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you can probably see it already before you. Can you see 

it? 

A. I can, yes.

Q. Feel free to both refer to the statement, the paper

statement or the electronic statement, at any point, and 

if you want to take time to look at something, if I ask 

a question, just take the time that you need.

Can I just first of all, for the record, say that 

the statement you have provided is WIT-1-000000413, that 

is just the Inquiry's reference for the statement. 

LADY SMITH: I am sure you understand, Michael, don't worry 

about the numbers. They go into the transcript. It 

helps us if we have it there, thank you. 

MR PEOPLES: You tell us you are Michael McMahon and that 

you have provided a statement to the Inquiry as we have 

just discussed. 

Can I just ask you, at the very beginning, to go to 

the final page of your statement at paragraph 51 on 

page 11. I think you confirm you have no objection to 

your statement being published as part of the evidence 

to the Inquiry and that you believe the facts stated in 

your witness statement to be true? 

A. Yes.

Q. Can you confirm for us that you have signed your

statement?
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understand that the problem of pre-1964 cases was that 

the law says the right that the person had before 1964 

has gone? 

A. Yes.

LADY SMITH: It has dissolved, it no longer exists. As 

compared to time bar which doesn't say the right has 

gone, but it says the problem is your ability to 

litigate the right is limited. The default rule is you 

can't do it after a three-year period, but later in the 

1980s that was a relaxed a little bit to give the court 

the power to relax the time bar and say, well, you in 

particular have good reasons for being allowed to do it 

after the three-year limit and because of the particular 

circumstances of your case, which put them in 

a different position from the people who didn't have 

a right they could bring along to say: I have got this 

right. I am being barred. There is a barrier, a big 

hurdle, I can't get over at the moment to be able to 

assert this right. 

A. I was aware there was a significant difference because

of that date, because a lot of local authorities, and

I think again because of my knowledge of the particular

case I was dealing with, that some local authorities

began to take the view that they were not going to

recognise the time bar issue and were starting to allow
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