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(0:00 - 0:25)
...is here, and because this paperwork says that you've been convicted already, I'm going to be, um... Oh, so you have been convicted of other offences? No, no, no. Not of this offence? No, no, she said I've not been in trouble for 20... The reason that I was refused bail in the police station is because I was supposed to have committed another offence against her in the past. And I've been found... That's what she told the police, and that's what's wrote down in the documentation.

(0:25 - 0:44)
I was supposed to have been found guilty of doing something to her in the past. And I said to the judges, that's a lie, and the judges said, well, I can see you've been in trouble for 25 years, so I'm finding it hard to understand myself. But, considering that there's no CPS paperwork here, and there's no... and you ain't got a solicitor yet, I think the best thing considering that is to put the tag on to you.

(0:44 - 0:52)
Because you're... because you can be at risk. Why else would they put the tag on me? They believe that I'm convicted for something else against her. And I'm saying, no, that's not true.

(0:54 - 1:08)
That's... that's not why... I don't... I don't get... I don't really get what you're trying to say. They refused bail. They refused bail at the police station because they're saying that there's more than one offence against this same person, so I'm a higher risk because of that.

(1:08 - 1:36)
Okay. Which means that they were saying that I've had a guilty conviction, which even... even the judge... even the judge said this is wrong. No, that's not... that's not what that means.

It doesn't mean that you have had a conviction already. Because somebody who has had no conviction, someone who's never even been arrested, can be refused bail from the police station and be remanded to go to court the next morning. Yeah, depending on the risk... on the risk factors associated and the severity of the case.

(1:37 - 1:45)
And the police believe that there was a risk because you live in the same property. That's... that's what the risk was. The risk was to live in the same property.

(1:45 - 2:13)
No, to a car. That would be to a car. To a car outside an hour and a half later.

There was no risk of immediate danger. No, no, no. The risk is to her.

The risk is to her. No, the harassment case was dropped. The harassment was dropped and you... You've got that.

You've got that. Madam, at the police station, the harassment was dropped against her. No, no, no.

You need to understand that. This... this is my job and this is what I... I understand that. I understand that.

But you've got to understand, as a paralegal, we all learn as testing the law and understanding the police. No, no, no. You need to listen.

(2:13 - 2:39)
I do. But I know that I was arrested for... I arrested... I was arrested... Madam, I know I was arrested for threats against a person. Are you going to let me finish? Yes.

Of course I will. Of course I will, Madam. So, you need to understand that the police have the power to hold and seek support at the next available time if they feel that there is a risk to any member of the public.

(2:39 - 2:42)
I understand that. I understand that. Yeah, I understand that.

(2:42 - 3:00)
It's just up to the police what they do. But what I'm saying to you, Madam... ...and then it's up to the court whether or not they think that you're a risk to any member of the public. What I'm finding hard to understand, and why I think I just don't want to let it go such in my head here, is because I know that I was nicked for harassment.

(3:00 - 3:10)
And I know if harassment is against a person, it means that I've done something to you as a person, yeah? I've not been... No, no, no. I understand that. That's my whole point.

(3:10 - 3:38)
So, now I know that the charge against the person was dropped, yeah? And I know that there was no evidence for them to bring that to court at that time, but new evidence might come to light, which no new evidence has come to light since. That evidence was overviewed by the CPS. So, I can understand that people, they dropped that.

They kept that and kept the other case. And I can understand them talking about the first, allowing the figure in and all the rest. But I can't feel it right now that they've dropped the harassment against an indirect or a person.

(3:38 - 3:51)
And they've said, okay, now this is against property. So, there's two massive different identities. But you're allowing both of them to be entwined in one, even though I've got the certificate for the harassment against that person.

(3:51 - 4:00)
Because you're going to allow them to question me about that aspect of it when that shouldn't be allowed. It's the same incident. No, I'm being threatened for a car.

(4:01 - 4:22)
They are talking about an incident which happened on the second. Yeah, on the second. So, why does it say the first one? Why does it say the first of the first for a harassment case that was no further action? What are you talking about? Like, her statement and the way that her... But she's... I just want you to allow her to say whatever she wants to say in her statement.

(4:23 - 4:26)
That's her statement. Say whatever she wants to say. I understand what you're saying.

(4:26 - 4:42)
Nobody should tell her that she's not allowed to speak to anyone. She's not allowed to say, oh, you have been convicted of... Because she hasn't said, not said that she's been convicted of anything. The people who are going to decide whether or not she's been convicted will know that you have not been convicted of any offence.

(4:43 - 4:53)
Not anything of a similar kind. Only if... I've been a little bit in the police when I was younger. I tried to go away, leave me alone, stop harassing me and all that.

(4:53 - 5:11)
A little bit when I was 12. I haven't been in trouble in over 25 years. Yeah.

So the people who will be hearing your case... Remember, I keep telling you, it's not a jury, it's... Yeah, so it's... It's in a mansion. Yeah. So it's literally lawyers who are deciding whether or not you are guilty or not guilty.

(5:11 - 5:19)
So they understand the law. They understand how the law works. And they understand that you have not been convicted of any offence to do with her.

(5:19 - 5:29)
So when she's saying certain things, she's saying, oh, you know, he did this, blah, blah, blah. They're not taking that as, like, fact. They're not saying that, oh, that's a fact.

(5:29 - 5:55)
Do you feel that I should be merited? This case is literally her word against... Yeah, do you think I should be merited for that? Do you think the case should be allowed to try one? Or more cases should be allowed to try that? She is going to go to court and she's going to say, well, this happened to me, blah, blah, blah. She's going to say whatever she wants to say. We're going to cross-examine her and say, well, no, this didn't happen.

(5:55 - 6:05)
That's not how it happened. We're going to sort of blackmail her and be like, no, that's not true. You're lying.

You're lying. Basically, we're going to be telling her you're lying. If I give you videos of her attacking me, would that help me? And then she would attack me.

(6:06 - 6:13)
She would then say, you're attacking me. You have the opportunity to go on the stand and you'll be able to have the opportunity to say you're attacking me. Say, well, no, that's not what happened.

(6:14 - 6:17)
This is what happened. She's been doing this to me. She's been doing that to me.

(6:17 - 6:25)
This is what I meant. If I give you the file, that proves that. On the second of August, I never even saw her.

(6:25 - 6:31)
I never said anything to her. That would end your side of the story. She's telling her side of the story.

(6:31 - 6:47)
I know that. She's just telling her side of the story. Because I don't like the fact that... Look, I understand, Madam, that in most cases, do you think there should be more cases where there's just one person feeding another person? And like I'm saying, in cases like this, the court should be very wary of allowing next to them in the beginning.

(6:47 - 7:05)
And it's a bit unfair seeing that, like, obviously, like, I've got all this evidence proving what she does mean. If I give you videos of what she's been doing to me, is that submittable? I mean, if you think about it, a lot of crime cases are just one person going against another. I mean, take an example of an offence of rape.

(7:05 - 7:13)
That's a serious offence. And there's normal DNA involved. But I'm saying... That's assault against a person.

(7:14 - 7:22)
Yes, but if it's one person's work against another... That's within 10. No, but even with... Premeditated... Wait, wait, wait. Hold on, hold on.

(7:22 - 7:32)
Even with something as simple as common assault. Common assault, if there is no, let's say, video evidence. If it's just one person's word of mouth.

(7:32 - 7:40)
If it's just one person saying, oh... It scares me to be put next to her. My voice is just saying, my voice is slapping me in my face. And the voice is saying, no, I didn't do it.

(7:40 - 7:52)
Yeah, that's, that becomes... Domestic social and domestics. Yeah, but it's one person's word against another. And that's why John Major gave the powers to make it so that they're allowed to come inside of our homes.

(7:52 - 8:07)
Because every policy used to have in a public place. But then in 2003, they started realising they needed to get into people's homes because there was these domestics happening. So John Major went in and took... In a public place, out of the new... Out of the policies.

(8:07 - 8:18)
Which allowed the police to riot centre the houses and now prevent social and domestic events like what we were just talking about. It scares me that you're putting me up against that stuff. I've never been in one of that in my life.

(8:19 - 8:30)
There is a lot of... That is what a lot of crime cases are. It's just one person's word against another. And I guess it's just about, really and truly, it's just about who can convince the judge that they're the one telling the truth more.

(8:32 - 8:39)
Obviously, in other cases where there's... It's so unfair. You know, video evidence, things like that. There's none of that in these cases.

(8:41 - 8:54)
There's literally none of that. There is no... The only evidence is her. And I wouldn't even call her evidence considering that she's already said lies in... In legal terms, it's called evidence.

(8:55 - 9:22)
But would you say... Does she lose weight in... Would you say her statement loses weight in the court of law considering the first half of it says that I've done stuff in a video and that video doesn't prove that I've done that and then the CPS said they couldn't even charge because that evidence was not right? What I would say the first part of her statement is backdrop. That's what they would say. They would say... Yeah, but would you marry her? Would you give... How much weight would you give? I'm talking about weight to that evidence.

(9:22 - 9:33)
I understand what it is in principle. Yeah, but her first part of the statement, how much weight would you give that to the court of law? It's irrelevant. Towards the actual threats towards the car.

(9:33 - 9:37)
Yeah, towards the actual thing that you're charged with. It's irrelevant. It shouldn't even be present.

(9:38 - 9:45)
Yeah. I mean, but that's what I'm saying. Obviously, that's a personal opinion, but we can't tell her what to do.

(9:45 - 9:51)
Did you know you were going to be a solicitor from young? Why? I'm just curious. You've got good brain on you. You're stubborn, though.

(9:52 - 10:00)
You're stubborn, but you have to be because you're used to being. Yeah, well, I knew I'd be arguing, so I guess so. Yeah.

(10:01 - 10:14)
But yeah, the first part of her statement, it is kind of irrelevant. The only part that anybody cares about is the second of all that she's saying, because she's threatening to let her car. That's the only bit that's relevant.

(10:14 - 10:25)
That's the only bit that they're really going to be listening to. And then obviously, she's going to say whatever she wants to say. We'll cross-examine her, and then you then have your decision to say what you want to say.

(10:25 - 10:40)
And of course, you'll hear what you're saying as well. I know you said about statements, but you'll have an opportunity to stand in front of the judge and say exactly what your point of view is. The only reason why we have six, because this case is the victim.

(10:41 - 10:56)
I do quote because, you know what I mean? Yeah, the alleged victim, I say, in these circumstances. Yeah, yeah. But you can read in between the lines, because you know when you've dealt with someone else, you can tell when something's right and when something's not right, or you have your own, you know, and that's what you have to base it on.

(10:56 - 11:17)
You're saying it's time to use it at the end of it all, you know, at the end of the day. This doesn't feel right, does it? Does it feel, does it seem right to you, with what I'm saying? What do you mean? Like, if you went there, you've like sort of listened to myself, or what I'm saying, well, she was victimising me before, and I've got all these emails proving that. Yeah, I mean, and honestly, all of this stuff is background, but all of this stuff is relevant.

(11:17 - 11:48)
Can I? Even, it's things that we would need to bring up, which obviously is why we had to discuss, like, what's actually happened, like, leading up. So now we sort of know these things. Do you think we're going to be ready for trial for the 13th? Yeah, why not? Because I would like to, I know that I've got lots of documents, like you're saying now, in the build-up, and I thought I've sent loads of them over to you, and I know that, like, my statement, for instance, I feel that they should have been read through and taken more seriously, and had that been done, a lot of things would have been done.

(11:48 - 12:15)
I can understand you sort of watering down, watering things, and now taking control of it and saying, well, this is what we're going to let go. There isn't, in terms of your case, the only thing that there really is, is you, was the speech. There isn't, unless, obviously, you have... The body cams? A video from, yeah, not only from that, but what's this? What about the police body cams that prove all the other statements? But there's people walking up to them, police on those body cams, saying, she's lying, she's lying.

(12:15 - 12:41)
People are like, I don't know, because that's what happens, there's random people going up to them, when I'm on the floor. So they, yeah, so the body cam they have, is from when you were arrested. I hurt myself, by the way.

(12:41 - 12:55)
Can you see how bad I hurt myself here? Yeah, I know, it wasn't... Can you see this in, can you see that in the camera? See what? There, like there, where I've marked myself. A bit. A bit, yeah.

(12:55 - 13:10)
If I go like that, look, can you see? So what I've done, like a year ago, I went out on an electric scooter, to go to the shop to get a can of kidney peas, but then I come off the scooter, bang my head on the floor. So I'm really chained up. Right, mate, I'm trying to get used to it.

(13:10 - 13:18)
I'm being stuck here, I've had it, I'm a mess. I've been pitting my nan's ass, and I've just worked out that my dad, my dad's been staying here. I'm a Cordell, yeah.

(13:19 - 13:32)
I'm, on my paper, it says Cordell, but everyone knows me as a Benjamin. And my brother and sister is a Benjamins, I went to school as Benjamin. So my dad got put here, and my mum's really ill at the moment, and my nan and that died.

(13:33 - 13:59)
And my dad's been staying in the ass, he's hit the ass with my sort of thing, and he's trying to transfer the name, I've just realised, into the Benjamins, into my younger brothers, and avoid pissing their ass, going into mine. I basically walked in, this is my- Whose house are you in now? This is my nan's house, so it belonged to my mum's side of the family. And when I was born, they were scared to put me in my dad's surname, so they put me as Cordell.

(14:00 - 14:24)
And one time I remember- Whose surname is that then? Which is my mum's surname. My dad's surname is Benjamin, so my dad always had the M. And when he had the other son, the other son, my brother, was put into Benjamin, so she knew, he knew that I was his child, but he treated me funny as the Cordell and his dad did, sort of thing, if that makes sense. I was never accepted into that side of the family, and lived here a lot.

(14:25 - 14:51)
Now my dad's fell off his feet for a little while, so my mum put him up in here after my nan died, and he's been in this ass, in the Cordell's ass, and they let the old ass go to absolute waste. Then he's trying to transfer the name now, with my younger brother, into the Benjamins, and my brother's already got like four children, and the rest of them, and I've just been set up for ten years, but in the ASBO, like basically, they threw an ASBO outside my front door for the organisation of the legal range. If something's illegal, you must be arrested.

(14:51 - 15:08)
They never arrested me. Then, in the ASBO, it said five events, and it accused me of throwing parties while I was on curfew. My mum went and copied the Facebook profiles of the people that done it, and they all used their first names, but if I handed them over to the prosecution, I'd become a super bro.

(15:08 - 15:26)
So, I've had to sit and write, and they gave me eight years to write, so I've had to write the whole eight years, and knock grass up on everyone. I've got all the Facebook accounts now, and it's horrible. Now, I ain't got a child poppy, I've no family, and now, my dad's trying to transfer this into the Benjamins, and I'm like, hang on a second.

(15:27 - 16:20)
Now, I'm in the one bedroom flat, and I'm getting banged up over there, and attacked by the likes of Rebecca, and I've been asking yous up front, you could have brought me here all this time, you know? Yeah. Sort of, so, I really just want to get back out, and I've been tidying up, decorating up. It sort of helped, it was like... I mean, this end, it took two weeks, so, hopefully, you know, we get a good result as well, and then... I don't want a criminal record, because I can, I can look and I can turn and help a lot of people with what's happened to me, you know, and I'm not going to get a lot of people into trouble, like, the reviewing teams aren't going to get into too much trouble for what's happened here, yeah? It's just, like, they made some serious errors, but I can get what I need, and I can really do what I'm supposed to do, and set what I believe my deficit needs to be, and that's the, that's the big thing, so, it's all shit, so, I just want to go down the right path, and not let nothing void me off, especially something like this.

(16:20 - 16:45)
If that makes any sense? Mm-hmm. Right. I've kept my nose clean, I won't even go out my front door, like, they wanted me to go out and throw parties, and getting involved, I just stayed indoors, and wouldn't risk it, because otherwise I do get a criminal record, if I breach the ASBO, I've got a criminal record, so I stayed in for the eight years, and never went out with my mates, you know? Now I need that time.

(16:45 - 17:15)
I only have, there's only one book with it, and, you can't really, it doesn't, it doesn't really, it obviously just shows when they come to your door, and obviously won't open the door, and when you do open the door, Can I have a copy of it? The funny one? Yeah, the funny one. Yeah, sure. I will, I'll email it.

(17:15 - 17:25)
Thank you. It's 24 minutes long. But yeah, I'll email it to you, but it just, it doesn't really show anything, it kind of just shows the entire thing.

(17:25 - 17:40)
It's not so much you use up one address in this case, you'd rather, you're going to deal with the fact that it's based on what they're based on, hopefully I should get a good result. Yeah, yeah, exactly. You literally just need to just base everything on what we have in front of us.

(17:40 - 17:46)
The funny one, I don't really know why. I'd like a copy of it for myself if I can have that please. Yeah, no, no, yeah.

(17:48 - 17:58)
It doesn't, it literally doesn't, it doesn't show anything. It's not like they're trying to tell you that you're being charged with a case. It's literally irrelevant.

(17:59 - 18:03)
I don't really, I don't even know. I didn't do anything wrong. It's out of order.

(18:03 - 18:21)
What happened? What really happened to me was out of order. See now, can I ask, can I ask, can we talk about, see like now obviously we know that, okay, another way of, because obviously my way is obviously to get rid of a statement and to get rid of the case. So I've tried one way which you've explained to me, I understand.

(18:22 - 18:38)
But another way that I thought of it is that the police's statements that are frauded, that we can clearly see are frauded, that this incident happened on the 2nd. Now one police officer has done a statement on the 22nd of 2022. So that statement can't be used.

(18:38 - 18:49)
The other police officer has done a statement on the 1st of the 8th, 2025. The incident never really happened until the 2nd. So both police officers' statements are fraud, there's three statements, four statements.

(18:49 - 19:03)
They're both frauded really badly. And you get, I wouldn't say that they were frauded, I would just say that they have made mistakes on the day. But the context of the incident is the same.

(19:04 - 19:16)
I'm not happy for those statements to be used considering the fact that it's not just like he's dated it the 1st and the 1st of the 8th so and so. He's actually said on Friday the 1st as well. So he's done that two entries.

(19:16 - 19:23)
That is fraud under the Fraud Act under Section 1AB until the 2006 Fraud Act. It's not fraud. It's public.

(19:23 - 19:32)
It's a public offence to make and maintain any document for the use or for the purpose to which it was intended. It's fraud. That's fraud under the 2006 Act.

(19:33 - 19:41)
It's not fraud because it wouldn't say he intentionally put the wrong date. But he's done it twice. He's done it to maliciously make a document so he can use it to convict me.

(19:42 - 19:48)
No. That's to use it as an act of fraud. You don't want to go down that path and I respect that.

(19:48 - 19:51)
I'm not going to go down that. It's not about that. It's not about that.

(19:52 - 20:04)
The police officer's statements are literally irrelevant in your case. The police officer's statements don't make a difference as to whether or not it will work. I understand that.

(20:04 - 20:11)
The only thing in the police officer's statements is they're talking about your arrest. That's irrelevant. It doesn't have anything to do with it.

(20:11 - 20:15)
But this is where it does. This is where it does matter. Hold on.

(20:15 - 20:28)
What you're on trial for is just the threat. They took her statement. If they're fooled in their own statement and they took her statement then that can mean that because if you can prove that their statements are fraudulent then they're saying that she's taken her statement.

(20:29 - 20:35)
Her statements are clear. They have police in their pocket notebooks the second that they go back to those police stations. They're timestamped.

(20:36 - 20:47)
They're pretending that they've done their statements on the 2nd of January but you can prove that they've really done the statements on the 30th of August. That's completely illegal. That's tampering of full evidence and everything.

(20:49 - 21:21)
You can't full timestamp any document and sign it as an official document. When you sign that document it says you know that this document is that it's not fooling to the best of your knowledge 100% effort. So you sign the date and say okay really I know that I should have done this I'm saying I've done this statement on the 2nd but because I've never really done it on the 2nd like I was supposed to I've made a mistake and wrote first then on top of that I've actually said on the Friday the 1st because it's not he's done it once they've done it twice in the same statement if he had just stated it wrong I can understand but he hasn't.

(21:21 - 21:32)
He's actually done that and that is making a document to send me to prison that is an article for fools. It's a very serious problem because the document is irrelevant. I understand what you're about to say you don't want to go down the path of that.

(21:32 - 21:51)
If it was a serious case and I was worthwhile would you consider it? Wait wait wait the reason why I'm saying it's irrelevant because that has nothing to do with what you're on trial for. But they took her statement. So to me whether it's worth saying that the officer's witness was arrested they didn't witness and then they took her statement.

(21:52 - 22:17)
So the statement is completely irrelevant. The police officer probably won't even come to court because it doesn't matter. It doesn't I've asked for them to come to court I asked for them to come to court and I did ask I know you don't want them to and I'm going to have to trust you on this and I've asked to be honest and I can see through them I don't like to be brought this far if I know that I've got something I should argue I think you'd be the same you'd be kicking off going mad if it was the other way around.

(22:17 - 28:03)
The officers they're not doing anything they're not what they've done what actually happened what actually happens is that police officer knows that he's trying to help his colleagues it's called helping someone it's avoiding and it's called helping someone But how does it when you were arrested how does that help the case of whether or not you did or didn't say something Because that police officer that police officer when that police officer maliciously had a friend that was treating me horrible he forwarded a statement against me then he went upstairs and took the statement of her and helped her procure her statement yeah and none of the statements can be accurate because we believe that they're supposed to have happened on the second but clearly they were forwarded well after because they've got the dates wrong as the first and the rest of it so how can we believe anything that's in that statement and that they should all be contended against under those under that one that they she was the evil police officer that came down to my door and booted my door and wouldn't listen or wouldn't have let my medic or do anything and then she's she's got she's telling me you're being hit for harassment this is it harassment harassment which I've and then then she's going to take the statement for harassment and then but obviously they can say it now that it's happened that way it's happened that way it can't be used that way but at the end of it they were biassed against me and their statements proved that in the beginning that they're matured and that they took a statement of somebody else while they were maturing their own statements and in that frame of mind they're supposed to be in between they're supposed to be neutral and independent body and not favouring any sign okay so the only witness for this trial is Rebecca that's it yeah the police officers are not even coming for their because you're doing them a favour no it's not about the company is doing the company is doing them a favour their statement is irrelevant their statement has nothing to do with anything them doing them doing forwarded statements the case handlers in the beginning and all of the documents I've got here is him the same police officer that did the statement is the one that done it all to me and me saying to let him this is illegal what you're doing it's all in everything it's bang out of order I understand what you're saying but I don't think my life should be put on the line just so that any other company didn't open the door I went to the door because I'm so scared of them because of the way they treat me have you ever look at all the other people I've got 200 recordings and the police are going to me down the phone you're a black bastard you've been robbed there's nothing you do we set you up for the as well all the neighbour office teams are laughing down the way ha ha ha there's nothing you can do because they didn't realise I was recording them all now because I'm recording them all they're all trying to murder me it's one of the worst things I could have bloody done you if I play you the video tapes you'd be like oh my god you really have grown up I don't understand what's happening obviously I'm black as well so I kind of get the whole police thing I thought I was getting rid of race because I'm going into north, south, east, west when I was before it was all the adults to me they were selling other things I didn't want to be involved in that I've linked up north, south, east, west at the end of it I'm doing a good thing at that time I never thought of anything I thought racism had been pushed away I find myself thinking about racism whereas three, five years ago I thought it had vanished I find myself in a horrible place like that where I can relate to it I wanted to give myself a fair opportunity and them a fair opportunity to be able to analyse the true circumstances I wanted to give them my medical code of health given a fair warning considering all the reports and then bam that was it by that time the woman was on me and she was telling the bloke to boot the door down imagine the What was that for? I had a hernia so my whole stomach had fell out of my body and I had to push my whole stomach and go back and back massively. So they had to send me to a private place and I was lucky to get that. Oh so they removed the hernia? No the hernia is, say that you've got a carry bag here which is fat.

(28:04 - 28:16)
In your stomach, we know that our stomach looks like a load of sausages. That fat there has our skin pushed up against it. That fat can get a hole in it and your sausage will blow up like a balloon.

(28:17 - 28:42)
So they can't cut it off because they'll be cutting your stomach in half. They have to push it back inside and then mesh on it to seal your stomach from coming outside of the fatty carrier bag. The fatty stuff is a Tesco bag and then you've got loads of sausages.

The fatty bag's got a hole in it and it's blowing up. Mine's got like half a hole. So they went inside to push it down? Yeah they've had to cut me completely open just here.

(28:43 - 28:57)
I don't know if you can see it. They have to just slice me just here like that from there to there. My stomach was out here in the skin and it had to be pushed back in and then that was it.

(28:57 - 29:07)
So it was very serious. It wasn't like... No, I understand. There was no way I was going to cause it and I didn't even know Brooke can't belong to her like that.

(29:07 - 29:10)
Yeah. It didn't make sense. Yeah.

(29:11 - 29:24)
But that's literally what you'll, well we'll be going through what I'm saying. Obviously, like I said, she's going to say what she's going to say on the stand. I'm trying to not say like so many big words.

(29:24 - 29:33)
I know it's going to be irritating to hear it but... Are you going to be attending yourself? No, no, no. It won't be me. It'll be my colleague Andrew.

(29:34 - 29:55)
Andrew's all right now. I bet he is. He's good, isn't he? Yeah, no, he's gay.

He's very good. He's very experienced. He's a barrister.

Is he the barrister? No, so he's a solicitor advocate. He's not a barrister but he's an advocate. So what does that mean? So basically, barristers typically go to town court.

(29:55 - 29:58)
They don't really do much sports. So they usually do like, I guess...
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