
  The Congregation submitted these to the Inquiry under 

cover of letter 22nd January 2016.  The Congregation presumes such 

returns in this pro forma template were submitted annually in compliance 

with the Children and Young Persons Act (Northern Ireland) 1968, but 

unfortunately the Congregation has been unable to locate any copies of 

same.   

7.1.4. Roseville: Despite searches, no records have been located, so we are 

unable to comment on what Government oversight or inspection was in 

place.  However, in respect of one Applicant who was resident in Roseville 

Hostel for an intermittent period (HIAI ref 175) the Congregation has 

reviewed GSC-161 to GSC-232 and notes the considerable engagement 

that the social worker had with the Applicant during the time she was living 

in Roseville Hostel.   
7.1.5. Marianville: The Inspection Reports for the years 1984 – 1990 have been 

furnished to the Inquiry.  Despite searches, have been unable to locate any 

inspection reports in respect of earlier years, or any other official returns.  

 

7 No allegations of child abuse  
7.1 Please set out any allegations of alleged abuse that came to the attention 

of the congregation in respect of the “children’s services” provided by it in 
Northern Ireland.  

7.1.1 Prior to engagement with this Inquiry, and receipt of the 10 Applicants’ 

Statements furnished by the Inquiry, the Congregation had received no 

allegations of abuse in respect of the “children’s services” in Northern 

Ireland.  As already disclosed in the section 9 response furnished by the 

Congregation to the Inquiry under cover of letter 23rd December 2015, the 

Congregation received one allegation of negligence from a former resident, 

but that resident was not in receipt of “children’s services” as she was an 

adult at the time of her stay with the Good Shepherd Sisters. Pursuant to 

the written consent and authority of the individual (Applicant HIA242), the 

Congregation furnished the Inquiry with copies of that High Court Writ of 

Summons dated 5th October 2005. The Applicant did not pursue those civil 

legal proceedings, and they appear to have fallen into abeyance in 2005 

and have not been pursued since then. No allegations of abuse in respect 

of “children’s services” have come to the attention of the Congregation 

either by way of direct disclosures or by way of initiation of civil litigation. It 

is notable that there were approximately 4,287 individuals admitted to the 

GSC-409
GSC-21



Good Shepherd Sisters institutions in Northern Ireland during the period 

1922 to 1995. As already explained to the Inquiry under letter 25th January 

2016, it has not been possible break this figure down in respect of how 

many admissions related to children and how many related to adults. In the 

circumstances, having one (unpursued) claim of negligence made against 

the Congregation in respect of the period would suggest that the Good 

Shepherd Sisters discharged their child caring ministry with care and 

devotion, and met the standards of care expected of them.  As stated in 

the policy document referred to at 4.16 above, the approach of the Good 

Shepherd sisters to their ministry was one of kindness, understanding and 

love. It is notable that the Inquiry has received statements from 12 

Applicants of which 11 fall within the Inquiry’s terms of reference, and of 

which 10 are proceeding within this Module.  The Sisters cared for 

approximately 4,287 individuals during the relevant period. The 

Congregation does not believe it is helpful to engage in a crude 

mathematical statistical analysis of the percentages involved, because the 

Congregation’s foundress, St. Mary Euphrasia, had a saying which has 

been adopted as a statement of ethos for the Congregation: “one person is 

of more value than a world”.  For this reason, the mere fact that even one 

single person saw fit to make a Statement to the Inquiry complaining of her 

time in the Good Shepherd Sisters is a source of considerable sadness 

and distress to the entire Congregation.  It is hoped that the Applicants will 

draw some healing from recounting their stories to the Inquiry. They have 

been taken seriously, and listened to with respect.  Subject to the above, 

as the Inquiry will have seen from the documentation furnished by the 

Congregation, there are a number of references to familial child abuse 

(including familial sexual abuse and familial neglect) suffered by girls and 

teenagers who have been brought to the Good Shepherd Sisters. In some 

cases, those disclosures of familial abuse and familial neglect were made 

by the teenagers directly to their social workers.  In some cases, the social 

workers would have made disclosures of this information to the Good 

Shepherd Sisters.   

7.2 If there were any allegations that did come to the congregation’s attention, 
then please ensure that each example deals with the particulars.  
See above.   
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of the hostel are stated to include facilitating reconciliation between 

residents and their families if necessary.   
6.14. How discipline was maintained (eg what was the policy on corporal 

punishment, privilege and reward systems etc).  
There was and is a strict written policy in the Congregation which explicitly states 

that a Sister shall not strike a child. This edict was issued by the Foundress of 

the Good Shepherd Sisters, Saint Mary Euphrasia Pelletier. This rule was initially 

inscribed in a document which the Congregation refers to as the “Book of 

Conferences”. At Chapter 60 on page 158 (which is a translation from the 

original French text) (copy extract attached as Exhibit Seven) it says:  

“Beloved daughters, today I must remind you once again of a very 
important regulation: never strike our children! I know that none of 
you do so, but it is my duty to exhort you to be faithful to this 
recommendation. Oh, no, you must never use harsh measures. It is 
well known that they do not correct anything, and they would merely 
make us culpable before God and man. Let this order stand for ever 
and always, as though it were inscribed and printed everywhere, 
because, everywhere and in all circumstances, I wish it to be 
obeyed.”  
 

The use of the word “children” is a translation from the French text and was an 

affectionate term used by adults to refer to both children and other (usually 

younger) adults. Therefore the use of the term “children” in this document is 

understood to refer to all of the Congregation’s protégées; that is anyone in their 

care. This policy was incorporated into a further written document issued 24th 

April 1897 by the then Superior General, Sr Mary of the Saint Marine Verger. 

The 1897 document was issued to the entire Congregation, and was entitled 

“Practical Rules for the Use of the Religious of the Good Shepherd for the 

Direction of the Classes” (“Practical Rules”).  It states (at page 114) (extract 

attached as Exhibit Eight):  
“The Religious of the Good Shepherd Should, never forget that it is 
forbidden to strike the children”.  
 

It then recites in a footnote the text of the Conferences where the translation is 

slightly different from that set out above, wherein it states:  

“We must repeat to you to-day, my dear children, a recommendation 
of great importance.  That is, never to strike the children.  I know well 
that none of you fail in this respect, but it is my duty to tell you to be 
always faithful to this recommendation.  Ah! my dear children, never 
use harsh measures; […]  Then let this prohibition be for all times 
and all places. Consider it inscribed everywhere, for I wish it 
observed everywhere, and on all occasions”.   
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That rule would have been in force throughout the Irish province. The 1897 

Practical Rules document refers to the following as forms of permitted 

punishments:  

 A look of disapproval (per page 115): “A means which I found

effective to make them understand, when they had done wrong, was

to look at them severely, and several afterwards told me that they

would have preferred the greatest punishment to this look of

disapproval”

 Brief separation from her companions (per page 114): “If we be

obliged to separate a child from her companions we should never

shut her up alone; solitude is a bad counsellor for a child who is not

good. – This point is of extreme importance; she should be given in

charge to a person of confidence”.

The “Practical Rules” document was republished in 1943 and recirculated 

throughout the Congregation. Accordingly, it was written policy from at least 

1897 onwards throughout the Congregation that there should be no corporal 

punishment administered by a Good Shepherd Sister against any person in their 

care. I note that the Voluntary Homes Regulations of 1952 and 1975 both 

permitted corporal punishment in voluntary homes.  However, having regard to 

my knowledge of the ethos of our Congregation and knowing our individual 

Sisters, it would surprise and shock me if the congregational Rule prohibiting 

hitting or smacking was not adhered to strictly.  From my own knowledge of our 

individual Sisters and to the ethos and charism that is so imbued in our culture, 

any such breach of the Practical Rules would have been a serious divergence 

from our commitment to those in our care.  Given that corporal punishment 

would have been legal and utilised in schools and family homes during this 

period, the Practical Rules are enlightened and child-focused having regard to 

the context of their times.  Subject always to the above, the discipline system 

administered appears to have centred around withdrawing privileges or 

withholding treats.  In more recent times, the policy would have focused on 

catching a child being good, praising them for such good behaviour, and 

rewarding that good behaviour. In the Adolescent Centre, the most severe 

punishment for misbehaviour was withdrawing a girl’s permission to attend the 

Youth Club.  See the attached return made by  to the Department 

of Health and Social Services Statistics Branch dated 11th January 1978 wherein 

she states: “Within this approach, it is possible to be very firm and to correct 

individuals – girls can be deprived of club attendance if misbehaviour is grave.” 
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5.2. Who was the administering authority for the children’s home for the 
purposes of these regulations?  
As explained above, the Congregation has been unable to locate many records, 

but presumes that the “administering authority” was stated to be the Good 

Shepherd Sisters.   
5.3. Who was the person in charge of the children’s home for the purposes of 

the Regulations?  
5.3.1. As explained above, the Congregation has been unable to locate many 

records, save for the Admissions Register, and therefore presumes that no 

or minimal records were retained beyond the Admissions Register, but 

from enquiries made of Sisters who were in Belfast at the time, it is their 

recollection that the following were the Local Superiors in Belfast during 

the following periods:  

 from 1926 until 1929 

 from 1929 until 1935 

   from 1936 until 1945 

 from 1945 until 1951 

 from 1951 until 1952 

 from 1952 until 1957 

 from 1957 until 1963  

  from 1963 until 1967 

 from 1967 until 1973 

  from 1973 until 1982 

  from 1982 until 1988 

  from 1988 until 1995 

5.3.2. Sacred Heart Home: There was also a “Sister in Charge” of the Sacred 

Heart Home who was assigned to be the mother to a small cluster of 

children, creating a family grouping. The number of children in Sacred 

Heart Home was relatively small, usually around 10 children. Siblings were 

kept together to preserve existing family bonds.  The Sister in Charge was 

responsible for the group. We understand that during the period 1922 – 

1995, the Sister in Charge of Sacred Heart Home was the following (but 

please note that for some of the earlier years, it has not been possible to 

establish who the Sister in Charge was):  
o from 1926 until 1930 

o from 1935 until 1939 
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4. Site 
4.1. What other institutions existed on the same site?  

The buildings in which the Sacred Heart Home and later the Adolescent Centre 

operated were located in close proximity to the St Mary’s complex, and the Good 

Shepherd Church. In later years the Marianville Mother and Baby Home, the 

youth club (the “St Mary Euphrasia Youth Club”), and a hostel (“Roseville”) were 

located on the Carolan Road area. As set out above, Roseville Hostel was for 

women transitioning out of care and preparing for independent living, and 

operated from 1967 until approximately 1975.  Roseville was then refurbished to 

provide a refuge for women and their children fleeing situations of domestic 

violence.   
4.2. What other facilities were provided on the same site?  

See above.   
4.3. What interaction was there between those institutions or other services 

and the children’s home?  
Good Shepherd Sisters worked in all the institutions. In respect of Sacred Heart 

Home, upon its closure in or around 1962, those teenagers living in the Home at 

the time of its closure who were old enough went to St Mary’s on a short-term 

basis until employment and suitable independent accommodation could be found 

for them and they were capable of independent living.  One Sister can recall one 

exceptional case upon the closure of the Sacred Heart Home where one teenage 

resident (aged 17 years) wanted to go on to undertake further studies in order to 

obtain a professional qualification, but the relevant course would not accept her 

until she turned 18 years old.  Upon the closure of Sacred Heart Home, that 

teenager moved to St Mary’s and worked in the kitchen until she turned 18 

years, when her chosen course accepted her.  The Sister recalls that this case 

was an exception, and was not the norm.  In the usual cases, those leaving the 

Home were found independent accommodation and suitable employment to 

ensure they would be able to cope with independent living on a sustainable 

basis.  In respect of the Adolescent Centre, there was a planned winding down, 

and for a period from 1981, no new long-term admissions were accepted. Upon 

its closure in or around 1982, the teenagers in residence in the Centre at that 

time were assisted in finding suitable independent accommodation, and there 

was a transitioning process for them into employment or to another children’s 

home.   
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o from 1945 until 1955 

o  from 1955 until 1960 

o  from 1960 until 1962 

5.3.3. St Mary’s: The Sisters in Charge in St Mary’s for the following years were 

the following Sisters:  

  from unknown date until 1934. 

  from 1934 until 1952 

 from 1952 to 1957  

  from 1957 until 1963 

  from 1963 until 1966 

  from 1967 until 1973  

  from 1973 until 2003 

5.3.4. Adolescent Centre: We understand that from its opening in 1970 until its 

closure in 1982, was the Group Mother in charge of 

the Adolescent Centre.    
5.3.5. Roseville Hostel: We understand that was in charge of 

Roseville Hostel during the period of its operation.   
5.3.6. Marianville: The following Sisters were the Sisters in Charge of Marianville 

for the following years: 

  from 1952 until 1957 

  from 1957 until 1967  

 from 1968 until 1974 

  from 1974 until 1990 

was in charge at the date of its closure in 

1990.    
5.4. Who did the congregation appoint as the voluntary visitor pursuant to 

Regulation 4(2) and how were those visitations conducted and recorded?  
5.4.1. In respect of the 1952 Regulations: The Congregation has been unable 

to locate many records relating to this time period, and therefore presumes 

that not many records were retained. Sacred Heart Home closed in 1962, 

Roseville ceased operations in 1975, and St Mary’s ceased as a laundry in 

1977 and continued on thereafter as a residential service for adult women 

in need of care. We have been unable to establish whether any 

documentation compiled in compliance with the 1952 Regulations was 

transferred to a health board or other authority, or whether they were 

otherwise not retained following closure.  Having spoken with Sisters who 
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 Work resumed at around 2pm or 2:30pm. There was another tea 

break at around 3:30pm and then work continued until around 6pm 

when the ladies had their evening meal. 

 After evening meal there was recreation time.  There were lessons 

(craft skills, cooking etc), and entertainment (singing and music 

classes). From 1956 onwards, there was a TV and many would 

watch this in the evenings.   

 The Sisters and the ladies would have a snack e.g. cocoa or Ovaltine 

together with gingernut biscuits or a bun before going to bed. 

6.10. What the sleeping arrangements were for the children 
I understand there were four prefabricated buildings from 1946 until the mid-

1960s. Two of those buildings comprised 2 dormitories, the other was a kitchen, 

and the final was a dining room/refectory. I have attached photographs of same 

to this Statement (see Exhibit One). In the mid-1960s, building works were 

carried out and a new residential wing was constructed.  Following those 

construction works, there were 6 dormitories ranging in size from small to large.  

The small dormitories accommodated two beds, and the larger dormitories 

accommodated four beds.  Each dormitory was divided into a separate, distinct 

space for each person containing her bed, wardrobe, vanity unit, chest of drawer, 

chair etc.  This was to give each person some privacy and a sense of ownership 

over her own personal space. In addition, there was a refurbished bed-sit unit for 

any past resident who wished to come and stay for a short break and renew their 

friendship with the Sisters.   
6.11. How education was facilitated 

As no records remain, we have asked two Sisters who worked St Mary’s Newry 

(one Sister was there during the period 1957 until 1971, and the second Sister 

was in Newry from the latter part of 1971 until March 1973), for their recollections 

of how education was facilitated in St Mary’s. In the main, the teenagers who 

were brought to St Mary’s Newry were 15 years and upwards. Not all were 

attending school prior to their placement with the Good Shepherd Sisters. From 

1957 onwards, the school-going age was until 15 years old. The Sister who was 

resident in Newry in 1971-1973 recalls enrolling a 14½ year old teenager in St. 

Mary’s College in Canal Street Newry in September 1972, and enrolling her older 

sister in the local Technical College for evening classes to enable her to sit her 

O-level English examination.  Those two girls left St. Mary’s Newry in June 1973.  
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have not been retained beyond the closure of these institutions (save for the 

Admissions Register, detailed above) but from enquiries made of Sisters who 

were in St Mary’s Newry at the time, we understand that during the period of its 

operation (1946 until 1984) the local Superior of St Mary’s Newry was in charge 

of the governance of the Convent and the services provided to those in the 

Sisters’ care.  The local Superior would have been supported by a “Sister in 

Charge”. The following Sisters were the Local Leaders/Local Superiors in St 

Mary’s Newry for the following dates: 

 From 1945 to 1951 : Sr.  

 From 1951 to 1957 : Sr  

 From 1957 to 1963 : Sr.

 From  1963 to 1967 : Sr.  

 From  1967 to 1973 : Sr.

 From  1973  to 1979 : Sr.  

 From 1979 to 1981 : Sr.  

 From 1982 until its closure in 1984: Sr.  

The following Sisters were the Sisters in Charge in St Mary’s Newry for the 

following dates:  

 From 1945 until 1957 :Sr.

 From 1957 until 1963 : Sr.  

 From 1963  until 1966 : Sr.

 From 1967 until 1973 : Sr  

 From 1973 until its closure : Sr.  

5.4. Who did the congregation appoint as the voluntary visitor pursuant to 
Regulation 4(2) and how were those visitations conducted and recorded? 
The Congregation has been unable to locate the relevant records, and therefore 

presumes that no records were retained. From enquiries made of Sisters who 

were in St Mary’s Newry at the time, they have been unable to recollect the 

name of the voluntary visitor, or how any visitations were conducted or recorded.   
5.5. Which of the records in the Schedule to the 1952 Regulations and 

Schedule 2 to the 1975 Regulations were kept, and what of these records 
are the congregation now in a position to produce to the Inquiry?  
From our searches, the congregation has been unable to locate the relevant 

records.  It is believed that what records as were in existence may not have been 

retained after St Mary’s ceased operations, as the purpose for which they were 

created ceased to exist.  

GSC-457

GSC 35
SR 302

SR 336
SR 338
SR 302

SR 337

SR 293

SR 339
GSC 24
SR 340

GSC 35
GSC 36




