:21 114:19 128:12

182:10 197:3,3,16

particular (36) 8:23

118:7,9 126:15,19

130:13 132:18

200:3,12 204:19

30:24
none (7) 16:22 17:5,5

55:14 104:10,24
obviously (23) 19:11

old (1) 141:20

organisations (3)

16:9 22:7,8,12,13,22

142:2,18 148:4 157:3

23:9 42:14 44:5 57:2

167:21 168:22 171:22

23:21 80:19 116:4

oldfashioned (1) 9:3

nonnotification (1) 86:9

120:9 126:16,17 128:8

oleary (17) 109:20

orientations (1) 206:6

114:6 151:22 152:8,15

permission (1) 103:23

nor (2) 35:11 206:22

130:10 146:23 149:15

110:1,5,13,17,22

others (4) 9:18 50:24

153:13 157:9 158:1

permits (1) 17:13

normal (2) 62:16 141:14

154:13 155:24 165:20

111:1,16 112:1

159:3,21 161:9,12,24

perpetrate (1) 107:23

normally (1) 164:4

171:25 175:17

137:12,16 140:8,10

ourselves (2) 13:9 199:3

162:15 179:3 181:2

perpetrating (1) 136:17

northern (1) 114:21

179:4,10 181:9 185:21

148:25 149:3,20 209:6

outcome (3) 169:19

184:2 191:14 195:2

person (26) 12:1

156:5 158:2,12,23

notable (1) 12:1

187:18 196:8 198:11

161:8 171:20 179:22

note (2) 162:8 181:25

187:6 189:23 191:19

nothing (20) 7:23 10:20

nationwide (2) 169:23
175:21
natural (3) 46:9 64:17
100:13
nature (12) 100:25

202:24

22:6 32:9 40:6 107:17

occasion (9) 13:22,23
97:22 124:9 159:1

olearys (1) 208:17
once (9) 43:13 46:19

outside (5) 26:5,6 55:25

169:13 170:9 174:11

near (2) 33:24 78:23

35:9,19 67:16 97:20

206:4

204:11,16,19 205:5

nearly (2) 141:22,22

116:15,17 135:16

necessarily (2) 55:6

141:12,13 157:8,10
176:13 186:11 189:24

necessary (2) 84:3
166:24
need (21) 29:13,18

193:23

particularly (10) 12:7

160:7 162:6 167:10,24

186:12 198:13

181:13 183:16

41:6 45:6 48:23 70:25

157:5,7,11 174:9

ongoing (4) 2:16 67:4

103:15 107:19

92:1 115:1 137:14

partner (9) 2:18 8:25

113:3,19 115:18

partners (2) 31:1 63:18

notice (1) 156:3

occur (1) 31:11

online (2) 47:13 103:3

126:14 134:21 136:11

partnership (1) 44:13

notified (13) 2:8,18

occurred (5) 25:12

onto (4) 46:20,21

143:5 181:20

party (1) 144:17

185:12,23

pass (3) 71:17 147:25

167:7 178:22 182:17

66:19 69:17 70:13,21

205:19

66:13 68:7,7 76:18

71:16,23 80:24

86:24 92:6 109:4

notify (2) 3:16 69:22

156:17 188:4,5 192:17

november (5) 18:6 61:2
110:16 115:10 121:14
nowadays (2) 175:9
181:17

occurrence (1) 49:2
oclock (8) 109:17
128:21,22 129:4
130:19 134:8 204:9
208:21
october (14) 7:9 12:22

164:5,23
onwards (3) 51:7,18
128:14

overalls (1) 15:2

183:23

open (1) 173:22

overseas (1) 36:8

passed (9) 68:16 71:11

opened (2) 169:24

overt (2) 42:10 44:16

128:9 148:2 154:15,23

overtly (1) 101:4

155:9 174:3,5

overwhelmed (1) 41:22

operandi (1) 89:13

own (15) 21:6 50:14,15

197:2,6 203:8,20
persona (1) 204:22
personal (2) 34:16
157:18
49:7 86:6 143:19
149:24 190:24 192:13

passage (2) 11:24 201:9

opening (2) 192:3,10

184:12,13 194:22

personally (8) 35:18

overly (1) 5:2

170:5

46:3 56:17 82:2,15
107:18,20 108:7 150:2

52:11 56:15 67:14

74:8 82:16

15:17,18 37:9 45:18

128:16 149:23 150:2

onetime (1) 45:11

192:8

172:21 185:12,15,23

20:24 109:9 111:7,11

107:19 108:25

40:11 48:22 49:9 61:8

78:13 84:7 106:21

over (21) 14:5,15 15:15

197:20 199:9 200:3,20

19:5 27:19 44:20

50:3 57:23 61:22

needed (9) 54:7 64:24

56:6 134:1

69:23 72:20 98:10

oneness (1) 181:23

37:23 44:2,7 48:24

200:16

178:16 179:10
outset (2) 113:11 175:6

160:1 161:12 164:13

197:20

81:5 152:2

omar (1) 37:7

22:17 24:10,10

occasions (9) 83:9 92:5

106:23 200:9,10

206:16
persons (3) 110:3
203:1,2
perspectives (1) 200:1

past (5) 31:10 65:24
93:22 104:7 188:2

pertaining (1) 4:8
philosophies (1) 84:16

191:21 192:16 194:9

nowhere (2) 39:2,4

23:4 25:2 26:11

operating (1) 199:20

79:22 80:5,8,11

pastry (1) 113:16

201:18

nuanced (1) 20:5

27:3,11,12 28:2 29:3

operation (25) 9:18,20

81:20,20 94:14,22

path (1) 20:11

15:11,16 16:3

number (52) 10:15 13:1

117:2 144:17 203:13

10:2,6 14:2,4 18:23

122:21 136:23 157:18

pathway (1) 108:3

50:13,14 51:7,12 52:4

207:24

34:18,22

182:9

patience (1) 202:9

59:5,7,14,16,18 60:1

needs (10) 12:6,8 20:4

phone (41) 13:16

34:11 42:21 105:15

15:20,21 43:10,19

109:8 150:2 187:21

47:5 50:13,19

odd (1) 131:24

64:13,14,15,21,21

owner (1) 45:11

patient (1) 150:4

67:2 77:13,14

200:3

51:8,10,18,20,24

offence (35) 12:25

74:1,15 79:19 83:13

owners (1) 99:7

patterson (42) 1:3,5,8,9

80:10,11,14,16 88:25

nefarious (5) 4:12 34:12

54:13,13 74:11,11

16:23 17:6 20:6 27:9

92:10 108:13 160:19

37:25 49:16 50:10

89:3,5 129:6,9,18,20

80:8 81:21 82:9 87:25

30:7 82:14 154:20

163:24 165:20 167:4

58:15 60:25

131:4,13 132:2 135:13

88:15 90:11,20 91:6

159:7,9,11,12 161:18

183:21

67:18,21,24

148:21 171:12

101:15 102:2 104:14

163:11,21 181:8,9,11

operational (11) 10:17

68:2,13,14 72:11 76:5

177:18,22 185:1

neither (1) 203:20

105:3,22 112:11 152:3

182:15 184:3,6 185:17

24:13,19,23 25:3,18

p2h (3) 8:14 12:15 20:1

77:25 78:6 81:8 85:21

net (3) 73:3 104:5

157:7,11 158:16

186:24,25 187:24,25

59:7 60:1,11 80:10

p2m (3) 10:8,9 12:18

91:21 92:3 109:2,8

phoned (2) 41:21 205:9

194:16

paddy (2) 170:15

186:18,19

phones (3) 50:18 66:6

55:23 98:12 107:15
negative (3) 43:20
104:16 145:6

164:17 167:17 172:1

194:23 196:25

network (3) 3:1,6 84:6

105:18

174:11 175:12 176:18

197:6,8,8 198:1

never (23) 4:6,15 24:21

181:20 182:2,21

199:12,25 200:5

34:18 47:8 52:13

183:11 184:16 191:12

63:12 69:23 95:8

199:19 208:4,4,5

offences (16) 9:22 19:1
89:25 152:20 153:1

operations (4) 14:3,3
62:9 91:16
operators (1) 99:7
opinion (3) 5:2 161:16

104:18,19 120:12

numberplate (1) 76:12

155:21,23,25 156:23

123:20 124:1,2 138:19

numbers (12) 52:24

158:16,23 163:9

opinions (2) 143:23,25
opportunities (14) 19:1

143:11 144:2,5,11

54:19 74:10 77:16

169:20 180:12,18

148:11,13 188:25

80:14,17 89:10 175:18

181:1

newham (1) 185:2

192:6 204:23,24 207:3

news (3) 102:24 128:6

numerous (2) 35:25

205:17

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

offending (3) 12:17
180:25 182:5
offered (1) 135:6

192:12

P

178:20
paid (4) 40:21 85:6

190:4,7,8,11,13,14
192:11 193:16

80:9
photo (3) 14:6 15:3

99:12 170:16

198:2,4,8 201:6

pakistan (3) 36:8

202:16 209:4,12

103:10,18

203:22 205:19 207:3

203:20
photograph (1) 34:4

pause (2) 149:12 199:1

photos (1) 123:11

pay (2) 79:23 101:14

phrase (1) 23:19

203:12 205:18

payment (1) 178:22

physical (1) 71:7

31:21 36:15,22 55:12

206:3,10,12,15,25

peers (1) 90:25

physically (1) 111:8

94:2 95:21 97:25 98:7

207:5,9

penultimate (1) 193:17

pick (4) 34:7 49:17

158:2 166:10 173:22

pakistani (10) 103:19

palace (1) 4:18

people (29) 1:4 2:9,15

76:20 77:2

pancras (1) 68:16

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

London Bridge Inquests

picked (1) 33:25

60:2 62:12 63:18

picks (1) 33:1

72:23 74:12 76:7

picture (7) 70:19 78:19

80:24

practices (1) 118:10

87:6 176:2 192:2

82:5,6,17,19,22,25

pragmatic (2) 87:20

194:16,19

84:13 85:7 87:7 89:18

piece (4) 64:3 65:25

power (2) 170:15
178:20

88:14

prioritise (1) 71:8

153:2 154:16,19,22

pursuing (1) 88:17

77:4,12,19 78:9,12,22

priority (2) 92:10

155:4,7,8,11 156:1,6

purview (1) 44:12

79:5,10,12,15,22

158:19 161:17,25

putting (5) 63:13 72:15

80:5,8,14,19

88:24 150:20 163:8

81:2,12,18,25

108:13
prison (1) 202:16

167:18 174:19 177:9

proactive (8) 33:2 81:11

178:15 182:8,12

90:10 96:14 98:2

pragmatically (1) 90:1

102:2 106:8,12,14,17

136:9,12 153:14

prayed (1) 118:12

156:24

pieces (2) 72:16 164:8

155:18,21 156:11,17

prayer (3) 182:21 183:6

pillars (1) 181:23

158:21 162:8

pin (5) 89:10 174:11

163:4,5,8,9

prayers (1) 118:18

38:13,14 57:23 58:12

164:3,5,15,20 165:3,6

praying (2) 118:19

62:25 64:12 69:6
83:11 107:1 149:19,24

171:9 181:10

175:18 176:18 192:6

207:22

probably (22) 16:21
26:3 33:25 34:9

pyjamas (2) 120:2,3

200:14 201:18

84:2,8 85:12,17
Q

prosecutions (1) 37:6

86:9,15,23

prosecutor (3) 165:5,10
175:7

82:10,20 83:2,8,15,19

87:1,7,11,18
q (910) 1:11,21,25

88:3,7,13,19,21,24

2:3,7,14,23 3:15,24

89:4,7,12,16,22

155:14,23 174:15

4:13 5:7,18,22

90:9,20,22,24 91:4,6,8

191:23

6:6,10,16,21

92:11,16,18,22

7:3,9,13,18,25

93:1,4,11,15,21,25

prosecutors (5) 153:3

pinpoint (1) 145:11

167:10 168:5 169:5

pique (1) 25:19

170:9 171:10

prays (1) 143:22

150:19,21 168:25

pla (4) 21:1 77:25

172:2,20,25 174:25

preaching (1) 182:24

170:25 176:10 190:13

89:24 154:3,18 175:5

8:4,12,20

94:7,12,14,19,22

177:24 179:16,25

preceded (2) 182:21

196:18

185:19 196:7 200:13

9:3,7,10,13,15,19,24

95:1,4,8,14,16,21

78:6,11
placards (1) 182:22

186:1 193:2,9

place (30) 2:7 21:24

194:6,13,14 195:5

33:14 53:11,13 61:1
65:9 77:7,8 79:24

181:3

Day 20

197:24
preceding (1) 110:25

prospect (8) 87:11

problem (1) 144:21

prospective (1) 183:23

10:7,10,15,20

96:1,10,17

problems (3) 203:18

protect (3) 2:21 44:2

11:1,8,14,17,24

97:2,5,8,11,15,22

12:6,12,20

98:6,18,23

13:1,6,9,12,15,19

99:1,3,6,13,19

17:4,8,21

100:3,11,20

prove (2) 54:8 200:2

18:6,19,22,24

101:1,17,24

policing (7) 9:3 44:9,17

precise (2) 51:21 191:22

204:18 207:16

82:11 83:20 84:6,7

precisely (2) 81:5 108:6

procedures (1) 86:11
proceed (5) 28:10 29:6

96:22
protection (2) 4:15

80:3,23 81:23 99:17

political (1) 83:2

precursor (1) 59:1

105:9 111:19 127:25

politics (2) 148:8,11

predated (1) 102:25

155:9 156:2 159:8

poor (1) 206:12

preface (1) 69:6

proceeded (1) 90:16

proved (2) 61:15 200:4

19:5,11,14,20

102:4,7,11,13,17,20,22,24

161:23 165:8 167:6

port (3) 69:17,19 72:2

prefer (1) 150:16

proceeding (1) 193:6

provide (17) 30:12 82:1

20:4,18,23

104:20,23 105:5,14

171:16 172:18 174:1

portions (2) 164:11,13

pregnant (1) 118:7

proceedings (1) 111:9

83:19 89:23 155:18

21:2,7,12,15,18,21

106:2,7,14,17,22

175:23 196:25 203:17

ports (1) 70:8

premises (1) 39:15

process (13) 2:20

156:8,10,11,13,25

22:1,7,12,15,22

107:1,8,18,23 108:1,4

205:7

poses (1) 82:15

preparatory (1) 46:21

21:1,6,9,25 53:1 65:16

180:25 182:11 184:5

23:2,15,18,20,25

112:4,8,11,15,24

places (1) 1:4

posing (1) 61:16

prepared (4) 65:13

72:12 78:11,17 98:3

185:19 188:24,25

24:5,13,17,21,24

113:1,6,8,11,15,17,19,24

plain (5) 18:10,12

position (5) 4:6,22 5:7

165:16 189:14

200:13

25:5,10,16,23

114:3,5,9,12,16,19,23

26:2,5,7,11,16,22

115:1,4,10,13,15,18,21

94:18 95:3 156:15

27:3,7,11,13,20

116:1,3,11,13,16,18,21,23

158:8,15 160:19,20

28:2,6,13,15,19,21,24

117:1,4,6,9,11,15,17,21,24

161:10,15,16 162:1

29:2,10,14,17,24

118:2,5,7,9,12,14,16,20,23

192:23 193:9 194:20
plan (5) 10:12 65:13
79:15 93:2 162:9
planned (3) 13:8 35:13
48:9
planning (21) 3:11 8:14

106:20 166:25

preparing (1) 90:14

positive (2) 33:6 155:10

prepping (1) 59:25

positively (1) 11:2

prescribe (1) 155:20

possession (5) 35:12

presence (6) 11:15,21

71:2,2 80:18 130:6
possibility (7) 11:25

17:6 19:3 20:7

62:22 71:13 86:23

32:4,8,23 37:23 46:21

178:16 183:22 186:24

57:21 58:19 59:22,25

75:23 79:16 164:10

possible (24) 13:22

119:2,5,7,12,15,17,19,21,23,25

206:7

profile (2) 100:14,19

164:1,2,4,15,16

31:4,8,10,14,20,24

120:5,11,13,16,20,23

program (1) 52:23

166:4,17 168:6 173:4

32:6,12,14,17,25

121:2,5,8,10,13,15,17,19,21,25

172:11 176:14 182:19

programme (7) 84:14

185:12 188:19 189:2,4

33:5,9,13,21

122:2,5,7,10,14,18,21,24

183:4 184:9 200:17,18

180:7,9,14 181:2

34:3,13,17,20

123:2,5,7,10,14,18,21,24

203:23

182:1 201:10

35:3,14,22

124:3,6,9,13,16,19,22,24

providers (1) 80:14

36:3,13,19,21

125:2,5,7,10,13,16,18,20,22,25

providing (3) 13:3 90:3

37:3,15,17,20

126:2,5,7,9,14,18,21,24

38:3,11,17,22

127:2,4,6,9,12,15,17,20,22,24

province (1) 199:23

39:2,4,15,18,20,23,25

128:2,4,7,10,12,16,20,24

provision (1) 156:21

40:5,10,15,18,23

129:2,4,8,10,12,14,16,18,20,23

prolonged (1) 116:24

proximity (1) 173:1

41:1,3,12,15,23

130:1,4,7,10,14,19,21,25

prominently (1) 39:6

public (30) 3:4 4:15 5:9

42:3,7,10,13,23

131:3,6,8,13,15,17,20,24

prompt (1) 81:16

9:24 10:20,25 18:11

43:2,5,8,13,25

132:2,4,7,10,12,15,17,19,22,24

propaganda (2)

61:16,24,25 65:22

44:5,11,18,25

133:1,5,8,10,14,17,19,21,24

80:22 82:15 88:4

45:5,9,15,21

134:1,6,8,11,13,15,17,19,22,25

propagandists (1) 15:7

102:24 153:4,7 154:25

46:2,6,11,19,25

135:2,4,7,9,11,14,17,20,23,25

present (10) 77:1 124:2

plans (3) 131:1 132:5

77:5 86:22 92:18 93:6

158:2 175:6 177:14

96:23 100:17 101:25

185:10 191:8

platform (1) 203:2

102:8 104:18 110:7

press (8) 31:16,16

play (1) 101:16

124:3 158:23 178:1,12

37:4,11 38:8 45:9

played (1) 83:8

196:15,16

113:24 123:6

24:6,9 29:25 39:7

169:4

30:1,4,9,12,17,22

48:22 57:20 59:1 71:8

please (41) 13:15,20

produced (2) 166:2

163:4,5

82:13 97:18 186:5

possibly (20) 22:9

83:25

provided (27) 53:20

profession (1) 151:7

15:24 23:21 34:2

pleaded (2) 89:12,14

processes (2) 63:1

12:14 165:2 182:17

60:3 64:9 67:11 77:11

135:9

88:4 98:13 173:19

200:1

presented (6) 154:4

presumably (5) 6:23
24:2,7 134:17 139:2
prevent (8) 43:8

programmes (2) 120:25
145:18
progress (1) 67:21
progressed (3) 54:10
95:24 168:17

provider (3) 51:16,19
54:21

185:16

14:5,8 15:10,15 16:10

43:3,21 45:19,19 49:6

18:4 19:14 21:13

53:23 58:13 66:10

44:1,16 84:14 85:5,13

24:24,25 26:11 49:13

77:11 82:3 89:7

86:17 105:10

50:11 56:4,5,11,16

106:25 107:2 174:11

preventtype (1) 86:3

properly (2) 86:15 154:7

155:2,5,10,14

47:8,16,21,24

136:3,5,8,11,14,17,20,23

84:8,18,20 90:9,12

176:12

previous (7) 41:4 61:1,7

proportionality (1)

193:4,6,20 194:1,19

48:1,5,13,16,21

137:19,22,24

196:25 198:19 200:1

49:3,8,13,15 50:19,23

138:2,5,11,14,17,20,23

51:6 52:7,16,22

139:1,5,9,12,15,19,22,25

158:12

53:3,6,10,14,18

140:2,12,17,20,24

103:2 110:6 112:15

post (2) 25:22 93:10

85:19 179:23 190:23

150:15,25 151:23

postal (2) 175:25 176:3

196:17

154:1 155:1 163:12

postattack (3) 92:15

171:8 177:11
178:19,19 186:21
193:2 196:22 198:20
pleased (1) 39:4
pleasure (1) 16:13
plot (3) 37:8,14 91:3
plugged (1) 192:17
pm (8) 109:23,25
135:25 136:5 150:8,10
184:14 208:22

180:17 183:9
postcode (4)
176:8,17,19,20
postinvestigation (3)
36:10,11 38:15
posture (3) 11:6 50:8
59:4
pot (1) 18:17
potential (17) 3:14
21:16 31:21,24 33:9

previously (5) 78:16

14:17,23

194:25
proportionate (3) 29:8
46:18 195:1

83:16 179:21 193:11

proposition (2) 4:1 17:9

159:6,14,15,16,22

54:2,10,15,18

141:3,8,10,12,14,17,19,22,24

203:25

proprietor (1) 45:11

188:6 190:2

55:3,7,11,14,18,25

142:1,7,10,14,17,20,22,24

publications (1) 189:23

56:4,10,15,21

143:2,5,8,11,14,17,19,23,25

price (1) 129:12

proscribed (12)

prima (1) 199:12

181:14,17 182:10

publics (1) 38:24

57:1,7,12,15,20,25

144:3,6,9,12,14,16,19,21,24

primarily (6) 27:18

197:3,15 199:21,22

published (1) 111:4

58:19 59:1,5,13,19,21

145:3,6,9,11,14,17,19,23,25

200:10,11,24,25 201:1

puppet (2) 41:12,15

60:3,6,8,12,16,20

146:2,4,6,8,10,13,17,21,25

purchase (1) 58:3

61:3,12,16,19,23

147:2,5,7,11,13,18,21

purchased (1) 59:7

62:3,11,20

148:4,8,10,13,15,19,22

purported (1) 171:11

63:2,9,11,17,23

151:3,7,9,12,16,19,25

purpose (8) 4:12

64:5,23 65:5,11,20,24

152:6,10,14,23

5:1,6,16 6:2 7:24 51:4

66:3,6,10,13,15,17,21,24

153:2,6,10

98:12

67:4,7 68:20

154:1,5,10,15,20,25

69:5,8,10,14,23

155:8,13,17

70:1,10,15,25

156:2,10,17,20

71:13,20,25

157:2,7,11,17,20

72:10,13,23

158:4,13,25

73:2,6,10,14,16,21

159:9,15,21

152:19 153:1 155:21
161:17 172:3
primary (6) 43:9,15
103:6,23 154:17
183:25

162:15
prosecute (4) 49:1
88:10 200:16 201:3

36:23 37:5 38:3,7 87:2

pointed (2) 92:23

97:11 101:9 108:8

42:3 48:21 52:17

171:6 188:2,22 191:20

163:9 166:10 182:4

71:20 81:12 82:20

194:22 197:9,19

points (3) 16:21 88:25
110:13

196:23
potentially (13) 44:19

principle (8) 16:5 41:23

prosecutable (2) 21:20

pocket (1) 148:20
105:21

publication (9) 110:22

prior (18) 38:16 47:4
52:5,7 56:25 57:18,24

prosecuted (8) 17:22

prosecuting (2) 152:25
179:21

97:21 107:15
pursue (3) 168:1 169:14

police (74) 2:8 7:11 8:5

71:2 107:10 161:24

58:21,24 59:18,24

9:9 23:5 24:6,10,25

177:7 179:14 187:18

69:7 76:24 86:5

22:3,10 23:6,11,17

38:11,11,20 44:12

191:4 192:19,20

116:6,7 145:9 192:22

33:9 34:22 37:5,8

166:11 167:22 179:9

74:2,13,17,25

160:4,10,23

50:6,15 51:24 53:1

194:10 198:14 201:3

45:22 151:8,15 152:7

190:25 192:18

75:4,9,16,19,24

161:1,6,8,11,19

priorities (1) 63:10

prosecution (35) 21:16

pursuance (4) 3:10 96:8

172:15
pursued (6) 33:10

76:8,10,20,25

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

London Bridge Inquests

162:4,8,11,14,19,22

122:3,10,14 123:7

reengage (1) 11:12

189:6 192:8 195:5

163:1,3,11,23

124:7 125:2,13 126:9

23:2,20 27:7 30:4

reengaged (1) 11:9

205:20

164:7,19

127:6 128:2,12,20

31:12 32:20 42:17

reengagement (1)

165:4,10,14,25

130:8,15 132:8

47:22 53:9,10

166:6,11

133:8,24 137:17

55:9,20,21 59:20

reengaging (1) 26:4

124:7 137:16 142:11

93:18 102:24

167:1,8,13,21

138:5,8,11,14 139:1,6

71:24 85:17 88:1,22

refer (12) 111:18

143:5,11 144:9,25

138:11,14

168:9,21 169:7,13,20

140:15 203:10,13,14

107:9 111:10 129:2

112:13 115:21 120:16

170:4,13,20,24

204:18,25

135:2 151:23 204:3

121:5 122:2 124:9

171:4,8,17 172:14,20

205:1,2,4,5,9,14,18,21,25 reasonable (13) 33:10

173:12,21,24 174:6

206:9,10,17,18,23

35:1 46:12 54:2

175:7,15 176:4,6,25

207:1,3,6,17,19,20,22,25

74:4,18 106:10 154:6

177:3,7,11

208:3

179:12 197:1,12

23:20 84:20 189:20

198:17 200:5

193:3 194:2,15

178:1,9,12,19

rachids (6) 114:9 118:9

179:6,13,15

122:24 206:11

180:2,5,9,16,20,23

207:10,12

181:2,6 182:11,19
183:9,16,19,21

radical (3) 94:15,23
199:19

reason (25) 3:16

Day 20

reasons (20) 3:15 26:3

12:13

125:10 148:5 151:17
163:7,12
reference (9) 16:17

199:3,4

relationship (14) 107:14
113:8,10,11 114:6

146:21 206:4
relatively (8) 87:21 90:2

request (10) 61:4 65:5

62:23,24 161:1

156:18 161:2

relevance (3) 13:2

165:11,14,15 166:20

27:20 154:12
relevant (20) 48:22

referred (4) 22:24 87:15

158:11 164:11,21

requesting (1) 164:9

168:7 177:7 184:5

require (2) 112:15

187:21 194:21 196:2
197:12,22 198:8,11,13

187:5,8,17,25

radicalisers (1) 108:2

reassessed (1) 25:9

188:2,9,13,17,22

radicalising (4) 61:13

reassurance (1) 79:20

66:11 90:18 91:2

recall (17) 1:23 22:17

190:1,20

radicalism (1) 18:15

41:2 74:22 118:17

191:1,5,15,21

rahman (1) 45:5

119:5 121:13,25

192:2,15,23

raiding (1) 185:1

128:2,14 131:3 132:4

193:2,9,20 194:3,6,20

railway (2) 3:1,2

158:10 160:10,18,20

195:7,10,14,21,24

raised (7) 41:3,5 62:22

189:15

196:3,6,15,20,22

63:21 103:17 109:2
154:13

qc (11) 1:8 38:18
111:24 150:24 186:18

ran (3) 36:7 39:23
103:10

question (14) 21:8

69:15 80:10 88:5

37:21 38:3,13 49:17

101:3 149:25 193:5

61:22 62:25 76:3

rationale (1) 61:9

78:12 81:4 98:11

reached (8) 3:9 11:18

137:5 151:20 181:16

reactive (1) 32:25

137:2,11,13 140:7,12

58:5 63:4 149:17

148:24,25 150:24

168:15 186:15 193:24

151:3,5 155:13

202:13,19,21 203:4,7

186:17,18 201:7 202:7

209:14

209:4,5,7,8,9,11,12,13
quick (1) 135:12

reading (3) 177:13
194:13 199:1

resource (5) 50:8 60:14

rightfully (1) 108:10

regard (2) 138:15

relying (1) 66:21

received (9) 27:14
84:13,15 85:23 86:18
89:15 101:22 169:25
170:10

recent (3) 37:7 66:10
80:20
recently (3) 61:12
66:6,13
reception (1) 34:5
recipient (5) 8:24
187:10 188:3,6,15

188:9,11
recognised (6) 13:2
16:5 19:16 29:19
62:12 171:20

181:21 185:23 189:24
quote (2) 85:15,19
R

realistic (11) 34:3 59:19

remaining (2) 167:17
173:22

resources (24) 29:8

rings (1) 11:1

63:10,14,24 64:6,24

ripple (3) 51:22,23

65:1,2 72:19

90:22

regards (2) 15:13 206:6

remand (1) 180:2

83:3,8,17,18,20

region (1) 1:13

remanded (2) 87:22

84:3,4,5,7 87:24

registered (8) 50:14
51:10,20 80:8,11,15
81:21 208:5
regular (3) 6:11 34:6
67:1

179:19
remember (16) 114:21
122:12 128:8,16 130:9
135:14 148:1,1,2,3

rise (3) 111:15 137:24

99:20,24
resourcewise (1) 87:24

5:11,12,22,23 9:24

resourcing (2) 65:8

10:8,8 11:6,8 12:13

83:22

13:6 16:24 17:25

respect (8) 67:17 94:13

regularly (13) 6:7 7:13

206:17,18 207:19

157:17 160:2 169:9

8:1 31:6 33:15,17

remind (3) 13:9 199:3

72:1 75:10 118:12
125:2

205:19
reminder (2) 80:20
111:23

200:4
risk (23) 4:23

189:16,19 203:22

40:12 42:11 66:24

ring (2) 71:15 101:5

59:4 61:4,19

172:13 175:20 191:13
respond (3) 33:1 132:22
136:3

18:10,18 19:21 20:16
59:3 61:16 63:13
65:22 82:14
riskassessed (2) 3:8
96:9

response (7) 11:7 15:20

road (3) 51:14,23 90:22

16:21 135:23 148:19

robert (1) 151:2

172:14,20

rocketpropelled (1)

recollection (6) 132:17

rejected (1) 135:24

81:14,19

134:9 158:6 159:11

relate (1) 50:24

rented (1) 79:23

172:24 173:11

related (9) 50:24 101:18

repeat (2) 51:18 52:11

recommended (1)

153:1 161:8,12 166:8

repeated (5) 13:24 51:8

173:23
reconsider (1) 13:6
recorded (4) 164:14

206:20,22,23

203:9

179:19

rental (5) 80:19,21,25

real (13) 17:24 18:10
82:10,14 104:4 205:13

regarding (2) 167:16

remained (3) 5:8 65:21

186:25 196:23
rights (1) 119:2

rent (1) 81:16

quite (14) 17:19 49:6

165:1 168:22 179:8

143:20

82:7,19

rightly (3) 107:20

reins (2) 135:18 136:1

record (1) 179:23

106:5 139:19 158:22

regarded (3) 139:5,6

remain (1) 204:4

resourceintensive (2)

regulated (1) 204:9

ready (1) 131:10
19:7 44:6 46:25 66:7

207:17

61:21 64:10 83:1

147:14

recognition (1) 76:12

quickly (2) 58:23 100:9
82:6 83:24 96:17

rigby (3) 115:23 139:3

rely (1) 22:18

reaction (2) 136:23

read (14) 9:10 23:24

resided (2) 138:6 172:4

66:17,20
rifles (1) 15:1

reluctantly (1) 111:15

questioning (1) 92:3

111:24 112:4,6 121:21

religious (7) 114:7

44:25 85:8 195:21

47:12 48:2,7,11

refute (1) 42:17

recklessness (2)

108:20,22 110:12

research (4) 14:21

refusing (2) 72:17 86:23

86:4,6 132:19

86:15 87:25 158:5
140:3

143:21 206:2

receive (5) 2:14 33:6

questioned (1) 133:3

reactivated (1) 74:21

rhetoric (8) 17:1,18

riggs (2) 38:14 184:10

reckless (1) 188:7

27:8 91:22,24,25

195:10
requires (2) 34:12 154:2

residual (1) 62:18

22:5 24:21 78:11

questions (36) 1:8,15

170:2,11,17

revisiting (1) 12:12

118:17,21 137:20
religions (1) 143:23

62:23,24 106:1

191:9 194:17,21

137:25 206:6

129:20 176:11

44:14 50:3 51:21 64:7

refunded (4) 90:4

165:17 186:4 187:3

revisited (4) 43:23

refused (1) 135:23

range (1) 10:18
rather (12) 20:19 37:22

173:10

religion (6) 113:17

71:18

required (8) 155:4

recategorise (1) 11:8

209:4,7,11,12,13

quarter (1) 130:22

refund (3) 163:19 172:8

175:24

38:19,20 93:10
revisit (3) 12:22 19:20

residence (1) 119:2

receiving (3) 87:22

quality (1) 158:21

reflecting (1) 35:17

200:17
relieved (1) 202:17

169:2,17 177:14
reviews (5) 35:25 37:1

117:9 118:9,10 127:22

rang (1) 131:4
rasheed (2) 112:20,24

160:13 196:10

178:3,5,9

refuse (1) 72:13

201:7
qualified (1) 162:4

reflected (3) 70:16

reviewing (6) 162:22
165:19 168:10

64:6 67:7 74:14 75:2

reflect (1) 162:2

205:10

167:2 172:16
requested (4) 168:16

49:18,21 50:1 86:18

referring (2) 25:20 59:6

201:2,13,17,21

175:9,10

references (1) 48:16
128:7 152:10

163:3 165:5,25 166:1

169:13 171:22
released (2) 115:4,5

189:18 190:3,6

ramadan (2) 118:19

68:2 98:14 157:14

represent (4) 30:20

167:5,23 196:14

150:21 151:22 155:10

200:15,24

review (12) 25:1 62:11

45:20 46:10 61:21
81:2 88:4,5,6 142:17

revealed (1) 66:22

reviewed (6) 22:4

radicalise (1) 44:19

rally (1) 182:20

reveal (1) 180:25

reports (6) 31:17 38:8

represents (1) 199:17

radicalisation (2) 44:3,7

198:13,15,20 199:3,25

returning (1) 204:3

177:12,18

92:4,24 100:9 102:14

186:6,10

197:6,10,12,22

returned (1) 129:4

111:12 113:24 172:9

88:17 111:15 140:20

184:2,8 185:15,20

189:5,10,13,16,21

reporting (7) 37:16 85:9

171:10 177:12 188:24
relating (2) 181:22
183:14
relation (57) 21:21

52:3 54:19 77:15
repeatedly (3) 8:20
18:2 74:10
replaced (1) 51:13

responsibility (8) 44:12
53:24 54:7 62:9 74:15
98:9 139:6 152:16
responsible (4) 152:7,11
172:18 176:10

84:24 151:12
152:15,24 165:10
room (3) 111:8

rest (2) 131:1 182:11
restaurant (2)

123:19,24
round (4) 70:5 129:17

205:11,15

142:25 203:23

177:19,22 198:21

39:11 53:15 65:21

replied (1) 203:16

resting (1) 139:7

recording (5) 16:13

85:25 86:2,11 87:9

reply (2) 128:10 135:12

restriction (1) 111:20

91:12 95:10 97:11

report (35) 6:16,17

result (7) 5:23 30:16

27:7,10 28:16 56:22

103:12
role (7) 8:23 73:21

route (7) 69:13,18
70:17 71:11 72:21
73:2 109:4

records (2) 8:5 49:11

98:6 106:3,14,17

10:10,14 11:19 14:17

60:6 87:11 89:24

recruitment (1) 14:14

111:17 144:14 147:14

22:1,25 23:3 28:6

154:3,18 175:5 185:19

red (5) 24:20 126:3

153:13 157:12,23

29:5,22 35:7 36:1,2

resulted (1) 91:8

rowley (2) 85:15,22

158:17,19 161:3,21

37:4,4 38:23 57:7

resume (1) 73:16

rubbish (2) 116:12

resumption (3) 73:17

196:7 200:13

133:24 134:1 205:6

37:18 87:22 110:2

routing (1) 70:21

166:11,13

row (1) 124:10

realistically (1) 45:18

redeploying (1) 63:24

162:11,20 164:18

85:2,16 86:4 89:19,21

rachad (1) 54:22

reality (1) 89:22

redouane (20) 33:22

165:11 166:15,18,20

96:10 160:16

rachid (79) 51:9 54:22

really (9) 9:25 16:21

51:9 52:6 53:15

172:3,8,16,22,24

163:5,11,14,22

retrieve (1) 53:2

rules (1) 202:23

70:4 72:4,24 73:8

63:3 64:22 70:25

54:22,22 56:6 57:8

173:6,20 174:22

164:3,14,22 184:11

retrieved (1) 201:24

run (4) 5:11,22 36:6

112:9,17 113:11

146:19 148:1 169:6

73:8 76:14,21,25

176:7,17 178:20

186:23

retrieving (1) 202:1

114:6,19 115:10,18,24

172:17

77:5,13 78:4 112:9,17

180:13,15 181:10,24

140:15 203:10,13

182:4,15 183:6

84:12 89:18 107:8

185:17,24 187:19

163:18 169:25 201:21

116:3,4,6,18

rearrange (1) 149:9

117:12,17,24 118:23

rearranging (1) 149:18

redouanes (1) 51:10

reported (8) 45:9 51:24

74:3 79:13

retrospective (1) 74:25
return (3) 103:22 119:7
123:11

139:13
rudd (1) 38:18

104:6
running (4) 37:9,22
40:2 100:5
runs (2) 100:21 157:2

119:12,17 121:10,22

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

S

London Bridge Inquests

searches (1) 104:9
seat (4) 110:6 134:4,6

saad (4) 84:11,12,20
86:2

150:15
second (9) 26:1 58:11

sacrifice (1) 16:15

60:12 64:19 80:11

saeed (9) 183:16

117:11 170:4 193:7

184:12,16,19
185:4,6,23 186:4,6
safe (1) 188:14
safeguarding (1) 44:15
saga (1) 86:9
sajeel (10) 37:9 39:18
45:7,18 46:20 101:10
103:1,9 106:24 107:7

203:10
secondincommand (1)
14:19
secondly (3) 17:1 75:21
184:16
secretary (4) 38:18
61:23,25 65:6
secretly (2) 122:14,16

sake (1) 111:16

section (13) 110:20

salah (2) 18:5,6

159:12 161:18,25

same (22) 22:5 34:4,5

181:11 182:8 183:5

42:5 45:6 49:10 57:8

184:7 185:18 188:2

79:2 90:15 123:19

196:24 199:13 200:13

145:19 161:3,12,14

sector (1) 96:2

171:16 177:17 182:1

security (18) 10:17

200:23,23 207:22

24:13,20,23 25:3,18

208:4,16

81:2 82:4,17 86:21

santander (3) 170:5
176:7,8
satisfy (1) 191:21
saturday (3) 79:5
130:15,21
saw (16) 6:4 12:20

95:6 96:2,20,20,21
103:21 151:22 189:7
see (45) 7:3 9:4 10:18

166:23 175:7
sense (4) 81:15 97:17
187:8 194:24
sensitivity (3) 189:17
190:3,6
sent (10) 3:5 69:1,3

should (28) 2:5 4:15,22

Day 20

sits (1) 12:18

space (2) 13:4 100:23

17:22 20:7,8 22:20

situation (1) 96:25

spade (1) 15:4

38:2 46:13 50:5 54:3

situations (2) 29:19

speak (6) 47:25 48:12

55:3 62:12 65:11
69:6,8 70:13 98:23

82:23
six (11) 28:15,24

99:3 104:5 108:7

29:1,10,14,17 116:5

132:12 135:25 136:2,3

110:21 160:15,19

140:12 186:20

175:22 176:18 184:24

194:20,22 199:8 202:1

197:10,11

sentence (1) 87:23
sentences (1) 91:9
sentiments (2)
199:22,23
separate (3) 152:18
164:12 174:9
september (6) 7:9 10:7
94:5 116:18 118:23
207:24
sergeant (3) 13:19
166:23 173:7
series (3) 155:13 178:7
196:9
serious (5) 64:9 91:8
154:20 155:24 156:15
service (13) 35:8
51:16,19 54:20 80:14

shouldnt (4) 17:22
131:21 171:6 199:9

164:17,17

62:2 76:18 206:12,13
speaking (3) 15:25
75:25 203:14
special (6) 110:2 151:13
152:14,17 208:11,14

sixmonth (7) 27:20

specialist (1) 152:12

28:1,3,7,11 30:1,2

specific (11) 22:8,10

4:18 5:10,20 49:4
68:16 133:11,22
30:2
stay (3) 15:14 123:24
204:4
stayed (2) 115:13 205:2

shouted (1) 182:22

skills (1) 83:25

43:18 158:9,19

staying (1) 116:21

show (15) 16:19

slightly (4) 64:12

162:1,2 163:7 166:7

step (2) 20:11 24:14

189:20,22

steps (8) 3:16 4:5

17:18,18 20:7,8 30:18

153:17 163:22 182:20

34:4 37:3 56:5 145:24

slip (1) 104:5

146:15 147:7 178:25

slogans (1) 182:22

19:11 182:25

188:4,5

slower (1) 153:17

specifics (1) 7:1

showed (7) 30:19

specifically (3) 3:1

10:12,21 11:2 33:6
75:24 76:6
still (24) 8:13,14 12:19

small (1) 205:6

spectrum (1) 17:2

15:15 16:3 19:20 28:5

76:11,12 102:25

smoke (1) 143:22

speculative (2) 34:2

34:10 44:10 54:15

170:20 176:15 180:11

so15 (6) 84:4 95:6

showing (6) 13:24
14:9,16,20 16:13
147:4

107:2

61:16 67:4 70:10

157:22,25 180:16

speech (3) 192:3,3,10

73:24 75:1,4,5,10

184:8

spent (3) 35:17,17

77:15 100:9 119:24

socalled (1) 189:10

103:18

192:14 208:4,5

shown (2) 89:12 180:18

socialise (1) 142:22

shows (3) 17:5 51:7

soil (1) 92:19

124:19,24 125:2,22

sois (1) 17:3

147:23

200:22

split (7) 120:21 122:15

sole (1) 71:17

11:19 13:12 17:2

156:1,7,11 157:15

side (2) 2:21 98:13

solely (2) 182:9 199:23

105:10,10 131:7

20:13,14,15,20 21:2

174:19

sidique (3) 37:11 45:24

solicitor (1) 151:8

136:12 183:2

103:14

somebody (14) 10:16

stills (2) 56:5 59:8
stolen (3) 89:17 131:25
192:7

siblings (1) 117:4

services (3) 82:17 95:6

station (10) 1:19,22 3:2

statutory (3) 27:20 28:1

82:5 151:8,15

22:25 23:18 29:13

statements (3) 112:11

spoke (8) 8:20,21 70:2

stop (7) 69:18,19 72:2
97:19 207:6,8,11
stopped (2) 93:23

spread (1) 105:18

114:20

122:5 125:2 128:12

39:5 41:10 43:14

132:4 134:6,11 148:15

52:23 54:4

172:10 176:2,13

56:4,13,19,20 75:19

103:1,23 104:11

7:22,25 8:8 12:18 32:3

72:2 99:4 104:5

195:22 206:4 207:5,6

76:6 85:4 108:20

155:20 166:13 168:3

42:19 47:4 52:20

140:21 181:13 187:9

staff (1) 83:24

strength (1) 174:21

116:19 127:11 128:5

171:4 184:9 194:14

53:24 55:2,16 73:8,11

199:17

stage (52) 1:23

strengths (1) 166:4

saying (25) 4:21 7:4,6

103:22
set (12) 9:15 84:16,25

sign (1) 117:9

12:8 18:10 41:24

st (1) 68:16

strategic (2) 9:13 55:11

significance (19)

45:23 65:21 69:16

stabilising (3) 3:20 6:3

strategies (1) 31:20

96:15

street (1) 78:25

9:25 15:20 37:4 47:19

130:7,12 133:8 134:3

sets (2) 103:5 163:6

77:17 99:15,21 111:11

somehow (1) 203:18

2:4,24,25 7:5 9:9,22

stress (1) 137:17

48:14 65:25 68:21

140:8 148:22 157:4,7

setting (3) 53:18 78:23

173:8 179:10

someone (11) 5:5

16:17 21:15 24:14

stretch (1) 191:5

72:5,18,24 75:22,25

177:24 181:2 193:7,8

12:16,18 20:2 99:5

27:1 28:4 36:23 39:2,4

strikes (4) 198:22,24

93:15 131:6 132:10

198:20,24,25

182:14 192:16 197:24

seeing (6) 18:25 24:18

198:9,21 203:16

123:25 126:21 135:10

208:14

207:11

scaling (4) 63:9,11,24
83:9

seek (3) 160:15 172:1
180:2

96:21

significant (44) 8:18,19

seven (2) 188:17,19

18:3 24:22 25:12 29:5

108:12 130:2,5 140:25

52:1 53:13 54:11 55:2

several (1) 43:5

30:20 33:19 35:10

163:16 175:24

56:11 60:4 61:5 74:9

strong (2) 190:21 191:1

shahada (3) 181:22

39:7 40:6,7 41:11,19

75:6 77:14,20 79:12

stronger (1) 192:18

42:22 46:21 48:24

2:3,12,20 3:12

81:25 86:4

strongest (1) 92:18

shaheed (1) 103:16

49:19,22 50:3 54:17

25:5,7,8 31:15 45:12

153:6,7,10,11,11,23

struck (3) 124:11

shahid (10) 37:9

57:5 61:10 64:15

49:4,6 56:1,24 59:14

154:15,17,25,25

197:19 198:16

something (45) 1:12,25

199:6,9

179:11,13

scenario (1) 162:18

seeker (1) 14:2

39:14,18 45:7,18

67:12 69:22 70:20

66:18 68:3,4 71:14

155:2,3,9 158:4,7

struggling (1) 82:12

scene (1) 14:7

seeking (8) 1:24 24:6

46:20 101:10 103:1,9

72:8 73:11 74:23,23

73:3 75:6 77:1,3,21

164:9 169:8 171:6,19

subject (23) 2:16 5:13

106:24

75:13 77:10 83:8

78:25 79:4 81:22

173:17 174:16 181:2

9:8 23:1 65:24 87:17

shallow (1) 206:2

92:12,16 94:10 96:7

83:21 85:9 89:17 90:7

193:4

93:6,9 98:14 110:2,23

school (37)
43:3,9,9,15,16,22,23

36:21 58:12 93:4
96:20 157:23 163:4

44:24,25

seem (1) 117:6

shape (1) 111:12

99:25 106:9,11 147:23

92:14 94:3 98:20

stages (1) 153:6

116:1 159:7 160:23

45:1,11,16,16

seemed (1) 149:19

share (2) 30:25 206:11

157:3 179:8

99:25 126:5 137:1

standing (3) 150:17

161:21,22 170:7

46:7,13,19 47:5,9 91:2

seems (3) 8:12 18:2

shared (15) 13:4

101:19,21
102:14,14,18,25

139:5
seen (23) 3:20 5:15 6:3

15:20,21 16:23 18:21

sim (1) 51:13

138:8 140:22 141:1

similar (10) 89:13

148:15 198:6,6 206:9

19:19 21:11 24:7,10

111:20 159:4 171:23

sometimes (8) 51:11

103:1,6,23

25:17 26:23 30:14

31:1 40:23 48:11 70:9

177:15 187:14 189:24

119:25 120:17 123:10

104:6,9,10,11,18,20,22,25

43:22 65:5 98:15

126:1 184:23

191:19 192:10 203:18

125:7,10 126:2 202:20

106:15

139:20 145:24 183:7

sharia (1) 183:2

187:12,14

sharing (1) 41:5

43:10,14,19 47:6

191:12,15,18

shift (4) 96:11,13,18

101:25

193:10,11 194:3

102:3,8,10,13,23

197:20 199:2,15

schools (22)

97:8
shifting (1) 53:23

104:15,17,21,22,24

seize (1) 71:6

shocked (1) 136:25

105:3,6,7,22,23,25

seized (4) 12:21 19:19

shocking (1) 62:20

107:4

50:18 68:15

similarly (2) 97:11
200:22
since (5) 34:13 58:10
95:8 113:10 204:23
single (6) 42:10 54:12
93:20 200:9,9,11
sir (24) 27:24 44:10,22

shop (2) 33:15 130:2

48:8 68:6 92:14

science (1) 98:1

selfcontained (1) 23:15

short (17) 55:7 68:2,11

104:21 107:25 109:15

scotland (1) 114:20

selfreflection (2) 34:16

91:15 100:22 137:8

110:1,12 111:15 149:7

149:16 150:9 156:3

150:2,14,17 171:9,20

160:13 161:10 168:22

190:3 202:12,22

171:22 181:10

204:13 208:7,9

screen (8) 13:12,21
56:4,10 103:2
182:18,19 198:20

36:25
sell (5) 129:9,17 130:3
131:18,19

screenshots (1) 14:13

selling (1) 129:11

scroll (6) 14:1,7 15:10

semantics (1) 10:3

shorter (1) 68:8

send (2) 15:13 160:11

shortly (7) 84:11 90:9

56:10 84:20 90:12

193:7,18 202:13

sit (6) 32:25 33:5 67:23
68:8 109:17 150:16

somewhere (4) 18:19
49:24 63:21 98:22
son (3) 39:20 206:5,21
sophie (1) 45:5
sort (10) 8:24 48:13
53:7 83:3 100:21
108:7 116:16 117:6
159:9 191:11
sorts (3) 29:18 44:8
82:22
sought (9) 156:14

196:12 208:14

100:11 137:5 150:18

subjects (1) 62:19

151:9

submit (1) 160:15

started (6) 11:12 24:18
113:3 145:14 151:10
204:18

submitted (3) 22:18
165:15 171:10
subsequent (6) 18:18

starting (4) 22:11 113:8
114:5 176:5

20:16 31:2 166:14
177:24 187:15

stated (5) 23:3 25:1

subsequently (9) 13:5

51:1 163:14 175:17

16:25 22:5 25:21

statement (40) 6:25 7:3

92:14 93:19 95:10

21:24 24:1 57:13
112:20 115:21,23
119:25 120:16 121:5

180:1 188:20
substance (2) 93:11
138:20
substantial (1) 104:6

157:21 161:8,11

125:10 128:21 130:10

successful (1) 22:2

162:23 163:1 191:10

131:3,17,20 132:15

successfully (3) 23:6,11

195:1 196:17

133:14 134:2 135:20

81:18

sound (1) 6:24

144:16 148:16 149:16

suffice (1) 159:2

151:16 163:12 167:2

sufficiency (1) 193:5

168:9 180:5

sufficient (8) 82:22

site (12) 76:11 88:24

sounds (5) 2:20 30:9

sender (1) 188:5

119:7 128:22 130:22

164:18 166:8,16

83:11 97:2 139:19

scuffle (3) 30:15,16,19

sending (1) 115:7

131:3 204:18

171:7,10,13

search (2) 100:18

senior (3) 163:23

172:3,7,24 195:14

183:13 187:3,18 191:3

start (6) 10:16 46:19

122:2 123:10 124:9

scrutiny (1) 93:6

shot (2) 15:6 190:12

192:2 207:6

source (4) 31:24 104:11
137:17,20

202:13,19,21,22,24

87:19 88:8,10,11

203:6,8 208:7

155:6 188:13 200:12

102:20

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

sufficiently (1) 87:14
suggest (30) 4:11,25
6:1 12:16 14:21 30:23

London Bridge Inquests

96:19

telling (2) 153:23

suspects (5) 2:15 18:8
81:13 83:11 154:21

32:22 34:11 36:7

suspend (1) 65:20

44:23,23 46:25 48:8

suspended (5) 60:13

53:16 55:1,22 64:7

61:8,21 64:6,25

Day 20

111:6,22,23 126:2

thousands (1) 61:17

137:2,3 140:6 148:24

threat (2) 78:19 96:19

todays (1) 63:4

trial (3) 37:8,8 192:11

tells (1) 20:23

149:2,4,6,18

three (24) 18:7 27:4,23

together (14) 56:15

tried (4) 90:17 130:3

temporary (4) 62:8,15

150:5,19,22 151:18

28:2,7,19 55:25 59:13

71:14 72:15,16 78:22

152:23 153:22 180:16

76:23 77:8 78:22 85:1

117:25

trip (2) 76:11,12

184:25

63:7 64:18

123:5 137:15 208:9

triage (1) 165:16

146:15 208:2

tenant (1) 39:15

186:16,19 198:5

145:3,9 152:18 163:15

142:4,10,14,18,22

trips (2) 126:18,22

67:7 80:11 96:7

suspending (1) 61:10

tendencies (1) 124:16

201:6,12 202:6,8,8,10

167:9 171:23,24

146:25 204:5 205:11

troops (1) 103:10

97:16,20 98:16 99:16

suspension (10) 61:7,19

tentative (2) 201:14,21

208:8,10,18

174:8,9,10 186:22

62:8,8,15 63:7,13

terabytes (1) 71:6

thanked (1) 150:3

149:7 153:16 193:24

64:18 67:8 74:19

term (3) 9:21 31:15

thanking (1) 15:19

threshold (2) 82:6 87:25

25:10 26:5,11 30:4,5

true (1) 184:2

thats (90) 2:11 6:20

20:18,19 22:1 42:13

suspensions (2) 52:1,7
suspicion (6) 26:13

44:25 46:11,12 47:3

53:18 197:13 198:17

66:6 82:20 88:3

200:5 206:19

156:13
termed (3) 51:11 78:7
158:18
terms (29) 7:1 21:10

11:9 18:20 21:3 24:1

troubling (2) 12:20

106:10,23 107:14
suggested (22) 5:16

203:9

told (59) 1:16 3:15 10:8

16:20

throat (1) 16:14

31:5,20 36:14

trumped (1) 4:15

10:14 11:11,18 13:21

through (33) 13:19

39:5,9,10,13 40:10

try (14) 1:5,14 31:24

17:15 20:11,19 23:19

22:16 38:22 39:21

43:2,25 44:5 45:9 47:9

51:1 52:18 53:7 61:5

26:7,10 27:6 32:16

69:19 70:23,24

50:23 51:17 54:10

75:21,24 129:17
131:19 145:24 185:8

96:13,18 102:9 167:15

suspicions (1) 205:20

32:3 35:8 38:24 50:8

38:13 44:11 45:25

71:4,5,7,9,10

55:25 57:7 58:1 64:5

172:23 176:9 177:18

suspicious (6) 25:19

73:5 75:2,18 77:10

46:22 47:21 48:5

72:11,19,21 73:3

65:12 66:18 68:14

52:14 171:25 185:24

80:19 83:13 87:20

54:19 57:4,12,15 58:1

80:17 93:23 100:16

70:1 77:19 79:5 83:8

195:18 197:2

88:18 90:3,25 92:12

59:12 60:15 61:22

104:5,9 109:4 111:9

85:24 88:7 94:14

99:15,22 103:16

62:14,25 64:11 65:23

121:22 122:10 160:1

127:10 129:25

105:17 107:6 109:17

66:2,16 67:3 69:3,5,20

165:22 173:14,24

131:11,17 139:14

tunisia (2) 18:7 203:16

174:3,4 201:24 203:1

147:21 160:10 173:12

turn (1) 121:4

187:5 193:13

turned (3) 116:9 129:17

190:20 196:3,9
suggesting (5) 53:21
66:3 81:10 113:25
194:23
suggestion (9) 20:4

swimming (3) 76:16
126:18,21
switch (1) 131:21

166:7,8 168:13 183:1

77:1 88:7 89:2,14,19

switched (1) 205:21

190:16 199:25

90:1 92:7,8,25 93:9

105:25 175:21 191:1

symbol (2) 181:6,6

terrible (4) 128:7,8

94:12 96:24 100:2

5:19 10:16 91:16,17

203:15,23,24 205:20

194:6 199:11

syria (4) 198:25

106:5,16 107:22

93:8 98:15 141:15

206:10,18 207:8

144:9,10,24 148:4

tomorrow (3) 135:10

suggests (7) 19:23 20:2
23:21 24:10 33:14
69:15 194:3
suicide (4) 14:11,17

199:9,20 200:21

terrifying (1) 3:4

113:12 122:21 123:22

territory (1) 58:23

128:13 131:23 132:15

thrown (1) 178:2

163:6 164:5,5,24

terror (3) 4:16 5:7 81:13

144:19 152:9,13

thursday (4) 79:10

165:22,24 176:1,9

terrorism (37) 2:8 9:25

153:5,25 154:4 156:10

system (10) 21:23 65:3

16:2 189:13
T

suit (1) 127:11
summarise (3) 153:10
155:1 163:11
summarised (2) 13:19
163:21
summarising (2)
159:18,19
summary (9) 159:16
163:6 164:11,13

ties (1) 117:22

44:8,17 63:18 80:24

167:10,20 168:2

time (135) 1:17 2:7

tonne (1) 81:19

type (9) 96:5 158:22
159:3,4,25 177:15

too (3) 17:9 138:15
148:13

189:24,25 190:2
types (2) 8:17 156:15

173:10 177:6,10 178:3

5:8,13,19 6:10 7:23

181:5 187:7

8:11 11:12,21,24

88:9,11 93:7 95:9

tailored (2) 20:23,25

114:10,13 116:14

188:1,9,12,16 191:24

16:12 20:21 24:8

127:24 128:21 130:2,5

taken (15) 12:6,8 21:21

151:14 152:14,17,25

193:1 195:21 197:5

25:7,10,14,17,21,25

133:21 159:8 161:23

61:1 63:12 95:22 98:4

153:1 156:21

198:8 208:7,9

26:1,16 27:20

165:8 167:6 171:16

101:8 134:4 153:2

159:13,17,23,24 160:5

theirs (1) 204:21

28:1,3,7,11 30:1,2

174:1 203:17 205:6

166:16 175:23 178:14

181:11 184:7 187:2

themselves (1) 93:6

34:25 35:2,12,17

207:16

194:25 195:4

196:24

theological (1) 16:18

40:2,17 42:2,6 45:13

theory (1) 174:22

48:6 49:5,7 50:12

thereby (1) 160:5

54:15 56:2,22 58:9,16

topics (1) 203:17

ultimate (1) 174:13

therefore (7) 162:2

59:11,15 60:12

totality (1) 18:9

ultimately (3) 91:6

taking (14) 4:4 10:21

sundays (1) 126:19

162:7 164:25,25

twoyear (1) 34:15

tomorrows (1) 208:13

90:10,14 91:16 104:4

198:1

sunday (1) 131:22

23:4,6,12 27:10 38:11

twice (1) 204:11

82:11 83:20 84:5,6

takes (1) 96:6

27:3 199:5

128:20 205:15 208:24

208:10,21

205:11
tv (2) 120:25 145:1

tactics (1) 75:23

171:5,18 185:20 197:8
summer (4) 6:7 8:2

136:24 140:1

58:3,23 81:14 114:20
129:9 190:14

32:17 39:5 55:3

throughout (12) 4:4

200:16
trying (9) 32:7 57:9,21

11:2 16:13 53:11,13

terrorismrelated (1)
152:19
terrorist (60) 2:15

took (21) 77:7,8 87:8

164:6 175:23 176:9

61:5,11,19 62:4,5

touch (4) 28:6

105:9 126:18 149:25

5:1,6,13,16 6:2 7:24

177:20 178:12 208:16

64:14,16 67:13,23

189:8,10,13

177:8 185:21

12:4,17 14:7,21,22

139:9 148:8,13 183:2

178:14 194:17
umar (1) 90:13
ummah (11) 6:8,18

70:12,15 71:16,24

touched (1) 70:10

19:4,24 23:14 30:7

19:2 20:10 22:16 23:2

73:9 77:2,13 78:9,19

toward (1) 7:2

7:8,12 31:6 92:11

31:11,17,19

34:18,21 35:19 37:5

80:23 85:16 90:3

towards (21) 6:25 7:11

98:18 100:4

32:4,4,11,23 36:7

38:3 54:25 63:12

91:14,17 97:6 98:15

30:23,24,24 62:16

72:3,3,3,4 77:23

37:6,10 39:8 40:20

76:14,15,18 85:15

99:18 100:23 106:11

64:13,17 65:15 66:15

unable (1) 43:13

33:18 82:5 158:24

108:14 116:12

42:20 45:23 51:5

88:1 91:15 99:25

110:24 112:15,24

79:14,17 80:2 81:23

unaware (7) 7:10 25:11

182:7,25 200:2

139:9,13 145:18

53:6,14,17 61:4 66:1,8

146:5 147:13 176:13

113:4,8 114:1,24

85:21,22 94:17 120:23

157:17 198:15 202:16

80:21 82:3 96:8 99:17

194:6 199:4 201:13

115:5,19,24 116:4,14

124:25 133:22 145:22

204:19

107:15 147:11,13,15

theyd (1) 138:11

119:9 121:13

talks (2) 103:13 204:17

157:2 159:14,15 160:2

theyre (6) 34:3,5 57:4

122:10,15 124:13

targeted (1) 174:8

181:1,14 182:10 186:5

137:14 185:1 202:18

130:11 132:11,15

tpims (1) 82:20
traditional (2) 118:14

superintendent (2)
38:14 184:10
supplied (1) 26:20
support (8) 15:12,22

supported (2) 182:12
183:5
supporter (2) 181:14
197:2
supporting (7) 9:17,20

talk (5) 27:24 116:5
148:11,12 206:8
talking (15) 16:4

task (1) 149:5

186:11 195:24

taught (1) 103:24

197:13,23 198:17

tea (2) 131:11,12

sure (6) 4:20 8:9 25:9

teaching (8) 42:24

theres (26) 4:24 18:25

uk (9) 92:19 103:22

ulterior (1) 98:16

101:18

3:6,10,18 4:25

U

112:18 113:13 115:6

topic (3) 16:1 55:18

65:9 97:25 99:17

typically (2) 53:6 164:7

106:3,6,17

56:2 70:11 75:4 76:17
77:1
uncommon (2) 20:15

tpim (6)
82:1,1,4,6,18,24

162:18
uncorroborated (7)
45:4 46:16,17 47:7

188:6 197:3,15

thing (11) 3:19 8:23

134:16 139:13 140:9

terroristrelated (1)

25:12 34:6 40:18

145:20 148:15 156:25

44:11,13 57:1,2

157:3,21 159:12

train (2) 133:21,22

undergone (1) 37:1

100:21 188:10

97:21

61:14 66:12 102:6

119:21

160:22 167:5,22,25

trained (1) 103:5

underground (7) 1:19

43:11,21 44:24 101:23

103:11,17 104:13

thinking (2) 32:8 204:20

168:3,22 169:14

training (8) 36:4,7

2:2 4:18 5:4,10,20

surely (3) 18:9

105:18,25 120:11

190:5

third (4) 20:7 56:18

171:15,22 174:3,4

37:10 39:8 45:23

104:10,23

team (21) 1:17 10:5

179:9,15 181:20

103:10,16 104:12

31:18 81:1 90:24

terrorists (6) 18:1,3

test (14) 153:6,11,24

170:13 172:16

surge (3) 64:24 84:3,4

21:5 34:17 35:9 38:6

154:2,5,9,10,23

thirdly (1) 184:19

184:22 185:23 188:19

surname (1) 203:11

49:6,9 50:19 52:2

155:15 171:19 177:3

thomas (2) 92:1 137:14

194:16 196:8 197:14

surprised (1) 128:24

59:11 61:4 69:10

191:22 193:4,25

though (5) 30:9 88:24

199:6,20 200:18,19,23

surveillance (8) 5:19

72:24 73:21 74:2 76:8

text (7) 132:8,12,19

91:20 107:23 148:4
thought (19) 22:9 60:21

7:14,17,17 10:22 26:8

105:5 165:20 183:21

181:22 184:14,24

33:24 67:4

184:9

199:15

206:19 207:5,9

transaction (4) 178:22

97:13
underlined (1) 111:10
underlying (1) 173:9
undermine (2) 96:21

179:2,2,3
transcript (2) 40:15

167:18
undermining (1) 172:10

198:24

times (8) 10:15 13:1

transcripts (2) 164:7,10

62:6 88:6,20 90:5,7

84:12 135:21 156:8

translated (3) 68:23,24

164:20 170:21 174:12

understand (29) 5:3
26:23 28:6,15 29:11
80:7 87:7 101:24

teams (1) 185:3

tfl (2) 3:16 42:5

106:11 114:13 115:6

10:1 23:14 26:25 27:5

techniques (1) 67:5

thank (46) 49:15 50:9

116:12 130:2,5 131:25

timetable (1) 149:14

41:7 42:4 50:12 58:22

telephone (15) 50:11

58:7,15 81:7

139:13 143:18 174:6

timings (1) 185:25

91:13 158:11

51:15,19,24 53:20

91:21,22,23

178:9 208:2

tip (1) 85:23

travel (2) 114:20 142:3

140:20,21,24 141:3

189:22,24 202:14

55:18 74:7 77:12,16

108:17,18,19,22

title (1) 151:12

treasury (1) 65:7

150:21 152:1 158:4

78:24 80:8 81:21

109:12,22 110:11

today (5) 44:10 68:6

trespass (1) 190:9

165:16 170:4,14,20,24

suspect (16) 4:2,16 5:7

suspected (2) 82:2

164:18 204:23 208:4

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

thoughts (2) 13:3
129:20

153:18
transport (6) 1:16
2:8,10,14 3:5 97:12

102:7 105:14 111:10
112:4,8 115:4 137:19

185:9 195:15

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

understandably (1)
139:20
understanding (16)

London Bridge Inquests

useful (3) 75:16
159:17,23
user (1) 99:14

22:25 30:14 38:24

uses (2) 80:5,8

39:10 69:5 91:1 98:3

using (12) 17:11 54:19

vulnerability (1) 62:21

weekly (1) 63:16

withheld (1) 110:18

vulnerable (4) 2:10 3:5

weeks (5) 35:3,14 36:13

witness (44) 1:7,9,11

4:17 44:2
W

167:7 168:2 169:12,20

75:16 76:6 80:21

waiter (1) 206:24

170:12,19 175:20

81:20,21 110:17,24

waiting (1) 133:24

125:18 171:13 188:2

181:19 186:15
understood (2) 158:7

Day 20

59:23 72:23
weight (4) 17:10,12
68:25 69:14
welcome (4) 83:3,5,21
190:13

zero (1) 14:6

119:14,18 120:19,24

11:19 20:25 24:1,5

121:7,9 123:6 126:20

37:5,9 45:22 49:19

127:14 128:6,15

50:11 57:7,12

129:25 131:10,19

58:2,5,6,8 66:22 68:14

133:16 137:18

72:24 76:2 108:25

141:21,23 142:25

wake (1) 64:9

welcoming (1) 117:8

109:17 110:1

143:4 144:8,8,13

wala (1) 16:4

went (18) 25:8 33:17

112:11,20 115:21,23

145:24 146:3,7,16

usual (1) 149:8

wales (1) 152:6

51:13 98:15 100:7

120:16 122:2 124:9

usually (2) 155:9 156:14

walid (3) 202:24 203:7

105:11,20,20 117:21

131:3 149:10

undertaken (2) 46:8

utilising (1) 172:6

120:9 124:7 136:5

150:11,21 151:16

142:8 148:20 196:11

163:12 164:17 167:2,8

209:14
walked (1) 133:21

164:19
V

undertook (2) 29:20
34:25

walking (3) 78:24

204:1 205:2 207:2

135:18 136:1

werent (14) 9:1 38:4

168:9 193:13 209:3
witnesses (7) 67:25

years (15) 1:13 37:7
38:6 67:15 103:18

45:12 47:19 54:16

68:6 149:19,22 151:19

113:19,21 141:20

wallets (1) 192:7

58:16 63:17 65:14

208:11,13

142:18 151:11

wanting (1) 157:25

66:18 74:17 79:15

woken (1) 136:9

188:17,20 203:25

94:11 115:7 179:9

woman (1) 45:5

yesterday (25) 3:15

wants (2) 147:7 190:5

van (5) 59:6 79:23 80:6

war (4) 146:6,7,8

178:8 192:5
unhappy (3) 116:23
127:13 202:20

81:16 184:14

152:21

variety (1) 14:5

warrant (1) 100:18

various (6) 9:16 64:24

wasnt (49) 2:3 8:23

western (8) 114:16
118:15,16 119:23,24
120:13,14 183:1
westminster (10) 1:19

women (4) 15:1 121:6,8
138:15

208:21
1000 (4) 136:5 170:15

wallet (2) 89:16 171:2

value (2) 171:22 172:12

10 (3) 186:23 204:9
100 (1) 4:7

valuable (2) 154:21

unfortunate (3) 89:9

130:19 169:8,14 196:6

107:20 110:25

vaguer (1) 105:17

unfed (1) 134:25

1

209:3,4

146:19,21

undoubtedly (3) 95:21

177:7

0

1 (8) 85:21 128:20

147:17 148:23
year (4) 71:6 113:1

undesirable (1) 71:20
140:2 191:7

zeytun (2) 206:19,21

09 (1) 102:17

usman (2) 86:1,7

undertake (1) 19:25

201:11

yeah (30) 116:12

178:23 208:23
10000 (1) 85:6
1002 (1) 1:2

4:13 6:10 8:20 9:11

103 (1) 40:15

11:17 16:17 17:9

11 (5) 6:17 44:20
110:20 112:12 170:5

wondered (1) 49:20

25:23 30:22 40:10,14

wondering (1) 23:8

41:4 43:25 47:10,21

110 (1) 209:6

unintended (1) 91:11

89:24 175:16

11:15 12:11 21:2

4:18,19 5:10,20 31:14

wont (1) 33:11

50:23 63:3,6 65:8,12

111 (1) 209:7

unit (3) 9:25 62:5

208:11,11

24:22 25:5 29:12

60:16 62:21 63:5

wording (2) 7:3 57:12

70:10 76:10 95:19

113 (1) 14:9

32:15 40:23 51:11

147:24

wore (5) 56:12

99:19

1138 (1) 68:10

151:13

vehicle (6) 14:18,25

55:16 60:3 63:19

wet (1) 134:14

118:14,16 119:25

yet (1) 80:21

1155 (1) 68:12

vehicles (2) 80:19,25

75:6,17 78:2 87:11

weve (16) 2:23 35:25

121:6

yield (2) 88:16 90:7

116 (2) 11:19 14:11

units (3) 152:18,19,24

vein (2) 42:5 49:10

88:8,9,11 95:3 99:12

45:9 57:12 58:1 59:6

youd (5) 61:12,22

121 (1) 14:15

unless (7) 33:18 42:17

venue (5) 8:9,19 96:22

100:7 105:23 119:12

65:5 93:9 121:21

49:3 74:9,25 86:3

121:12 122:17 124:25

149:14 150:19 153:7

97:2,6 98:7 151:9

venues (1) 8:16

127:16 138:10,13,16

163:23 169:21 173:24

152:18 158:19,19,21

version (4) 82:18

144:10 145:21 148:6

208:10

194:7,9,16,21 195:10

united (3) 64:7 198:23
199:8

75:13 106:7 154:22
155:10 178:9
unlikely (9) 10:21 62:1

60:18 80:21 81:11,14

100:15,19

167:25 168:3 173:5

whatever (2) 26:8 73:2

via (2) 11:18 177:18

176:13 178:25,25

whats (5) 6:25 27:20

unmoved (1) 139:23

vicinity (1) 171:13

180:11 188:22 191:5

39:22 128:5 151:7

unpaid (1) 40:23

victim (6) 26:18 28:10

192:25 195:20 201:9

whatsapp (3) 135:25

87:21 88:16 164:9
173:8 174:7,10 192:4

163:21 197:19,20

unrealistic (1) 194:10

29:6 89:9 171:23

unreasonably (1) 42:15

192:5

unregistered (1) 51:12

video (11) 16:13

unsatisfactory (1) 48:5

26:20,24 27:7,9 28:16

unsophisticated (1)

30:9,11,12,14,17

92:24

videos (9) 49:10

206:20

136:2 184:20

114:3 141:14 145:6

1414 (1) 15:3

118:2,5 122:7 206:24

149:1 156:20 174:2

1415 (1) 15:4

175:7 180:9

143 (1) 14:24

way (31) 9:4 17:2 20:18

185:24

111:12 121:9 123:22

whom (10) 69:16 84:10

132:14 133:11,13

85:25 98:25 107:20

135:2 160:7 177:17

122:5,18 155:18
199:21,21

69:18 116:21 128:22

114:7,9 116:6,8 117:9

182:13 188:15

131:21 142:6,7,11

118:20 120:13 122:25

194:20,21 197:1

149:25 208:23

127:20 136:21

203:23
ways (3) 30:6 174:9
192:8

update (1) 41:22

villas (1) 51:23

weak (2) 190:21 191:5

updates (1) 74:23

violence (6) 16:20

weaknesses (5) 166:5

uploaded (1) 164:4

30:23 48:18 66:8

168:19 173:18 174:24

upon (8) 28:7 70:10

103:9 136:18

191:8

189:8,10,13

84:15 124:13,16

upset (1) 139:20

virtually (1) 44:18

urgency (1) 29:18

visa (1) 117:12

urgently (1) 104:2

visible (3) 182:17,19,20

used (30) 14:13 22:2

visions (1) 15:24

whose (4) 126:7 163:24
179:4 203:10

84:7 105:16
wife (6) 45:6 121:23
203:19,22 204:2 205:2
willingness (5)
48:18

14:11,15

window (1) 13:3
wish (9) 28:10 29:6
112:13 138:17 151:17
163:9,13 177:10 190:3

visit (2) 125:25 204:10

website (1) 27:1

wished (1) 190:25

49:19 50:12 51:9 59:5

visited (4) 13:23 42:21

wed (7) 20:1 46:1,3

wishes (2) 109:1 190:4

117:1 204:16

87:23 90:4 105:16,24

withdrawal (6) 6:5

80:9,11 110:22

visiting (1) 14:11

wednesday (1) 1:1

23:25 25:2 171:15

114:15,18 120:8

visitors (1) 117:12

wee (1) 134:20

172:19 195:19

142:25 147:9 148:12

visits (2) 117:11 204:8

week (13) 19:15 36:3

190:12 203:21

voice (4) 15:9,11,17

204:4,7,10 206:7
207:1,3

125:11

38:7 50:25 74:3

118:21 120:13
worried (2) 108:7 134:3

withdrawing (1) 163:15
163:16,20 164:21

volume (1) 54:11

128:12,13 172:21

170:1,8,22

vote (1) 199:7

204:5,11 207:11

yourself (4) 33:2 35:14

152:6 163:1 167:3

15 (6) 67:23 77:8,21
151:10,16 188:21
150 (2) 209:10,11

113:6 196:8
youssef (22) 51:20

1511 (1) 16:3

54:23 86:9 126:10

154 (1) 15:9

127:4 203:10 204:16

156 (1) 15:17

worthy (2) 42:22 104:25

205:5,11,16,19,22

16 (2) 29:12 151:11

wouldnt (28) 23:22

206:1,13,22,24

1600 (1) 169:24

207:2,3,18,20 208:1,2

17 (3) 29:12 59:7 90:10

worth (3) 64:12 71:6
88:16

30:1,2 34:8 40:19 41:7

101:8 120:4 122:22

youtube (2) 49:10

1700 (1) 170:6
1713 (1) 56:8

145:23
youve (38) 4:3 10:15

18 (1) 12:22

124:4,5 146:22 157:3

13:1,2 16:5 25:10

186 (1) 209:12

169:6 173:5 178:9

28:19 30:4,5 31:5

19 (7) 110:16 167:4,23

191:17 196:6 198:3

36:14,19 41:16 52:16

201:5

63:20 72:1 77:9 83:8

168:22 169:15,24
208:20

writing (1) 9:15

92:5 93:25 94:1,7 96:2

1981 (1) 110:21

written (4) 18:19 166:2

101:17,19 107:19

1986 (2) 112:18 141:17

111:25 119:8 132:15

1st (1) 79:10

195:7 202:25
wrong (9) 67:8 86:14

133:5 139:15 140:17

94:12 174:17 175:22

142:1,17 147:21 179:7

176:8 182:24 193:14

183:5 201:9

2
2 (7) 109:17 128:21

201:8
wrote (1) 38:23

130:7 159:12

Z

161:18,25 188:2

ws500666 (1) 24:24
X

withdrawn (7) 89:1

109:10 116:7

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

world (4) 107:24 114:9

62:6 72:5 81:14 86:19

wear (2) 120:3,3

web (4) 13:22,22

yours (2) 144:19 152:10

wider (5) 3:3 64:3 70:19

20:9,10,24 30:23

120:2

42:4

42:4 53:14,21 55:5

weapons (1) 189:21
wearing (2) 119:21

works (4) 40:3 41:8,25

wide (1) 158:22

23:6,11,12 32:22
60:20 76:13 79:22

14 (5) 60:24 76:25

99:2,3,10 104:15

whole (2) 19:18 85:5

violent (5) 13:7 14:4

137 (2) 14:23 209:8

46:20,20 63:11 72:5

wherever (1) 98:9

87:3 89:20 94:1 110:8

86:14 154:3 178:16

27:4 41:12,12

35:7 40:1,11,13,16,25

whilst (2) 149:13

145:23 146:17 147:2
water (1) 140:8

147:2

174:21 199:18

2:1,25 33:21,22 34:3,5

140 (1) 209:9

unsuspended (5)

157:3,8

199:13 200:13
1350 (1) 170:1

97:22,23 109:13 112:8

whoever (1) 62:3

138:21,24 145:6,15

youre (25) 4:6,7 9:5

195:15,20 196:24

98:10,18,21,23

50:6 71:21 85:12,13

unusual (3) 134:22

youngest (1) 128:8

181:11 182:8

whereby (2) 90:5 92:9

146:8,10,13,15,18

views (18) 94:15,16

84:22 85:1,3 205:24

watching (4) 120:18

unsuccessful (1) 184:16

until (11) 29:12 38:7

young (6) 19:6 66:11

77:23 90:24 95:2

white (1) 83:23

181:24

working (30) 1:18,22

13 (9) 14:3 169:25

140:20

41:13 42:5 43:19 75:4

30:19 33:1,2 38:1 49:8

viewed (3) 96:14 180:24

113:16 123:14 208:19

122 (1) 14:16
1259 (1) 109:23

youll (3) 3:2 77:4

whenever (1) 145:14

145:23,24

79:20

worked (4) 34:18

132:20,24 140:25

watch (2) 146:15,16

unstoppable (1) 93:16

73:20,22 74:1,20

work (20) 3:1 32:7 47:9

xavier (2) 92:1 137:14
Y

zaghba (11) 51:20,23

20 (2) 45:1 133:12

52:6 53:16 56:18

200 (2) 129:13,15

76:13,15,21 77:14

2000 (3) 181:12 184:7
196:24

86:9 126:10
zaghda (2) 51:21 54:23

2003 (1) 151:10

zaytony (2) 70:3 126:25

2006 (2) 159:13 161:18

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

June 5, 2019

London Bridge Inquests

2009 (2) 84:24 112:19

313 (1) 6:16

201 (1) 209:13

314 (1) 150:10

2010 (4) 112:21 113:10

323 (1) 184:10

141:19 142:1

Day 20

387 (1) 51:14

2011 (2) 113:1 142:3

38b (2) 184:7 185:18

2012 (7) 113:6 114:19

3rd (1) 79:6

115:10 122:5
142:6,7,7

4

2013 (10) 44:5
115:16,16,22 116:18

4 (2) 184:22 186:13

139:2 142:3,8 144:17

40 (1) 68:4

202:23

434 (1) 184:22

2014 (3) 103:4 117:2,15

442 (1) 208:22

2015 (12) 18:6,7 94:5
116:21 117:17,24

5

118:23 122:10 142:11
157:21 199:5 201:14
2016 (42) 5:8
6:6,7,19,23,23
7:1,5,6,7,11,20

5 (4) 1:1 14:3 73:16,17
50 (1) 135:8
500 (3) 51:8 54:13
74:11

8:2,6,12 10:7 11:10

510 (1) 184:14

12:22 18:8 26:1,2 31:4

547 (3) 51:19 54:13

50:17,21 51:25

74:11

60:18,21 61:2 66:15

56 (1) 96:10

119:3 120:23 121:11

59 (1) 10:11

122:11 124:6 126:10

594 (1) 50:13

145:13,15 170:5,16
180:10 203:13 207:24

6

2017 (29) 6:24 28:23
31:4 42:23 47:11 49:3
86:5 93:10 102:25
112:12 122:11 124:19
125:14 126:3,11
127:7,17,24 140:14
142:12 147:25 162:23

6 (7) 26:14 29:12 84:11
128:22 184:24 203:6
208:24
600 (2) 16:16 132:13
630 (2) 132:13,14

163:1 169:8 183:19

7

184:22,24 185:13
207:14
2018 (1) 110:16
2019 (4) 1:1 151:16
203:6 208:24
203 (1) 209:14
208 (1) 109:25
21 (4) 52:2,7 60:12

7 (6) 55:25 56:8,16 59:9
129:4 134:8
700 (1) 132:25
75 (1) 81:19
77 (4) 3:5 36:8 45:24
103:5

65:20

8

22 (7) 17:4 80:20
127:24 167:9,24
168:23 169:15
226 (2) 22:1 23:3
23 (4) 84:22 141:20

8 (1) 170:16
800 (2) 132:25 135:25
850 (1) 170:8

195:18 202:23
9

23rd (1) 168:5
24 (4) 141:21,22,22

9 (2) 14:1 183:19

171:11
249 (1) 25:1

90 (1) 14:10

259 (1) 150:8

91 (1) 209:5

27yearold (1) 19:6

911 (2) 14:7 103:18

29 (3) 78:22 103:4
128:14
2nd (1) 79:8
3
3 (21) 14:2 35:18
36:11,17,21 37:2
38:16 44:20 52:5
53:17 56:25 57:19,24
58:21,25 59:24 69:7
73:18 86:5 130:15
140:14
30 (6) 14:12 68:4,4
168:11,23,25
3000 (1) 4:21
31 (1) 141:17

Opus 2 International
Official Court Reporters

transcripts@opus2.com
0203 008 6619

