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You may also recall that our clients made submissions back in May in relation to the 

Commission's processes. We are still awaiting a response to my letter dated 1 July 2016 in 

connection with our clients request that the Commission hear their evidence in public but would 

also like to draw one further important issue to the Commission's attention. This issue is that a 

number of individuals responding to the Clann project, including a number of people who have 

appeared before the Confidential Committee, seem to have absolutely no idea about the 

difference between giving evidence to the Confidential Committee and giving evidence to the 

main Investigation Committee, or indeed the fact that there are two options open to them. Having 

reviewed the Commission's website, we note that the Commission's rules and procedures, which 

identify the two ways to give evidence, are not shown on the website and there is no mention of 

being able to give direct evidence in person to the Commission other than via the Confidential 

Committee. Both we and our clients consider that this is a significant deficiency in the 

Commission's advertising of the options open to individuals that should be remedied as soon as 

possible. If further resources are required for this, our clients would suggest that this is another 

matter to include in the Commission's interim report expected by the Government in September. 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Yours sincerely 

Re) t�V-,/ 
-­

Rod Baker 

Consultant 
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