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Monday, 21 January 2013
(10.00 am)
(Proceedings delayed)
(10.12 am)
Housekeeping
THE CORONER: Yes, good morning everybody. Apologies for
the delayed start this morning. A couple of the jurors
are experiencing some difficulties in getting here, but
I understand that the remaining jurors are on their way
so we"ll start with the evidence as soon as they arrive
and have settled down.

Before they come, I think it might be helpful if we
just sort out some of the outstanding matters. The
first, | think, might be the questions which the jurors
raised during the site visit on Friday. My thanks to
all of those who got together and made a careful note of
the jurors®™ questions. Mr Maxwell-Scott, 1 think you
and others have put together some printed copies for us?

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: That"s right. 1 think Mr Atkins 1is
printing them off at the moment. The version that is
being printed off has been circulated by email.

THE CORONER: Yes.

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: The proposal is to give that document to
the jurors today so that they have a written record of

the questions that they asked and the answers that they
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received, and also, of course, the questions that the
other half of the group asked and the answers that they

received.

THE CORONER: Yes. Okay. That"s helpful.

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: Then the issue for discussion would be

what to say to the jurors either today or perhaps
tomorrow about the mechanism for answering the questions

which were not answered on the day.

THE CORONER: Okay, that"s helpful. Can I invite brief

submissions on that? Who would like to begin.

MR MATTHEWS: 1t might shorten matters a bit, because

I think we"ve all seen Mr Hendy"s helpful email and
I think where we are is that everyone thinks it"s a very
good idea for the jury to have a copy of the questions
and for evidence to address the answers to that. 1 saw
the suggestion was that we should attempt to identify
witnesses in advance who can answer the questions. That
struck me as quite a difficult task because 1 think for
a number of the questions, It may be we need to ask more
than one witness. 1°m not sure of some of the answers
to the questions and some of them may involve people®s
recollection of the building at the time.

On the other hand, others of the questions strike me
as we could put our heads together and actually answer

them ahead of the evidence, some of the non-contentious
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questions. So It may be -- certainly my suggestion is

rather than attempt to identify witnesses in advance we
attempt to answer some of the non-contentious questions
and assure the jury that all the questions will be asked
of witnesses that we feel will be able to answer them in

due course.

THE CORONER: I see. That"s helpful. Thank you. Yes. Any

observations?

MR WALSH: 1°d agree with Mr Matthews as far as that is

concerned. While on the face of it It"s a good idea to
identify witnesses in advance where they®"re obvious and
clear, 1 would have thought that because of the
nature -- in some respects, the generic nature of the
questions, it would suffice to inform the jury that we
all have very much in mind the questions and that when
appropriate witnesses come to the witness box in the
fullness of time we"ll make sure that they"re answered,
largely because some of these questions need to be
answered by more than one witness and some of the
questions who we may think may be able to answer them
may say, "I can®"t answer that."

So the LFB is perfectly happy if the jury are told
that we have the questions very firmly in mind and they
will be addressed as the evidence is given. 1 think

probably Mr Crowder can answer a great many of them,
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because of course the analysis of the building was done
immediately after the fire, so he"s in a position to say
what was in place and what wasn®t in place at the time

that materials were removed for analysis.

THE CORONER: Thank you. Any dissenting voices, or anything

to add to that? Mr Hendy.

MR HENDY: Just to add, madam, that I would suggest that it

might be convenient for counsel to meet at the end of
today and see which questions can be answered in

an uncontroversial manner and just have a look at those
remaining ones to see whether it is possible to identify
at least one witness who"s going to try and deal with
those and we"l1l obviously indicate to the jury that
there may be others who can deal with those. So | think

a bit of consensus might be the way forward here.

THE CORONER: Thank you. Any other questions?

Mr Maxwell-Scott, do you want to make any observation?

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: Simply to me that it seems desirable that

at least some of the questions were answered are
answered at this stage. 1 would have thought we could
identify some where the answers are uncontroversial and
answer them now. 1 see there may be difficulty with
other questions in identifying a particular witness at
this stage who can answer them, and 1 think a discussion

between the advocates will help to identify a way
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forward.
CORONER: Well, that"s very helpful. Thank you all very
much. 1 think it would be desirable, and it would be
very helpful for jurors, if we could answer as many of
their questions at this stage, so | welcome very much
the suggestion that there should be some informal
discussion, maybe after close of business today, to see
how many questions could be answered, and maybe as part
of that discussion you can, between you, identify which
witnesses might be allocated some questions, as it were,
and where we, as yet, are not sure which witnesses can
deal with that. |1 think that would be very helpful.

All right, shall we leave it like that and review it

after close of business today. Thank you very much.

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: At what stage would you like the written

THE

guestions to be handed out to the jurors?

CORONER: 1°d like them to be handed out straight away,
as soon as the jury come in this morning, because that
will give them the results of their efforts on Friday,
so I think it would be helpful if they had the
questions. We"ll explain to them that we"ll explain
later how we"re going to deal with answering those

questions.

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: Mr Atkins is printing them out at the

moment, so | don"t have them with me in court yet.
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CORONER: AIl right, thank you very much. Well, 1 think
that i1t is unlikely that we shall have all jurors
present before about 10.45 at the earliest, so there is
going to be a short time delay. What I would just like
to raise before we have a break, whilst we"re waiting
for the jury to be assembled: 1°d just like to have

a look at today"s timetable. We have planned three
firefighters and two police officers. 1 think that"s

right, is it, Mr Maxwell-Scott?

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: That is correct, yes. Firefighters

THE

Badger, Farmer and David Sharpe, and police officers
Tebboth and Esangbedo.

CORONER: Yes. That"s going to be quite a lot of
evidence to get through in what will turn out to be

a truncated day. 1°m very anxious that we do get
through all of these witnesses today. The serving
members of the emergency services, whilst they"re
waiting here to give evidence, aren"t free for their
normal duties and 1"m very reluctant to ask them to give
up a day from their duties today and then not have their
evidence and then have them come back another day. So
we"re looking at five witnesses and there are quite

a large number of you who might want to ask questions.

I think it would be helpful if we could get some feel

from all of you as to how long you anticipate being
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asking questions of these witnhesses. |IT it looks as if

the timetable is going to run away, then 1 shall have to

consider putting a time limit on the questioning which
is put. It"s necessary that we run this in
an proportionate way.

So first we"ll have a Mr Badger, 1 think; is that
right?

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: That"s right, madam.

THE CORONER: Yes. Mr Maxwell-Scott, do you have a feel of
how long you might need to take him through the
evidence?

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: Perhaps half an hour to 45 minutes for
each of the three firefighters.

THE CORONER: Okay.

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: They should all be broadly the same
length, so the first one will be a good guide.

THE CORONER: Mr Hendy, are you able to help, please?

MR HENDY: 1 very much doubt I will be more than ten
minutes, possibly five.

THE CORONER: Thank you. Mr Dowden?

MR DOWDEN: No more than five minutes for all of them.

THE CORONER: You do realise I"m writing all this down.

Ms Al Tai?

MS AL TAI: No more than five minutes, dependent upon what"s

been asked already.
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THE CORONER: Okay. I can"t quite remember who"s next in
line. Mr Matthews?

MR MATTHEWS: 1 think a maximum of Ffive minutes, if
anything.

THE CORONER: Thank you. Yes, Mr Compton?

MR COMPTON: Madam, I1"m unlikely to have any questions of

any of the firefighters at all throughout this case.

THE CORONER: Thank you very much, okay. Does that bring us

to Mr Walsh?

MR WALSH: Yes, 1 think so. Assuming Mr Maxwell-Scott

adduces from the statements all of the relevant evidence

as to the circumstances in which these officers were
fighting the fire, | would be no more than 15 minutes,

possibly less.

THE CORONER: Okay. Well that makes one hour 25 minutes per

firefighter, so I think we really should try and keep to

that if at all possible. And then, Mr Maxwell-Scott,

the two police officers?

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: 1 would hope that my questions of each of

them might be more in the order of 15 minutes each.
THE CORONER: Right. Okay, can we go through the list
again. Mr Hendy?
MR HENDY: Madam, if Mr Maxwell-Scott is bringing out all
aspects of their evidence, then obviously there®s far

less for anybody else to ask. 1 wouldn®"t imagine that



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

1°d be more than ten minutes with anybody.

THE CORONER: Thank you. Mr Dowden?

MR DOWDEN: Very few questions.

THE CORONER: Ms Al Tai?

MS AL TAI: Again, similarly, probably no more than five
minutes.

THE CORONER: Okay. Mr Matthews?

MR MATTHEWS: 1 don"t expect to ask anything.

THE CORONER: Mr Compton?

MR COMPTON: Madam, the same from me.

THE CORONER: Thank you. And Mr Walsh? Sorry, 1 probably
have the order wrong on those two.

MR WALSH: Well, since 1"m standing, possibly no more than
five minutes, and possibly not at all.

THE CORONER: All right, well that"s very helpful. If we
can keep roughly to that timetable then it looks as if
we ought to be able to deal with all five of those
witnesses today and not be fTinishing late. So that"s
extremely helpful. All right. Is there anything that
anyone would like to raise before we have a short break
before we ask the jurors to come in? All right. Thank
you very much. Well, in that case, | hope that we can
get a message to you to let you know as soon as we have
an assembled set of jurors and we"ll be able to begin.

Thank you very much.
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(10.25 am)

(A short break)

(10.45 am)

THE CORONER: Thank you. Do sit down. Yes, can we invite
the jury to come in, please?

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: Madam, there are now sufficient copies of
the jury questionnaires for them to have one each.

THE CORONER: Lovely. Thank you very much.

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: We"re going to propose that they be
included at tab 16 of the jury bundle.

THE CORONER: Thank you.

(In the presence of the Jury)

THE CORONER: Members of the jury, good morning and well
done for making it in in very difficult travelling
circumstances. Thank you very much, and thank you very
much all for attending the site visit on Friday. | hope
you all found it helpful. Following the visit, some of
the legal teams have put their heads together and have
prepared a typed version of the questions which you put
at the site visit on Friday, and Mr Maxwell-Scott has
copies -- in fact, Mr Graham®s handing them out to you
now. Mr Maxwell-Scott, do you just want to explain the
format?

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: VYes, what we have done is to copy down

the questions as they were expressed and where | gave

10
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answers, the answers as | gave them, but we"ve edited
the document so as to put the questions into themes or
topics, so they"re grouped together when they"re about
the same topic. They"re also colour-coded so that the
guestions and answers from the morning are in black type
and those from the afternoon are in red, so you"ll be
able to see what arose in the group that you were not
part of. What we propose at this stage is that you
include those in your jury bundles at tab 16.
CORONER: Members of the jury, we"ll get back to you
probably tomorrow morning to explain how we"re
suggesting that those questions should be answered, all
right? Thank you very much.

Yes, so shall we now begin with the First withess

today, Mr Maxwell-Scott.

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: VYes, madam. The Ffirst witness today is

THE

THE

James Badger.
CORONER: Yes, Mr Badger, are you in court? Would you
come forward please. Thank you.

JAMES BADGER (affirmed)
CORONER: Thank you, Mr Badger. Do sit down. Do help
yourself to a glass of water if you would like. You~ll
see that there"s a microphone in front of you which is
lit by a red light. |If you could keep your mouth fairly

close to that, please, so that it picks up what you"re

11
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saying. When you"re giving your answers, could you
speak reasonably slowly because we"re making

a transcript of everything that"s said and the
transcribers need to be able to keep up with you.

Yes, certainly.

THE CORONER: Thank you very much.

Questions from MR MAXWELL-SCOTT

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: Mr Badger, can you give the court your

O > O >

full name.

Yes, It"s James Alexander Badger.

At the time of the fire at Lakanal House on 3 July 2009,
how long had you been employed by the London

Fire Brigade?

A little over 15 years.

Do you still work for the London Fire Brigade?

Yes, that"s correct.

Unless | indicate otherwise, my questions today will be
directed to how things were done on or before the date
of the fire. |1Is it right that you were a firefighter at
the time of the fire?

Yes.

We understand that there are several different reasons
why a firefighter might visit a building like Lakanal
House. If I could just go through those with you.

Firstly, they might attend an operational incident,

12
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which could be a fire but might be something else, like
something being stuck in a lift?

Yes, that"s correct.

Or they might attend a home fire safety visit?

Yes.

Or they might attend a familiarisation visit, sometimes
called a 72D visit?

That®s correct.

Can you help the court with which of those types of
visits you had previously made to Lakanal House before
3 July 20097

I can"t recall any in detail, but it"s more than likely
I attended operational calls there and also
familiarisation visits.

So you would certainly have been in some of the communal
areas in the building before?

Yes, that"s correct.

Can you recall whether you"d previously been inside

a Tlat?

I can™t recall any specific event, no, but it"s more
than likely I would have done.

Can you recall the last time you visited before

3 July 2009, so in broad terms whether it would have
been weeks before, months before or years before?

No, I"m afraid | can"t.

13
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What 1°m going to do now is ask you a series of
questions about the knowledge that you had of certain
features of Lakanal House before you arrived there on
3 July 2009. So firstly, were you aware that the
building had a single central staircase?

Yes.

Did you know that there were signs within the building
giving information about flat numbers?

I don"t recall.

Let me show you what I mean. |If you see this photograph
here. This is the ground floor lift lobby area. You
can see a sign on the wall above the lifts, and that"s
a close-up view of the same sign.

I don"t recall those signs specifically in relation to
Lakanal House but they are very common on most high rise
buildings.

Before 3 July 2009, did you know how many floors there
were?

I wouldn®t have been able to -- not -- no, not from
memory, no.

Did you know that the flats were what are sometimes
called maisonettes, which means that they were on two
floors and had an internal staircase?

Yes.

Did you know that the flats were all essentially

14
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identical in layout inside?

No.

Did you know how many flats there were in the building?
No.

Did you have any understanding of how many flats there
were per floor or pair of floors?

Not from memory, but it would have became apparent once
we got to the fire fTloor.

111 come back to that in a moment if I may. Sticking
with your knowledge before you attended the fire on

3 July 2009, did you know that inside each flat on the
upper level it was possible to access a balcony on
either side of the building?

Not either side, but 1"m aware there are escape
balconies in Lakanal House.

So you knew that there were escape balconies like the
one that you can see in this photograph?

Yes, that"s correct.

This is a view from outside the building, where you can
see those balconies on alternate floors. That"s

a close-up view taken from the same place, showing

an escape balcony and more on higher levels. So you
knew before 3 July 2009 that there were escape
balconies?

Yes, that"s correct.

15
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And that their purpose was self-evidently to provide
a means of escape from flats?

Yes.

Did you know that the balconies were not part
partitioned? In other words, that it was possible to
walk the full length of them?

No, not 100 per cent sure. Can I expand on that
slightly?

Yes.

Sometimes there"s lots of -- people put items of
maybe -- that they can"t fit inside their flats, and
therefore they sometimes hinder a possible escape route,
and on some buildings there"s occasionally doors put in
for security reasons and they may hinder firefighters,
although on this particular incident 1 don"t remember
any particular doors in Lakanal.

So you knew that the purpose of the balconies was to
provide an escape route?

Yes.

And therefore that they ought not to be blocked or
partitioned?

That"s correct.

But you make the point that it"s always possible that
residents may have put something on the balcony that

would make it more difficult to walk the full length of

16
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it?

Yes, that can be quite common.

Did you know where the doors at the end of the
balconies -- that, for example, we can see in that
photograph 45 -- led to?

Sorry, can you repeat the question?

IT you look at the photograph that®"s on the screen,
photograph 45, you can see a white door at the end of
the balcony. We saw that from a different angle.

That®s the same door just taken obviously from

a different perspective.

Yes.

Did you know where those doors led?

They would have ultimately led to the central stailrcase.
IT 1 could just come back to the question 1 asked you

a few questions ago, which was about whether you knew
that the flats had balconies on either side of the
building. So if you look at the 3D image that"s on your
screen and if you look In the bottom right hand corner,
one flat is shown coloured in blue and another in green.
Those are two different flats and they interlock, and
then, to the left in the larger images, you can see how
they interlock. So each of these two flats has, on the
upper level, a kitchen and a lounge, and each of those

flats has access to a balcony on the east side and

17
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a balcony on the west side. If you could just help the
court as best you can with whether you knew or
appreciated that before 3 July 20097

No, I can"t specifically recall accurately. 1"m aware
that there would have been at least one escape balcony
but possibly not on both sides.

I will turn now to ask you questions about what you did
on the day of the fire itself, and as we go along 1 will
try and remember to ask you to point out any places
where you gained a knowledge of the layout of the
building that you didn®"t have when you first arrived to
fight the fire on 3 July.

Okay .

IT you could also feel free to say at any stage: "At
this point 1 discovered the flat numbers worked like
this", or anything like that. That would be very
helpful.

Okay .

CORONER: I think we"re about to have the fire alarm
tested, so assuming it sounds for only a short time

I don*"t think there®s any need to evacuate the building.

(Pause) Right, we can continue, thank you.

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: |Is it right that as at 3 July 2009 you

A

were based at Peckham fire station?

Yes, that"s correct.

18
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As a result of a mobilisation call, you and your
colleagues on the pump and the pump ladder travelled to
Lakanal House?

Yes.

IT you could take up the jury bundle at tab 8. (Handed)

We"ve listed there, hopefully accurately, the names of

all of you who were on duty in Peckham fire station that

afternoon and travelled to the fire on the pump ladder
and the pump?

Yes, | can see that, yeah.

Does that look correct?

It does, yes.

Just help us with who was travelling with you?

IT 1 recall correctly 1 was with Crew Manager Willett
and Firefighter Sharpe, and 1 can"t remember who else
was on the back with me.

Possibly Michael Farmer?

Possibly.

When you arrived, the fire was in progress and is it
right that your fire engine was the first to arrive?
Both machines arrived at the same time, SO yes.

What was your task on arrival?

I was tasked to try and gain control of the fire lift.
What does one use to do that?

A drop key.

19
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IT 1 can take you back to one of those photographs we
saw earlier. That means you were working somewhere
round this area; is that right?

Yes, that"s correct, yes.

I think you attempted to gain control of the lift using
the drop key on more than one occasion but you weren"t
able to do so?

That®s correct.

Can you just explain to the jury what it was you were
trying to do?

What the drop key does is it allows firefighters to have
dedicated access to that lift, so therefore it can"t be
interfered by anybody else in the building. So we have
control of the lift and nobody else, and therefore that
would facilitate us riding up and down with equipment
and possibly utilising it for rescues as well.

So you weren"t able to use the lift in that special way
that firefighters wish to use iIt?

Yes.

But was the lift nevertheless used to take people and
equipment up to higher floors in the building?

Yes, It was, yes.

I think it"s right that three firefighters were sent up
initially to form a bridgehead on the 7th floor?

Three plus myself. 1 took the stairs.

20



So you took the stairs. The other three, do you
remember who they were?

It would have been Crew Manager Dennis and Firefighter
Fournier and Firefighter Simons from my memory.

Did those three take the lift or the stairs as far as
you recall?

The lift, as far as | remember.

Can you recall whether at that time, or at any time

later in the course of the day, you noticed the sign?
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No, | wouldn"t be able to

on the day. It is likely 1 would have done.

recall whether | remembered it

It"s

a pretty standard thing to notice when you enter

building.

You made your way up the stairs to the 7th Ffloor.

Whilst you were doing so, did you come across any

residents making their way down the stairs?

It"s likely, but 1 can"t remember any specific detail on

that.

You didn"t, for example, assist any of them downstairs?
I can*t remember, 1°m afraid.

Did you say anything to any residents coming down the
stairs to discourage them from leaving the building?
No, that would have been unlikely.

You don"t remember doing that?

1 don"t remember, no.

21
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And you think it unlikely that you did?

Yes, 1t"s most unlikely.

So we"ve reached the point that you were at the

7th floor. |Is it right that you then met up there with
the firefighters you®"ve mentioned already, Crew Manager
Dennis and firefighters Fournier and Simons?

That"s correct.

IT 1 show you three photographs to get you to assist us
with where you were on the 7th floor. That"s

a photograph taken in the area of the lobby by the
lifts. 1It"s across the lobby from the lifts, and you
can see the dry riser there. That"s a photograph taken
in broadly the same area because you can see to the left
one of the lift shafts which was blocked off at the time
and then you can see a door leading to one of the two
corridors off the central lobby?

Yes.

Do those photographs assist with helping you to remember
where the four of you were?

Where 1 was, definitely. Not so sure about the others,
but specifically where 1 was, yeah.

Where were you?

My initial task was to gain access to the dry riser and
then facilitate hose from the dry riser up to the fire

floor.

22



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

> O > O

So you were working in the vicinity of the dry riser?
Exactly where that is. That"s correct, yeah.

What was Crew Manager Dennis doing at the time?

Myself and Crew Manager Dennis were assisting the
breathing apparatus teams to try and lay the hose from
the dry riser up to the fire floor. This is in order to
preserve the breathing apparatus teams as obviously
their work rate will be a lot harder later on.

So at this stage, is it right that none of you would
have been wearing breathing apparatus?

Myself and Crew Manager Dennis definitely, because we
didn®t have any, and unlikely for Firefighter Simons and
Firefighter Fournier.

What were conditions like in that part of the building
at the time in terms of the level of smoke?

From a firefighter"s point of view they were tolerable,
but they may be different for a member of the public
that isn"t used to smoke and fire conditions.

But you initially at least were tolerating them without
breathing apparatus?

Yeah, it"s quite common, yeah. It"s manageable.

Did you remain in that area when the First crew was
committed to Fight the fire on the 9th floor?
Generally, yes, although 1 would have been helping to

move the hose up and down the stairs. So generally in
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that location, but I would have been moving around to
try and move the hose.

Did there come a time when a Firefighter Farmer arrived
at the bridgehead?

Yes, it was quite shortly, but I don"t recall exactly
when.

Did he then get tasked with entry control?

Yes, he did.

Up until his arrival, were you dealing with entry
control?

I can®"t remember exactly.

Do you think any of the crews were committed before

Mr Farmer arrived?

It"s unlikely, but it"s possible due to the pressures of
time.

Do you recall hearing members of the public shouting and
screaming?

Yes.

And engaging iIn some conversations with the public?
Yeah, 1 engaged in many conversations over the period of
that time.

As iIn face-to-face conversations?

Face-to-face and at least once, maybe twice, someone
handed me a mobile phone to speak to residents that were

throughout the building.
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So you are working either in that area near the

dry riser on the 7th floor --

Yes.

-- or on the staircase between the 7th floor and the 9th
floor?

That would be correct, yeah.

And i1t"s iIn that context that you came across residents?
Yes.

Were they leaving the building, using the staircase?

I can*t say for certain, but 1 would assume they would
be, yes.

Did you say anything to residents to discourage them at
that stage from leaving the building?

No, not if they were already on their way out. No,

I wouldn®t have done that.

Did you hear any of your colleagues say anything to
anyone to discourage them from leaving?

No.

You say you spoke with relatives on their mobiles?

Yes.

In other words, somebody who was a resident had a mobile
phone and handled it to you, either on the 7th floor
lift lobby area or on the stairs, and said, "Please
speak to the person on the other end of the line"?

Yes, that happened on at least one occasion, maybe
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twice.

What sort of thing did you say to people on the other
end of the line?

I cannot recall exactly but it was just -- obviously as
you can imagine -- as you can appreciate, there"s lots
going on, so probably I was trying to work out whether
they needed reassurance or rescuing.

To the extent that you got useful information about
whether they needed rescuing, what did you do with that
information?

It"s unlikely they would have needed rescuing because

I would have remembered that and there would have been
a different outcome, so it"s probably reassurance that
in my opinion at the time they needed.

Do you remember what floors the people you were speaking
to were on?

No. | remember the numbers were something in the 60s.
Sorry, 1 should say the flat numbers were probably in
the 60s.

Yes, that"s what I assumed. So the people you spoke to
on mobiles that were handed to you -- the people on the
other end of the line -- had flat numbers in the 60s, as
you recall?

That"s correct, yes.

Did there come a time when the conditions where you were
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changed?

Yes.

In what way?

The smoke became intolerable.

Because you were still not wearing breathing apparatus?
No, that"s correct, yeah, 1 wasn"t wearing breathing
apparatus.

Was there an increase in radio communication?

Yeah, an exponential increase, a massive increase in
radio communication, which made it very difficult.

So a massive increase In radio messages coming to you
and your colleagues at the bridgehead?

Yes, correct, yes.

Was it yourself who was bearing the brunt of taking the
radio messages?

From what 1 remember, yes.

And then discussing them with Crew Manager Dennis?

As best as we can, yeah, considering we wasn"t always
next to each other, so ...

How physically demanding was the work that you and Crew
Manager Dennis were doing at the bridgehead?

1°d say it was near my physiological limit.

THE CORONER: Sorry, | didn"t hear that?

A

Near my physiological limit.

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: Can you give the jury a flavour of what
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it was that was so physically demanding?

Well, 1°d already made progress to the 7th floor via
foot. Trying to move hose, charged hose, up and down
two Floors in smoke conditions is overwhelming within

a matter of minutes, and then obviously that®s coupled
with the added pressure of trying to deal with multiple
members of the public and trying to disseminate radio
traffic that"s relevant to you and not so relevant. So
yeah, you"re overheating massively and you®re at the
limits of your exhaustion, really.

Is it right there came a time when you tried to get some
fresher air and some respite by going down to the 6th
floor and opening a door?

I don"t remember going down but | do remember trying to
open a door to give some respite to the other breathing
apparatus crews that were waiting.

I think at this point it would be helpful to have a look
at the statement that you signed on 12 August 2009,
which is at page 81 of the statements bundle. (Handed)
You see on page 81, you identify that as your witness
statement?

Yes, It is, yeah.

Then over the page, about two thirds of the way down by
the lower hole punch?

Yes, I"ve seen that now, yes.
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Just leading up to it, there"s a topic we"ve been
talking about. The radios were extremely busy. You
remember by this stage you were exhausted, as you and
Crew Manager Dennis were doing all the work to preserve
the other officers who were wearing breathing apparatus
so they saved all their energy. Then it says this:

"1 opened a door on the 6th floor using a Southwark
multi-lock key. This was an attempt to give the crews
who were up on the floor some respite. When 1 opened
the door, 1 think it was to the escape balcony. 1 can"t
confirm that."

You say:

"It didn"t help. The smoke was heavy and
intolerable."

Firstly, do you now remember that?

Yes, 1 do.

What is a Southwark multi-lock key?

It"s a standard Southwark Council high security key that
we carry on our lift keys to give us access to mostly
lift motor rooms and other secure areas.

Would all of your colleagues from Peckham fire station
carry that?

No, it"s only on a set of lift keys.

So you had one?

Yes, also because | needed to open the dry riser, and
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that was locked as well.

Should we assume that one of your colleagues on the
other appliance from Peckham would also have had one?

We could have -- we should assume that, yes, but not
necessarily so.

Your best evidence as to whether anyone else from
Peckham fire station would have been carrying one at the
time?

I would suggest no.

Just take a moment to orientate yourself, looking at
that photograph. That is taken from one of the
odd-numbered floors, the 3rd, as it happens, looking
down to the floor below and looking at a door. That
door is the reverse side of this door here, one of the
balcony doors. Does that help you to remember whether
that was the door that you opened, or a door that looked
like that?

It"s unlikely. I think -- from memory, 1 think 1 opened
a door that gave us access towards that door but not
necessarily that door itself.

You think it was a door like that?

Yes.

Depending on which side of the building the door you
opened was, you would have entered either a small lobby,

not much bigger than the podium you®re sitting on now,
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or a bigger lobby of a similar size to the lift lobby
where the dry riser is. Can you recall if you entered
into a small space or a space similar to the one you®d
been on the floor above where the dry riser was?
I"m sorry, | can"t recall that, no.
You think you opened up a door like that?
Yes.
Your statement says:

"When 1 opened the door 1 think it was to the escape
balcony.™

Can we just be clear what you"re saying here. Do
you recall ending up on the escape balcony?
No, it may have been from previous visits. 1 may
have -- at this moment now, I can"t remember -- I can"t
remember that detail on that particular day.
Can you assist at all with whether you ended up
somewhere that was indoors or outdoors?
I remained indoors, 1 know that, and | know the crews
didn®t have any respite from the smoke, so I would be
assuming it would still be indoors.
Did there then come a time when the officer in charge of
the bridgehead ordered all crews to withdraw from the
7th floor bridgehead?
Yes, he did, yes.

Some crews were obviously above the bridgehead at that
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time wearing breathing apparatus?
Yes.
Did you have to wait for them all to return to the
bridgehead before you personally went down?
Yes. It"s just the right thing to do. You can"t
really -- you don"t want to leave your guys up there,
obviously, because you"re their lifeline really.
In your statement you say, at the bottom of page 782,
you stayed to count all the fire crews back:

"Once 1 was satisfTied all the fTire officers were
accounted for, I withdrew."
Yes, that"s correct.
Can you remember at all approximately how many
firefighters you waited for to come down from higher
floors before you went down?
No, 1 can"t remember.
Can you recall whether any of them brought residents

with them?

No, but I am aware residents were being assisted out by

firefighters but not necessarily wearing breathing
apparatus.

Is it right that on your way down you found a family
sitting in the stairwell and helped them down the
stairs?

Yes.
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So we"re now at a point in time when you are out of the
building and all of your colleagues were out of the
building because the bridgehead had been brought down?
The bridgehead was compromised, yes.

Initially it was planned to relocate it within the
building below the 7th floor, but in fact it was thought
necessary to continue to move it down and out of the
building?

I believe that was the decision made by the officer in
charge, yes.

In terms of what you went on to do, is it right that you
assisted in turning over a car in order to give

an aerial ladder platform better access to the building?
Yes, | was given that tasking.

Then in due course you put on breathing apparatus and
were committed into the building?

Yes.

With Firefighter Farmer?

Yes.

I"m just going to try and assist you with when that was.
This is in the advocates™ bundles at page 1037.

(Handed) Take a moment, because this is probably not

a document you®ve ever seen before; iIs that right?

No, that"s correct; 1"ve not seen this document before.

And probably not a format you are familiar with?
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A. No, not at all.

Q. What i1t is is It"s a document that summarises data
that®s downloaded from breathing apparatus. |If you look
in the middle of the page -- towards the top of the page
you can see your name, towards the right, under, "Wearer
name': '‘Badger".

THE CORONER: Can you see that, Mr Badger?

A. Yes, sorry, beg your pardon, yes.

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: And then i1f we stick in the row where
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your name is and look to the left, we see some times.
Our understanding is that what this document is
indicating is that you were committed into the building
at 17.47, the time that we see in bold. | understand
it"s your recollection you were committed with
Firefighter Farmer?

That"s correct.

I don"t need you to find it but that fits with what is
on this document, where he is also recorded as being
committed at 17.47.

Yes, | can see that.

The task that you were given to deal with was to tackle
a Ffire on the 5th floor?

Yes.

That®"s what you went and did?

Yes, that"s correct.
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There came a time later when you noticed unconscious
casualties being removed from the building?

Yes.

You assisted colleagues to carry one of them down the
last few steps?

That"s correct, yeah.

And then you noticed that CPR was being administered?
Yes.

Then, later on again, you were committed back into the
building in breathing apparatus; is that right?

Yes, that"s correct.

According to this page we"re looking at, that would have

been at around 19.08. Second wear, the bold number,
19.08?

Okay, yes.

On that occasion, your task was to go up to the 9th
floor?

Yes.

When you got there, you found the corridor was
completely destroyed on one side of the building?
Yes.

And then you worked on the other corridor?

Yes | did.

On that floor. You stayed up there until your warning

whistle went to show that you were running low on air?
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That"s correct.

Did you in fact have some difficulty leaving because one
or more Firefighters was caught in wiring that was
hanging down?

Yes, we did have difficulty leaving, yes.

That is a serious recognised hazard for firefighters,
isn"t it?

There®s been quite a few reported fatalities.

What 1 want to turn to now is whether, in the course of
all of those tasks that you carried out on the day which
you"ve been telling the court about, you learnt more
about the layout of the building?

I can™t really say specifically, due to the nature of
the work load on the day. Only in hindsight now I know
more about the escape balconies, but on that day, the
only thing that was noticed was that we were -- on one
occasion, | believe we was tasked to go to a floor that
we wouldn®t have actually been able to gain access to
because i1t was on the lower Tloor of the maisonettes.

I can"t recall the exact detail of that.

Do you perhaps mean you couldn®t get access because it
was an upper floor and there wasn®"t a central corridor?
I think so, yes.

I think much earlier on you were going to say something

about noticing flat numbering. 1f you take up the jury
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bundle in tab 13. 1711 bring it up on the screen as
well. Photograph 11. It"s on your screen as well. Did
you come across these door entry panels on the day?
Yes, we did. | specifically remember that one when we
was tasked to go to the 9th floor, that specific fire
door itself. Not necessarily that one, but that look.
That®"s a close-up. This in fact is at first floor
level, but i1t shows individual flat numbers?

Yes.

Did you notice that on the day?

As 1 said, that particular design, yes, 1 would have
recognised that.

Do you think that there came, at any stage, a point
where you realised that the flats, at their upper level,
had access to both sides of the building?

No, I can"t —- | can"t recall that.

Did you hear flat numbers being discussed, either
face-to-face or In messages over the radio?

More than likely, but again 1 can"t specifically recall
any detail on that.

Did you ever build up any mental picture of where
different flat numbers were located in the building?

1 probably would have had a rough idea.

Just to i1llustrate, from the outside, that"s what the

building looks like if you go there. Obviously you
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don*t know what the flat numbers are. If we look at
that image, that superimposes the flat numbers onto the
previous view.

Yes.

Can you help the court with to what extent in the course
of the day you ever built up a mental picture that
looked like that, or began to look like that?

My image wouldn"t have been entirely accurate per se but
I would have been generally aware -- almost -- more than
likely aware that the 11th floor would have consisted of
numbers in their 70s and 80s.

Can you help the court with how far through the day it
was before you built up that sort of understanding?

It"s hard to tell, really, because on my initial access,
seeing the information where the flats are on the floor
level by the ground floor lift lobby, that would have
given me an initial idea of where the -- where the flats
are i1n relation to the floors, which is vital unless you
had excellent prior knowledge of that building.

Mr Badger, my final question iIs this: can you assist the
court with what single additional thing you think would
have helped you most on the day of the fire to carry out
firefighting and search and rescue operations? So it
could be an additional item of knowledge or additional

training or additional resources in the form of extra
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firefighters or extra equipment.

Sorry, can you just -- is that in relation to just
general firefighting high rise fires or this particular
incident?

You on the day. You got there with the first appliance
and you were there for many hours. You had a variety of
tasks. You wore breathing apparatus twice, which is the
maximum that anyone®s allowed to do, so if you could
give the court the benefit of what you experienced and
help us, as best you can, with what single additional
thing you didn"t have or didn®"t know on the day you
think would have most helped you on the day to get

a better outcome than in fact happened.

Just from our initial -- when we initially turned up,
maybe more resources, manpower, and a better
understanding, ie plans of maybe where the building was
and how the layout was. As you can appreciate, there"s
dozens and dozens and dozens of high rise flats in
Peckham, so we have a very, very general understanding
and memory of these buildings. So yeah, better plans

initially.

MR MAXWELL-SCOTT: Thank you very much. Those are my

questions.

THE CORONER: Thank you. Yes, Mr Hendy.
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Questions from MR HENDY

MR HENDY: Good morning, Mr Badger, | represent three of the

bereaved families. | only have a few questions for you.
Morning.

I wonder if you could be shown, please, the jury bundle
at divider 12, page 2.

Yes.

IT you look down to the fTifth entry, there"s an entry
for 16.23.57, E371, Peckham pump ladder. That was the
pump ladder that Mr Willett was crew manager on. He
told the jury that your appliance was in convoy with him
and would have arrived at much the same time. Obviously
he couldn®t say whether it"s 16.23.57 or not, but if it
was, your appliance would have arrived at about the same
time. We can see reference to your appliance a little
further down -- that"s E372 -- which is listed as coming
in about three minutes later. Do you see that?

Yes.

Do you agree that your appliance would have arrived
within a few seconds of his?

Straight away. They were in convoy, SO ...

Right. So if it"s 16.23.57 for him, it"s 16.23 or 24
for you?

Definitely.

Thank you. Then if you just look over the page, please,
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to page 3, the second entry down, 16.29.20, is E355,

Old Kent Road aerial ladder pump. That seems to have

arrived just over five minutes after you and

CM Willett"s appliances. Do you agree that that"s about

right?

I don"t recall that but that would be -- that would be

pretty accurate, considering where the location of their

station is.

Thank you very much. Something else from

Mr Willett"s -- perhaps we could ask for it to be put

up, If Mr Atkins would be so kind. We want the witnhess

statements at page 44. This is from Mr Willett"s

witness statement. At the bottom of the page, he says

this, right at the bottom of the page, last paragraph:
"As soon as we left the fire station, | could smell

smoke as the appliance proceeded up Southampton Way.

Our journey took us parallel to Lakanal and 1 could see

a large amount of smoke issuing from the building. As

we approached the building from the access road, there

was a lot of burning debris falling from the building.”
Is that your recollection as well?

Yes.

Thank you. I want to ask you about the conversations

that you had with members of the public, and it might be

easiest iIf we ask you to look at your own withess
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statement, which is at page 82.

THE CORONER: Mr Hendy, not too fast for the transcriber,

please.

MR HENDY: OFf course. 1°m not sure the jury can read that.

le) > O >

Is i1t possible to enlarge it just very slightly? We
want the middle chunk of the page. Thank you very much.
IT you look at that, Mr Badger, and go down some
dozen lines, there"s a line which begins "with charged
hoses™?
Yes.
Do you see that?
Yes, 1 do.
Let"s just read on together. That is what you“ve
written:

"Whilst this was happening, 1 could hear members of
the public shouting and screaming. 1 engaged in
a couple of conversations with the public. 1 spoke with
relatives on their mobiles to try and reassure them.
I was probably on the 7th floor at that time. 1 tried
to ascertain whether they needed rescuing or reassuring.
There was a lot of movement in the corridors, members of
the public and fire crew members arriving. |1 think
I spoke to a resident from number 60-something. She was
female. She had moved to her neighbours. It was

probably 66 or 67."
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And then you talk about the bridgehead being
compromised.

Can 1 just clarify a couple of points with you on
that. You said that you"d probably remember if somebody
had asked to be rescued, so what you were probably doing
on the phone was reassuring?

Yes.

And the reassurance you would have given is: "Stay put.
Firefighters are on the job in the building and spraying
the fire”, or words to that effect?

I don*t recall, but it would have been words to that
effect.

Yes. The people that you spoke to who were on the
staircase who gave you the mobile phones to speak to
their relatives, presumably they needed reassurance as
well?

Yes, yeah, most definitely.

Is 1t likely that the reassurance you gave them was much
the same? ™"'Stay put. There are loads of firefighters
downstairs. There"s hoses all over the place. Go back.
We know you®"re there. Stay put'?

Unlikely 1 would have given that same reassurance if
they were already on the stairwell.

Well, let"s just think about that, Mr Badger. You have

somebody coming down the stairs with a mobile telephone
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and you are reassuring the relative. Now, that person
on the stairs is hardly likely to leave their relative
upstairs while they make their way out of the building,
are they?

I can"t comment on people®s personal

Don"t you think it"s more likely that you were
reassuring everybody: "If you don"t have smoke and fire
in your flat, just stay where you were'?

No, that"s unlikely. Only within the compartment.
Sorry, say that again?

It"s only likely 1 would have asked them -- told them to
say if they were already within their compartment, in
their flat.

I follow. Moving on the last matter | want to ask you
about, it"s this. Could we ask you to look at your
witness statement at page 83.

Yeah.

You spoke to Mr Maxwell-Scott about this, but if you
look about a dozen lines down, there®s a line that
begins with the word "inhalation™.

Yes, 1 see that.

"1 was given a bottle of water. 1 then assisted with
turning a car over in Dalwood Street. This was to aid
the aerial level platform to get to the building. | was

then asked to put on breathing equipment with
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Firefighter Farmer. 1 checked in with the bridgehead."
Now, Mr Maxwell-Scott has established with you the

breathing equipment was activated at 17.47.20, so just

after 5.45, yes?

Yes.

Presumably it would have taken you five minutes to get

that gear on and get up to the bridgehead?

I can"t comment. | can"t remember the times now.

It wouldn™t have been much longer, would it?

It would have been as expedient as possible, due to the

nature of the fire.

Of course. Well, 1 won"t push you if you can®t do it,

but it has to be between a minute or so and ten minutes

at the most, hasn"t i1t?

From what level to where?

From when you leave the turning over of the car and

assisting the aerial pump ladder to when you activate

your breathing set?

I can"t recall that, I'm afraid.

Okay. Could we look, please, at the plan which is in

the jury bundle at divider 11 at page 4. There"s a map

here of Lakanal House --

Sorry, could you say that again? What page?

Page 4. In your withess statement you say you assisted

with the turning over of a car in Dalwood Street. Now,
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A

Q.

we can see Dalwood Street to the north of Lakanal House?
Yes.

The purpose of turning the car over was to manoeuvre the
aerial ladder pump to the west side of Lakanal House,
was it not?

You say the west side?

Yes.

No, I don®t recall that specific, no. All I*m aware of
is It was to facilitate the aerial ladder platform doing
the task it was given. The specific nature of the task
would have out of my control, really.

The west side, of course, was the sunny side, it being
in the middle of the afternoon. The east side was in
the shadows side. Does that help you at all?

It helps me, but it makes no difference to your initial
guestion. You"re asking me what tasking was given?

No, I"m just asking you whether you were aware that the
ALP was to proceed to the west side of Lakanal House?
No, I"m not aware of that.

You don"t know. You were called away, really, before
you discovered where it was to go?

Yes, correct.

Thank you very much. That"s very helpful.

THE CORONER: Thank you. Mr Dowden?

MR DOWDEN: No, thank you.
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THE CORONER: Thank you. Ms Al Tai.

Questions from MS AL TAI

MS AL TAI: Good morning, Mr Dowden. | act on behalf of

le) > O >

O > O >

Mark Bailey, Catherine Hickman®s partner, the occupant
of Flat 79. In response to a question Mr Maxwell-Scott
asked you just moments ago about what single resource or
item might have affected the outcome, you answered iIn
response to that perhaps more manpower and resources; 1iIs
that correct?
On the initial, yes, that"s correct.
I"m so sorry?
On the initial attendance, yes.
Thank you. Can | take you to page 83 of your statement,
please, Mr Badger.
Sorry, 837
Please.
Yes.
Is that up on the screen? If you could just, please,
look at the fourth line down. It starts at the third
line, where you state -- I*1l start from the beginning
actually:

“"This family were sitting in the stairwell near the
fire door which splits the flats. The family were
a black family with a young child, possibly an infant.

They seemed disorientated. The female was crying.
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I shouted at them to get up. | became distressed myself
as | was suffering with smoke inhalation.”

At this point in time, were you surprised that you
hadn"t had additional resources to assist you in respect
of, for example, minimising the fact that you were
exposed to smoke inhalation?

No, I wasn"t. Not at this particular time no.

Even though you were distressed and you were suffering
such smoke inhalation?

The initial -- on all high rise fires, the initial first
few minutes are always -- you"re always undermanned and
stretched initially, so it isn"t uncommon for
firefighters to be suffering from smoke inhalation.

I see. Thank you. [If I could take you just further to
that page again. This is the second paragraph we"re
looking at now, and this is the second line, where it
starts -- 111 read the paragraph preceding that to make
it more clear for the jury:

"My final task was to attend the 9th floor and
assist crews with a serious fire in progress. On the
way up to the 9th floor, I was aware of numerous
breathing apparatus teams. Some were collapsed on the
stairs from exhaustion."

In respect of your earlier answer to

Mr Maxwell-Scott, did you find this unusual, that these
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teams were collapsed from exhaustion whilst on the
stairwell?

A. It wouldn"t have been unusual for the heat conditions,
but it was unusual, and in my honest belief, it was
because of the travel time taken to walk up the flights
of stairs because of the bridgehead being compromised.

Q. So is that --

A. So the guys were under breathing apparatus and having to
walk up a whole high rise block before they even thought
of starting fighting the fire.

Q. Was that the only reason it was unusual?

A. Do you mean the fire was unusual or just --

Q. No, the fact that these teams were sat down in the
stairwell from exhaustion?

A. It"s very rare for me to see firefighting teams collapse
on the stairwell. Once you finish your tasking, you
normally make all efforts to get back to the entry
control point.

MS AL TAI: Thank you, Mr Badger, that"s all I have.

THE CORONER: Mr Matthews.

Questions from MR MATTHEWS

MR MATTHEWS: Can 1 just get your help. Can I just ask that
you get the advocates™ bundle, file 1. 1It"s, 1 think,
actually page 21 of file 1. |If you can find it —- it"s

just on screen. It"s a photograph.

49



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

A. Yeah, I can see that.

Q. 1 think to help us if we can have it turned the right
way up. It"s really just if you can help us with what
you were being asked by my learned friend Mr Hendy just
before. That"s the west side of Lakanal. That"s the
access road.

A. That was the initial access for us, yes.

Q. Right. |IT you look in the distance of that photograph,
we can see another fire engine parked further down?

A. Yes.

Q. Do you know where you parked, where the first two
appliances parked?

A. It would have been at that location but I can"t recall
the exact place.

Q. So i1t would have been down the access road?

A. Yes, that"s correct, yeah.

Q. Do you know if there was anything stopping your easy
entrance into that access road, where the other fire
appliance is parked now?

A_. Nothing stopping per se, but we was aware of falling
debris, so it"s just a hazard to be aware of.

MR MATTHEWS: Right. Thank you very much.

MR COMPTON: 1 have no questions, thank you.

THE CORONER: Thank you. Mr Walsh.
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Questions from MR WALSH

MR WALSH: Mr Badger, | ask questions on behalf of the

Fire Brigade. Just a few quick ones. The first thing

I want to explore with you is the information which you
had as you left Peckham fire station was that there was
a Fire in Flat 65 on the 9th floor?

I can"t remember the flat number but I was aware that we
was going to a high rise fire, yes.

Right. So you®re going to a fire and upon arrival, what
were you able to see?

What looked like a serious high rise fire In progress.
Right. Your expectation of fighting that fire, very
briefly, was what, strategy-wise?

That we would make rapid progress upstairs and probably
be able to deal with it.

Probably be able deal with i1t?

Deal with it -- put the fire out successfully.

Was there something unusual, however, about the fire?

IT so, just explain briefly what it was, In your view.
Only insofar as in —- it later became known to us that
the fire had obviously dropped down and then spread
latterly, and that"s very uncommon.

Insofar as resources are concerned, at the initial stage
of being sent to a high rise fire, which, in your view,

you were going to be able to deal with, the number of
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pumps sent was four?

Yes, correct.

For your expectation of what the fire was at the time,
was that sufficient?

It was sufficient for us, yeah, normally as -- we"re
quite an experienced drill crew, so that would normally
be enough for us.

Yes. At what point, then, did you take the view, in
answer to questions from Mr Maxwell-Scott -- did you
come to the view that actually more manpower at the
initial stages might have been helpful?

More manpower is always -- with ridership levels -- we
was riding, 1 think, with only two Firefight on the back
that day, and to safely implement procedures, and then
coupled -- coupled against the weight of attack and the
more(?) pressure, sometimes it would be beneficial to
have extra firefighters on a fire engine.

Yes, because what, of course, you told us about is that
although you had an initial expectation of how the fire
would be fought and dealt with, you"re on the bridgehead
floor and there came a point, effectively, when the
smoke-logging became intolerable, as we heard from the
statement?

Yes.

Just help the jury with what that means actually, in
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straightforward terms. What were you and other
firefighters experiencing in relation to smoke-logging
on the bridgehead floor?

Almost at the point of passing out, complete exhaustion,
not being able to breathe properly.

Was that something that surprised you? Was that unusual
in your experience?

It"s not unusual to -- 1t"s not unusual to have
uncomfortable smoke conditions, but they became
unusually intolerable quite rapidly as well.

It became unusually intolerable quite rapidly?

Yes, that"s correct.

Which resulted in the need to pull away from that
bridgehead and move it down?

Yes.

Now you"ve told us that before you could leave, it was
necessary to make sure that all of the crews who had
been admitted into the building were accounted for?
Yes, that"s very important.

Why is that?

Because basically we"re their lifeline. It"s important
for us to make sure we account for all of our team
members. So if 