KIN-114
HIA REF: [HIA 409/R14]
NAME: [RONALD GRAHAM]
DATE: [8h June 2016]

THE INQUIRY INTO HISTORICAL INSTITUTIONAL ABUSE 1922 TO 1995
______________________________________________________
Witness Statement of the Health and Social Care Board
_______________________________________________________
Marian Hall, Children’s Services Project Manager, assisted in the drafting of this
statement.

The Health and Social Care Board (the “Board”) will say as follows: -

1. The Applicant, Ronald Graham was born

. At paragraph 3 he

states that following a beating from his father, “Welfare stepped in” and he was
taken into care.
2. At paragraph 4, the Applicant states that he was placed in Bawnmore Boys’
Home between October 1971 and January 1974. A list of boys who were in
Bawnmore in October 1973, confirms the Applicant as being resident at this time.
It would appear the Applicant's placement in Bawnmore was on a Voluntary basis
as his father had become ill and his mother had previously deserted him. He is
described in the document as a “quiet boy”, see BWN 5697
3. A Social Worker Report completed by a

KIN387 , which the Board believes

to have been some time in 1975, indicates that although the Applicant's
placement was originally intended to be on a short term basis, after his father
was discharged from hospital it was decided he should stay in Bawnmore as his
behaviour prior to admission had been difficult , see Exhibit 1
4. The Applicant states he enjoyed his time in Bawnmore and makes no allegations
of abuse occurring whilst he was resident, however it is noted that in the Report
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at Exhibit 1 he would appear to have been become unhappy and “begged to be
allowed home” . He was subsequently discharged to home on the 18th January
1974. It is known that the period 1973/1974 was an unsettling time at Bawnmore.
Reference to this has been previously dealt with by the Board at paragraphs 62
and 63 of its Bawnmore Overview Statement dated 6th May 2016, see BWN 114BWN 115.
5. It would appear the Applicant found it difficult to also settle at home as History
Sheets contained with the Applicants Social Care file note he spent time in both
North Road, from where he absconded, and Manor House, See Exhibit 2.
6. The Applicant's circumstances prior to his admission to Kincora were clearly
difficult.

KIN387

in her report states that following the admission of his

father to hospital, “Ronald became very upset and appeared to have severe guilt
feelings about his father’s illness. As he was rejected by his grandparents and
other relatives it was decided to receive him into care and place him in Kincora”.
He was initially placed under section 103 of the Children’s and Young Person’s
Act 1968 KIN 76680.
7. At paragraph 8 the Applicant details the occasions in which he was in Kincora.
The admission records found at KIN 12022 - KIN 12023 confirm he was admitted
from his home address on the 2nd December 1974 for a period of one month until
the 4th January 1975. The second period of admission was for one night only on
the 10th January 1975 and his third and final admission is recorded as being
between the 13th February 1975 and 10th June 1975.
8. His Social Worker at the time of admission is identified as a

KIN386

and it states in the “remarks” section, “this boy has an anti-social behavioural
problem”. This is in contrast with the earlier description of the Applicant a year
previously as highlighted in paragraph 2 above.
9. At paragraph 11, the Applicant identifies Joesph Mains as the Warden, Raymond
Semple as the Assistant Warden and William McGrath as Housemaster in
Kincora. Details of all three members of Staff have been previously dealt with by
the Board at paragraphs 16-32 of its Overview statement dated 27th May 2016
(Overview Statement), KIN 1088 – KIN 1092
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10. At paragraph 17, the Applicant recounts his first experience of abuse suffered by
William McGrath after indicating that McGrath had “initially” come across as
caring and gentle. William McGrath was convicted of 1 count of Buggery, 1 Count
of gross Indecency and 1 count of Indecent Assault against the Applicant. Details
of this have previously been dealt with at paragraph 43 of the Overview
Statement, KIN 1096- KIN 1097.
11. The Applicant confirms that visits by his Social Worker did take place, but states
that he was warned by McGrath not to say anything to her. He describes at
paragraph 21 of his statement that he cut his wrists after the first sexual assault
as a “cry for help” but that his Social Worker did not “read the signs”. There is no
reference to this within the Social Worker recordings which have been made
available to date or is it referenced in any other report which has been made
available in respect of the Applicant.
12. At paragraph 42 the Applicant confirms his Social Workers to be

KIN386 and

was a Senior Social Worker
KIN387 . Records confirm that KIN386
and KIN387 a Social Worker who both operated out of the North & West
Division of the Eastern Health and Social Services Board. The Applicant states
that neither KIN386 or

KIN387 were aware of the abuse suffered by him.

13. The Board is aware that on 11th April 1980

KIN 387

made a statement to

the RUC wherein she confirmed that she had been the Applicant’s Social Worker
while he was in Kincora. She further stated that while she knew he was not
happy at Kincora and did not get on with staff, that he never made any
complaints to her regarding sexual activity in the home. KIN 10270
14. At paragraph 44 the Applicant states that he told

KIN386 a few times that he

did not want to stay at Kincora but did not say why, however he “might of plucked
up with courage and opened up had she …..questioned me more closely”. The
records do confirm that the Applicant had been indicating as early as January
1975 indicating to his Social Worker “he was not going to stick Kincora for much
longer” and did, after stating this, refuse to return to Kincora on that occasion and
went to stay with his siblings instead, KIN 76686
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15. The Board notes that he was able to indicate to the Consultant Psychiatrist who
he attended in February 1975 that “he did not get on well with the Staff [at
Kincora] and alleges that they were always threatening they would get him sent
to Muckamore”. See Exhibit 3. This was evident as early as after the first
occasion when he was admitted to Kincora, however the difficulty between
himself and Mr Mains appears mostly to have been with regard to his bad
language and disruptive behaviour, KIN 76685. In his statement to the Police in
March 1980 the Applicant states that no one else [other than McGrath] interfered
with him, KIN 10276.
16. As stated at paragraph 7 the second admission recorded in Kincora is for one
night on the 10th January 1975.

KIN387

in her Report of 1975 does record

the Applicant as remaining “adamant that he does not wish to return [to Kincora]
even though it was explained to him that there was nowhere else to go. On foot
of this outburst, the Applicant was sent to Rathgael on a Place of Safety Order for
5 weeks KIN 76689 and a request for assessment on the basis of low IQ and
hyperactivity was made, see Exhibit 4
17. The conclusions reached in the Psychiatric report exhibited at Exhibit 3, were
that the Applicant’s IQ was much higher than the suggestion by the Social
Background Report, that he had coped remarkably well given the fact of his
unhappy home circumstances and the recent loss of his father and that the
physical examination showed him to be a healthy young man. The report goes
on to state he “should continue to live in the community and go to work. He takes
pride in being employed and self- supporting and these assets of his personality
should be encouraged”.
18. The Court Report prepared in anticipation of the Applicants Court hearing
following his Place of Safety Order reiterated the conclusions of the Psychiatric
report, stating that although the Applicant's behaviour had been immature, he had
a “good capacity for affection” and the recommendation was that he was not
suitable for a Training School KIN 76678.
19. In light of the Applicant being described “cordially” in the Rathgael report a Fit
Persons Order was granted and the Court indicated he would have to go back to
Kincora, KIN 76690. The Applicant in his statement to the Hugh Inquiry indicated
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that although his Social Worker was in Court when he indicated to the Magistrate
that he did not want to go back to Kincora, she never asked anything further
about it KIN 75617.
20. The Social Work recordings however show that in light of the Applicants
objections at going back to Kincora, enquires would be made in both the “N’ards
hostel and Firmont, Antrim”. It is also noted that the Magistrate himself asked
about boarding houses or living-in employment KIN 76690. On the basis that the
Applicant was however returned to Kincora, the Board must conclude that none
of these options proved viable.
21. It would appear that other options were considered, but as is confirmed he was
returned to Kincora and was now the subject of a Fit Persons Order as from the
13th February 1975.
22. The Board notes that whilst the Applicant was stating his reluctance to return to
Kincora during the period January to February 1975, as he himself states at
paragraphs 44 and 46, he did not tell either of his Social Workers the reasons for
this. It did however appear to be persistent.
23. Three days after being returned to Kincora following the granting of the Fit
Persons Order, the Applicant indicated he had been involved in an incident with
regard to stealing a car and was concerned about some older boys with whom he
had had a scuffle with would find him in Kincora and so he wanted an immediate
move KIN 76691. A further complaint by the Applicant about having to remain in
Kincora was made on the 28th March 1975, the Applicant was noted to be
spending a lot of time Palmerston, KIN 76692.
24. It is clear from the experiences described by the Applicant that these continued
throughout his time in Kincora until he left on the 9th June 1975 after being
Boarded Out with a

, See Exhibit 5 which unfortunately only lasted

for a few months before he was sent to Rathgael, see KIN 10276.
25. The Applicant confirms at paragraph 65 that he took a civil claim and he received
£35,000, however it felt like it was “dirty money”. The Board has previously
commented on the Applicants civil claim at paragraph 86 of the Overview
Statement however at the time of submission as no records have been identified
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to date by the Board in relation to these proceedings the amount of compensation
paid out to the Applicant was unknown.

Statement of Truth
I believe that the facts stated in this witness statement are true.

Signed

Dated

8th June 2016
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