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" INTRODUCTION

1981 was the summer of what the media and authorities called
"The Riots" - street disturbances - the cause of which was
attributed variously to unemployment, inner-city decay, racial
tenpion, polioce provocation or wicked leftist plots,

Nottingham, like other ma jor- cities, suffered such disturbances;
in this case during the weekend July 10th - 12th., This report
does not set out to debate or establish causes, although an Ad-
Hoc Committee established by-the Nottingham. Trades Council is
doing so, . : : .

Our report arose because of disturbing accounts of injuries and
denidal of civil liberties occuring herevin Nottingham in relation
to the street disturbances. In particular a member of the National
- Couneil for Civil Liberties (NCCL) was one of the 100 arrested

and his experience at the hands of the Police and the Magistrates
- Courts led him to complain te the Chairperson of the Police €om-.
mittee and the Ckief Constable, He asked for an investigation
inte the wehaviour of the Police, the cenditiens ef the cells in
which defendants were kept -and the manmer in which the Magistrates
Courts of July 13th - 17th dealt with those brought before them,

Accordingly, we set 6ut to find evidence abou’c the major areas
of concern: ’ :

- the first covers complaints about arrests, including -
failure to caution or inform people of their rights;

- complaints about injuries to those arrested; about
conditions in the cells where defendants were held
between arrest and ‘appearance in court and about the

. searches made by the police of peoples homes, These
complaints came mainly from those who had been arrested
.or their families, S

- the other complaiﬁts about courts concerned injustices
arlsing from the way the Courts were riun and the harsh-
ness of the sentence imposed on the defendants,

The Source, -

' These complaints came from not only defendants and their families
but also from Duty Sollcitors attending the Courts ‘during the
week 13th - 17th July 1981, and the Law: Sogiety,

It 1s to the credit of the Local Authority that the letters of
complaint from the NCCL.member to the Police Committee, led to. =~

8. A request from the Chief Executive Officer for'af“rébort
from the Duty Solicitors operating in the Magistrates
Courts on Monday 13th July, about the conduct of those o

Courtd.. (Appendix 1)..

b. 'An extersive Police Enquiry, &ondicted by Superintendant
Hudson of the Humberside Police, under Section 49 of the
196l Police Act,



This report therefore draws upon; the statements we collected
from 18 of those arrested; li who were subject to.their homes
being searched; 2 whpicorplained of. harrassment by the Folice,
Our selection was based upon 2l names and addresses taken from
the Nottingham Evening Post and in response to our request for
information.,

Ve cannot unfortunately compare our findings with those of the
Humberside Police because their report only goes to the Chief
Constable and the Police Complaints. Board, - ’ )

What we have been anxious to do in compiling this report is to
keep it from being over-lengthy and therefors much:of our support-
ing evidence. will: be found in the Appendix. In order -to protect
the confidence ‘of those who made statements no names are given.

We hope our recommendations will not only be acted upon by those
~in Authority but focus the attention of the poeople of Nottingham
on the denials of Civil Liberties that have oscured and, on the
steps that must.be taken to prevent any recurrance of such injus-
tices again, ° B -
The Confext. of the Rivks?, * ¥ . T el

T ¢ oo e ek e LR T Toat i
The-Nottindsan RioHemy: as 'they Were *constartly referred ¥ by
i itel 00 o Nobtithylion ‘Byering Podbif v Plice Svows the
“of Friday 10tH -July “toSwiday 12th July 981, " =~~~ "

Syerekenid

THe major battleé Vetweei “tHé Polide and ‘the Trioters' todk place

in and around the area of Hyson Green Flats complex between 11-30pm
on the Friday and 3-30am on the Saturday. However, preliminary
gathering of youths'in the Clifton area occurred, apparently
reacting to the rimour that youths' from the Meadows area’ were
comming into- the Cliftou 'area that evening. When ‘they did not
arrive the Clifton youths moved into the Hyson Gréen -area together
with youthsifrom many-areas of the Gity which resulted in them

all joining together agairnst the Polige. Petrol-bombs-and bricks
were thrown and a large number of arrests were madé, - The following
night (Saturday) there were further outbreaks along Alfrston Road
and in the City Centre and a gang of 20-30 youths ran through the
Beeston Town Centre Shopping Precinct. o

As a result of these outbreaks ®'the Police arrested just over 100
people - youths, mainly between 16 to 25 years of age - 90 of
whom came before the "Special Courts" between Monday 13th to
Friday 17th July. (Appendix 2) .

It"is difficult to assess-the degree to which these outbresks were
'organised'.,A Chief Superintendant from Nottingham speaking at

his Associations Annual Meeting was said by the Nottingham Evening
Post- of the 25th Spetember, to have spelt out in general terms the
%actics the Police employed. The Post also claimed that the cost of
policing the riots came to £379,000. Apparentily policc kept an eye
on trouble makers by deploying men equiped with powerful nignt
binocibars on the roof of high-rise flats and monitored €itizens

Band Radio wavelengths -~"thought by the police to be thHe main medium
of communication between some of those involved in the disorderw.
(Evening Post. 25.9.83)w:. What.is . clear. is. that. there was a good . .
deals-or. tension-evident during that weekend -anw-:the:initial public: -
refction according to ‘the Evening Post was one of outrage and disgust
against the activities of the 'rioters: with a good deal of sym- .
pathy for the Police, . B



In this unususl and tense situation the Cheif Clerk to the
Magistrates responded to Police information that "a large
number o1 extra cases would be presented" (Letter from the
Clerk to the NCCL, 25th September 1981) by arranging for
"additional courts", A request from NCCL to tne Clerk to the
Justices asking for information sbout the way in which the .
!Special Courts! were set up and dealt with defendants produced
8 statement from him claiming that they were only !Special! in
the sense that they were additional courts arranged by his staff
because of the large number of extra cases, In view of the fact
that all normal procedures were altered in these courts during
the week, they were, by definition "Special” and not simply
additional, (see appendix 3) ‘

We feel that the matter of concern dealt with in this report.
(both afrecting Police bshaviour anu the workings of the court)
can be partially explained in terms of the strong sense that -
both the Police and Courts seemed to have had gbout the importance
of, being seen to be 'tough! on rioters in order to give an
example to others, This is illustrated in the comments made by
an Inspecter of Police at the begining of the proceedings in
the first of the riot courts where he stated that " no one would
control the streets of Nottingham except the Police and that the
" weekend was one of the blackest in the history of the City".
(Law Society Report vage 2, para. 8).

Given that only one person was charged with "incitement to riot"
the reaction of The Authorities would seem to have beon exagerated,
The consequences, - severe doubts about the fairness of the
Magistratés Courts, and the concerns about both Police and Courts
expressed by the parents of those accused who were interviewsd -
must be seen as grave and damaging for the reolationships between
the community and the Police sna the Courts,




PART 1 . A

Our evidence for complaints against police came from:-

s

L3 those whose premises were searched and damaged but
. where no charges were'lgid.

. # thosé who were at the scene of the riots -in Eysoﬂ
‘Green either at the time or later leafleting the
area on the Sunday.night following and who claimed’
they weré hafrassed but not charged;h 

* those arrested and charged who we 1n£erviewed;

We make no claim that this is a comprehensive enquiry, as the
Police investigation appears to'be, but we feel that the agree-
ment amongst those who made statements (chosen simply: becauss
we had thelr addresses) snables us to ralse _questions about:-

4) The Manner in which arrests were made,

Bi)} The way in which defendants were treated whilst in Polics
custody.

Bii)The lack of regard to the recommendations'in the Judges
Rules, : .

C) The way in which Police evidence was presented in Courf,

D) The way in which searches ol property were conducted,

Our methed for highlighting the major areas of concern has. been ]
to select 7 case studies to pfesent in detail. We have deliber-
arely incorporated these 7 case studies into the body of the
report in order to give 'flesh!' to the general statements that

‘we make about Police behaviour and the workings of the Magistrates
Courts, Case studies of all 2l people interviewed by NCCL can

be found in Appendix S
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Te4) Theo Manner af>Arrésts,

A11.18 of our arrested and charged sémple stated that they were
not Trioters!, On the surface this iSwan-improbqble claim until
it is realised the circumstances under which arrests were made
by the Police. The Police, faced with an initial barrage of
petrol bombs and bricks, found it difficult to ldentify precisely
who was involved or indeed what they were doing. Therefore, in
some instanees the.Police respondsd by seizing. those who were at
hand. Moreover, some of those arrested were several miles avay
from the scene of tne lriotq- in Hyson Gneen and 1n nu way involved.
Casss (4) & (B) i¥lustrate this perfectly:~ )
Cage (A) The defendant, when his case wes aventually hoard, had
3 witness to the incident in which he was arrested,
He was standing in Beeston with a friend when told ta
meve on by -a pollee officer, He iéiled to do S0 immede
imtely, just alfter a gang of youths ran past and the
Police Officer came back.and arrested him, He was charzed
with Threatening Behaviour and afber spsnding tho weakend
in Beeston and the Guildhall cells and the foll owing §.
days in Lintoln Pris son he was allowed out on Bail wita
strict conditions - desplte belng 2l years old he was only
allowed out of the home at weekends if ggggggzgg;gg‘by
his parents, o
Cage QBQ;The'defendant was not at the scene of the riots.in Hyson
Green until affer 2-00am, He hLad been to a city~centre
_nght Club and had witnesses to support this. He went
to visit a 'Blues! club in' the Hyson Green area and
left at L-00am. On his departure he was chased by the
* Police and when he stopped to turn round to find out
‘what the Policewanted he was knocked unconcilous by a
Policeman with a due.bin 1id. -He was then arrested,
teken to hospital for treatment to his cut and badly
" bruised face, and then taken to the Guildhall were -
he remained all weekend,



1.B1i) The Manner in which Defendants wera treated while
in Policse:Custody.

e

Over the weekend July 10th - 12th the Pblice were hoding 103
defendants in ee'lls built to accomodate 30 people., .1 a result
def'endants wére kept in - over-crowded cells, subgectet to verbal
and in some Iinstances physical abuse and denied basichuman
rights: going to the toilet, sleeping on a bed with agquate
covering, and denied vegetariq.'n dets when requested.

Cases (B), (C), (D) and (E) are used to iiiusti'at'e‘ ‘theabove,
the exampleof complaints run through all ’l8 case studie(see
appendix l; Loeon

Case (B) complained that thers were no blarikets or -
mattresses on either the Saturday or S\inds.y nights
nor was there any heating, Un Sunday night he dnd
two other defendsnts di_vic}.ed a newspaper between
them inorder to keep warm,. vln the over-crowdsd el
there was only a small bench éi'xd sligfﬂ:ly’ larger on.
on which he and-others hasd to take tu:ms in ..sittin
and’ sleeping One

Case (D) oompla.i'ned, of being kept waiting for anything
up to 2 hours'after an initial request to use fha,
toilet, This was not just an isolated incidenf,

Cases (C) and (E cdmplaine'd about* the lack of preigion
for vegéféi‘ians." Both of them are Rastafdarian and
-therefore have special dietary requirements, hese
‘were refused, 'mo:ogaove'r- when one of them-suggesed ,
‘the Police contact their families, whé would rovide

.:their own food and bring it to the Guildhell, his,
request was rerused, Nalther of them ate all eelksnd



1.Bii) Denial of Recommendations in the Judges Rules
about access to Solicitors, parents and prooedures
fox- Gautlnninz Defajdants.

The intimidating atmosphere experienced by the def'endants was
highlighted by the way in which Police responded to requests

for access to solicitors and parents.

Caue G illustrates this very sharply indeed:
He weas arrested on.Friday night in the City Centre
after stopping to help a woman who had been kmocked
down by a gang of youths. He was Irequently questioned
over the next fow hourss Heo reguested bto contaet his
parents”&nd denied 81l the amccusations laid against hin
(burglary, theft, threatening behaviour etc). His re-
quest to contact his parents was denied. His parents,
worried at his. failure to return home at thenormal
time, Lwice phoned the Police and reported him missing.
The Police did not admit to having him in custody.
Eventually, a friend, who had met his parents on the
Estate looking for him, told them he had been arrested.
Even when they went to the Police station they were denied

eccess to him. He was refused access to see & solicitor
until he appeared in court on the Monday morning. The
person in case G is 16 years old.

—
1. C) The way in which the Police evidence was presented
in the Courts,

It is hardly surprising that the main evidence of wrong-doing
(in & riot situation) on the part of the defendants is supplied
by the Police, It is of great concern therefore, that severe
doubbs have been cast on the evidence presented in some'cases.

Case (B) In this‘case the Police claimed
#he had been seen in the flats area at 11-30pm on the Friday

evening hurling abuse at the police officer. When they
arrested him he was wearing a long-sleeved white jumper,



# The Police could notsexplein why he was Imocked unconclous
as they werse not carrying dustbin lids and they had not
drawn their trmmecheons, :

He was, although unrepresgented by a sélicitor, asked by the
Magistrate to plead. When pressed he pleaded Guilty and was
sentanced to 3 months imprisonment.

The Duty Solicitor protested to the Clexrk of the Justlices and -
had the case brought back again the following day, He then
pleaded not-guilty on the advice of the solicitor,

When the case was finally heard; three weeks later, on the 31s%t
July & Daily Newspaper photograph was produced as evidence which
clearly showsd Mr, (B) being Lled away by Police With dustbin |
1ids and trucheon drawn, The polioce werse unebls to producs the
white longesleeved jumper they claimed he was wearing - in fact
he was wearing the same short-sleeved, blood-ztained, shirt and
dungaress that he had been arrested in 3 wesks previous, and he
could produce witnesses who stated he was not in the area at‘11n
30pm and that he was in fact inthe night club.

It is significant the the Magistrates at the final hearing comme
ented that they were not happy with the police evidence and
declared Mr, (B) not-guilty.

Case (F) The evidence in this case also raises some disqiet about
the credibility of Police evidence,

He was originally charged with Treatening Behavour., At

the time the prosscution stated that Mr, (F) had been

part of a ¢rowd which was hurling abuse at the~Polibé.

In subsequent hearings they produced no evidence to
substantiate this claim. At the pre-trial review (when

the prosecution has to give details of thelr evidence)

the prosecution sald that two police officers would state
that Mr, (F) had been fighting with a group of Police,
However, just befors the trisl a third police witnsss

was added - a dog handler who claimed that Mr. (F) had
thrown a2 bottle at him and had then been detalned by thse dog
biting-his. arms. » Moy, (P wasy fomd-guilty in tha. Magistrgtes



Court and sentenced to L months in Lincoln.prison.

Two and a half weeks later in the Appeal befsre-the

Crowm Court he was found not-guilty of fightlng w1th

Police or throwing a bottle (the prosecuticn withdrew = -

the dog handlers evidence, stating that 1t must have

related to someone elsé, NCCL have been unable to

frace such a person. Yo
There are a number of disturbing features in the evidence. offered
by the Polices~

- the dog handler in the Magistrates Courts stated
that the person he arrested-was wearing a white
pullover wheréas the other two Police Officers
agreed Mr. (F) was wearing a dark shirt,

~ one of the two Police Officers told the Magis-
trates Court that Mr, (F) had been fighting with
a single Police Officer.

- the second arresting Officer told the Magistrates
Courts that just before this arrest he had been hit
by & brick and as a result was not able to describe
what had happened prior to Mr. (Fis} arrest, but
he had %old ths Crown Court that he saw Mr, {(F)
fighting with & group of Police before he was
arrested.

We are bouna to conclude that the Police were determinéd to get

a conviction and were not over worried about the waj in which they
~nbtained it ~ changing both the charges and the evidence in the
course of time. -

It is worth conoludiﬁg that 17 of the 18 commented thet they were
unhappy with the evidence against them offered by the Police. We
suspect that the tension of the circumstances and the difficulty
of idehtifying yeople and determining what they were doing led
the Police to submit in evidence some extreemly doubtful data.
This‘in‘itself is sefious enough but given the pressufe on the
Magistrates Courts as well it was likely that this led to some
serious miscarriages of justice, (We shall report on the Megiate~
rates Courts at a later stage.}
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1.D) ThHe way in.which the searchey Of Property were conducted.

Four people yolunteered accounts:of the Police searches of their
homes, Though there were some difference of detail, most of the
following complaints apply to mest of the searches reported.

In every instanoce damage was done to the doors of the property
gearched as the Police forced their way in, not walting for the
houdsholdsr to open the door,

Nor did the Police identify themselves before starting to damagse
the doors despite houssholders inquiries, Indesd, one informant
thought it must be the National Fronﬁ because 5f this end claimed
that she was !,.ready to jump out of the window! of her upper .-
fioor flab.

The searchss were of flats in the Hyaon Gresn arsa and the Police

claimed to have 'permission from the Council! or !from the Housing
Department! to. break in. However, no reply has yet been recieved
by NCCL <from the Nottingham City Housing Manager &s .to whether

- this demage was in fact authorised, '

Warraats were not shown to those whose homes were searched, though
on one occasion an officer produced.a sheset of paper, claiming

it was a warrant and held it briefly about three metres from the
1gearches!, When he stretched out his hand to teke it and read
it, he was pushed down and the paper immediately returned to the
officers pocket, ' :

Large numbers of Policemen, with riot shields and/or trunchsons
dravm eatred each home, glthougﬁ none conteined more than two
adults, Usually the Police claimed to be looking. for petrol bombs
but failed to discaver either bombs or the material for making
them, :

‘Perhaps the most notsble feature of these searches was that no
chargss whatsoever were levelled as a result of them.



1

We recognise that the Police have the righ{: to search for ‘Yexplosives!
without getting a warrant from Magistrateé to do so, However, it

is evident that no petrol bambs were found, ,damsgq was done, and

no charges brought against a:nyone, It was an axerciss conducted

by the Police which served to upset those searched ﬁut to achieve
little else. K

.55
) »

)
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PART 2 MAQLSIRAIES_QQLL&S

PREAMBLE - NORMAL PROCEEDINGS IN MAGISTRATES COURTS,

As those arrested after the riots appeareé in Magistrates Courts,
we conslder it useful to look Eriéfﬂy at the structure and the.
function of the Magistrates! Courts generally before turning
to consideration of the Courts that heard the Ricts cases,

The Magistrates Courts desls with a variety of matters broadly
divided into Criminal, family and civil ?jurisdictionst?, and
it is the first of these with which we are concermed.  The
Criminal jurisdiction of tha Magistrates Court: is broadly two
folds .

{a) dealing with offensea of a lesg serious naturs.

(b) dealing with people b“ought before the court for the
firat time, !

So far as (a} is concerned the modern diviszion of criminal offeucs

is:

~ Those offences which must be heard by a Jury at the Crown Court.

= Those- cffenses that may be heard in either a Crown Court or a
Magistrates Court, it being for the Magistrates Court to decide
whether to hear the case or not,. '

- Those offenses which may be hsard in the Maglstrates Court, but
in which the ‘accused can demand trial by jury at the Crown Court,

= Those offensea which must be heard in the Magistrates Courts,

It therefors follows that the Maglstrates Court may end up dealing
with offenses within any of the last three cabtegories.

So far as. (b} is concermed,' it is the function of the Magistrates
Court to deal with all person charged with a oriminal offlence on
their'first appearance. So, whera & person is charged with an
offence which - eventually 15 o be heard by the Crowm Court, "hé or
she will always first appear in the Maglatratas Court and will be
opmm;tted by that court to the Crown Court,
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The fcllowing people have<$omeZsprt'éf~function withiﬁ'?ﬁﬁ
Magistrates Courts Structure:-

The Magistrstes.

Although in other towns one finds !Stipendary Maglstrates'! who

are paid and legally qualified, Nottingham relies on unpald lay
magistrates whoare 2lso known a8 fjustices of the peace?, When

hearing criminal matters there are ususlly thres magistrates on
the . bench, sBometimes two, with one of their member acting as a

chairperson.

The Court Clerk.

Because maglstrates are not legally qualified they are always
adviged by a court clerk, who sits in front or the magistrsted,
uxd ig8 responsible for the conduct of the days bus.ness. The

lerk also retires with the magﬁstrates when the magl«crates
vequﬂﬂe dssistance with interpreting the L&W, but it is not part
of the clerks function to decide the question of innocémnce or
guilt.

The Lawyer.

The word flawyes?! is o general tem, anc there sare tarse.
professional 1awye" - oar“1°ters golicitor and legal s=zec
Only barristers and scileitors havé right of audience b
Magistrates Court, and it is generally the provines of bue Q017”
sitor. Many defendants have thelr cwn solicitor in court, bub it
_sometimes happens a defendant appears for the first time unvep=-
rasented, and tc meet this situation most Magistrates Courts cpers-
ate a Duty Solicibtor Scheme. Under this . scheme a firm of solicilt
1s allocated as duty sollcitors for the day, and are rssponsible
for attending at court those who appsr before the court and who

do not have their own solicitor to represent them. The purpose
cf the duty soliciter is two fold:

- to ensure.the defendants rights are not overlooked, and

- to assist the courts business to ﬁroceed in an efficient
and reascnably speedy manner,

Probation Officers.

When considering what sentence to impose the Magistrates have the
power to order Social Enquiry Reports. A probation officery
employsd by the probation service, is responsible to the Home
offider is requested to complle & report on the background of the
accused, and sometimes to recommend an appropriate penalty.

The purpose of the report is to assist the courts in deciqlng
what punishment to imposes

We note that the Law Society Report deals at length with Normsl
Procedure and contrasts it with the sctual practice noted in the
Magistrates Courts during the week of July 13%h -~ 17th. (see ap- .
pendix )



PART 2

Evidence about the proceedings in the Makistfétga:Cou}fs.
Evidence cams from the following sources.-~

(1) the 18 defendants who made statements bo wus,.
" (11) the Duty Solicitor Report to the Chief Exscutive of
. the Nottingham County Council, (see Appendix )
(114) an analysis of the sentences given by the Courts
) between July 13th ~ 17th,
(iv) &accounts in the Nottingham Evnning Post, which followed
‘ ‘the triots? cases through from the begining,

Our major concern is with the way the Gourt§ proceeded in the
weok following the 'Riota!, It was during thls period that
grave doubts have- to be recorded about:=

{a) 'the procedures of the Magistraﬁes Courts,

1

(b) the sentences .that they imposed,

2. (a) The Frocedures of the Magistrates Courts.

The Comrts which ‘sat to deal with YRiots' cases was a Magistrates
Court with a lay magistrate 31ltting with a court clerk, During
the week following the riots of the 10th,11th and 12th July 1981,
ninety (90) people were dealt with by this ocourts=-

Monday - three courts dealing with 50 people.
" Tuesday - two courts dealing with 7 people,
Wednesday ~ one court dealing_with 9 people,
‘Thursday -~ one court dealing ﬁifh 15 peoples.
Friday ~ one court d@aling w;th 9 people,

This is a lot of people by any stahdard‘an@ 1t iz appreciated

- that the courts were acting under pressure. However, concern
‘was felt by many people in court including defence solicitors

©and probation officers, gs to the way these defendants were dealt
wlth,



The Duty Solicitors for Mondsy were Messrs, Freeth, Cartwright '
and Sketchley, of Willoughby House, High Pavement, Notbtingham.
It was thelr specific task to represent those defendants brought
before the courts who did not have their solicitors in court,
and by definition, the majority. fell into thils category. To the
firms credit they menaged to ﬁboduqe four solicitors at court,
and they did what they could under the @ifficult circumstances
to represent the large number of- accused brought before the
court that day.

| The firm was reqﬁested to report un procedure in court, to the
Chelf Execubtive Officer of the Nottinghamshire County Council,
Appendix 1 is a copy of the Chief Executivels Report including
the appended report of Mesars, Freeth, Cartwright and Sketchley.
We would wish to draw particular attention to the nine points

of concern listed by the Duty Solicitors arising out of the
proceedings. It should be born in mind that the report was made
by officers of the court, and concerned itself solsly with the
procedures sdopted on Monday 13th July 198%1:~

ztract teken from the Duby Solicitors Report to Nottinghamshire
County Council,. -(see Appendix 1}

There appeared to be a pre-@eterminded-policy by the
court, by the police or by both which resulted in certain
courses of action contrary to the normal and established
practices of the Couft, some of which also went against
natural justice. These were bthe following:-

1) No access was allowed by the Duty Solicitor to
defendants before they were arraigned,

2) No access was allowed by solicitors to existing
clients who were due to appear in that Court
before they were arraigned,

3} The Courts appeared to be determined to conduct
the business of the day wilth unreasonable haste,

1) Some defendsnts who requested an adjournment or
whose cases were adjourned were remanded in cust-
ody without representation and therefore without
eing able to make an effective bail spplication,

5) It was stated by the Chalrman of one Benoch that all
defendants would be remanded in custody 1f their
case was adjourned unless there were exception
circunstances, This is entirely contrary to the
Bail Act 1976,
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6) When desling with sentencing 1t appeared that
the offence was the criterion for deciding the
ponalty with little regard for the individu.al
clroumstances of the offender.

7) Custodial sentences were imposed without répre=-
- sentdtion by solicitors.

8) Custodial sentences were imposed. without Sooia.l
Enquiry Reports, -

9) Great diffioulty was experienced in vacating
a plea on behalf of s defendant:when that plea
.. had been ma.ds earlier when he was unreprasented. )

24(b) The Sentences. that they imposed. -

The areas of concérn that arose from sentencing are as follows,

It may be useful at this point to.refer to Appendix 2, which
contains details of sentencing for the' week 13th -17th July.
_Severity of sent;encing_

#  As mentioned by the Duty Solicitor 1ittle or no rsgard _
seems to, have been pald to the individual cirownstancas '
of the defendsnt ‘but rather a.n across the board sentene
_imposed where a derenda.nt pleaded guilty.

#  Of the L3 defendsnts who pleaded guilty during the week
of the ‘Riots?! Courts only 5 were not given custodisel
sentences,

#  The sentences imposed were signifiocantly higher than
those normally imposed for offences of a similar nature.
There are many examples that could be given but the
following is illustrative of the ‘point: ‘

Cage (H} - was charged with looting after he .had picked up
sweets from the streets outside a looted .shop. He rec-,
ieved a I months Detention Centre sentence,

Gase (F) - The Magistrates sentenced him to L months prison
on what,finally emerged in the Crown Court Appeal as a
" chargeof usingrehusive: Lenghage-against . the Palices.
(The judge was moved to remark that any normal person
would have sworn in the circumstances.)




It is difficult to avoid 'the conclusion that the Courts were
making an example of those defendants brought be:‘ore ‘chem and
were using theéir powers to tea.ch people a. lesson‘ o

Refusal of Bedl, - - o

Appendix 2 shows the way in which the courts deaJt ‘with the
various people who appeared_ before them during tlr.s,t week,
Of the 90 people who appeared:-

21,1 pleaded gua.lty and we;'e dealt with,

149 were remanded to be deelt with at & laber date,
0f those 49 only 1) were remanded on bail, the
remaining 35 either were remanded in custody, .
or in the care of the Local Au'bhorltv.

It should be 'born in mind that bail is a ‘prlma i‘acie' right

wnder the Bail Act 1976 ) Th_is neansg that people should be gra_nted

Bail unléss there are good reasons for not doing so, eg their

past record; or the likelihood of them committing further offences
while on bail, Where no- such reason exists; ball should be gran-

ted, although.as the Duty SDllGltOI‘S record at least one Chair-

person of .the B,e_noh was operating on-the basis that all defendsnts
would be remanded in custody unless there were exceptional oircum=

stances. Again, this appea.r'é a3 an example of the Courts using
1ts powers to tea.éh-_ people a lesson in a heavy hsnded manner,
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CONCLUSION

The evidence we present in this Repdrt in our view cannot be
left without action being taken upon it.
We would stress that it is not only our Enquiry that has #86-
ognised that the behavicur of the Police and the Courts left a
lot to be desired.

The Chief Execubtive Officers Report to Council Members of $he
15th September 1981 (ses Appendix 1) is worth quoting in esapport
of this contention:=-

"T advised firstly that the attentic;h of the Crown

Law Officers might be drawn to the contents of the '

Duty Solicitors Report, secondly, that any further

action by the Nottingham Coumty Council, probably by

wé.y of legal action, ought 'to be oonsidered in the

1light of advice from Counsel." g

As a result of taking advise the Council were told thatie

"It was appropriate for them to make engquiries into
whether Injustices had occursad in the Magistrates
Courts,”

It is significant that the Council did decids to offer legal
aid and advice on appseal procsdures to those in detentiome 4
remarkable decision which we certainly feel was justifieds
However, we nesd to stress that in our view the concerns »lbout
procedurse, reiterated by the Chief Executive Officer the Puty
Sollcitors and the Law Society, only emphasisw the failume of
the courts to observe '"mormal procedure".

What we contend is that far more radical and far reaching
changes have to occur if the injustices that occurred tha$ wesk
are not to be repeated, The reality is that our legal iiltem

at present, does not offer anything 1ike adequate proteetion

to those caught Up in the !'Riot! sifuation, Both innocem® end
guilty youths were treated badly by the Pollce and by th# Courts,
Consequently we have made a number of recommendations,

RN
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These recommendations .aye:ths .outcome of-two :Public.Meetings
at which our eviderice was présented in ’draf€; form, We are*
conscious that they do not adequately deal with the oubrage
and suifering caused not only to many defendants in the wsek
10th - 17th July 1981 but also their. families, The recommend~
ations involve changses in legislation in some cases, action by
the County Council and the Magistrates Association in others,

What we fear ls that our Report, like many cthers which have
made recommendations for change,; will be noted and then ignored.
If that happens, the cynibal and resigned attitudes of many of
the gouths we interviewed will be reinforced - namely, ‘thet
complaining about injustices and afiking for proper wvespect and
fair treatment is & wavte of breath and tims. '
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RECOMMENDATIONS

Our recommendations have been drawn Up in recognistion of

the fact that some relate to the exisgting regulations'that govern
the working of the Police and Courts ﬁhile others would require
government legislation in order for them to be implimented.
Accordingly, we have listed them here in the two catagoriesi=

a, -recommendations that require legislation.
b. recommendations that can be immediately implimented.

a. Racommendations that require leqisiationa

1. An independant (or restructured) Complaints Board, dealing
with the complaints against the Police, be established by the
Government slong the lines recommended by Lord Scarman and the
Netional Council for Civil Liberties, THe existing brief and
function.of such a Board could remain similar to the existing
one but its independant form and structure be gauranbtesd in
order to resgsure the community that complaints against the
Police will be sffectively investigated and acted upon.

2, A Duby 5olicitur.Scheme would be a statutory bbligation

in all Magi;trates Courta - such a schieme. to require the Clerk
to.the Justices to ensure that defendants had access to either
Duty Solicitor or thelr own ag soon as they requested them, The
legislation t0 requlrs.all defendants to have seen & Duty uoli-
citor before: appearing in Court.

3. We recommend that the Judges Rules, W hichbméke recommendations
about how Police canduct interviews with defendants, shou_d be
replaced by &- Bill of Rights, The disregard for the Judgas Rules
whioh ocerrred over the weekend of. the 10th. = 12th July suggests
to-us that the only effective way of, safegaurding the rights of
defendants is to have & Bill. of Rightg.



(a0
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I}« We recommend that the Lew governling the issue and use of
Search Warrants should Le reviewed., At present the Law allows
Peolice searching for "explosivesﬁ to do so without getting a
Warrant from‘a.Mégistrate. In our view such a law'gives Police
excessive powers and leads to abuse.

b. Recommendetions that can be immediakely implimentad.

7. The Couhty Counecil, via the Police Committee,..look at the
whole gquestion of Police Accountability -and use their existing
powers under the 196l Police Act in a much wors dynamic way,
(eg thelr control over a significant part of the budget). In
order to do this effectively we would recommend: -

(i) the establislment of a2 small support unit
made up of members of the community to advise
them about appropriate policies for improving
Police/Community relations and monitoring the
conditions of the cells; arrest procedurss and
the obzervatiom. cof the ﬁights of defendants.

(44 the restructuring ofhthe Police Committee to
give grester control to elected members, (The
cne third members currently chosen from the
Magistrates should, have lesn influence,)

2. We reccommend that the Magistrates Associstion draw up inst-
ructions for the Nottingham Magistrates Courts to ensure that -
normal procedures regarding Bail, Legal representation, social
reports and the nature of thé offence be taken properly into
seccount when Magistrates are considering sentences.

3., We recommend that the Lovd Chancellors 0ffice set up a Specisl
Review.Committee to examine the way the Courts of July 13th «17th
were run end to examine the sentences imposed by them, given that
both the Duty Solicitors Report and the Law Society Report,; sup-
ported by own Report contain evidence of severe problems of
‘procedures and the legitimacy of scme of the evidence éccepted

by Magistrates. '



,

., We recommend that the County Council take steps to adopt a
system whereby'solicitors representing those who wers: Found
Not‘Guilty supervise the removal of photographs; finger prints
etec, from the Police Files,

5. We ask that the Police investigation into Complaints against
Nottinghamshire Polioce Offieefsg made. under the section L9 of
196l Police Act, be made public and action taken against those
O0fficers found Guilty of improper conduct,

«0=0=0~0=0=0m0=0m0m0m0m0=0=0n0=
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report A;PPEMIIX

meeting  POLICY AMD GENERAL PURPGSESDMNTTE

_ . Agditional item -
date  \ith September 198} - oo radadmnumber  pactricted

NOTTINGHA! CITY MAGISTRATES COURTS

. This *eport has been prepared fomzamqhe Street disturbances which

occused in the City on the nights of 'h/11th/12th July .and the
Magitrates Courts hearings whichsgnsy  The report is purticulerly

. diret:d to the latter and recosmtsiequence of events-which started

~N

-~

o

. The Solictors’® repor}: expresse’s thiaw that resthes.

with cirrespondence sent to the Chatriof the Pohce Authority asd -
copirdto a number of other County-Gofllors, by a person™iho-was .
arreste& during the early hours of ¥July:. 1 recedwed comes of . the
two leters which were sent by the pen Concerned.

The firs letter amounted to a comple against the: Fahce and i5 ve.e-
investigted under the complaintsgpreure.  This repart is not Com.  .ed
with tha letter nor with the comla_:- :

The secod letter, dated dst Augist, ited the Chairman of the Police
Authority to investigate certain ma*s which the -ceﬁr'es;zwéenr maintateed
were propr matters for:the Police #ority, as such, :to consider, and

in his coacity as Deputy Clerkvie #olice Authority, sy ‘Beputy's zdyice
was sougk on that letter. [ was ceave at the time.

. The lette also stated khat-one tafert, navmg prevmas!y heen convicted

by the Cort, was acquitted-at arrefing some-days later. Upoa enguiry
from the agistrates' Clerk's Offiiced the defending-solicitor as to how
this had ome about, my Deputy paércid that the coaduct of proc«ea:mgs n
the-Magisrates’ Court: on the:}3th « 1.e. the.f
weekend-dsturbances- gave.rise: i
who were:=n-court-onithat -day;s: tm s for concern.. esseatially being mt
defendant rights were net:observed

Accordingy, upon my- return fromie I asked.my Jeputy to arrange to see
the duty olicitorss-i.e. private sitors #i15-are.assigned to lopk’ after the.
interestsof unrepresented: defendar who w.re in. court:

A meetingtook place on the-20th ‘A¢ drd a eopy:of:
followingthat: meéting is- attached fridr to thesmee
to the Notinghamshtre Law:Society' cossulted nd: mdicmﬂ h‘Ls mpmva]
to such ameeting. .

ofspatural mtﬁ:e
did occurand that  there-were-athewtraventionss of Tegal
procedure or established practice; Following the= elivery: |
report teme, I was:invited: by«‘ehe:kr Fopae Yab §
colleagne {with:whame!, persons) 1 through: )
throughoﬂ s,he mvestigatwe prece) to-advize po
ought to ¢ yakew, bearing: in: mind tapprogimatels
vep. Eusard%sl @ent‘em:es by the s AP
not' odgss any

rther staps
) %ﬁaﬂe ‘had been
hy that téme

te ragore. and seco 3
action ¥yine Conty Cauncil, pﬁf‘&arﬁ Dy way of Tegal ‘actiocn, ought
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to be considered in the light of advice from Counsel.

Together with the Secretary of the Local Law Society, who as a Solicitor
in Court himself on the 13th July, generally endorsed the contents of

the Solticitors' report, my Deputy conferred with Mr. John Milmo of Counsel
on 2nd September,

7. ) Counse) advised anapprcach to the Lord Chancellor's
Department.  After further consultation with the Leader of the Council
and his colleagues (and with Mr. Jack Dunnett, M.P., whom I considered to
be an appropriate consultee on channels of communication with Crown Officers),
I forwarded papers to the Solicitor-General on 8th September. At the
time of preparing this report, no reply has been received from his office.

8. It was also my view that, in the compiex legal area of the County Council's
locus stendi to become further invelved in pursuing the issues raised in
the S¢licitors' report, the further advice of Leading Counsel would be
necessary. Accordingly, and again after consultation, I consulted with
Mr. Gerald Moriarty Q.C. on the 9th September. His written opinion is
still awaited at the time of writing this report.

However, subject to his written opinion, Counsel did advise ia conference
that:-

{a) It was appropriate for the County Council to -make enguiries
inte whether injustices had occurred in the Magistrates Courts.

{b) Notwithstanding the County Council's legal powers to institute legal
proceedings, to promote or protect the interests of the inhabitants
of the area, the Council's locus standi in the particular circumstances
disclosed by the Solicitors' report was.doubtful.

- . N .

{c) Tt would be open to the County Council to cause steps to be taken to

ensure that those still in custody, and who had not so fanr appealed,
were advised of their rights to appeal and of possible grounds.

{d) The Council did-haye power to pay,j%gal toéfé;:" b

9. Now that the  enquiries launched.last month have been taken so far
and that Counsel and the Solicitor-General have been approached, I feel
that the stage has been reached when I ought formally to report on
the steps which, after consultation, have been taken on an issue which
I know Members will recognise as being both important and complex, and. not
without its sensitivities. B ) i

I can only restate Leading Counsel's view that the steps taken to date
have beer proper in all the circumstences, but, after-‘considering Leading
Counsel's written opinion, 1 would want to advise Members before any
further steps are taken. :

A. SANDFORD, ]
Clerk of the County Council
and Chief Executive.



FREETH, CARTWRIGHT & SKETCHLEY, : WILLOUGHBY HOUSE
: 20 LOW PAVEMENT

SOLICITQAS
NOTTINGHAM

COMMiSSIONLAS FOA CATHS
NG 7EA

WHEELHDOSE, MA (L 8

P M. PAYNE
A TOUNG ™ A . e Eg Fr rZLEPHONE. (0802 S8MAB!
G rHUASION, B S¢ . . OX 10019 NCSTTINGHAM

A AYGHES Ly A
H NLLSGN L B
BALIN U &

O -OMNSON M A

oua agr A ) roun aer 25th August, 1981

2vODCLIT »

.

A REPORT
L. Inrroduction o

This réport is prepared jointly by Messrs. H.,A. Young, M.G. Thucrston
and R.W. Nelson all of whom were present as Duty, Solicitors ' 1n the
Nottingham City Yagistrates' Court on Jonday l3th July 19817 The
report concerns the operation of the three Special Courts which dealt
witn dafandants arctested as a result of the -disturbances in various
parts of Nottingnam during the nights of the.10gh, and llth July 1981,

2 Chronological report of procesedings

LY As a firm we realised that there would be a large nu~ber of
dafandants for us tosdzal with as.Duty.Solicitor and we
tharefore attended at tne Guildhall ag.,9.15.. Upoa arrival
at tha cells access ro any of the defendants in custady was
refusad by tne police.' The denial of access was described as

“nsolicy” because tners wWera “ag fagilities”. Tne wusuial
facitlities wara in EacrravaxlabLe.. o

-

25 130 atvinded av the Courts.numnparzd 1,2 and 3 grtnar
Zi2r¢ nog tha police ware 1a attendanca untis saoccely
r2 10.00 o‘clocx. No cases were refarted to ds <nich mada

clear that the Court was intanding. to.deal witn 2all =he

defendants 1n tne Special Courts unrepraseated and witasout
the ooportunity of advice from a solicitor.

3) We made repﬁgentatxons to Mr. Yandell and it was ajc22d toat
any daefendants should be referred to the puty Solicitar LE the
"Court was considering taking a course which uould mean the
defendant would remain in custody .

4) wWe went from Court 1 (where T, Yandall was Clerk) to Court 2
and informed the Chairman of the Bench.and the Clerk of the
3 decisxon made by Mr. Yandell.

5)  The Court star!ed after 10,00 o'clocu‘lnd ‘we attempted to

‘ covar all ‘the-Courts and listen to the proceedxngs while we
were waiting for .any.cases . that may be, re!erred to us. No
referrals were ln tact made initially/

6) HWe all heard cases beinq dealt with wideh caused us coficdetn.
“‘As a'result of that representations weére made both to the

Clerks ot the various: Courts and tha Courts themselves.

7) Once the Duty Solicxtor was accepted by each Court and once
the doubtful casea were referred to him the Courts ran as
smoothly -as. they. coyld.in. the circumscances. Instractions
had to be taken .whilatithe:defendant: was - ins theddock and-

whilst other cases were being dealt wizh.



i. Points of concern arising out of the proceedings

There appeared to be a pre-~determined policy by the Court, by

the police or by Both which resulted in certain courses of e

action contrary.to the normal and established practices of the

Court, some af which also went against natural justice. These

were 3s follows:-

1} No access was allowed by the Duty Solicitor to defendants
before they were arvaigned,

2} No access was allowed by solicitors to existing clients who
were due to appear in that Court before they were artaiqnedh

}) The Courts appeared determined to conduct the business of the
day with unrsasonable haste,

4) Some de fendants who requested an ad)ournment or whose cases
were ad)ourned were ramanded in custody without representatxon
and therefore ulthout being able to make an esffective bail
appl ication,

S} It was stated by the Chairman of one Bench tnat all the
defendants would be remanded in custody if their case was
adjourned unless there were expectional cxrcumstaﬁces This
is entirely centrary to the Bail Act 1976,

. 6) When dealing with sentencing it appeared that the offance was
the criterion for 'deciding the penalty with'littlz regard for
the individual circumstances of the offender.

7) Custodial sentgnces were imposad without resrasantation by
solicitogs.

§) Custodial seatsnces were imposed witfout Social Enguiry regorts

g) Gieat'dxfficulﬁy_was experienced in vacating a plea on behalf
of a defendant when that plea had been made zarlier when he
was unrepresented,

4. ‘Generally

1) ®e make this report as Officers 6f the Court and in rTesponse to
a request from the Nottinqhamshire Law Society and the
¥ottinghamshire County Couricil. We have no other motive,

2} We acknowledge that the Courts and police were faced with
exceptional and difficult circumstances. CQur overall concern
1s that ‘the defendants' rights were in danger of being ov:rloo
and in cértain cases were Qverlooked.

3) wWe make no comment on the sentences imposed.
4) We have made no reference to' any individual cases as we

consider. thxs to. be inappropriate but we have details' of
specific cases which illustrate the above poxnts. ?



APPENDIX 2
STREET RIOTS IN NOTTINGHAM -

Fridoy to llondny, 10tk=13th July 1931

Profile of Defendants oni dicpessle at Hettinshom City Mugistrotes' Cowr i
during this week 13th-172th July “4g81

Totel identified in Court as beinge invelved in "rigke! - q0

Compricing: White adult males & 61
Coloured adult mules - <
Wnito adult femgles - 2
Vhite Juvenile mgles - 13
Coloured Juvenile !'adasn - g
Harital Stotus: Married or co-hubliing - 5
Separatoesd - 1
Single - - - i
Vidower - ' s 3
Hot identified (prob. singlel- ]

dfe Groups: Under 4% - 18

Over 17, under 29 » k4
Over 21, under 25 - )
Over 25, under 36 - 3
Over 30, under 35 - 5
Over X3 i &

Youngest ~ 1k
Eldest - 5%



Current Probation, Licence & C.S5.0.
Yend, File

Vol. Supervision

Crown Court Rc;porés

Juvenile Court Reports

Dept, Soeial Services Supervision
et f.yjmvn

Wak tdentified on sheek

breantof Offences
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OFFEIRES

Amreatening Behaviour

Possessing Offensive weogron - Ly
Trespsss & thaft - 19
Criminal Damage - RE!
Receiving stolen property - 4
Wilful Obstruction - s §
Fine Default - “oq
Aosault & AsBele - k|
PTreepass with intent to steal - 1
Note: '"Offensive: weapon" included 6 turps M and 1 ol [y
DISPOSAL
Hion [ Toon | Ved |ihers | Fri | |Torele

Ct Aot 2]6¢ 3lct 1l 2 [ =] [
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NeDo
Re-typed for clarity
during printing.

11 th. September i981
Tos=
Mr. Yandell,
Glerk to the Justices,
The Guildhall,
Nottingham,.
Dear Mr, Yandell,

¥ational Council For Civil Liberties (Nottm, Branch) ere look-
ing at.the way in which the Special Courts, set up from the
13th - 17th July, dealt with the defendants brought before
theite

7o assist us in this would you kindly let us nhave statisbics
concerning the following:-

1. How many courts sat on each day.
2, How were Megistrates selscted to sit on the bench.

3, How many defendantswere dealt with by these courts and
. how many charges were brought ageinst them.

L. What were the nature of these charges brought against
those charged and under which Aots of Parlisment were theye.

5, How many plesded Guilbye How many of these subseguently
chenged their plea to not=guiltye )

6, Of those charged to appeal pefore the special courts:ie
a, How many were dealt with by the gpecial court. :
b, How many were committed to Crown Court for sentencing.
¢, How many had thelr ¢ases adjourned . to be dealt with by
Magistrates labter. ' !
7. How meny of those dealt with by the gpecial courts gobi-
a, Custodial Sentences.
b, Non-custodial Sentences.
o, Were found not-gwlty.

8, In how many cases worse special enquiry reports called for
before sentencinge

9, How many defendants were represetned DY Soliéitcrs.

10.Who authorised the esteblishment of the special courtss

We appreciate thet it is wusual to ask for this kind &f detailed
jinformation but the unusual situstion itself and ‘the role of the
special courts does make it vital that we get a clear picture of
what happened.

Yours sincerely.



APPENDIX 3

City of Nottingham

GEORGE YANDELL 0.2.E YHE JUSTICES' CLERK'S OFFICE
THE GUILDHALL NOTTINGHAM NG1 48Q

Solicitor TELEPHONE NOTTINGHAM 45345/6

Clerk to the Justices
GY/JH

25th September 1981

Dear Mr. Williams,
Thank you for your letter of lith September 1981.

As no doubt you are aware, any defendant who is aggrieved
by the conduct or decision of Magistrates' Courts is entitled
to appeal to higher Courts.

| am aware that such proceedings dare or may be pending,
and you will understand that | am unable to furnish you, thercfore,
with the information you ave seeking.

| can say this - that the Courts yau .reler to as “Special
Courts” were only speeial in the sense that they werc additional
courts arranged by my staff because of the large number of
extra cases we were informed by the police would be presented

during the perisd o widen you vefec.
Yours sincere

Ly
o/

QM@J oww“

Clerk lo the Justices.

»
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APPENDIX &

REPDRT_BY THE NOTTINGHAMSHIRE LAW SOCIETY ON PROCEDURES LEADING UP
TO AND DEALING WITH APPEARANCES IN THE NOTTINGHAM CITY MAGISTRATES'
COURT FOLLOWING THE STREET DISTURBANCES IN NOTTINGHAM IN JULY OF 1981

Juring -the weekend of 10th, 11th and 12th July 1981 and during the
foliowing week certain street disturbances tock place in Nottingham
cesulting in a number of Defendants appearing at the Nottingham City
Msgistrates' Court on and after 43th July 1981 in special courts

{hereinafter called "the riot courts").

A mumber of members of this Society expressed concern as to the conduct
" these courts, particularly the three courts sitting on the morning
of 13th July. In the afternoon of the same day a meeting was held in
the offices of the Clerk to the Justicss between representatives of the
Clerk's Department, the Nottinghamshire Constabulary and this Society.
A number of matters were discussed.upon which the views of the various
nsrtiss differes, but the Society's main objective of providing
emsrgency representation in future courts to minimise the risk of

injustice was achieved and these other matters were left unresolved.

-1t was decided that a report should be prepared by this Society. A

request for information was sent to all member firms of the Duty

Selicitor scheme cperated by the Nottinghamshire Law Society.

This report is intended to set cut factually the deviations from
normal procegure wnich were adopted by the police snd the Nottingham
City Magistrastes' Court at the riot courts. No attempt is made o
comment on the incidents themselves, énd further, no criticism is
levelled at the type or severity of the sentences psssed on thaose
who properly pleaded guilty, or wha were convicted of the offences,
srnd this report is not intended to contain sny expression of support

or sympaethy for guilty Defendants,

What follows represents the substance of the replies from solicitors
to the letter referred to above, which replies were based on conver-
sations with the Defendants and on the solicitors' own experience in

the riot courts.



Police ittituge in the Cells

Sclicztors report that Defsnoants subsequently represented by them
state that tnes rignt, smpodied in $.62 of the Criminal Law Act 1977,
L.e. to notify somsone of their detention, was withheld during the
period of their arrest., They wers told that there wsre too mény
cecpla detained and facilities ware not available. Solicitors
similsrly report Defsndants saying that officers in the cell block

tslc the prisoners to plead guilty as the court would not be grenting

gh not invariable practice in the Tity court is that

licitor's depar ment will undertake prosecuticn of
te plea. All the prusecutlans in these riat courts,
*he remand cases, were conducred Dy unlformed police

ite the gravity of the sﬁtuatxnn, and of the offences

of the Defendants were charged, the praosecuting

rment daces not sppesr tc have bsen involved at all.

the gereral statsment referred to below made by ane

47 The arosecwting officers, gave the impression of a strong police

sence 1n thas@ court rooms.

2cuyr:on Spwecs srior to the Commencement of particular Cases

ar: Imzpectsr ar palice at the commencement of proceedings in ane of the

ree

20uItS ~as ailowea to make a general statement in the presence of

M.y 30e wnreprsa e.tﬂd Defendant, wha had been brought up for the start

4% ghe gourtls

o

usiness, but whose case had not yst commenced. In this

wrnich aio net relate to any one particular Defendant, the

stated that he was asked to assure the court that no-ona

aGuld control the streets of Nottingham axcept‘tha police, that the
~BERENC wgs Cne of thne blackest in the history of the city and he went
2n tg zwscrive the sort aof damage that had been caused in one particular
area of znat city. Albums of photagraphs taken in this arsa during the
siots were producee to the msgistrates, including photographs of cars
juttad oy fire snd shap windaws smashed and laoted. Exhibits of
orfansive weapons recoverad by the police were alsao produced to the
maglstravss, The photographs and weapons did not relate to any
garticular case. The Inspector went an to say that‘the disturbances

sar2 3 criminal enterprise to the level where anarchy raignsd on the

aria that the public must og assured that the persons engaged

Lo gLch an:snterpriss. would recsive fhe full.force.of the law.



Tne Csses

We deal below first of all with the p:éctice which is usually followed

in the City Magistrstes' Court when dealing with Defendants making

their first appesrance on a particular criminal charge from custody,

anc the way in which they would normally be referred to a solicitor.
The Nottinghamshire Law'Sociefy operates a Duty Solicitor scheme st
the Majistrates' Courts in Nottingham and the member firms who desl
w1tk criminal work are included on the rota. The Duty Solicitor

2ttends pricr to the commencement of court ‘business, and any Defendants
who will be the subject of & prosecution application for a remand in
custody are referrad by the Remand Sergeant for the day toc the Duty
Solicitor for the day, Generally, the scheme isc limited ourely te

custodial remands, but the terms of & Duty Soclicitor's undertaking are

ciently wide io ailow him to aesl with refercals from the Bench

EPUIcpriaste cuses and emErgency situstions.

the City courts, custodisl remands are now more usually deslt with

it 2 separate court from other court businesss and to prevent the court

‘being delayed whilst instructions are taksn, the praciice has rzecently

for the Duty Solicitor to attend as esarly as possible zt the

if ihere are a number of peconles awzating attenticnm.

th

At the reguest of Justices' Clerk's department the Duty Solizitor

now unaertskes to complete legsl eid applicstion forms on behalf of

all pecple who will be appearing fraom ctustocdy in the remand court ta
ensure that nc remands in custody will be mede without the Defendant
having an apportunity to be referred to & solicitor of his choice.

Such legel aid applications are very rarely refueed st Nottinghsm and
indeed, it is'generally understood that the yranting of legzl aid in

the Nottingham City Magistretes' court is nigh.

In almost every case, the prosecution is unable t6 proceed at the

first sppearance of the Defendant
given being that the file has not
Sergeant only has an apprehension
tne first appearsnce
the file is prepazed

prosecutien is ready

is to decide

will be on bail or in custody.

from custody, the usual reason
been prepared and the Remand

report. It follows from this that
whether a subsequent remand whilst

By the time the

to proceed in cases where the original application
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by them was far a remand in custody, the Defendant is almost always
represented. If not, the magistrates are gensrally reluctant to

llew mode af trxa; procedure or plea to be dealt with without advice

m

or representation. The Duty Solicitor is sometimes asked to advise
on these matters to expedite proceedings if possible, Otherwise, the
case is sdjoufned for further legal advice. Indeed, this reluctance

extznds to unrepressnted Defendsnts appearing from bail.

So fsr as ssntence is concerned, by the time a Defendant in custody
sppears far ples and/or sentence at the City Magistrates' Court, he

is daualiy reprasanted or has had legal advice. In any svent, {n all

‘Qut tne most straightforward cases, on hail or in custody, the

o
o
1
i
ot
izl

ates are favourably disposed to adjourn to allow the Dsfendant

legal advice.

#hars the court is considering a custodial sentence, the magistrates
#4T& cancernsd to offer an adjournment for lagal rapressentation whether
r not tnis is 3 strict requlrement of the law as in 5.21 aof the Pawers

of -rxmlnal Courts Act 1973. Slmllarly,.where axaminations of s

endant.'s circumstances snow it to be approprlat , the magistrates

;3rdes the preparation of social enquiry reports.

July 1981 it was public knaowladge that thers had besn numsroua
arrests over the weekend, and the firm an the Duty Solicitor rata for
Tnat 34y, anticipating a largg number of referrals, attended at the

Suilanall at 9.15 a.m, with three sclicitors. There had been no arior
centact with the- Society to inTorm them that the usual procedure would

not ve followed.

Mo Defendants concerned. in chgvp;ct cour@s ware raférred to the Duty
olicitcr, They were told that no Dafendants in thaée courts could be
seen in thne cells as there were no facilities. Solicitors individually
instzucted oy anyone in the rigt, courts wers refused access, althaugh
:oixc;tors attending.to..see clients. in CUSuOdy appearlng in other

courts-werz afforded normal.facilities for intervigwing,



18, The Duvy Solicitors established that cases arising from the

0.

disturpances were o be dealt with in specisl courts, the riot ccﬁrts,
sitting in courts 1, 2 -and 3 at the Guildhall. No referrals were made
to them by the courts prier to the commencement of business. It '

became clear ss . .the Defendants were p:dducsd that tﬂay WETE uﬁrepres¥

ented.

In &1l the riot courts it was apparent that the prosecution was ready
tv proceed to plea, -although the only facts svailable to the
prosecuting police officer being those on sn spprehension report. In
some cases_these were subseguently found to ke inaccurate. Unusually,
mode of trisl procedure wss dealt with snd pleas were entered without
the Defendants being offered legel advice. Eguivocsl pleas were hesrcd

to be entered zné insdequate advice ano explanetion was given by the

court toc the Jefendsnts in respect of churges where th

was not

As s result, representations were made by the Duty

the Clerk:

to the Magisirates themseives. As a
result, in one court it wes agreed that if the court was considering

teking s course of ecticn which could mean 2 rsmend in

Defencant, or z sentsnce of imoriswnment, that Defendan

uctions had

refsrreg to. the Duty Solicitor, although: in the Main ins’

be tekep by the Duty Solicitor:in the’dock -whil

SthEr ca3ges were

proceeding.

This gid not hapzen in courts. 2 end 3 on. the first morning, where

Defencants were dealt with without legal sdvice. In court 2 one

Defencant woulsg pe brought up, the faects inm his case would be outlined

ana then he woula be put down whilst & szcond Defendant would ke
brought ug, the ¥scts outlined, etc., and 'so on until & number of
Defendants had eppeared.  The Defendants were than brought up once

more to be sentenced. Only in.those cases where the legal obligation
of. 5.21, Powers of Criminal Courts Act 1973 applied was en azdjournment
offered, and then the Clerk said that only in excaptianai circumstances
would the Defendant. he granted bail. -Ode of these Defendants wa§
remanded, to 3Cth .July 1981 .in .custedy, without legsl advice, aithough
facilitizs were .susilable for referrals whilst all the others were

sentenced, most receiving custodial sentences.
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In court 3 ane unrepresented Defandant pleaded guilty and said he
wanted an adjournment far legal represantatlan. The fench remanded
Nim in custody without any mention at all of bail. The Clerk
immediately asked the Bench to retire, went in ta the Magistrates
and snortly thereafter the Bench returned and the Chairman said he
had oeen advised that they had not ‘allowed this Defendant an
oppartunity to apply éo: bail, The Defendant was brought back into
tne dock and by this vime a local solicitor had had a few words with
nim and sidpped forward t6¢ commence a bail applicatisn. The Chaire
man stopped him, saying that that Bench, and not Just that Bench,
wzre only going to :onsidgr-bail in axcepticnal circumstances. The

tor was cut short in his bail application and the Defendant

~as then remanded in custody.

There were clear cases of eguivecal plsas. One Dsfendant pleaded
guilty, gave sufficient information to the court tc make the
selicitors praesent concsrcned zoout equivocation but was then
sEntenced to three months' imprisonmsnt. This Defendant, by aéree~
ment witn the Clerk's department, was brought back to the caurt the
Following aay «hen his plea was changed. He wss then remanded in
custady until the not guilty hearing at which he was acquitzed.
This was not the anly esxample of an Equivocal ples being sntared

4na chenged following intervention from a member of the Society.

;
£

Solicitors Ta=port that they encountered difficulty in persuading the
Sourt to vacats pleas enterad oy Defendants when they wers unregres-
“ntaa,

4n aspalication to adjourn a "rigt case” to a date ta tie in with
unrelated affences for which the Daefendant appearsd onm a-subsequent
adace befnre tne City Justices was refused. This. is cantrary to the
procsdure approved by the Court af Appeal ( R v R _v Bennett, The Times
Maren 2ma 1980 ana 1980 3CLR).

Although incdiviaual membsrs of the Socigty made repressntations to
the courts, the first formal involvement with the Clerks and the

police by this Saciety was at the meeting on the afternaon of the

13th July referred tc at the Daginninq of this report, This
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» the Duty Soliciter was receiving "Dock"
Y o

the riot.courts in cases where custodial sentences were being
considered or an unequivocal ‘ples had been entered, Subseguently

the usual facilities for interviews became 3vailable in the cells.

Secendly, .it produced advance notice from the pclice to this Scciety
cf the number of Defendante to #ppesar in the rioi courts, erabling:

this Society to provide sufficisnt Duty Solicitors as serly in the

day as possible. By Thursdey 16%th July, cell asccess was affsrded

to the Duty Solicitors to commence anterviewing st 9 a.m.

We publizh this repeort to record the positicn on
t

subsequently as our members saw it and were %old sbout it by the
Defendants and in the hope that should there unhaprily ke any

Tecurrence o7 events of & similar nature, th

some assistance. No attempt is made in this

rything outside the rict courts, bui in view of
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standard of co-operation norm

the Clerk to the Npttingham

to ACE WEON record their 4

Freeth Cartwright & Sketchlay who sttenced

on 13th July 1987, and whose considersble

otherwise unreprecentesd Defsnconts are sefleciess in




CASE STUDIES APPENDIX 5

These 18 case studies have been compilled by NCCL members inter-
viewing the defendants {or in some cases their parents) using &
standard questionairre which we produced. (see appendix 6)

The cases are offered in the appendix because they add welgnt to
the céses we already quote within the body of the report and
becauss they highlight our contention that the experiences faced
by defendants at the hends of the Police and the Courts were very
similar.

OQur observations on the way in which defendants were dealt with
would bei-

1) When arrested only three were Cautionsed.
2) Only one managed to get a solicitor before their first
appearance in Court during the week of July 13th =17th
and that was only because of great pressure. from friends
outside. Only two were allowed 2 phone call to family
or friends.
3} A1l of them commented adversely upon the way in which
they were treated and the conditions of the cells.
Interestingly, despite all of them experiencing'verbal
abuse nine of them did not foel intimidated by this, .
The others however, commented strongly upon their sense
of being harrassed by police officers and all agreed the
cells were overcrowded, lacking in adequate bedding and
ssnitation and the food was appalling.
) There were six who complained of being assulted by the
Police at the time of thelr arrest, Cases B,F;3,7,K,P,
all experienced belng maltreated by the policse,
3) Sixteen of the eightseen denied being !Rioters! and the
cnarges against them were as follows i~
(a} 12 charged with tMhreatening Behaviour, likely %o
cause a Breach of the FPeace!,
(b) 3 were charged with 'Theft and Threatening Behaviour,
likely to cause = Breach of the Peace'.
(c) 2 were charged with 1C0arrying Offensive Weapon 3, Threat-
ening Behaviour, likely to cause a Breach of the Pezce.
(a) 1 was unclear of what he was charged with but assertaln
that -he pleaded guilty to s Thpes tening” Behavieurty



The evidence in most cases was given by the Police alonw, with
no other witnesses being called to give evidence,

5 of the cases were found not-guilty, cases B,D,G,I,L, Despite
this they all were held in custody for lengthy periods of tims
and when subsequently given Bail wers subject to very strict
curfews,

nother 5 pleaded guilty originelly but on legal advice subsew
quently pleaded not guilty. One of these cases was Dismissedt
(Case D) as police had wrong identity information. One was
Found guilty of carrying a penknife but not of carrying a gun,
{ Case J) he was fined £240 plus court costs of £60. The second
persen charged with 'Carrying an Offensive Weapon (Case L) was
found not guilty because Police oevidence was so contradictory.
Case Q the verdict of guilty weas upheld but his sentence was
reduced +to the time he .had already served and thus discharged
the same day. One Fownd not guilty after originally being pressured
by the bench to plead guilty, (case B), ‘

Case 4,
Male, aged 2, white - arrested July 11th in Beestpn.

Circumstances of arrest:

Tulkking to Pfriends in Beeston Square when told by a plain clothed
policeman to move on. He replied that he would go after ending
4is conversation., At this point a gang of 25/30 youths ran through
the shopping precint, the policeman returned and errested him. He
was taken to Beeston Police Station,

Chatge::

He was cautioned and charged 2l hours later with 'Threatening
Behaviour and Abusive Language, likely to cause s Breach of the
Poace!, having been transferred to the Gulldhall, - P

T



Contacts:
He was not allowed to phone 5 golicitor bub was allowed to phone
his parvents on the Sunday (Julyi2th). '

Conditions under which he wes held:

‘He complained of the conditions in cells in both Beeston and the
Guildhall; TInedeguate supply of both beds end bedding. Food
pathetic and cold, He complained that the police frequently
awors at him. Sanitary srrangements éppalling.

Court Appearances:

1e

L

He saw a duty solieitor 10 minutes prior to his first app-
oarance in Court (July 13th) who advised him to plead

not guilty. The Police had edvised him to plead guilty,
He was not gziven Bail and remsnded bo Lincoln .Prison for -
9 days.

On his second appesrance on the 26th July his case was
ad jowrned snd he was released on Bail on candition that
he remained et home between 5-00pm and 8~00ar weekdays
and at weekends was not allowed out of the house unlsass

accompenied by his parsnidg.

His third appearsnce on Sepbember 6th The Magistrate in
charge, afger baing requested to continue into the aftermoon
segsion declinad to do so stating.that:'thoser sorts: of cases
41d not teke long. Those cases that plead not guilty event=
ually £old end we find they axe guilty anyway'., The Magistrate
made this comment without hsaring sny evidence at all. His )
colicitor asked that. the:bail conditions- be dropped which was
sgreed to by the Mazgiatrate.. The-Cage was: again adjourned.

At the hth appearance the PoCL:Lce agreed to drop the chargas

against him provided he sgreed to the clvil offence of 'failing ‘
to move: on when requested ta do se by a police officert. He
wes bound over to keep the peace for a year on a 2100 surety,



Comments:

B He was fortunate enough to have independant witnesses of
the arrest incident,

o He was allowed access to the Duty Solicitor.

Co The Bail conditions was absurd given the age of the
defendant,

de Thoe Magistrates vommeant on his third appearance are guite
tnacceptable and prejudicial.

8, e accepted the TCivil! cnarge only because his job would
have been in jeapordy if he had been found guilty of the

‘original. charges,

Case B,
Male, aged 20, white ~ arrested July 11th, Hyson Green arez.

Circumstanrces of arrest:

He wag leaving a 'Blues’ Club in Hyson Green (having been to a
Night Club with friends until 2-00sr) when he was chased by the
police into & Cul-de-sac, He stopped and turned round and a
policeman hitv him in the fzce with a dustbin 1id knocking him
unconsious which caused cubs and swelling around hig eyes which
needed hospital treatment,

Oharge:

After rospital treatmenthe was taken to the Guildrall and laten
charged with !Threatening behaviour, likely to cause g breach of
the peacel,

Contacts:
He was not allowed to see a solicitor before his 1st eppearance in
Court and wzs not allowed bo send a btelegram to his girlfrierd.



Conditions under which he was held:
He complained of having no matress or blankets, the cell was
froezing cold, there were three of them sharing with only two

‘narrow benches to sit and or sleep on, .It was so cold that the

three of them tried to keep warm by sharing a newspaper between

them,

Court appearsnces:

1o

The Magistrate asked him how he pleaded, Hs replied he
did not Ikmow how to plead as he had been unconscious at
the time of arrest. The Maglstrate pressed him further on
the.matbter of a plea and he ended by pleading guilty. He
was sentenced to three months in Lincoln Prison.' )

The Duty Solicitor on the same day railsed the matter with the Courh

and asgsked for the case to bhe returned to the court,

24

3I

The foilowing day (Julyllth) on the advise of the Duty
Solicitor he changed his plea to not guilty. He was then
remsnded to Glen Parva Detentlon Centrs until the 371st July.

When he appeared again on the 31st July he was found

NOT GUILTY. The Police evidence was challenged by the

solicitor who was able to :
producs photographic evidence from a Dally newapaper
showing Mr.' B,' being led away by Police holding dust-
bin 1lids and drawn truncheons despite their denial
of having done so.

challenged the police to prouduce the long-sleeved white
jumper they claimed he was wearing, while in fact heﬁ

was stood in court in the same blood-stained sweat shirt .
and dungarees that he had worn the night of his arrest,

He wag found not gullty and the Maglstrates commented about
their concern over the police evidence they had heard,



Comments:

1!

Mr, B, spent three weeks in getention despite not being
gullty of any offence,

2, The Police evidence in this case was extremely suspect,
3a The Megistrate in Mr B's first Court appearance acted in

2 manner which led Mr. B, to plead guilty despite his

origninal attempt not to plead,

b Mr. B. was hurt badly enough by the police on his arrest

to werrant hospital treatment,

5 If the Duty Solicitor had not been alert Mr. B, would

2

have served a three months sentence.

Case C,

Circumstances of arrest:

He and two friends wers arrested by police as
the-area in a taxi, The police arrested them
Looting. The taxi driver told the pclice the

Male, aged 18, black - arrested July 11th, liyson Green aves,

they were lsaving
cn Suspicion of
lads had nothing

with them when they entered the taxi the police told him to !shut -

up’ or he would get the same as them,

Charge:

‘He was taken to the Guildhaell and some time later charged with
Threstening Behaviour likely to cause a Bregch of the peace,

Contacts:

He was not sllowed to contact either solicitor or friends. His
sister, havihg heard of his arrest, tried to contact him bdbut was

denied access,
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Conditions under which he was helds
He didn't eat, the police said they didn't do enytring for
Vegetarian diets. When he asked to sss a golicitor he was told
that no one would have s solicitor and that they were going to
face "Kangardo Courts” and that he should plead gullty if he
wanted to get it over and done with quickly.,
There were no blankets or beds, there were foup 01 them sharing the
cell with only one small bench betwesn tnem, They were cold, hungry
and uncomfortable and used newspapers to keep warm. He comménted:
",.it got so bad that i thought to myself I don't cars
if T got locked up so long as I can get out of hers quickly®.

Court appesrances: ) 5

1. Ris first appearance was on the 13th July, when_confronted by
the prosecution he said 'he hadn't done 1tt, The Magistrste then
instructed him to plead not guilty, He was vemanded in custody
for eight days. '

2 On his second appearance his solicitor asked for Bail

which was granted with strict ocurfew conditions; his
case was adjourned.

3s  AGAIN THE CASE WAS ADJOURNED UNTIL A LATER DATE.

4. HE WAS FOUND GUILTY AND FINED £60 AND ORDERED TO PAY LEGAL COSTS,
Coment, \

A, HE WAS NOT A RIOTER AND WAS ATTEMPTING TO LEAVE THE AREA WHEN ARRESTED,
B, HIS CASE TOOK 6 MONTHS TO BE HEARD AND A DECISION MATE.

C. DISPITE THE FACT HIS FAMILY WERE PREPARED TO. BRING FOOD INTO HIM
THEY WERE DENIED THE OPPORTUNITY TO GET HIS VEGETARIAN FOOD TO HIM,



CoMENTS CONTD,

D.  HE WAS REFUSED ACCESS TO THE SOLICITOR AND TOLD THEY WERE'KANGARCO
Courts! THIS WAS LATER DENIED BY THE POLICE AND THE COURTS THEMSELVES.

ks THE CONDITIONS WERE SO BAD THAT HE AND OTHERS HAD TO SHARE A NEWSPAPER
IN ORDER TO TRY AND GET SOME WARM,

£ase Ds
Mals, aged 20, black - srrested Hyson Green area July 11th.

Circumstances of arrest:
See case C,

Charges:
See case C,

Contacts: .
He was not allowed to see & solicitor or contact family or friends,

Conditions under which he was held: s

He felt the cell was filthy, complained of being cold and was refused
blankets, there were no beds, The food was terrible and toilet
facilities disgusting. He felt he hsd generally been treated badly
and that the police advised him %o plead gullty,

Court appearances:

i/ He appeared on July 13th and plesaded guilty at first. He asked

: for legal advice in court but was refused it, The Magistrate
adjourned his case instead and he was remended for 3 weeks in
custody.



25 - On_pis second appearance he_changad his plea to not guiity
) af?er feébiving_sqliqitors advise, The case was again . :
adjournad for six weeks and he was given Bail, His cupfew
was 10-00pm to 7=00am,

3 On the 2ith September the case. was dismissed, The "Police
had wrongly identified him and the Magistrates commented that
he should not have been arrested at all,

Comments :

8o Cases C, D and E were all arrested together on suspicion of
looting and all sventually charged with Threatening Behaviour
likaly to cause a Breach of the Psacs, Howeven their exp-
eriences at the hands of +he courts were very diffsrent:. .

- Case C, [ESPITE THE FACT THAT HE PLEADED'NOT GUILTY ON MaSISTRATES
" ADVICE HE WAS, B MONTHS LATER. FOUND GUILTY AS CHARGED,'FINED=
£60 AND oRDEREED TO PAY COSTS, .
- Case D, after serving 3 weeks on remand and 6 weeks under
curfew was found not guilty and his case dismigsed,

- Case E, who plesaded gullty, on the advise of the polics,
had ne access to legal advice was sentenced to'3 months
imprisonment, which was later rsduced to L% weeks on
apreal (he had served L% weeks by the tims his appeal

was heard, ),

Case E,

Male, aged 21, hlack - arrested 11th July Hyson. Green Area,
Circumstances of arrest;
See cases C & D,

Charged:
See C & D,

Contacts: .
He was not allowsd to contact -either solicitor or Tamily and friends,
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Conditions under which he was held:

He was not cautioned or informed of his rights., .He was verbally
ebused and compleined about dirty, overcrowded celis. His requests
for blankets and bedding were refused. The food was inedible and
he was advised by the police to plead gullty.

Court appearances:

T, Monday 13th July, he did not see a solicitor and pleaded
gullty on the advise of the police., He was found guilty
and sentenced to 3 months in prison. He saw a solicitor
imnediately after he had been sentenced who advised him
to ask for legal representation as socon as he arrived at
the prison., This he did, who advisged him to appeal,

25 He appeared in Crown Court L} weeks later where the Judge
' upheld the verdict of guilty but reduced the sentence to
the L} weeks he had already served.

Comments:

%o Mr. E, suffered more than his two friends who pleaded not
gullty and he was dealt with extremely hastily on his
first appearance ( the three courts dealt with B0 cases
on that first Monday).

ba He like his friends, waes picked up on suspicion of looting
held in the Guildhall and some L0 hours later was charged
with Threstening Behaviour likely to cause a Breach of the

. Peace, ’ .

Cese F,
Male, aged 32, white ~ arrvested 11th July, Hyson Green area.

Gircumstances of arrest:

Mr, F, is a resident of the Flats Complex who came out to see what
2ll the noise was about and as a member of the. Tenants Association
he felt he should observe the events of the night,
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The Police charged a gang of youths who ran, he stood still not
vwanting to be mistaken for a'rioter. However, the police sesized
him and set & police dog on him, He was bitten on the arm, arrested
and charged with Threatening Behaviour,

‘Charge:

He was taken %o Hyson Green Police ..:ta.tion cautioned and then
teken for hospital treatment to his arm, from where he was taken
to the Guildhall and chearged with Threatening Behaviour and abusive
language.
Contacts:

He was not allowed to contact a solicitor despite repeated requests,:
when he claimed it was his right to see & solicitor he was told .
that under circumstances like that night . (rioting) he had no rights
what so ever.

Conditions "under which he was held: : .

Like all the other defendants he complainsd about the overcrowding
of cells, no blankets .or bedding, food etc, - He also complained
about the police abuse of derendants - it was.his letter of com=
plaint to the'Poliée'Committee Chairperson which led to the sub=~
sequent Police Enquiry under Section L9 of the 1964 Poline Aek.

Court appearances:

1a On Monday July 13th he appeared and refused to’ plead.‘. He

) asked to speak to a’ solicltor before making his plea, thia
was refused so he asked that the case be adjourned inorder
for him to obtain legal advics, the Magistrate asked if he
had : any good reason why this should be allowed, He refused
to plead until he had spoken to.a solicitor, the Magistrate
then allowed him to do so and he pleaded not guilty. He‘was
allowed out on Bail with an 8-<00pm to 8-00am curfew.

"

2, In September he was in ecdurt again where the charges had been
inereased from !Threatening Behaviour “and Abusive Language!to
Threatenlng Behaviour, abusive language, and throwing a bottle
et & police dog and its handler, 'Hi's case was heard with police
evidence only and he was found guilty sna séntenced to- fouw
months in prison. He appéaled,



2. Pwo and a half weeks later his appeal was heard in the
Crown' Court. The Police dropped the charges of throwing -8
bottle at & police dog and its handler -and the- Threatening
Behaviour charge was also proved not gullty., He was however
found: guilty of' Abusive Language (swearing et the arresting

' officer). The judge commented that .anyone under those
‘circumstanceq woul& have sworn therefore he was guilty of
that oharge, His sentence was reduced to the 2% weeks he
had - glready ssr#ad and he was bound over to keep the peace
for 1 year on a £100 surety.

Comments:

4, He was an observer to the events and aiﬁhough the police
originally. accused him of fighting.withzﬁhem and throwing a
bottle these allegations were subsequenﬁly wilthdrawn at the
appeal hearing.

e He was the complainant about both police'behaviour and . the
Court procedure and we feel strongly that thls influenced
the manner in which he was dealt with/ %ge Orlglnaf Sharge
had been sigﬂifiéantly incressed by the time the .case.was
heard, and subsequently reduced again by the aﬁppal hearing.

¢e - The Police evidence was contradictory and yet the Magistrate
sppeared to ignore this and sentenced him to 4 months. .(Comment
made by pecple present in the court)

gase G
Male, aged 17, white = arrested July 11th, City Centre area.

Circumstanoes of arrest:

Mr, Go. was walking down Derby Road when a gang of youths knocked
over a women and tried to seize her handbag. He went to assist

her and she; in & distressed state asked him to leave her alone,
this he did. He continusd down the street and u pollcemen came

round the corner and grabbed him, He attempted to explain what

hed happened and was told to shut up - "you're nicked",
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He was handouffed to the rear sest of a pdlice van and pushed down
into broken glass which was on the floor of the van, He was taken
to. the Guildhall and later charged.

Charges:

He was charged with causing criminal damage, burglary, theft and
threatening behaviour etc. The police olaimed he had broken a
window, stolen a bedpan and hit & vehicle with it, - He‘denied
all charges. TS e e e

Contacts:

He was not allowsd to contact his parents or a solicitor.

His parents, worried at his non return at 11-00pm rang the polics
station and reported him missing. After walklng the - snreets looking
for him thﬂy rang again at 6-30am, the poliee aid not admit to
having him in custody. Evenbually, at u~30pm on.. the Sundey & friend
mat his parents and bold them what had happensd and that he had been
arrvestod.

They then went to the police station again and asked to see him
their request was refused and they eventually saw him in Court

on the Monday mormlng :

Court anpaarapces.

1o He was allowed to spesk to the Duty uOllGltor for about a
minute or two when he first appeared in the docks The pros~
acuting policeman mede his opening pemarks sbout "anarchy in
our streets" (see appendix i Law Society Report). The’ Magig=-
trate before hesring any evidenoce at all stated
tyou are obviously one of the ring-leaders and you will be
pemanded in Glen Parva for 10 -days. He pleaded not guiltye..

2 Onn the 21st July he appeafed again andfwas released on Bail
with strict curfew conditions, The case was'adjourned.

3, On Ocuobér 16th he-was found not guilty., The two police

' officers gave conflicting evideénce of his identity and whilst
remanded at Glen Parva he had overheard one boy bosasting of -
having.stolen a bedpan and 80, was able’ to produce witnesses
at coart as his defenca,' s




Comments: )
2., He was another observer (come good samariten) who was swept

vp by the pelice.

be His worried parents were misled by the police as to his
wheresbouts,

ce The police evidence was contradictory and could not subst-
_antiate either his identity or the charges brought against
hima

4, The Magistrates remarks, coupled with the opening stabements
by the prosecutihg policem n, prejudiced his chancesg of
getting a falr hearing on the Mondey 13th July.

Case H.

Mele aged 19 - white. Arrested in the Clifton Avee,

Circumstances of arrsat.

He was . arrested during the disturbances in the Clifton 4res of
thé City. He was caught picking up = packet of toffees from
the paﬁement outside & shcp whog window had been smashsd during
the disturbances. ’

Charges:
He was chargsd with theft and using abusive language.,

Contacts:
He wed not allowsed to contact a golicitor but he was allowed to
.phene his paren ts. '

Court Appearances:

1o He saw the duty solicitor in court and pleaded guilty. He
was sentenced to !l months detention, This was felt to be
unfair by the defendant and his parents and council, they
appealed, This they subsequently dropped in view of the
fact there were other pending charges for a previous crime
vet to be sorted out.



Carents: .
THe IMAGISTRATES DID NOT KNOW THE PREVIOUS HISTORY OF THE DEFENDANT, DID
NOT ASK FOR A SOCIAL REPORT, THEREFORE THIS DEFENDANT WAS FOUND GUILTY OF
THEFT ( A SMALL BAG OF TOFFEES) AND SWEARING AT THE ARRESTING OFFICERS,

IT WAS FELT BY HIS FAMILY AND SOLICITOR THAT THIS WAS EXTREMELY HARSH SENT-
ENCING IN VIEW OF THE CRIME. HAD IT NOT BEEN FOR THE 'RIOTS’ IT MAY HAVE
BEEN A RATHER SHORTER SENTENCE,

Case

MaLe, AGED 18 YEARS, BLACK - ARRESTED Hyson GREEN AREA 11TH JuLy, 3-00am,
CIRCIMSTANCES OF ARREST,

HE WAS ARRESTED, TAKEN TO THE GUILDHALL AND EVENTUALLY CHARGED AT 10FM

oN SUNDAY WITH ‘THREATENING BEHAVIOUR. LIKELY TO CAUSE A BREACH OF THE
Peace’, '

{ g =
)

THERE WERE NO BLANKETS, NO BEDS AND NO LIGHTS IN THE CELL, THE REQUESTS
FOR BEDDING AND THEIR COATS WERE REFUSED. JHE FOOD WAS POOR AND THEY HAD
A LONG WAIT TO GO TO THE TOILET, POLICE VERBALLY ABUSED HIM AND OTHERS
IN THE CELL, ) '

HE WAS NOT CAUTIONED. NOR WAS HE ALLOWED ACCESS TO FAMILY FRIENDS AND L
LEGAL ADVICE, HOWEVER, HIS FATEHER FOUND OUT HE HAD BEEN ARRESTED AND
ARRANGED FOR HIM TO SPEAK TO A SCLICITOR 10 MINUTES PRIOR TO HIS COURT
HEARING ON THE MONDAY MORNING. HE PLEADED MNOT GUILTY ON HIS SOLICITORS .
ADVICE, HE HAD ORIGINALLY INTENDED TO PLEAD GUILTY AFTER BEING ADVISED BY
THE POLICE. :

CourT. APPEARANCES .

1. He wAs REMANDED TO GLEN PARVA FOR 2 WEEKS. .

2. HE WAS GIVEN BAIL WITH A CURFEW FROM 6-00Pm 10 6-00AM.  His FATHER
FELT THAT BAIL HAD OMLY BEEN GRANTED BECAUSE HE HAD ASKED FOR TRIAL AT

- CRCWN COURT:

3. 1N AUGUST HE WAS FOUND NOT GUILTY.'

COMaENTS ! -

" Av . HE WAS ARRESTED WHILST LEAVING THE FLATS} AFTER VISITING HIS BROTHER,
- AND CHARGED WITH SOMETHING HE CLAIMED ALL ALONG NOT TO HAVE DOME.

B, He FELT INTIMIDATED AND WRONGLY ADVISED BY THE POLICE.

C.  WHEN HIS CASE CAME TO COURT THE POLICE EVIDENCE OF IDENTITY WAS
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CONTRADICTORY AND HE HAS FOUND NOT GUILTY.

Case J

MALE, AGED 33 YEARS. WHITE, ARRESTED Hyson GREeN JuLy 10TH,
CIRCUMSTANCES OF ARREST, o

HE WAS TRYING TO MOVE HIS WIFE, CHILD AND SISTER OUT OF THE AREA ARD HAD

TELEPHONED FOR A TAXI: [HE POLICE ARRESTED HIM-AS HERISISTED ARREST THE
POLICE HIT HIM BOTH WITH THEIR FISTS AND WITH TRUNCHEONS.

He Was CARGED 3l HOURS LATER WITH CARRYING UFFENSIVE NEAPONS - A SHEATH
FE s A ‘SHow-PIECE’ Cout 45,

LONTACTS,

HE WAS NOT CATIGHED, NOR WAS. ME ALLOWED TO CONTACT SOLICITOR AND FAMILY,

C&“JDITI"NS UNDER WHICH HF WAS HFI D,

THE F IlRST CELL. HE SHARED WITH FOUR OTRERS AND THE SECOND CELL WITH NINE
OTHERS: THERE WAS ONLY ONE SMALL BED IN EITHER OF THE CELLS, MO BEDDING
AND NO HEATING, FOOD WAS POCR, VISITS TO THE TOILET AND REQUESTS FOR

DRINKS WERE VERY LIMITED,

COURT APPEARANCES o
Lo O Juy I3t He AskeD 710 BE TRIED AT CRowv CoURT. HE PLEADED NoT
- GUILTY AND HIS CASE WAS ADJOURNED, HE WAS GIVEN BAIL WITH CURFEW
conoiTions oF 10-00pu o 7-00am. S
2. Tre CRown COURT FOUND HIM NOT GUILTY OF CARRYING AN OFFENSIVE WEAPON
IN THE CASE OF THE GUN BUT GUILTY OF CARRYING A SHEATH KNIFE, He
Was FINED £240 PLUS ORDERED TO PAY £60 LEGAL COSTS.




ComenTs: . ,

&, HeE waS SWEPT up BY THE PCLICE IN THE AREA - DESFITE TRYING TO ORGANISE
FOR HIS FAMILY TO LEAVE THE AREA FOR SAFETY,

B He WAS PHYSICALLY ABUSED AND ASSULTED BY THE POLICE IN THE PRESENCE
OF HIS WIFE, CHILD AND SISTER,

¢, HIS MORE FAVOURABLE BAIL CONDITIONS WERE GRANTED PURELY BECAUSE HIS
JOB WAS BEING THREATENED OTHERWISE, _

D, HE WAS A "SHOWMAN' AND ALWAYS WORE THE TWO 'WEAPONS' ~ HE HAD NOT
REALISED THE IMPLICATION OF WALKING THE SO CALLED 'RIOT-TORN/ AREA
WITH THEM ON.

Case K.
MaLE AGED 20 YEARS. WHITE - ARRESTED IN THE Meapows Area 1ITH JuLy,

= = EST,
He waS SWINGING ON A TREE IN THE SHOPPING PRECINCT, HE WAS ARRESTED AMD
HAD HIS NOSE BRCKEN IN THE PRCCESS. -

r*._!B;§ :

HE WAS CHARGED WITH CAUSING CRIMINAL DAMAGE AND USING THREATENING BEHAVIOUR

“ THE POLICE LATER STATED THEY WOULD DROP THE CHARGE OF THREATENING BEHAVIOUR
IF HE PLEADED GUILTY TO THE CRIMINAL DAMAGE CHARGE. ‘

CoNTACTS,

He WAS NOT ALLOWED TO CONTACT HIS FAMILY, FRIENDS OR LEGAL ADVISER, BUT
HIS MOTHER HAD:‘HEARD OF HIS 'ARREST FROM A FRIEND AND ARRANGED FOR A SO*.I~
CITOR TO SPEAK WITH HIM AS HE WENT INTO.COURT.

His MOTHER BROUGHT CLOTHING AND CIGARETTES ON THE SUNDAY BUT WAS MOT-
ALLOWED TO DELIVER THEM., HE COMPLAINED OF POOR CELL CONDITIONS AMD- POOR
FOOD £TC. ‘ : i
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COURT APPEARANCES
1, ON SOLICITORS ADVICE HE PLEADED NOT GUILTY AND WAS BAILED UNTIL SEPTEMBER.
9, N SEPTEMBER HE WAS FOUND GUILTY AND FINED £40 wiTH E35 LEGAL COSTS.

COMMENTS.

He STATED THAT HE DID NOT PURSUE A CLAIM FOR COMPENSATION AGAINST THE
POLICE FOR HIS BROKEN NOSE AND DAMAGED BACK BECAUSE HIS SOLICITOR ADVISED
HIM THAT HE MIGHT BE 'PICKED’ ON LATER.

rulsE\ L\ o1

1

MALE, AGED 18 YEARS, WHITE. - ARRESTED IN THE Hvson GREEN AREA DURING
THE EARLY HOURS OF SUNDAY MORNING.

CIRCUMSTANCES OF ARREST.
He wAS ARRESTED ON FOREST ROAD FOR CARRYING AN OFFENSIVE WEAPON.

CHARGES.
HE WAS TAKEN TO THE GU]LDHALL AND CHARGED WITH CARRYING AN OFFEN:»WE WEAPON,

Conracts.

He was NoT ALLOHED TO CONTACT A SOLICI;(OR. FAMILY OR FRIEND.

CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH HE WAS HELD.

HE DID NOT WISH TO MAKE ANY,COMMENT,

COURT APPEARANCES.

1. He PLEADED GUILTY'AND HIS CASE WAS ADJOURNED, HE WAS REMANDED T GLEN
PARVA FOR EIGHT DAYS, WHILE IN GLEN PARVA HE SAW A SOLICITOR WHO
ADVISED HIM TO CHANGE HIS PLEA TO NOT GUILTY. )

2. He cpve BEFORETHE CROWN COURTARD WAS FOURD NOT GUILTY BECAUSE OF
CONTRADICTORY EVIDENCE BY THE POLICE.

i
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ComEnTs.
A He cLAIMED THAT A PoLICE WOMAN HAD FABRICATED A STATEMENT FROM HIM
N WHICH HE.WAS PERPORTED TO HAVE SAID THAT HE WAS GOING TO Hyson GReeN
CELATS TO 'FIGHT THE BLACKS® HE SAID THAT THIS WAS WRONG AND THAT

HE HAS GOOD RELATIONSHIPS WITH BLACK PEOPLE AND IS NOT RACIST,

B, He WAS YET ANOTHER:DEFENDANT WHO PLEADED GUILTY ON THE ADVICE OF THE
POLICE WITHOUT HAVING ACCESS TO LEGAL ADVICE TO-HIS PLEA WHICH WAS
SUBSEQUENTLY CHANGED AFTER SEEING A SOLICITOR.

Case M,

MALE AGED 17. WHITE - ARRESTED IN THE MeAbows AREA SaT. 1Imi Juy.
He WAS PART OF A GANG OF YOUTHS WHO HAD CONGREGATED INTHE MEADOWS AREA.

CHARGES.

HE WAS NOT CLEAR AS TO WHAT HE HAD BEEN CHARGED WITH AT THE TIME BUT OUR
INVESTIGATIONS LED US TO THE CONCLUSION THAT [T WAS THREATENING BEHAVIOUR
L IKELY TO CAUSE A BREACH OF THE Peace,

ConTacTs,

HE WAS NOT ALLOWED TO PHONE A SOLICITOR, FAMILY OR FRIEND BEFCRE COMMING
TO COURT ON THE MONDAY MORNING, HE HAD CHARGES PENDING AND HIS MOTHER WAS
INFORMED, BY THE UEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES, AFYER HIS APPEARANCE ON
THE MONDAY MORNING,

CONDITIONS UMDER WHICH HE WAS HELD,
HE HAD NO COMMENTS TO MAKE,

COURT APFEARANCES .- :
Un THE 13TH JULY HE PLEADED GUILTY. WITHOUT LFGAL ADVICE, AND WAS. SENTENCED
TO THREE MONTHS AT A DETENTION CENTRE,



Coments.
& His PARENTS WERE NOT INFORMED OF THE ARREST,
B HE FELT THAT THE SENTENCING AND TREAT?{ENT HAD BEEN FAIR,

(ase N,
MALE, AGED 18 YEARS, BLACK - ARRESTED AT 10-00aM SAT, 11TH JuLy.,
CIRCUMSTANCES OF ARREST.

HE WAS ARRESTED, AT HOME, WHEN THE POLICE ARRIVED AND STATED THAT SOMEONE HAD
' GRASSED' AND SAID HE HAD BEEN IN THE RIOTS THE NIGHT BEFORE,

(HARGES,

HE WAS CHARGED WITH CRIMINAL DAMAGE (BREAKING A SHOP WINDOW),

CoNTACTS.

He was ot ALLOWED TO CONTACT A SOLICITOR, FAMILY OR FRIENDS,

HE ASKED FOR A PHONE, BLANKETS AND ‘PROPER’ FOOD AND WAS REFUSED THEM SO
HE SWORE AT A POLICEMAN WHO TOLD HIM THAT IF HE DIDN'T SHUT UP HE wm_u
BE DONE FOR THREATENING BEHAVIOUR AS WELL,

COURT APPEARANGES,

L+ He APPEARED on MonpAY 15TH JULy AND SAW THE LuTY SOLICITOR 5 MINUTES
BEFORE GOING INTO COURT, HE PLEADED NOT GUILTY, BUT WAS FOUND GUILTY AN

§  SENTENCED TO THREE MONTHS DETENTION CENTRE.

5

Comeens.
A_. He WAS THE ONLY "PERSON WE SURVEYED WHO WAS ARRESTED AND CHARGED AFTER
EVENT,

B, He CLAIMED THAT HE HAD NOT BROKEN. THE WINDOW,




Case Q.
MaLE, AGED 19 YEARS, WHITE - ARRESTED SATURDAY 1ITH JuLy.

CIRCUMSTANCES OF ARREST.
He WAS ARRESTED CAUSING WILFUL DAMAGE AND CHARG  WITH THREATENING BEHAVICUR

AND ABUSIVE LANGUAGE. AND LOOTING.,

CHARGES.
HE WAS CHARGED AS SOON AS HE GOT TO THE POLICE STATION WITH THREATENING
BEHAVIOUR LIKELY TO CAUSE A BREACHOF THE PEACE, ABUSIVE LANGUAGE AND LOOTING. -

ConracTs.

HE WAS NOT ALLOWED TO SEE A SOLICITOR, FRIEND OR FAMILY.

| CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH HE WAS HELD.
COMPLAINED THAT THERE WERE FIVE PEOPLE IN THE CELL WITH NO BLANKETS OR
BEDS, FOOD AND DRINKS WERE POOR AND IRREGULAR.

CoURT APPEARANCES.

1, He DID NOT SEE A SOLICITOR BEFORE GOING INTO COURT AND PLEADED GUILTY
TO THE CHARGES, ALTHOUGH BEFORE HE WENT INTO COURT HE HAD SAID HE WAS
GOING TO PLEAD NOT GUILTY TO THE ABUSIVE LANGUAGE, THE PCLICE ADVISED
HIM TO PLEAD GUILTY ON-ALL CHARGES IF HE WANTED TO GET IT OVER AND DONE

WITH GICKLY, HE WAS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED TO THREE MONTHS.

COMMENTS.
£ FELT HE HAD BEEN TREATED UNFAIRLY = "IF IT HADN'T BEEN THE WEEKEND
OF THE RIOTS 1’D HAVE PROBABLY GOT OFF WITH A FINE" HE SAID, He ALSO
FELT THE POLICE ADVISED HIM WRONGLY. :

Case P,

MALE, AGED 31, WHITE - ARRESTED ON LLTH JULY o RADFORD RoAD,
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(IRGUMSTANCES OF ARREST.

HE WAS WALKING HOME WHEN AN UNMARKED CAR PULLED TO A HALT AND GRABBED A
MAN IN A SHOP DOORWAY, HE CALLED TO HIS MATE TO TAKE THE NUMBER OF THE CAR
WHEREUPON HE WAS SEIZED BY THE MEN AND TAKEN TO THE POLICE STATION AND SUB-
SEQUENTLY CHARGED, '

HE WAS CHARGED WITH THREATENING BEHAVIOUR AND ABUSIVE | ANGUAGE, AND OBSTRUCT ION,

CONTACTS.
AFTER PRESSURE FROM FRIENDS HE WAS ALLOWED TO SPEAK TO ASOLICITOR ON THE

SUNDAY EVENING PRIOR TO GOING TO COURT, ON THE MONDAY MORNING HE WAS NOT
ALLOWED TO SPEAK TO HIS SOLICITOR UNTIL FRIENDS AGAIN PUT PRESSURE ON.

CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH HE WAS HELD.
HE WASN'T INFORMED OF HIS RIGHTS, HE FELT INTIMIDATED AND ABUSED AS WELL
AS PHYSICALLY ASSULTED ON HIS ARREST.-

COURT_APPEARANCE ¢
l. HE PLEADED NOT GUILTY AND THE CASE WAS ADJOURNED, HE WAS RELEASED
ON BAIL,

2. In NOVEMBER THE CASE WAS ADJOURNED AGAIN.
3. THE CASE WAS HEARD AGAIN AND ADJOURNED FOR SENTENCE.
4, He wAS FOUND GUILTY AND FINED £300 PLUS LEGAL COST.

A. HE TOO WAS PRESSURED BY THE POLICE TO FLEAD GUILTY EVEN THOUGH HE FELT
HE WAS NOT. ) "

B, HAD IT NOT BEEN FOR THE PRESSURE EXERTED BY FRIENDS HE WOULD NOT HAVE
HAD LEGAL REPRESENTATION AT THE COURT ON THE MONDAY MORNING
C, He INCURRED CONSIDERABLE COSTS IN HIS EFFORTS' TO DEFEND HIMSELF.
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Case B,

MaLe AGED 16 YEARS, WHITE, ARRESTED 10TH JuLy approx 11-30pm,

CIRCUMSTANCES OF ARREST.
He WAS' PICKED UP IN THE HYSON GREEN AREA LATE FRIDAY EVENING,

! HARGES : .
HE WAS CHARGED WITH THREATENING BEHAvaR LIKELY TO CAUSE A BREACH OF THE
PEACE AND ABUSIVE LANGUAGE

HE WAS NOT ALLOWED TO PHONE A SOLICITOR. FAMILY AND FRIENDS, HIS PARENTS
EVENTUALLY REPORTED HIM MISSING ON THE SATURDAY MORNING, THE POLICE DID

NOT INFORM THEM OF HIS WHERE ABOUTS UNTIL HE APPEARED IN COURT -ON.THE -

MONDAY MORNING.,

SN % 3 W
]

HE FELT HE WAS NOT TREATED WITH RESPECT, HE WAS AFRAID OF THE POLICE. BECAUSE
THEY WERE ANGRY, HE CLAIMED THEY ASKED IF HE HAD. 'FORM' AND WHEN HE REPLIED
THAT HE WAS DUE TO AFPEAR IN COURT FOR OTHER OFFENSES THEY LAUGHED AND -
REMARKED “DON'T EXPECT TO SEE YOUR FOLKS AGAIN FOR SOME TIME",

CURT. APPEARANCES |

1'.

HE HAD NO LEGAL ADVICE BUT PLEADED GUILTY ON THE 13TH Juy., Twe .
Duty SOLICITOR ASKED FOR THE CASE TO BE ADJOURNED FOR SOCIAL REPCRTS, -
HE WAS ALLOWED OUT ON BAIL WITH A CURFEW 6-00PM TO 6-00am. '

2. ALL CHARGES PENDING WERE RAISED TOGETHER AND THE CASE WAS AGAIN..
ADJOURNED ¢ ;

3, He wAS SENTENCED TO THREE MONTHS DETENTION CENTRE,

ComMeENT,

THe POLICE FAILED TO INFORM HIS PARENTS OF HIS W!-!EREABOUTS DESPITE
HIS PARENTS ENQUIRIES,



On- SATURDAY 127H JuLY AT APPROX. 8- 30 PM 6 OR 7 PLAINCLOTHES POLICEMEN
BROKE INTO A FLAT.IN-HySON GREEN COMPLEX, -
THE COUPLE. INSIDE WERE RELAXING WHEN THEY.HEARD THE GLASS PANEL IN THER
FRONT DOOR SHATTER FOLLOWED BY HEAVY BANGING ON THE DOOR, THE. MAN SHOUTED
"WHO 1S 1T’ SEVER‘L TIMES BUT THERE WAS NO REPLY, HE WAS AFRAID IT WAS
THE NaTIonAL FRonT,
TH'E POLICE. BROKE INTO THE FLAT AND THE OCCUPANT RECOGNISED ONE AS A LOCAL
C.L.D. Crricer. TWO OFFICERS.PINNED HIM 7O THE SETTEE, ALTHOUGH HE HAD
" OFFERED NO VIOLENCE OR-RISISTANCE, AND THE CTVERS SEARCHED THE HOUSE.
WEN ASKED WHAT THEY WERE DOINGONE -POLICKAM STATED TUEY HAD A WARRENT BUT
REFUSED TO LET THE OCCUPANT INGPECT IT,
THE POLICE THEN ACCUSED THA MAN OF HAKING PETROL EOMBS ALTHOUGH THEY LiD
NOT FIND ANYTHING INCRIMINATING IN THE SEARCH,
THE COUPLE WERE TOLD THEY WERE BEING ARRESTED AND THE MAN WAS TAKEM BY VAN
TOTHE FOLICE STATION IN Hvscy GREEN WMILE THE WOWS WAS TAXEM ON FOOT BY
TWO OF THE PCLICE OFFICERS,

* INTERVIEWED AT THE POLICE STATION THE [44N 1AS TOLD TO GIVE NAMES OF PEOPLE
INVOLVED IN THE RIOTS AND THAT THOSE ARRESTED HAD ALREADY GIVEN HIS NAME
TO THEM. HE WAS UNABLE TO GIVE ANY INFORMATION TO VHEM, NEITHER WERE .

_CHARGED AND AFTER THREE HOURS WERE RELEASED, (it RETURHING HOME THEY FOUND
THETR DOOR‘OPEN AND THE FLAT' IN A STATE OF CHAOS. WITH BROKEN GLASS AND
CLOTHING STREWN ARCUND THE FLOOR. A Zb" COLOUR TELEVISION DAMAGED BEYGND
REPAIR, THEIR THREE-PIECE SUIT SLASHED AND A MUSIC CENTRE WRECKED. THESE

. DAMAGES OCCURRED DESPITE AN EARLIER POLICE ASSURANCE THAT SOMEONE WOULDKEEP
A CLOSE EYE ON THE HOUSEHOLD AND ITS CONTENTS,

ComvenT,

A.  THE POLICE DID NOT HAVE A WARRANT AND USED THE FETROL BOMB SEARCH AS
.~ AN EXCUSE SINCE LOOKING FOR EXPLOSIVES DID NOT REQUIRE' ONE, .
B. - THE SUBSEQUENT FAILURE TO FIND ANY EVIDENCE AND THE FAILURE TO CHARGE
THE COUPLE US SUSPICIOUS OF THE POLICE INTENTIONS IN THIS INSTANCE.
'C»  THE DAMAGE TO THE COUPLES PROPERTY CAN BE ATTRIBUTED TO POLICE FAILURE
' TO LOOK AFTER AND LOCK UP THE OCCUPANTS HOUSEHOLD AND CONTENTS DURING
AND AFTER THE SEARCH.



A WoMAN WAS DISTURBED AT APPROX, 1-00AM ON SUNDAY I2TH JULY, WHEN A NUMBER

OF POLICE OFFICERS BROKE IN THROUGH THE DOOR WITHOUT KNOCKING, THEY DID

NOT PRODUCE A WARRANT OR SHOW ANY IDENTIFICATION, NEITHER DID THEY TAKE .

ANYTHING FROM THE FLAT OR DETAIN ANYONE FOR QUESTIONING, THEY CLAIMED THAT
THE ‘COUNCIL' HAD GIVEN THEM PERMISSION TO ENTER THE PREMISES, THE WOMAN

COMPLAINED LATER TO THE Hyson GREEN POLICE STATION ABOUT THIS AND WAS TOLD

THE POLICE HAD AN AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY COUNCIL TO DO S0,

ComvenT.

A, AGAIN NO EVIDENCE WAS FOUND, AND IN THIS CASE NO ONE EVEN ouesnowen
THE MOTIVE FOR ENTERING ARE A COMPLETE MISTERY,

B, OUR INVESTIGATIONS AS TO THE VALIDITY OF THE POLICE CLAIM THAT THEY
RECIEVED PERMISSION TO ENTRE PEOPLES FLATS HAS PROVED BLANK.

A MAN IN A NEARBY FLAT REPORTED THAT AT ABOUT THE SAME TIME THE POLICE BROKE
INTO HIS FLAT AND FORCED THEIR WAY IN. THEY DID NOT ARREST ANY ONE OR
QUESTION THEM, THEY COULD NOT PRODUCE A WARRANT OR IDENTlFICATION AND AGAIN
CLAIMED THE COUNCIL HAD GIVEN THEM PERMISSION.

Comeent,

A, AGAIN, THE POLICE PRODUCED NO IDENTIFICATION OR WARRANT, NO ONE WAS
DETAINED, QUESTIONED OR CHARGED, NO EVIDENCE WAS FOUND IN THE FLAT
TO IMPLICATE THEM IN THE RIOTS AT ALL, -

Case V,

POLICE BROKE INTO AND FORCED THEIR WAY INTO, THE FLAT OF A WOMAN WITH HER

TWO CHILDREN, THEY CLAIMED TO BE LOOKING FDR A MAN WHO THEY SUSPECTED HAD
TAKEN REFUGE IN HER FLAT, One PCX.ICM'W "IN 'HER' BEDROOM mru—: THE OTHERS
SEARCHED THE FLAT, HER CHILDREN WERE AWAKENED AND FRIGHTENED ANOTHER POLICEMAN
KEPT THEM IN THEIR BEDROOM AND WOULDN'T ALLOW THE WOMAN ACCESS TO THEM,

THEY ‘WERE AL, VERY FRIGHTENED, - THE POLICE TURNED THE FLAT msxuz out” st
STATED AND VET THEY FOUND NOTHING NOR THE- SUPPOSED MAN wno HAD COVE. TO HIDE




INTHE FLAT.  THE POLICE LEFT STATING THEY MAY HE BACK IF NECCESSARY.

COMENT,

THE WOMAN WAS VERY DISTRESSED BY. THE INCIDENT AND SO INDEED WERE HER CHILDREN.
"SHE DENIED HAVING A MAN IN HER FLAT FROM THE ONSET YET THEY CONTINUED TO
SEARCH MAKING A MESS THAT TOOK CONSIDERABLE TIME TO CLEAR UP AFTERWARDS.
BEITHER HER NOR HER CHILDREN SLEPT THAT NIGHT AND SPENT THE FOLLOWING FEW
'DAYS WITH RELATIVES IN ORDER TO RECOVER. AGAIN THIS SEARCH APPEARS TO HAVE
BEEN COMPLETELY UNECCESSARY. '

el

MALE. AGED 30 YEARS WHITE. HE WAS. TAKING PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE AREA AND THE
DISTURBANCES ON THE SATURDAY 12TH JuLY APPROX, 1-24M, HE 'S A FREELANCE
N.UoJ. (NaTronaL UNION OF JOURNALISTS) PHOTOGRAPHER, _

A NUMBER OF POLICE APPROACHED HIM, ONE TOOK HIS CAMERA AND BROKE THE LENS
OFF THE CAMERA. HE WAS UNABLE TO IDENTIFY WHICH OFFICER DID THIS. He HAD
SHOWN THE POLICE HIS N.U.J, CARD AND YET THEY STILL REFUSED TO ALLOW HIM
TO TAKE PHOTOGRAPHS. HE WAS NOT GIVEN COMPENSATION FOR THE DAMAGE TO HIS

" CAMERA,

LomenT,

A, DisPITE SHoWING HIS N.U.J, CARD HE WAS NOT ALLOWED TO TAKE PHOTOGRAPHS ;
WHEN HE CONTINUED TO DO SO THE POLICE TOOK HIS CAMERA WAY AND DEL IBERATELY
BROKE THE LENS OFF OF IT, HE RECIEVED NO'COMPENSATION FROM THE EOLICE
FOR HIS CAMERA AND DISTROYED FILM BECAUSE HE COULD NOT IDENTIFY THE
OFFICER IN QUESTION,

CaseX, .
W0 WHITE MALES WERE GIVING OUT LEAFLETS TO ANYONE WHO CARED TO TAKE THEM
ON SUNDAY JULY 12TH IN THE Hvso GREEN AREA, AFTER DISTRIBUTING THE LEAFLETS



THEY WERE WALKING HOME WHEN THEY WERE APPROACHED BY THE OCCUPANTS OF A
Forp ESCORT SALLOON CAR. THE DRIVER ASKED FOR A LEAFLE AS ONE OF .THE
PASSENGERS- 60T+ QUT, THE COUPLE BECAME AFRAID OF THE FIVE MEN IN THE

CAR AND BEGAN TO 'RUN FOR IT', .
ONE OF THE COUPLE FELL TO THE GROUND AND THE FIVE MEN CAUGHT THEM, THEY
WERE HOLDING TRUNCHEONS AND NOW IDENTIFIED. THEMSELVES AS POLICE OFFICERS,
. THE COUPLE WERE SUBJECTED TO VERBAL -ABUSE, AND TOLD. mev HAD NO' wsmzss

IN THE AREA, i N
THEY WERE NOT ARRESTED NOR cmessu BUT WERE TAKEN TO THE POLICE STATION
AND QUESTIONED ABOUT THE LEAFLETS. OnE. OF THEM..WAS KICKED REPEATEDLY ON
THE 'SHINS ANDPOKED 'IN'THE' FACE WITH A PEN, TWO AND.A“HALF-HOURS' LATER '
THEY WERE TAKEN HOME,

A, THE POLICE WERE CLEARLY CONCERNED ABOUT THE POSSIBILITY OF ‘POLITICAL'
INVOLVEMENT IN THE RIOT AREA AND TRIED SUCCESSFULLY TO FRIGHTEN THE ~
MEN INVOLVED IN DISTRIBUTING. LEAFLETS:AND TAKING PHOTOGRAPHS, =




APPENDIX 6
NOTTINGHAM NCCL INQUIRY '
1. How old are you?
2. What sex are you?
3. When vere yéu arrested?
4. Were you cautioned?
5. Were you released before coming to court?

6. If you were released before coming to court how long were you detained?

T Wﬁilst in custody were you allowed to telephone

-~ a solicitor?

- friends qr family?
8. Were you charged? If so how long after arréét?{
9. How were you treated whilst in police custody? Were you-
- informed of your rights?
~-.treated yi&h-rekpect?
Q'iﬁti;idgiéga
- aﬁﬁéed% T ' ' _
e © dieg ) v -
- assaulted?

Please add anything you wish here:

10. Did you see a solicitor at any time before coming before the court? At what .
point?

11. If you are under 18, were your parents informed of your arrest?
' Your whereabouts?
12, What did you plead? Guilty or not guilty.
13, If 'Guilty' was this because (please tick more 'than one if appropriate)
You were guilty?
To get it dealt with quickly? !
Because the police told you to? i
On legal advice?
Some other remason? (If so what?)
Don't know?
14. Did you have legal advice as to your plea?
15. If you pleaded guilty
Were you dealt with on your first appearance before the court?
What day was this?

What was your sentence?



Do you corisider this fair?
If not, why not?

Did you appeel? Is the result known?

16. If you pleaded 'Not Gullty' and your case has been heard

In what‘court was this?
What was the verdict?
What was the sentence? . ' !
Were you represented? o
Did-you receive legal aid?

If you pleaded 'Not Guilty' and your case has not been heard

Wheﬁ is your trial?
- Which court? )
Have you (a) applied for (B) received legal aid?
" Do ‘you have a sniicitor acting?
17. ic you feel yeu have been/are being dealt with fairlyz;If‘not why not?

18. Is there any other matter you would wish to raxse in connection with your case
or the way it has been handled?



