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or do not believe to be true.

Signature ﬂ

#075992 JOHNSON, W.

Date

22/10/2020 09:04

Name / Rank / No

Constable 075992 W JOHNSON

| am Police Constable 5992 JOHNSON of the Cheshire Constabulary. | am attached to the

Eastern Local Policing Unit and | am currently working from Macclesfield Police Station as a

Response Police Officer.

On the evening of the 2nd AUGUST 2020 2335hrs, via my personal radio | was requested to

attend an incident on NEWTON STREET in MACCLESFIELD. The incident in question involved

a large group of people fighting in the street, in which it was reported that a female had been

punched and another male was unconscious on the floor. Given this, | drove to the location in

my patrol vehicle on an immediate response call.

NEWTON STREET is a residential area with large terraced houses lining the road on both

sides. Usually the road is lined with vehicles on both sides ‘bumper to bumper’. On arriving at

the location, | could see PC 30069 WALL was already in attendance and was speaking with a

group of members of the public. | could see that this group were intoxicated as they were

unsteady on their feet and were loud and slurring their speech as the spoke to PC WALL. As |

approached the group and PC WALL, | could see what | believed to be blood on the pavement.

| could see that the group appeared ‘unkempt looking’ and appeared to have been involved in a
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physical altercation. One of the female members of the group was sitting on the ground whilst

speaking to PC WALL.

Given the initial report of a fight and people being unconscious, and as | could see injuries and
blood on the floor, to avoid an potential cross contamination, | remained away from this group
and conversed with PC WALL via radio. | could overhear the female on the floor giving PC
WALL an account, and it was clear from this account that the incident had stemmed from an
issue at the PRINCE ALBERT Public House. | would say at the time, the PRINCE ALBERT was

around 30 metres away from where this group were in the street.

Given the proximity to the Public House, | decided to attend there. The premises door was shut
and after knocking at it, | was met by a male who identified himself as Neil NAYLOR. NAYLOR
explained that he was the landlord of the premises. On this, | asked him if | could go inside the

address with him to discuss the incident outside.

From the front door looking in, | would describe the main ‘drinking area’ inside of the PRINCE
ALBERT PUBLIC HOUSE as being around 20ft x 20ft in total, with a small open room to the
right hand side. There are numerous tables and chairs, load bearing pillars dotted around, a
pool table and small bar area to the left hand side of the room floor. | would describe the overall
condition of the PRINCE ALBERT as being fairly basic and run down. At the time of my
attendance, the internal lighting was dimmed and with this and the pillars, there were several

‘blind spots’.

| asked NAYLOR whether he could provide me with any background / lead up to the incident
outside the premises and whether he had any internal or external CCTV. NAYLOR explained

that there was no working CCTV inside the premises, and from my recollection of the inside of
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the premises, | could not see any physical cameras. NAYLOR explained that the premises had
only recently opened. Given this comment, It struck me as strange, as the décor in the premises
did not look new, and | would expect a public house establishment to have CCTV in order to

deter crime and protect it patrons.

NAYLOR explained to me that the two groups involved had been drinking inside the PRINCE
ALBERT, and in his opinion, the group who had been assaulted outside were actually the
instigators in the troubles, as they had been antagonising another group of people inside the
premises. NAYLOR went on to explain that he had asked both groups to leave, however asked
the group of instigators to wait behind 10 minutes, so that this second group could leave and get

out of the area.

Again, this struck me as strange, as whilst | could understand why he had done this, | could not
see why he had asked the instigators to remain behind and asked the second group to leave

first.

| was satisfied that the group identified by NAYLOR as being the instigators were those
speaking with PC WALL outside. On this | asked NAYLOR to describe this second group, of

people who were no longer around.

NAYLOR described the second group as being in their mid-30s. One of the group he named as
being ‘Callum’ and he described him as being a white male, wearing shorts and a white T-shirt
Another from the group he described as 5’6" with short Ginger hair and again wearing shorts.

NAYLOR could not name this second male, nor could he name the others, or recall the amount

in the group.
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NAYLOR explained that the group were regulars in the PRINCE ALBERT but he could not offer
any more information. | was somewhat suspicious of NAYLOR'’s account. The PRINCE
ALBERT struck me as a typical ‘locals pub’, it is a small layout, described as being recently
opened, however NAYLOR could not provide any more information to me regarding this second
group, other than there being a female with them at some point in the evening. It was my belief

that NAYLOR likely knew this second group.

As NAYLOR could not offer any more information, | left the premises.

A resident a short distance along NEWTON STREET shouted to me and explained that they
had seen the incident and had recorded the assaults on a mobile phone. | viewed this footage
and | could see a group of males in their early 20s assaulting the victims. Specifically, a male
who PC WALL was speaking to was using a walking stick as a mobility aid and could be seen
standing on the pavement telling the males that he didn’t want any trouble. Whilst | could not
hear specifically what was being said on the recording, the tone and pitch of the males voice
sounded as if he didn’t want antagonise the younger male and was trying to calm him down.
During this, another of the younger males from this second group emerged from the side of
pavement and with a single punch to the head, knocked the older male with the walking stick to

the ground.

Whilst the mobile phone footage was of average quality, and filmed from a 1st floor bedroom
window and on an ‘angle’ it was difficult to see exactly what was happening, however | was
satisfied that the second younger group did not match the clothing descriptions passed by
NAYLOR. All males were wearing long trousers and t-shirts, and appeared younger than what

was described by NAYLOR.
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The below is the typed verbal update, | provided at the time of the incident:

“THE DESCRIPTION PASSED BY THE LANDLORD DOES NOT MATCH. FROM THE
FOOTAGE, THE MALES ARE ALL WEARING GREY AND WHITE TRACKSUITS, LATE
TEEENS, ONE WITH A BLACK MAN BAG, NOBODY IS WEARING SHORTS. THE FOOTAGE
SHOWS THE INCIDENT, BUT IS FILMED FROM APROX 80 METERS AWAY SO IT IS NOT
VERY CLEAR. ONE NAME THAT CAN BE HEARD REPEATEDLY IS "RYAN". THE FOOTAGE

SHOWS VICTIMS BEING PUNCHED AND THROWN TO THE GROUND.”

Whilst | understand descriptions can be honestly mistaken by witnesses, | believe NAYLOR
knew more than he was letting on. NAYLOR was not forthcoming with information to the Police
and purportedly had no CCTV. The Police presence on NEWTON STREET was obvious, given
our illuminated emergency equipment, however NAYLOR had remained indoors with the lights
low inside the premises, only making himself known to Police when prompted. This is despite

the incident stemming from his premises.

Nov 2018 OFFICIAL - Sensitive Page 5 of 5



