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                                   Paul HILLS, Recalled
            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Mr. Hills, you are still under oath. 

                Again, stand or sit, whichever you prefer.  Miss Hill, you 

                are taking over from Mr. Blaxland.

            MISS HILL:  I am indeed. 

                                Cross-examined by Miss HILL

            Q.  Mr. Hills, you will recall on Friday you were being asked 

                questions by Mr. Blaxland.  I continue to ask questions on 

                behalf of Miss Saibene.  Obviously, you understand, having 

                been in the witness box for the best part of a week now, the 

                significance of the website and changes to the EDO ITT 

                website over a period of time?

            A.  Yes.

            Q.  And it is right to say that you have been aware of the 

                importance of the website and its contents before these 

                proceedings; the issue has been brought to your attention in 

                previous proceedings?

            A.  Yes it has, yes.

            Q.  You have told us, first Mr. Dias earlier last week, I believe 

                it was Thursday, and confirmed with Mr. Blaxland on Friday 

                that you had no involvement in the content of the website?

            A.  I can't say I've had no involvement in the content.  What I 

                said was I wasn't the person that was managing and 

                maintaining the websites; that wasn't a personal 

                responsibility.

            Q.  So you were not responsible for managing and maintaining the 

                content?

            A.  Exactly, yes.

            Q.  Now on Friday you were handed a document which was an extract 

                from the Court Clerk's notes from a trial which took place 

                last year.  Do you recall that?

            A.  No, I wasn't handed anything, because I think something was 

                raised.

            Q.  Oh, it wasn't handed?

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  It wasn't handed to him; he was asked 

                about it.

            MISS HILL:   (To the witness)  In which case can I invite you to 

                turn in the bundle of cross-examination material to H27, and, 

                members of the jury, you will find that we have inserted a 

                document at H27 in your bundle as well, I hope.  Does 

                everyone have that?  Do you have that, Mr. Hills.

            A.  H27, yes.

            Q.  It is probably easier to ask you about this now with it in 

                front of you; I am sure you can take it from me that this is 

                the Court Clerk's notes from a trial in March of last year, 

                and this is your evidence when being cross-examined by Miss 

                Rose.  Perhaps I can ask you to turn to where it says: 

                "7.12.2005", can you see that, about a quarter of the way 

                down the page?

            A.  Yes, I can see it.

            Q.  And you say: "Quite possibly reference to bomb rack on F16 on 

                the website - it was removed on my instruction.  I advised 

                Mr. Jones MD to remove it.  I was responsible for defence 

                side of the business."  Do you accept that you said that?

            A.  Given that's a record from the court case, yes.

            Q.  And obviously-------

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Just a second.

            MISS HILL:  Forgive me, your Honour.   (Pause)

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Yes.

            MISS HILL:  Obviously when you gave that answer you were under 

                oath.

            A.  Yes.

            Q.  And you were no doubt telling the truth?

            A.  Yes.

            Q.  Now let's have a quick look just to fill in the picture about 

                what Mr. Jones says about that same removal.  Can I invite 

                you to turn to H28, and members of the jury I hope again that 

                has found its way into your bundles.  Now again this was Miss 

                Rose cross-examining Mr. Jones, and this was in 2005 in 

                another case arising out of protests at your factory, and at 

                G you will see Mr. Jones states, does he not: "We would, 

                under regular circumstances, review the material on our 

                website.  Certainly the activities of the protestors had an 

                influence on what we took off our website, but we would have 

                a review of that anyway."

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Just a second, just a second.   (Pause)  

                Now, what date was this that Mr. Jones was saying that?

            MISS HILL:  Forgive me, this was in December 2005, it was at 

                Lewes Crown Court in the Appeal of------

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  It is just the date I think is important.

            MISS HILL:  Yes, 7th December 2005.

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Yes.

            MISS HILL:  So, Mr. Hills, no doubt you will accept that the 

                truth of it is that references within your website were 

                changed at your direction because of concerns about the 

                interpretation which the protestors took from the content of 

                your website.

            A.  I can't remember if it was Thursday or Friday last week, but 

                I did make reference to the fact that the "Smash EDO" protest 

                website had actually taken a copy of our website and produced 

                its own pseudo version, changing the wording and presenting 

                it in a malicious manner, and from that point onwards, I 

                can't remember when that happened, but from then on, yes, we 

                certainly were much more cautious about what went on our 

                websites.

            Q.  There is certainly no suggestion that anyone except the staff 

                of EDO MBM has controlled the content of your own website?

            A.  And ITT Corporation.

            Q.  Yes.  Just to complete this picture, can I ask you to go back 

                to H27, and a little further down the page from the reference 

                we had before you were asked about something happening on 

                13th April 2007, and you answered: "It's quite possible that 

                all references to the ZRFAU on website removed.  Website was 

                cleaned up because some of the marketing aspects confused the 

                protestor community - it doesn't say that we manufactured and 

                exported them" ZRFAUs, and you go on to a different topic 

                don't you.  We would suggest to you, Mr. Hills------

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Just a second, just a second.   (Pause)  

                Yes.

            MISS HILL:  We would suggest to you, Mr. Hills, that the changes 

                you have made to your website over the period of time is not, 

                as you have indicated in evidence when being cross-examined 

                by Mr. Dias, coincidental, or a matter resulting from changes 

                in the business structure of EDO ITT, or, for that matter, 

                for commercial reasons to do with promoting different 

                products, but, in fact, the reason for all of these changes 

                on these websites and the reason you have been unwilling to 

                admit your involvement in these changes is because EDO MBM, 

                ITT, has consistently attempted to manipulate public 

                perception of what it does to its own ends.  Do you agree?

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  What is the answer.

            A.  Sorry, no I don't.  I'm going to come back to the point that 

                since 2000 -- since 2000 the company has changed ownership 

                three times.  The websites would have changed naturally 

                probably within twelve months of each time the ownership has 

                changed to bring the logos and the data up-to-date, so 

                regular changes have occurred because of ownership.  As I 

                said earlier, we have certainly got a lot wiser about the 

                content going on there once the "Smash EDO" website took a 

                copy of ours and represented it with different language, and 

                that certainly was a concern of ours and we've been -- the 

                websites are a lot more sterile these days because of that.

            Q.  Mr. Hills, with respect------

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  One of the objectives of changing what is 

                on the websites has been trying to get the protestors off 

                your back?

            A.  I think yes, to a degree, yes.  That's -- I wouldn't say that 

                has been at the forefront of our minds, but that has 

                certainly been a consideration as we've gone forwards, 

                certainly since around 2005.

            MISS HILL:  Mr. Hills, with respect, the answer you have just 

                given is not an answer you have given before when you have 

                been asked these precise same questions, is it.

            A.  I think I answered the -- I gave reference to the fact that 

                we -- we were a lot more careful about what went on the sites 

                once the protestors copied our website and represented it 

                with different language.  I can't remember whether it was 

                Thursday or Friday, but I certainly made reference to it back 

                then. I've also made reference several times to the fact that 

                when the company ownership has changed, within a period of 

                time of ownership change the logos change, the websites 

                change.

            Q.  Mr. Hills, of course, that is what you will say.  I don't 

                know if you have a copy of this; you have provided this 

                morning some photographs, the photographs you referred to on 

                Friday as being the photographs you took, you said, before 

                cleaning up commenced on 17th January?

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Has the jury got copies?

            MR. SHAY:  Not yet.

            MISS HILL:  The jury don't have copies I don't believe yet.

            MR. SHAY:  Your Honour, copies have been made for the jury.  I 

                would suggest they go into Tab 3, ladies and gentlemen, of 

                the prosecution jury bundle.  Can we make them Exhibit 7, 

                please, your Honour.

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Yes.

            A.  Sorry, did you say Tab 3?

            MR. SHAY:  Tab 3, please.   (Pause)

            MISS HILL:   (To the witness)  Now, Mr. Hills, if I can just take 

                you back to some of the evidence you gave on Friday.  Am I 

                right in saying that you directed people to start clearing up 

                the site when the staff arrived for the overtime shift.  Is 

                that correct?

            A.  I had people coming in Saturday morning, and they couldn't 

                obviously work that morning, so there was a period of time, 

                not on immediate arrival, but there was a time when they were 

                given the okay to start clearing up, but I believe, having 

                given it further thought, that was probably after the police 

                had finished taking photographs and told us we could clear 

                up, it certainly wouldn't have been before that.

            Q.  Because I suggest that the clearing up started at around 

                about 6.15 or 6.20 or thereabouts?

            A.  No, it still would have been dark then.

            Q.  Yes, it was dark then, and I would suggest that that is when 

                the cleaning up started?

            A.  My understanding is there was only one item removed from 

                outside, other than the papers that were being blown around 

                the car park, there was only one item that was removed, and 

                that was the wooden warhead.

            Q.  Mr. Hills, when we refer to the clean-up, I am talking about 

                cleaning anything up, so I am not distinguishing between the 

                physical object and the paper, so I am suggesting to you that 

                the picking up of the paperwork which was blowing around 

                started at about 6.15.  Do you agree?

            A.  Um, that's not unreasonable.

            Q.  And, of course, at 6.15 as you have said, it would have been 

                dark at that time, it is the dead of winter essentially, 17th 

                January?

            A.  It wasn't the brightest of mornings, certainly, as the 

                photographs show.

            Q.  Yes, and no doubt you will accept that whilst it is clear, on 

                the photographs you have served, that it is not the brightest 

                of mornings, it is also clear that these photographs were 

                taken in daylight, were they not?

            A.  Yes, probably some time around eight o'clock in the morning, 

                once daybreak had happened.

            Q.  Around about eight o'clock in the morning?

            A.  That would be my best guess, yes.

            Q.  So therefore you will agree that these photos do not show the 

                scene before anything is taken away?

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  That includes papers? 

            MISS HILL:  Including papers. 

            A.  I agree with that, yes.

            Q.  And we, in fact, have no photographs of the scene before any 

                collection of paperwork or anything else started?

            A.  No, but I would suspect that the CCTV footage may help 

                facilitate those thoughts.

            Q.  No photographs though?

            A.  I personally didn't take any photographs until daybreak that 

                morning, and these appear to be the photographs that I took.  

                I'm not aware of what the police may have taken throughout 

                the night.

            MISS HILL:  No, of course.  Thank you very much Mr. Hills, I have 

                no further questions for you.

            FEMALE UNKNOWN SPEAKER:  Your Honour, I have no questions for 

                this witness.

            MALE UNKNOWN SPEAKER: No, I am simply going to adopt Mr. Dias's 

                cross-examination.

            MALE UNKNOWN SPEAKER:  Similarly, I adopt Mr. Dias's 

                cross-examination.

            MALE UNKNOWN SPEAKER:  No, your Honour.

            FEMALE UNKNOWN SPEAKER:  No thank you, your Honour.

            MALE UNKNOWN SPEAKER:  No questions, thank you.

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Any re-examination?

            MR. SHAY:  Yes, there is some.

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Just so you understand, when counsel 

                adopt someone else's cross-examination, effectively they are 

                saying: we take exactly the same position and because it has 

                all been asked already there is no need for us to ask any 

                further questions.

            MR. SHAY:  Your Honour, the last topic pursued by Miss Hill just 

                now does prompt me to apply to play a CD, police evidence 

                gathering footage taken after three o'clock in the morning.

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Yes.  Have we got a DVD player in court?

            THE CLERK OF THE COURT:  Yes.

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  We can play it.

            MR. SHAY:  What I would suggest is there is police officer 

                commentary on it; there is no need for that.

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  No, we will have the sound turned down.

            MR. SHAY:  We will have the sound turned down or muted, but I 

                would like to play this from the beginning, please.

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Those will become Exhibit 8 then.  Yes.  

                Just make sure you have got the sound on mute.   (Pause)

            MR. SHAY:  All right, can we start now, please. 

                                  Re-examined by Mr. SHAY

            Q.  Mr. Hills, just look carefully at this; I am going to ask you 

                questions when the clip is over.   (DVD playing)  Shall we 

                just stop it there.  That is all I wanted to play.  Assume 

                for the moment that the timings that we see on that DVD are 

                correct, in which case it is a clip taken at 3.18 in the 

                morning.  Just on that assumption, what could we see?

            A.  What I could see from the opening part of that clip was a 

                large number of papers which had been blown up against the 

                hedge line and the fence line which is our boundary fence.

            Q.  Just pause there.  What else, if anything, could you see in 

                that clip?

            A.  I could also see the physical debris, the heavy objects which 

                had been thrown out of the windows which were scattered on 

                the ground, which appeared to be consistent with the type of 

                debris you can see in the photographs.

            Q.  Now, Miss Hills was asking you clean-up questions, which 

                included cleaning up paper?

            A.  Yes, now I understand, yes.

            Q.  Let's put paper to one side.  Apart from paper, what, if 

                anything, did you clean up------

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  I think he has answered that, he has told 

                us it was only a wooden bomb mock-up.

            MR. SHAY:  Thank you.   (To the witness)  It was put to you 

                Friday that you may have removed some hand press tools.

            A.  Yes it was, yes.

            Q.  Did you?

            A.  No, we didn't.

            Q.  Can we look at the photographs you took that were put before 

                the jury a few minutes ago.  Where, if anywhere, can we see 

                hand press tools?

            A.  Okay, if you take the picture numbered 1 up in the top 

                right-hand corner.

            Q.  Okay, so that is divider 3, picture 1.

            A.  Yes, I can put my finger there is probably the easiest way of 

                describing it, there is like a dead-end footpath coming away 

                from the building.

            Q.  Sorry, you dropped your voice; a what?

            A.  There's a dead-end footpath coming away from the building.

            Q.  Right?

            A.  Of the corner of the building, and as that footpath finishes 

                I can see one of the presses on the ground there.

            Q.  Okay.

            A.  There's also a second one.

            Q.  Let's find that.  (Pause) 

            A.  If we go to picture 12, again I'll put my finger there, but 

                try and describe where it is, it's about a third in from the 

                right of the picture and about a third of the way up from the 

                bottom.

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Is it the green object.

            A.  It's the green object, yes, with the orange handle on it.

            Q.  We can see roughly speaking at perhaps eight o'clock in 

                relation to the red box?

            A.  Yes, that's correct.  That's the second hand press.

            MR. SHAY:  Right.  Anything else in your photos.

            A.  They're the only two hand presses that we have, and I can see 

                them both in the photographs.

            Q.  Are they different to each other?

            A.  They are different, yes, they're not the same one.

            Q.  Right.  Have the company disposed of those hand presses?

            A.  No we haven't, they were fit to still be used afterwards, and 

                we've still got them.

            Q.  Did you say "fit to be used" or "fixed"?

            A.  No, they were fit, they were okay to use afterwards and we've 

                still got them, we still use them.

            Q.  Right.  What do they do, as a matter of interest?

            A.  They just form some metal legs over onto an electrical 

                connector, they fold the legs over.

            Q.  The defence produced some photos, Mr. Blaxland the second 

                counsel -- you've got the bundle?

            A.  Yes.

            Q.  Can we see hand presses in any of the defence's -- I say the 

                defence's photographs, they are originally prosecution 

                photos, but can we see hand presses in that bundle, in that 

                defence bundle?

            A.  I had a look over the weekend; I was asked to take the folder 

                home with me.  The first one I showed you I can see in their 

                picture 05, 09 and 10.

            Q.  Let's take it in stages: 05 first of all, please?

            A.  Yes, 05, if you look at the footpath with the dead-end that 

                comes away from the corner of the building---

            Q.  Yes?

            A.   --- directly at the end of that you'll see the green hand 

                press with the -- you can just about see the orange handle on 

                there as well.

            Q.  So is that about three inches in from the left and about a 

                centimetre or so up from the bottom?

            A.  That's correct, yes.

            Q.  Right.  The next one?

            A.  You can see it less clearly in photograph 9, which is taken 

                from a different angle, but again, if you follow the dead-end 

                footpath that comes away from the building you can just see 

                in much smaller detail about a foot to two foot away from the 

                end of that dead-end footpath.

            Q.  Okay.  And anywhere else?   (Pause)

            A.  Sorry, I think -- I think I may have said I could see it in 

                10, but you can't, so no, it's in 5 and in 9.

            Q.  Thank you very much. 

            A.  And the second one you can see in photograph 17.

            Q.  We will just have a look at that.  Just spell it out for us 

                where in photograph 17?

            A.  In photograph 17 about two inches in from the left of the 

                photograph you'll see a bright orange box.  It's not very 

                clear, but it's directly above the orange box, about half a 

                centimetre above the orange box.

            Q.  Can you just point it out with the back of a pen or a......

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Slightly overlapping the blue box; am I 

                looking at the right thing?

            A.  This is photograph 16.

            MR. SHAY:  Ah, that's why I am lost.

            A.  Sorry, photograph 16.

            Q.   Start again, because I think a lot of us are looking at 

                photo 17. 

            A.  Yes sorry, I'm looking at the wrong tab.  This is photograph 

                16, and you'll see an orange box about two inches in from the 

                right of the picture.

            Q.  From the left?

            A.  From the left of the picture, sorry.

            Q.  Yes. 

            A.  And then about half a centimetre directly above the orange 

                box you'll see a green device.  That's one of the presses.

            Q.  Got it. 

            A.  And you can just about see the orange handle in front of the 

                blue box behind it.

            MR. SHAY:  Okay.  Thank you.  Your Honour, before I forget, could 

                the DVD be Exhibit 8.

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Yes, I have already made it Exhibit 8. 

            MR. SHAY:  Thank you very much.   (To the witness)  That is what 

                I want to ask you about photographs.  Could we now look at 

                the red defence bundle, the one that Mr. Dias was using, and 

                can we go to divider N, N for Nicholas.

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  I thought it had become grey for most of 

                us.

            MR. SHAY:  I am sorry?

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  I thought the binder had become a grey 

                one for most of us.

            MR. SHAY:  You are absolutely right, I just didn't change mine.  

                The witness bundle is red though; it is a grey bundle for the 

                jury.   (To the witness)  I don't want to go over ground that 

                you covered when you were questioned by Mr. Dias.  It may be 

                that I do, but it would be a mistake if I do.  I am trying 

                just to cover different topics, but could you help us, 

                please, with N2.  Just to remind the jury, the whole of the 

                documents behind divider N are documents that you produced.

            A.  They are, yes.

            Q.  And so it is only right, since they have them, that you tell 

                us why they are there.  What does N2 mean?

            A.  In American Defence Procurement, every time they contract 

                something the information becomes available on their records, 

                and these days you can access it through the internet.

            Q.  So this is in the public domain?

            A.  This is in the public domain, providing you subscribe to a 

                package called Haystack, which all American contractors in 

                the defence industry would subscribe to, because it gives 

                them information on their competitors and contracts being 

                awarded.

            Q.  And what do we glean from what we see at N2?

            A.  It's not immediately obvious, but the archive procurement 

                history in the lower part of the page, that is a record of 

                all the contracts placed on Lucas Western in North Dakota, 

                who owned the Zero Retention Force Arming Unit technology.

            Q.  Okay, just pause there.  And what else is significant?

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  And that is what someone has written 

                beside it: "1992 to 1998 Lucas Western", is that right.

            A.  Yes, that's my writing.

            MR. SHAY:  That is your writing.

            A.  It is.

            Q.  And what is the point of highlighting those contracts awarded 

                between 1992 and 1998?

            A.  The point really is to demonstrate the difference between 

                that and the three lines above it, because there was a period 

                in 1999 where the business had been transferred from Lucas to 

                MBM initially, and then we relocated the manufacturing at 

                Artisan. Artisan couldn't take any contracts until they had 

                been formally approved as a supplier of this item, and it 

                takes time, but what you will see is that the next contracts 

                awarded reflected in the next three lines, the top three 

                lines, and they are all based on the cage code of EDO Artisan 

                in 2000.

            Q.  Okay, all right.  So what was the purpose of the document?

            A.  It was to demonstrate the contracts had gone from Lucas 

                Western straight to Artisan, and nobody else.

            Q.  All right, thank you.  Thank you, I think we may have covered 

                everything else.  Let me just check.   (Pause)  The next 

                point: quite early on in your cross-examination by Mr. Dias 

                you were asked why you patented, I think I am using the right 

                phrase, a particular item of equipment in Israel?

            A.  Yes, it was the Field Replaceable Connector System, we refer 

                to it as the FRCS connector and cable.

            Q.  I don't want to go over old ground, but let's just remind the 

                jury; that is the piece of kit that you sell to which 

                country?

            A.  We sell it to a number of countries, but we are currently 

                trying to secure a major contract on the American F-16s but 

                we have it in service in Holland and Belgium at the moment.

            Q.  So the Dutch and Belgian Air Forces buy this kit?

            A.  For their F-16s, yes.

            Q.  For their F-16s.  The Americans don't at the moment, but you 

                are rather hoping they will?

            A.  We've had it qualified but we're waiting for the production 

                contract.

            Q.  Right. 

            A.  We are waiting for the funding to be released.

            Q.  Well why patent it in Israel?

            A.  Because there's two aspects: one is looking at who -- who has 

                a need for this technology, so the first thing is you would 

                target where you think there may be a need for it, because 

                that's where the risk of somebody manufacturing a competing 

                product would be, and it may be even if we can't -- you know, 

                we can't sell to Israel it wouldn't stop them copying our 

                product for their own use, and more to the point then 

                exporting it elsewhere if we didn't have a patent on it, so 

                the patent is to stop somebody else copying our technology, 

                even in markets that, you know, we can't -- we can't access. 

                There is a second reason as well.

            Q.  Give us the second reason?

            A.  The second reason is our patent lawyers just advise it as 

                very good practice to reach -- put a patent out as far as you 

                can protect it.  Now obviously places like Russia and China 

                there's no point, because you can't enforce patents in places 

                like that, but Israel is certainly a country where you can 

                enforce it.

            Q.  Let's go back to reason one.  Reason two, obviously that is 

                legal advice, in effect?

            A.  Uh-huh.

            Q.  Reason one: do you or do you not have competitors in Israel?

            A.  Yes, we do.

            Q.  In how many countries did you register the patent for this 

                particular piece of kit?

            A.  I'm going to struggle to be specific on that.  What I would 

                say is that we went for pretty much the whole of Western 

                Europe and most parts of Eastern Europe where patent law is 

                enforceable.  We then went to America, Canada, Australia, I 

                think probably New Zealand, obviously Israel, and I think 

                places like Korea, because Korea also have a demand for this 

                type of technology.

            Q.  North or South?

            A.  South; and probably places like Singapore as well.  Without 

                checking I couldn't be probably more specific than that.

            Q.  Okay.  Now that leads me on to a related but perhaps slightly 

                different question, which is this: how many countries, or if 

                you prefer just name them and we can do the counting, how 

                many countries does your company, and by your company I mean 

                the British company, the Brighton based company, how many 

                countries do you export to?

            A.  I can't remember the exact number, but probably somewhere 

                between fifteen and twenty, as a rough guess.  I could verify 

                that, but not from memory.

            Q.  From memory, just name the ones you can remember?

            A.  Um------

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Well clearly by the look of it Holland 

                and Belgium.

            A.  Most -- pretty much all of Western Europe, yes: Turkey, the 

                USA, Canada, then we're going to places like Dubai and Oman, 

                Saudi; I'm wary of naming too many places in case they're not 

                on our list, because I'm not the subject-matter expert of 

                every country we export to.

            MR. SHAY:  I only want the ones you know about. 

            A.  Okay.

            Q.  Don't guess just to please me. 

            A.  All right, in which case I'm going to stick with Western 

                Europe, America, Canada, Australia, Brazil.  (Pause)  I'm 

                going to stop there, because otherwise I'm starting to second 

                guess.

            Q.  I don't want to lead you, but is there anywhere in the Far 

                East within your knowledge?

            A.  The Far East: Korea, Singapore, and then, as I think I 

                mentioned earlier, Oman and Dubai we've certainly exported 

                to, but some of those places would be purely for exhibition 

                purposes not necessarily manufactured goods.

            MR. SHAY:  Thank you very much.  I have nothing further.

            JUDGE BATHURST-NORMAN:  Thank you very much for coming.  Please 

                feel free to go, but hold yourself in readiness, just in case 

                someone asks you to come back, because not everyone has had a 

                chance to go through the documents you provided today.  Thank 

                you very much. 

            A.  Thank you.

                                  (The witness withdrew)

                                         ------
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