








8. The risk assessor does accept what has long been contended by N 16, that the personal

animosity and sense of personal betrayal that will be felt by a number of key

individuals whe have a history of violence at §-10 of the latest risk assessment{(see

further, below); and does not dispute N16’s contention that individuals within the

groups to which s/he was deployed have-developed skills_over years of activism in
researching the identities of potential victims and using family members and

professional colleagues as a means to exert pressure on principal targets: “‘there are

people-linked to N16 wwith a clear capability to search after his/her identity” [ 10 and

9 19.1 of latest risk assessment; page 6 of N16’s first personal statement of 12

February 2016; page 3 of N16’s additional personal statement of 28 April 2016].

9. N16 submits that the current risk assessment should therefore be regarded as it is

resented by the assessor: necessarily guarded, gualified and tentative. Given that the

risk_assessor_accepts uncritically all that N16 _has said about the propensity for

violence by the individuals and groups that N 16 had associated with during histher
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N16 would invite the Panel Chair to look beyond the risk ‘scores’ to the underlying

and coherent rationale of the application as set out in the risk assessment and the

documents previously supplied to the Inquiry by N16,

Article 3 - risk of physical assault

10. In his/her 2016 personal statements N16 identifies

—_:(  number of the individuals N16 reported upon during the

course of his/her deployment are violent, or linked to others known to be violent " [
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