








every death but would do so if there was a suggestion of a Rules of Engagement
(ROE) breach or a death in custody. During the war fighting phase from March to
late April, we had limited situational awareness of the operation as a whole.

10. I cannot recall a shooting incident review policy before the end of the war-fighting
phase, I believe it was introduced in late April or early May.

11. The SIB did investigate some civilian deaths during this period, such as in the
circumstances described above, a ROE breach or death in custody.

The RMP after the end of the war-fighting phase

12. Whilst the RMP had jurisdiction to investigate civilian deaths in this scenario, we
simply had had no capacity to do so before the war-fighting phase ended. We began

investigating more civilian deaths from May 2003, when the number of UK deaths
decreased.

13. I recall discussing with my GPD counterparts before the end of the war that we did
not have capacity to investigate shooting incidents in which an Iraqi civilian had died.
GPD personnel investigated some shooting incidents during this period.

14. At the cessation of hostilities, the operation moved into what was known as Phase 4.
There was no fundamental change in the way we conducted our investigations and we
were not issued new guidance or procedures. We had not considered in any detail

. what would change following the war and the complete collapse of the Iraqi Police

Service and judicial system left a governance vacuum which required to be filled.

15. British deaths reduced dramatically from April onwards, and many of these were
relatively simple in terms of compiling case files. So by June 2003 there was a shift
towards looking at more Iraqi deaths. These tended to be deaths in custody, but there
were also some that we would have sent to our GPD colleagues and asked them to go
ahead with gathering evidence and taking statements. In general, GPD investigated
Iraqi civilian shootings unless there was a particular need for us to do so. This was
purely down to the capacity of the section at the time.

16. We had to decide whether to investigate in each case. If a report came through to us
of an Iraqi civilian who had, for example, been shot by members of a British patrol,
that message would go up the operational chain to the Divisional HQ. It would then
filter down the RMP chain and come sideways to me in the SIB.




17. There was therefore often a real-delay in the report gefting through to us of a death in
the first place. It could be anything from 24 hours to a week for the information about
a death to get through, and obviously only then would we be able to begin an
investigation.

18. After the war-fighting phase, a shooting incident policy was introduced. I believe
Version 1 of that policy was in place by the end of May, but the policy was amended
several times. The policy required soldiers to report particular shooting incidents.

The investigation process

19. As soon as a report of an incident came through to us that we were to investgiate, we
- would give it a unique reference number.

20. The SIB section would work in pairs, often travelling large distances, record witness
statements and any forensic evidence, and 1 would then send out an initial case report
with the basic facts and recommendations for immediate next steps. In the United
Kingdom, that would all be done within 24 hours but that was with the benefit of
proper resources and technology. In Iraq, we had very basic conditions and reverted
to a notebook and pen. Communications were limited and often I would not receive a
verbal update from the investigators from which I could draft the initial report for
hours, or even days. The investigators had no access to computers or mobile phones.
Depending on where the incident had happened, the investigators could be away for
up to a week. So it could take us two weeks to do an initial report and distribute it.

21. We would gather forensic evidence as necessary, such as clothing and weapons. This
was often not well received by the unit. For example, in relation to the death of Mr
Abdullah, my notebook states that in the first instance, Commanding Officer (CO) 3
Para would not authorise a warrant for the recovery of clothing and equipment. I
produce this extract from my notebook as Exhibit JPR/1.

22. Because of the situation in Iraq, it was not a matter of simply takihg a weapon from a
suspect and seeing if it had been fired, as weapons were often fired even during the
occupation period. We had the ability to recover DNA and blood, but we did not have
the testing facilities in Iraq. It had to be sent back to Germany or the United Kingdom
for analysis, involving a long delay.

23. Where applicable we would recover documentary evidence such as patrol logs from
the unit operations room. I deal with the matter of patrol reports in more detail later
on in this statement.


















