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HIA REF: [384] 

NAME:  [ ] 

Response by HSCB 

DATE:  [13 August 2015  ] 

 

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. ,    and  

, was born on .  His family initially 

lived in the  area before moving to  in or around January 

1981.  The family’s circumstances from in or around January 1981 until late 

1983 is detailed in a Social History Report at Exhibit 1.   

 

2. On 3rd November 1983 the Applicant was then admitted to  

 pursuant to a Place of Safety Order, a copy of which is at 

Exhibit 2.     

 

   

 

3. Following the making of the Fit Person Order, the Applicant remained in 

 and the intention of Social Services was to work 

with his parents at .  Following an indication that the 

parents , the circumstances were reviewed and a plan 

implemented so that the Applicant and  returned to the care of their 

 from early March 1984.  A copy of the records of the relevant  
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 reviews and the form confirming discharge of the Applicant to his 

 care are found at Exhibit 4. 

 

4. The Applicant then, , remained in the care of his father, who 

 .  The Applicant’s   and 

 were removed from the family home on 21st March 1985 on an 

emergency basis after difficulties in their relationship with  the father’s 

partner.  Weekend trials at home were unsuccessful.  The Applicant remained 

at home with until 24th February 1986.  On that date he attended at school 

with evidence of bruising to his face.  A Child Abuse Case Conference 

convened on 27th February 1986 decided that the Applicant should be 

admitted to .  A report of the Case Conference held 

regarding the Applicant and a report completed by the Health Visitor following 

examination of the Applicant are at Exhibit 5. 

 

5. The Applicant did not return to the care of either parent after this date.  He 

transferred to Bocombra Lodge on 7th March 1986.  He later moved to a new 

satellite unit, which was known as Edenvilla, on 22nd May 1987.  He remained 

there until 1993 when the events that led to his admission to St Patrick’s 

Training School commenced. 

 

6. At paragraph 3 of his statement, the Applicant offers direct recollection of 

sexual abuse by his Father.   No record that details this being disclosed 

during his time in the care of Craigavon and Banbridge Unit of Management 

has been located.  His sister and brother did disclose sexual abuse in late 

1986.   

   

 

 

7. At paragraph 5 of his statement, the Applicant complaints about his treatment 

during his placement in Bocombra Lodge, Portadown, which was initially for 

the period 7th March 1986 until 22nd May 1987.  No records are held by the 

HSCB which identify any complaints of assaults by staff, as now alleged.  As 

regards peer sexual abuse, records identify one known incident between the 

SPT-858OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



Applicant and his sister on 10th January 1987.  The Applicant references a 

staff member , the HSCB believes this is a reference to 

 who was a member of staff in Bocombra Lodge at the time.  

Records do not suggest that  observed the incident, rather that it 

was later disclosed to her.  Following same,  

 met with the RUC on 12th January 1987 to make them aware of the 

situation, and the Applicant’s sister was interviewed on 23rd January 1987.  

Following his incident the Applicant was referred, with his sisters, to the 

NSPCC for specialist counselling.  By June 1987 they note that the Applicant 

had been involved in further sexual behaviour with another boy in the unit.  It 

was however considered that the Applicant had been assisted to have 

knowledge in relation to protection against abuse, although it was queried 

whether he had the capability of retaining such knowledge if put into an 

abusive situation.  Copy documentation in relation to this incident is at Exhibit 

7. 
 

8. At paragraph 6 the Applicant refers to a second incident of peer sexual abuse 

between himself and his sister in June 1987.  The original record of this 

incident suggests it occurred on 15 June 1987.  On this occasion  

 Senior Houseparent, appears to have come across the immediate 

aftermath of the incident.  Following this incident the appropriateness of the 

Applicant’s sister to remain in Edenvilla was considered.  The record indicates 

that it was agreed, following discussion at great length, that she could remain 

but any further incident would lead to her removal.  In December 1987 it was 

noted that the Applicant had been deeply disturbed by what had taken place, 

and that there were subsequent reports by his sister that on two occasions the 

Applicant had approached her inviting her to participate in sexual activities.  

Assessment at that time was that it was difficult to ascertain the truth as both 

children were capable and skilled at telling totally convincing lies, and would 

each hold on to their version until the “bitter end”.   A copy of the Untoward 

Report of  following the incident of 15th June 1987, which also 

outlines the further action taken, and the next report of Edenvilla for the 

Applicant’s review on 11th December 1987 are at Exhibit 8. 
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9. At paragraph 7 of his statement the Applicant makes particular allegations 

against , while noting: “I felt at the time that I had a good 

relationship with  but as an adult looking back on things she was 

very manipulative”.  All records that document the relationship between the 

Applicant and , who was the Applicant’s keyworker over a long 

period in Edenvilla, detail a good and positive interaction.  The HSCB notes 

that within the full social work file, which has been submitted to the Inquiry, 

there are repeated references to the good relationship between the Applicant 

and , who continued to befriend the Applicant even after his 

placement in Edenvilla ceased.  The following, in particular, are highlighted: 

a. On 30 May 1993 (when the Applicant was in Bocombra for an initial 2-

week time out placement) it is noted: “However within a short period of 

time he was saying that in reality he doesn’t care about anyone in 

Edenvilla except ”; 

b. On 5 June 1993 the Applicant wrote his own account of why he then did 

not like living at Banbridge (Edenvilla).  His main complaint then related to 

school.  He also noted: “All though I do not miss them at all except , 

 and ”; He also notes that he is scared of 

sexually abusing others; 

c. While in St Patrick’s Training School the Applicant wrote to  on 

14 October 1993;  

d. 0n 18 November 1993 (after the Applicant’s first placement in Training 

School) a Case Discussion while he was placed in Bocombra noted in 

relation to befrienders, that  continued to be involved with him 

“arrangements are being made for [HIA 384] to be taken out for his 

Christmas lunch with  and ”; 

e. On 29 March 1994, after the Training School Order was made, the Social 

Worker,  recorded having undertaken a visit to the Applicant 

at St Patrick’s Training School with  noting that he was delighted 

to see us “in particular ”;  

f. By September 1994 it is recorded that the Applicant was still in contact 

with  by letter; 

The HSCB notes that these records detail the period of the Applicant’s 

placement in Edenvilla ceasing and thus suggests that even after  
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ceased to be the Applicant’s keyworker that this remained a positive, 

supportive and important relationship for him.  There are no documents that 

detail the negative matters that the Applicant now asserts.  The documents 

that detail the particular observations highlighted are found at Exhibit 9. 

 

10. Further, it is noted by the HSCB that in writing to the Senior Social Worker on 

6 July 1993 Dr McCune, Consultant Child Psychiatrist, referenced a need for 

the Applicant to maintain contact with his previous key worker in Edenvilla.  It 

is believed this is a reference to   Dr McCune considered this 

relationship to have been excellent, with the keyworker having done 

“outstanding work” with the Applicant.  A copy of the relevant letter is at 

Exhibit 10. 

 

11. Further the HSCB has not identified any complaint at the time in relation to the 

other staff now named by the Applicant.  There was however a complaint 

made by him of unfair treatment by a houseparent, .  This related 

to being put in a “cupboard” under the stairs on a number of occasions.  Upon 

the making of this complaint the relevant staff member was transferred out of 

the unit in which the Applicant was residing and an investigation was 

undertaken.  The Board notes that the investigation included consideration of 

the space that the Applicant described as a “cupboard”.  The documents 

detail that , houseparent, described it as approximately 17ft in 

length, and 5ft in width.  She could not recall a lock on the door, suggested it 

was big enough to store a couch, could not recall if there was a light, but 

described it as big and newly plastered.  HIA 384 himself described it as long 

and dark adding it was “cold, there was hardly no air and no light getting in”.  

The note of his interview suggests “it was kind of a broom cupboard”.  Mr 

, houseparent, described the “cupboard” as 3 ½ ft wide by 8 

ft in length.  He noted a height of around 6 ½ ft but added that the roof sloped 

down with the stairs.  The full handwritten notes of the investigation are at 

Exhibit 11.  The final investigation report is not available to the Board at the 

time of filing this statement, however records confirm that the complaint was 

upheld.  Specific documentation detailing the complaint and the outcome are 

at Exhibit 12.  
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12. The HSCB has also noted that in June 1993 a contact card was received from 

the Applicant at a time when he was resident in Bocombra Lodge.  The only 

records currently identified in relation to same are at Exhibit 13.    

 

13. At paragraph 8 the Applicant makes a specific complaint against  

 the HSCB believes this should be a reference to  

who was a houseparent in Bocombra Lodge.  No record detailing a complaint 

of this nature being made at the time has been identified. 

 

14. At paragraph 9 the Applicant details an incident on 22nd April 1991.  The 

HSCB notes that this occurred at the home of   Their son 

was in the same class as the Applicant at school, and they began to befriend 

him with him visiting their home on Sundays.  On 25th February 1991 some 

concern was raised about the Applicant’s behaviour in their home before a 

particular incident, which occurred on 21st April 1991, was reported on 22nd 

April 1991. On this occasion a specific incident had occurred between the 

Applicant and the couple’s 3 year old daughter.  On 26th April 1991 it is 

recorded that the Applicant was interviewed and cautioned in relation to 

incidents with the two children.  Relevant documentation is at Exhibit 14. 

 

15. At paragraph 10 the Applicant describes experiencing sexual feelings towards 

other boys in the home and notes his involvement with Dr McCune.  As 

already detailed above, the Applicant had initially been involved in specialist 

counselling with the NSPCC in 1987.  Advice from Dr McCune was then 

accessed by the Social Worker and staff from the home initially in 1990 

regarding the Applicant’s enuresis.  See Exhibit 15.  Social Services sought 

the further involvement of Dr McCune from mid 1991 through the following 

years, which involved direct meetings individually with the Applicant and 

alongside siblings as he describes in his statement.  Dr McCune’s final 

meeting with the Applicant was in May 1995 while the Applicant was placed in 

St Patrick’s Training School.  Correspondence from Dr McCune and 

documents detailing the nature of his involvement are at Exhibit 16. 
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16. The Applicant was also referred to a Boys Adolescent Group, led by Michael 

Lenaghan, Clinical Psychologist, from October 1993.  Mr Lenaghan also 

continued to liaise in respect of the Applicant’s case after his admission to 

Training School.  For example, at paragraph 11 the Applicant refers to 

developing a practice of stealing boys pencil cases and using them to 

masturbate.  This was considered at a Case Review held at St Patrick’s 

Training School on 31st January 1995, at which time telephone contact was 

made with Mr Lenaghan (who had sent his apologies).  On other occasions he 

did attend Case Reviews at St Patrick’s Training School.  Relevant 

documents are at Exhibit 17.  
 

17. At paragraph 12 the Applicant references a complaint of sexual assault which 

occurred while he had absconded to .  In this respect he refers to a 

statement that he made to  about this and alleges that he 

withdrew this statement because of pressure, mainly from staff within the 

home.  The HSCB does not accept that any pressure was placed upon the 

Applicant not to pursue this complaint by any member of staff as alleged.  

This incident occurred when the Applicant was aged 13.  Upon his return to 

Northern Ireland and disclosure of what had occurred in , arrangements 

were made for him to be medically examined (30th August 1993) and to give a 

statement of complaint to the RUC (1st September 1993).  This statement was 

given under joint protocol procedures so that a Police Officer and Social 

Worker were both present.   was the relevant Social 

Worker.  The Applicant confirmed to the police that he had not told any staff 

after the first incident, but was only disclosing after the second.  On 13th 

September 1993  gave a statement to , 

however it is not clear when that came into the possession of the Social 

Workers.  The police made contact with the Social Worker on 1 October 1993 

and asked if the complaint was to be pursued.  They sought confirmation in 

writing. On 4 October 1993 the Social Worker facilitated an appointment 

between the Applicant (who was now in St Patrick’s Training School) and Dr 

McCune.  She recorded a discussion about the proposed complaint and Dr 

McCune’s view that it would maybe be best if a complaint did go ahead.  

Confirmation was given to the police in writing on 14 October 1993 that a 
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complaint was being pursued.  On 29 November 1993 a Case Discussion was 

held in relation to this specific issue.  It is noted that the Applicant’s solicitor 

was in attendance.  Having considered HIA 384’s best interests, and taking 

into account consideration the logistical difficulties and emotional factors, ‘it 

was agreed that that it was not in his interest to pursue this matter, as there is 

nothing positive to gain”.  Subsequent correspondence from the Social 

Worker to the Police on 22 December 1993 confirmed this.  Same also notes 

that the Applicant had been advised of this decision by his solicitor and was 

accepting of same.  All documentation relating to the above chronology is 

contained in Exhibit 18.  

 

18. At paragraph 13 the Applicant notes that prior to placement in St Patrick’s 

Training School he had periods back at Bocombra Lodge, Portadown.  His 

return to Bocombra Lodge was initially to be a two-week time out placement 

from 26th May 1993 to 9th June 1993.  Unfortunately after the Applicant’s 

return to Edenvilla he continued to abscond and his placement there could not 

be secured.  He therefore returned to Bocombra Lodge on 16th June 1993.  

 

19. The Applicant was then placed in St Patrick’s Training School on 17th 

September 1993 pursuant to a Place of Safety Order.  This placement was 

continued following an Interim Detention Order on 18th October 1993 (on 

which date an Order also issued revoking the Fit Person Order) before the 

proceedings were withdrawn on 15th November 1993 following a phased 

return to Bocombra Lodge.  Copy Orders for 17th September 1993 and 18th 

October 1993 are at Exhibit 19.  The Order of 15th November 1993 is not 

available to the HSCB at the date of lodging this statement.  

 

20. The Applicant was readmitted to St Patrick’s Training School pursuant to a 

Place of Safety Order on 30th November 1993, following which an interim 

order for detention was made on 20th December 1993 before a Training 

School Order (for 2 years) was made on 17th January 1994.  Copy Orders for 

30th November 1993 and 17th January 1994 are at Exhibit 20.  The Order of 

20th December 1993 is not currently available. 
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21. Social Services therefore continued to have responsibility for the Applicant 

until 17th January 1994, on which date full responsibility passed to St Patrick’s 

Training School.  At a case discussion on 12th January 1994 it had been 

agreed that that a Training School Order would be recommended.  As 

discussed at that meeting and confirmed in the report prepared for court, the 

controlled environment of a Training School was considered necessary for the 

Applicant.  The plan was that St Patrick’s would undertake work with HIA 384 

during his placement, with acknowledgement that should sufficient progress 

be made to enable him to be placed in foster care, Social Services would 

endeavour to find him a place within the professional fostercare scheme.  

Some involvement of the Social Worker is noted in the months following the 

Training School Order.  She visited the Applicant (with ) on 31st 

January 1994 and 29th March 1994.  She also attended Case Reviews on 8th 

July 1994 and 26th September 1994.  The documentation available to the 

HSCB does not detail any progression in relation to professional fostering, 

however it is likely that the difficulties that continued to arise with the Applicant 

absconding made this an unlikely prospect.  Relevant documents are at 

Exhibit 21. 

 

22. Social Services do not and would not hold detailed records in relation to the 

Applicant’s placement in St Patrick’s Training School and thus the HSCB 

cannot comment on the remainder of allegations contained in his statement, 

save to confirm that there is no record that Social Services were aware of 

such issues while the Applicant remained their responsibility.  Documents 

were however available on the Child and Family Clinic File, to whom the 

Applicant had been referred by Social Services.  These appear to be as a 

result of Dr McCune and Michael Lenaghan’s continued liaison with St 

Patrick’s Training School after the Training School Order was made as 

outlined at paragraphs 15 and 16.  

 

23. An issue was however raised by the Social Workers about the Applicant being 

tested for HIV during his initial placement in St Patrick’s Training School while 

he remained the subject of a Fit Person Order.  The Applicant was tested for 

HIV without the consent of the Social Worker, and in circumstances where 
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this had been considered and it was agreed on 30th September 1993 that 

such testing was not required urgently and could await his return to placement 

in Bocombra Lodge.  The Social Worker was then advised on 5th October 

1993 that the Applicant was at the Royal Victoria Hospital being tested.  This 

issue was followed up by Social Services, who requested that St Patrick’s 

undertake an internal investigation into how this had arisen.  A chronology of 

the issue which was located on the Social Work file, together with all source 

documents located in relation to this issue (in chronological order) are at 

Exhibit 22.   

 

24. In January 1996 the Applicant’s circumstances were notified to the Social 

Workers in anticipation of the Training School Order expiring.  At that time 

correspondence was also received in relation to the proceedings that were 

before the High Court in .  The Applicant remained in the  

  Social Services in Northern Ireland therefore had no responsibility 

towards him after 17th January 1994. 

 

25.  In November 2002 the Applicant commenced proceedings against the 

Southern Board, Craigavon and Banbridge Community Health and Social 

Services Trust, the Trustess of Bocombra Lodge and Edenvilla, and St 

Patrick’s Training School.  A settlement was reached on 26th January 2010, 

the terms of which are at Exhibit 23. 

 

Statement of Truth 

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

Signed    

 

Dated       13 August 2015 
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HIA REF: [                ] 

Name:  

Hollywood DATE: 

14/08/2015 

THE INQUIRY INTO HISTORICAL INSTITUTIONAL ABUSE 1922 TO 1995 

        ______________________________________________________ 

Witness Statement of    

I, , will say as follows: - 

1. I am employed as a  for Children’s Residential Care within the
SHSCT. I became professionally qualified in June 1986 and commenced work
in the  and  Unit of Management. I have continued to
work in the SHSCT since then within family and child care.

2. As a residential social worker (houseparent), I worked in Edenvilla Children’s
Home in Banbridge from it opened in 1987 until mid1990, save for a period in
1988 when I took maternity leave.

3. Edenvilla was a five bedded unit and as such was much smaller than other
residential facilities, the ethos being trying to maintain a family like
environment.  , 

 (HIA 384), was one of the first children
admitted to Edenvilla and he was admitted together with two of his older
siblings. I recall that he was the youngest of a sibling group, that there was a
very complex family history including significant sexual abuse.

4. Staff were all aware of the need for high level of supervision between siblings
because of incidents of inter sibling abuse. However, I recall that close
supervision was difficult to maintain due to the numbers of staff on duty at any
time and especially at weekends.

5. I recall HIA 384 as a little boy who needed a lot of time and attention. I recall
he appeared to get on reasonably well with most children and staff in the
house although other children sometimes found his behaviours irritating
because of how insistent he could be.
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6. HIA 384 had a particularly good relationship with 
(houseparent) and also with the  at that time ( ). I
recall he would seek out  when she was on duty and appeared to
enjoy spending time with her. I recall HIA 384 frequently asked after 

 for example, when would she be returning back on duty.

7. As a houseparent I was responsible as part of a team of staff for the daily care
of HIA 384 in terms of his physical, educational and emotional well-being and
development.

8. HIA 384 alleges at paragraph 12 of his statement that in the summer of 1993
he ran away to  and met a man named 

. He states he made a statement to , and claims he
eventually withdrew this statement because of pressure mainly from the staff
in the home. He names me as a social worker in the home. He records that I
sat in on an interview at Banbridge Police station with him while he gave his
statement to the police. He alleges that I told him he should not report this
man to the police as he ran away from the home and went to his house and it
was his fault. He further comments he did not feel supported by the staff and
did not feel as if he could pursue this claim without support.

9. I have had sight of the file recording dated 1st September 1993 and wish to
say the following:-

I was not working in Edenvilla Children’s home in 1993 as I had moved jobs in 
1990. I moved from Edenvilla, Banbridge to work in a Family Centre in 
Craigavon. I went on maternity leave late 1991 and following this I returned to 
work as a field social worker in Brownlow Social Services in March 1992, in 
the family and childcare team. 

10.  During this period of employment I was trained in joint protocol interviewing
together with members of the police. I was asked to undertake a joint protocol
interview with the police in respect of  and this took place on 1st

Sept 1993.  was 13 years of age at this time.  provided a very
detailed allegation of sexual abuse in respect of a male he met when he had
‘run away’ to . He named the male as . At the end of the interview I
note I record HIA 384was quite keen that a court case could or should take
place (in respect of the allegation he was making). I have recorded that I took
time to explain to him that as it was a different county in which the alleged
abuse happened there was a different legal system and as such there might
not be anything come out of this. By this I meant the case may not progress
given the different jurisdiction.
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11.  I recall stating this as there had been a number of situations discussed in the
office around the matter of offences happening in other jurisdictions and the
difficulties that had arisen in progressing these. Given I had knowledge of HIA
384 from previously working with him, and his level expectations I felt it was
important to try to manage his expectations so that he would not be
disappointed if the case did not proceed.

12. At no time did I ever pressurise HIA 384 either to not report this man to the
police or not to make a complaint to the police. 

13.  I had no further discussions with HIA 384 in respect of this interview, and
indeed had no further involvement in any decision making around the
progress of this case as I had been involved only for the purpose of the joint
protocol interview having been trained in such procedures.

I refer to exhibit 1 which is a record of the joint protocol interview as referred
to above for information

Statement of Truth 

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

Signed: 

Date: 14th August 2015. 
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THE INQUIRY INTO HISTORICAL INSTITUTIONAL ABUSE 1922 TO 1995 

 

 
RESPONSE BY DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE TO  

WITNESS STATEMENT OF  
 (HIA 384) 

 

 

I, Karen Pearson, have been authorised to make this statement on behalf of the Department 

of Justice. I am the Deputy Director for Criminal Justice Policy, a senior civil servant in the 

Department. The information contained in this statement is based on a review of files 

undertaken by staff under my supervision. 

The Department of Justice will say as follows: 

1. Records show that , 

HIA 384, DOB   was admitted to St Patrick’s Training School on a 

Place of Safety Order on 17th September 1993 (SPT-50120). A compiled movement 

history for HIA 384 can be found at SPT-50117. The movement history has been 

compiled from his pupil file, but may contain some gaps or inaccuracies.  

2. An Interim Order of Detention was granted on 18th October 1993 (SPT-50131). He 

was discharged from this Order on 16th November 1993 (SPT-50120). On 30th 

November 1993 he was readmitted to St Patrick’s on a further Place of Safety Order 

(SPT-50120). An Interim Order of Detention was granted on 20th December 1993. On 

17th January 1994, he received a Training School Order (Care) (SPT-50125). 

3. HIA 384’s attendance history at St Patrick’s indicates that he regularly absconded 

from the facility. On other occasions, he was allowed home leave to Bocombra 

Lodge. Said history can be found at SPT-50117. HIA 384 absconded on 16th August 
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1995, and left the jurisdiction proceeding to . His Training School Order 

expired on 19th January 1996. 

4. The Department, to the best of its knowledge, has supplied all relevant information 

that it could find in its possession in relation to HIA 384. If additional relevant 

information is discovered by the Department, it will be drawn to the attention of the 

Inquiry immediately. 

5. HIA 384 issued a Writ on 4th December 2002 in relation to personal injuries and loss 

sustained by negligence and breach of statutory duty at St Patrick’s TS 1993 to 1995 

and at other locations from 1986 to 1995. Defendants named included the Trustees 

of St Patrick’s, the Health and Social Services Board, the Craigavon and Banbridge 

Community Health and Social Services Trust, the Trustees of Edenvilla and the 

Trustees of Bocambra Lodge. Abuse and neglect by various members of staff and 

pupils at St Patrick’s was alleged. The case was settled in January 2010. 

The Inquiry is referred to the letter from Ms Claire Archibold, DSO, to the Solicitor to 

the Inquiry dated 13th March 2014 which can be found at SPT-52316. A schedule of 

HIA 384’s NIO Files can be found at SPT-52300. 

6. The Department has not received a request for disclosure of personal data (Form 81) 

from PSNI. 

7. The Department notes the allegations of sexual abuse contained at paragraphs 19 

and 29 of the statement made by HIA 384 and physical and mental abuse at 

paragraphs 14, 16, 20, 22, 25, 27 and 30 of that statement. To the best of the 

Department’s knowledge and belief, the Department had no knowledge or record of 

such complaints prior to the receipt of HIA 384’s letter of claim. 

8. The Department condemns without reservation any act of abuse which may have 

been perpetrated against any individual at St. Patrick’s Training School. Those who 
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were placed in that facility had every right to expect that they would be cared for with 

dignity and respect, treated compassionately and protected from abuse. Those who 

operated the St. Patrick’s facility on a day to day basis, or who were responsible for 

its management, ought to have been fully aware of the high standards expected of 

them when caring for young people. They should have known that acts of physical, 

sexual or emotional abuse were unacceptable. They ought to have known that 

allegations of abuse, where they were raised, should have been reported to the 

appropriate authorities. The Department accepts that the evidence available to the 

Inquiry suggests that these standards were not always complied with in every case. 

The Department regrets any abuse which did occur and condemns the perpetrators 

of any such abuse as well as those who may have ignored the abuse or tolerated its 

occurrence. 

 

Statement of Truth 

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

 

Date:  21 August 2015 
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HIA REF: [                  ] 

           NAME:  [  ] 

DATE: [ 24 August 2015. ] 

 

THE INQUIRY INTO HISTORICAL INSTITUTIONAL ABUSE 1922 TO 1995 

              ______________________________________________________ 

Witness Statement of  
_______________________________________________________ 

 

I    , will say as follows: - 

1.   I am currently employed by the Belfast Health & Social Care Trust as  

.  My career path is as follows : 

  

  

  

• 1988 – 1994 – Senior Social Worker, North & West Belfast 

• 1983 – 1988 – Social Worker, North & West Belfast 

 

2. In relation to the Inquiry’s Module Seven: Juvenile Justice Units, I am able to assist 

the Inquiry by explaining my involvement with St Patrick’s Training School from two 

perspectives.  One was as a Social Worker / Senior Social Worker for children 

placed there. The other was as an occasional member of an Admissions Panel 

which reviewed placements of particular children in the secure unit within St 

Patrick’s.  This was known as Slemish House.  

 
 

3. In relation to my involvement in the placement of children in St Patrick’s and 

Rathgael Training Schools, this was mainly in respect of children who were already 

in the care system but for whom our Children’s Homes were no longer suitable or 

had been unsuccessful, despite staff efforts.  This may have been because the child 

was displaying disturbed behaviours, aggressive / violent behaviours or because 

they absconded regularly, thereby placing themselves at risk. My role would have 
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been with children / young people, usually 12 years plus. I would work with staff in 

the Training School to assess the most suitable placement for the young person. In 

most cases this would have involved a return to original placement or a full time 

placement in the Training School. 

 

4. Young people could also enter the Training School system directly from the 

community without first having been in a Social Services Children’s Home or Foster 

Care Placement.  This could occur if the young person was deemed to be presenting 

challenging, aggressive behaviours, involved in anti-social behaviour or criminal 

activity.  A Place of Safety Order could be taken by the Social Worker and following 

discussion with the Training School, the young person could be placed.  A Place of 

safety Order could also be taken by the Police if they felt it necessary to seek a 

training school placement for a child in an emergency. They should have informed 

Social Services when this occurred. However this would be in contrast to when a 

Training School Order was sought through the Criminal Justice system. Social 

Services would have no role to play in such circumstances – see paragraph 7 below. 

 
5. In cases where Social Services placed a young person in Training School, the Social 

Worker in conjunction with Training School staff would make an assessment as to 

the need of the young person to stay in the Training School : this assessment was 

usually made over a 15 week period.  The first five weeks would have been 

accessed by use of a Place of Safety Order. It was then possible to make a request 

to the Court for up to a maximum of two Interim Orders each for five weeks. The 

granting of a Full Training School Order was always the decision of the Juvenile 

Court.  If a young person was admitted on a Place of Safety Order and subsequent 

interim orders Social Services would have been fully involved with the young person 

meeting alongside Training School Staff.  In a significant amount of cases the young 

person would have had a Psychological Assessment carried out by Adolescent 

Psychological Research Unit, APRU. This was a resource available to the Training 

Schools via the Northern Ireland Office. To my knowledge, this may on occasions 

have involved Lisnevin. 

Reports would have been requested from all relevant agencies, education welfare, 

schools, GP, before an overarching assessment and in most cases  agreed 
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recommendations were presented to the court,. During this period the Social Worker 

would be visiting the young person in the Training school on a regular basis and 

would have maintained contact with parents or previous carers. 

6. When a Training School Order was made the Social Services would normally close 

the case in relation to that young person. All key decisions in respect of the young 

person’s life such as home leave and contact with relatives were made by Training 

School staff. Social Service Records were normally closed at the point a Training 

School Order was made unless there were pressing reasons to maintain involvement 

with other members of the family. This is likely to have happened when there were 

significant concerns about the family, for example in relation to safeguarding issues 

about other children. 

 

7. Young People could also be directly admitted to Training School after appearing in 

Juvenile Court for non-school attendance.  The Social Inquiry Report was completed 

by an Education Welfare Officer or a Probation Officer and there may have been no 

involvement from Social Services. Young people could also be made subject to a 

Training School Order if they were proved guilty of criminal offences or if their 

Probation Officer felt it necessary to request their admission to a Training School. 

Once again, unless they were previously known to Social Services, HSC staff would 

normally not have played a role.  

 
 

8. In relation to my role on , I was an  

employed in , North and West Belfast Trust at that time. I 

believe that this arose because St Patricks Training School requested an 

Independent person from Social Services to   to ensure the 

young person was appropriately placed in Slemish House, was reviewed regularly 

and not kept in locked accommodation any longer than necessary.  The Authority to 

place in Secure / locked accommodation was vested in the Training School. The 

decision to place a young person in Slemish House was mainly used in respect of 

young people who were regularly absconding from the Training school and partaking 

in severe risk taking behaviours such as solvent abuse. Thus I was not responsible 

for the child being considered as they could have come from any area in Northern 
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Ireland. I am conscious that other staff from North & West Belfast District also  

 which met as and when required. I attach as Exhibit 1, a sample copy of 

Minutes.  

 

9. Training schools had staff who provided an aftercare service to the young person 

after they were discharged from Training School. 

 

SPT-1552OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



 

SPT-1553OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

SPT 158



SPT-1556OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

SPT 167

SPT 167

SPT 167

SPT 167



SPT-1557OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

HIA 384

HIA 384



SPT-1558OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

SPT 167



SPT-1559OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



HIA REF:  (384) 

NAME:   

DATE:  27/08/2015 

THE INQUIRY INTO HISTORICAL INSTITUTIONAL ABUSE 1922 TO 1995 

___________________________________________ 

Witness Statement of  

___________________________________________ 

I, Maggie MacInnes, will say as follows:- 

1. I commenced working in Bocombra Lodge in June 1980 as a part time house
parent.  In 1989 I gained my professional qualification in social work and was
employed as a residential social worker 
Subsequent to that I gained the Certificate in Theory and Practice of Child
Protection in 1992.  

2.  (HIA 384), 
 , I have a very clear recollection of HIA 384 as I was his

 throughout his stay in Bocombra.  When he moved to
Edenvilla in 1987, I remained in close contact with him on a befriending basis.
I visited him regularly in Edenvilla and I was always invited to his and his
family’s access visits with his mother and  siblings.  When he returned to
Bocombra in 1993, I was again his .

3. The role of  was an important one;  it ensured that a named
worker was responsible for ensuring that the child’s needs were met.  I took
this role on for HIA 384 and liaised closely with his field social worker,
teachers and other professionals involved in his care and well-being.  Contact
with his family was planned and agreed with his social worker and supervised
by at least one and often two members of staff.

4. As I recall, at the time of his admission, HIA 384 was one of the youngest in
the unit.  I was very fond of him 

  At the time, my husband was still alive
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 and my sons (by then teenagers) were at home.  Even knowing HIA 384’s 
 history of sexual abuse, I never had any fears regarding him .  I 
 was always with him, playing cards, board games and sometimes baking with 
 him.  He did enjoy these times and it made him feel special as indeed he was 
 to me.   
  
  

 
5. Within Bocombra, HIA 384 did appear, at times, to set himself up to gain 
 negative attention from other residents.  For example, he would make silly 
 and out of context comments to conversations other young people were 
 having.  He tended to be rather clumsy and appeared, at times, to act in this 
 manner in a deliberate way in front of others. 

 
6. I recall one occasion when HIA 384 had returned to live in Bocombra, it must 
 have been in 1993, he had run away and was returned by the Police in the 
 early hours of the morning.  I sat in on an interview with him and the Police, 
 when asked why he had run away, he replied that it was because I would not 
 allow him to see his mother.  I was cross with him for telling such a blatant lie, 
 I remember raising my voice with him for this untruth. 

 
7. I believe that all the staff team were aware of the background information of 
 HIA 384 and his family, of the physical, emotional and sexual abuse they 
 suffered prior to coming into care.  We supervised the children as closely as 
 we could, given the levels of staffing and the demands of the unit;  for 
 example there were generally only two staff on duty to manage up to twelve 
 children in the evenings and weekends.  If one staff member took some of the 
 children out of the unit, that left only one other in the unit to manage the 
 remaining children.  From 9am to 5pm Monday to Friday there could have 
 been another two managers in the building as well.  I am aware that an 
 incident did take place between HIA 384 and his sister.  HIA 384 asserts that I 
 came into the room and witnessed him being sexually abused by his sister 
 and that I did not do anything about this incident.  I strongly refute his 
 allegation – I did not witness the incident, it was  who disclosed this to 
 me one Saturday evening, and I reported it to my line manager and the field 
 social worker when they returned to duty on the following Monday morning.  
 There was a referral made to the care unit of the police and I recall that Dr 
 Kennedy from the RVH was consulted and that referrals were made for the 
 children to attend NSPCC.  I believe I acted appropriately and this situation 
 was managed correctly.  Documents relevant to this paragraph are contained 
 in Exhibit 1. 
 
8. I recall undertaking professional work with HIA 384;  my work focused on 
 preparing him for a potential foster placement – trying to improve his 
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 interactions with others.  I recall that I did not undertake any specific pieces of 
 work with regard to his experience of being sexually abused prior to his 
 admission to care, as this work was undertaken by other professionals from 
 child psychiatry and NSPCC. 
 
9. I always, to the best of my knowledge and experience of working with HIA 
 384, acted in his best interest.  An indication of HIA 384 appreciation of this, 
 can been evidenced in correspondence he sent to me whilst he was in St 
 Patrick’s  see 
 Exhibit 2.  It saddens me greatly to know what has become of him.  It was 
 clear he had been badly affected by his experiences at home prior to his 
 admission to care.  He did, however, receive great professional input as well 
 as a personal input from me and a few others, who like me, befriended him.  I 
 hope and pray HIA 384 will eventually come to terms with his past and start a 
 new chapter in his life. 
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Statement of Truth 
 
 
I believe that the facts stated in this witness statement are true. 
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HIA REF: [ 384] 

  NAME:  

   DATE:  27/08/2015  

THE INQUIRY INTO HISTORICAL INSTITUTIONAL ABUSE 1922 TO 1995 

        ______________________________________________________ 

Witness Statement of  
_______________________________________________________ 

I, , will say as follows: - 

Personal details 

1. My name is  but I am generally known as .

, as I understand he is now known, but who was known to

me as HIA 384  (HIA 384),  refers in his statement  to me as .

2. I have a Certificate in Residential Care with Children and Young People and

was employed in the role of Residential Social Worker within the Southern

Board  from November 1981. At that time the staff in children’s homes were

called House Parents rather than Residential Social Workers. Initially I worked

in Bocombra Lodge until 1987 when Edenvilla Children’s Home opened and I

commenced work there. There was a brief period when I transferred back to

Bocombra Lodge for approximately one year. 

3. I came to know HIA 384 through my post in Bocombra. HIA 384 came to

Bocombra in 1986. He was living in unit  on the site and I worked in unit  so

I was not involved in direct care of HIA 384 during his time in Bocombra. I do

remember HIA 384 at this time and one of my memories of him is that he

would always follow the cleaning ladies around the unit with gloves on

wanting to help them clean up.
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4. When Edenvilla opened on 22nd May 1987 I was one of the staff that 

transferred to work there. HIA 384 and  his sisters,   

moved to live in Edenvilla at this time. Edenvilla was set up as a family group 

unit.  

 
5. I worked directly with HIA 384 as a House Parent during his time in Edenvilla 

from May 1987 until June 1993. 

 
6. During HIA 384’s time in Edenvilla staff liaised closely with Dr Noel McCune 

with regards to all aspects of HIA 384’s care plan and how to work with HIA 

384 in meeting his needs. This included the bed wetting which HIA 384 has 

referred to in his own statement. 

 
7. From memory I was not HIA 384’s key worker (at that time known as primary 

worker) when he initially moved to Edenvilla. I was key worker for another 

resident (the resident I mentioned bullying HIA 384 and I think this caused a 

bit of rivalry between the two boys). However given that I had a good 

relationship with HIA 384 I did undertake a lot of the work with him. Within 

Edenvilla focus would not have been on who was the named primary worker 

for the child but rather on the child’s identification with particular staff and who 

they might feel most comfortable undertaking work with. HIA 384 identified 

with me so I undertook a lot of the specific work with him along with  

 (his ). Later in his placement I think that I did 

 I had quite a bit of input into HIA 384’s 

care in view of our positive relationship and the view that  work might be more 

effective due to this relationship, particularly given his young age. 

 
8. I recall an incident following handover one day whereby myself and  

 who was in handover with me had come out of the room we used for 

handover and witnessed inappropriate contact between HIA 384 and his sister 

. This was reported to management ( , Team Leader) 

and the Field Social Worker involved in the case. Due to the concerns about 

the nature of this incident I recall that Norma was referred to NSPCC for some 

input from them. Given that HIA 384 already had input from Dr McCune this 
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incident was reported to him rather than introducing new services to 

commence working with an already traumatised and young child. 

 
9. In paragraph 7 of his statement HIA 384 refers to me, stating that he felt at the 

time that he had a good relationship with me but that now as an adult he 

views this relationship as manipulative. On hearing this I felt saddened by HIA 

384’s views now as I feel that as workers we were very committed to HIA 384 

and I feel that the standard of care given to HIA 384 was very good. I feel that 

I did have a good relationship with HIA 384 and was always trying to promote 

what was in his best interests to help him work through his issues and achieve 

a positive outcome. 

 
10. Within Edenvilla “punishment” was not part of the ethos. Rather, if a young 

person behaved inappropriately then an appropriate boundary was 

established. For example if a young person took something that did not 

belong to them they would have been made to pay back for this to the person 

who owned it. Practices focused on a restorative model aiming to rebuild 

relationships and make amends for doing something wrong. 

 
11. HIA 384 refers to bullying by his peers in his statement. I feel this is accurate 

as I remember HIA 384 being bullied by one male resident ( ) in 

particular. It seemed to me that the bullying was two boys struggling to find 

ways to live together and this created a tension between the two. As I recall 

this was never physical bullying, more taunting and taking each other’s things 

and vying for attention of staff and position within the peer group. However 

this was addressed by staff and efforts were put into helping to improve 

relationships between the two young boys. There were times when HIA 384 

would have acted against staff advice when staff were trying to protect him 

from the bullying behaviours of the other resident. 

 
12. HIA 384 talks in his statement of being bullied by staff in Edenvilla. I never 

bullied  nor witnessed any bullying of HIA 384 by staff. At times HIA 384 was 

difficult to work with due to the trauma of his early childhood however I 

remained professional in all my interactions with HIA 384, never calling him 
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names as he has suggested. I only ever witnessed staff being professional 

towards HIA 384. From reading the file there is reference on 2nd September 

1990 of HIA 384 reporting to me and incident where he alleged he was locked 

in a cupboard whilst on holiday. It would have been normal for HIA 384 to 

come to me if he was annoyed about something as he had a good 

relationship with me and knew I would follow any concerns up with senior 

staff. The files indicate that I reported this conversation to  who 

investigated the incident. I was not on the holiday so did not witness any 

incident and I am not aware of the outcome of this incident as that would be a 

matter for more senior staff than me. 

 
13. There was another resident in Edenvilla at the same time as HIA 384 who had 

a fostering respite arrangement whereby he spent each weekend with his 

foster carers.   I felt that perhaps HIA 384 was hurt by this as he had no 

similar arrangement at that time. I remember at a later stage of  

placement that a befriending arrangement with the  family was in place 

for HIA 384 and he would have visited them on a Saturday for the day. He 

also visited the  family as he was friendly with their son at school.  

 This was not a formal respite arrangement and ceased after he was found to 

have had sexual contact with their young daughter. 

 

14. In paragraph 7 HIA 384 refers to his hands stinking of bleach from washing 

sheets. I can say with certainty that bleach was not permitted in the home due 

to Trust policies and procedures given concerns about harmful substances 

being used by workers or being inappropriately used by young people. There 

was a bed wetting programme in place in relation to HIA 384. This had been 

devised in conjunction with Dr McCune as part of helping HIA 384 to manage 

this issue. I recall that part of this programme was that staff would assist HIA 

384 to bring his bed sheets down to the laundry room for washing. Staff 

helped HIA 384 manage this as discreetly as possible to ensure his dignity 

around other residents. 

 
15. My memory of HIA 384’s time in Edenvilla was that staff liaised closely with all 

involved with  HIA 384, including Dr McCune, the Field Social Worker and 
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named teachers in his school to ensure a collective and positive approach to 

HIA 384’s care plan. 

 
16. In  June 2015 HIAI was placed in St Patrick’s Training School,  I continued to 

visit HIA 384 along with the Social Worker,  ( ) 

at St. Patrick’s for a period of time. This was agreed by all parties involved as 

a means of helping HIA 384 transition to his new placement as he was 

emotional about being moved having had such a long placement between 

Edenvilla and Bocombra. Outreach was agreed to ensure some continuity of 

relationships for a period of time following his transition. As I recall at some 

point St. Patrick’s ceased this outreach as they felt it would be easier for him 

to settle into his new placement without this contact. 

 

Statement of Truth 

                                                                                    

                                

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

 

 

Signed: 
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HIA REF: HIA 384 

     NAME:      

   DATE:   28/08/2015 

THE INQUIRY INTO HISTORICAL INSTITUTIONAL ABUSE 1922 TO 1995 

___________________________________________________________________ 

Witness Statement of  

__________________________________________________________________ 

I  will say as follows: - 

1. My full name is , known as
 I commenced work in the Southern Health and Social Services Board

now the Southern Health & Social Care Trust in May 1988 as a houseparent
in Bocombra Lodge.

2. Over the next eight years I worked between Bocombra Lodge and Edenvilla
children’s home in Banbridge, becoming a Senior House Parent in or around 
1990. I recall working with ,  

  (HIA 384). 

3. I commenced my social work training in 1993 and I qualified as a social
worker in 1995 with a Diploma in Social Work.  Soon afterwards I moved to a
field work post. 

4.  I recall working with HIA 384 in Edenvilla, 
. 

 I clearly remember that  and he had a very close
relationship and that he frequently would have sought her attention, asking
when she would be on duty and he always wanted  to be included in
significant events in his life for example birthday parties.

5.  I recall that HIA 384 suffered from enuresis and that we worked along with Dr
McCune, Child Psychiatrist from the Child and Family Clinic to devise
strategies to help him overcome this. For example we wakened him last thing
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 at night and encouraged him to use the bathroom before staff went to bed;  
 we devised reward charts to positively encourage toilet training. I have no 
 recollection of any staff member ever calling him names or being derogatory 
 to him in any way.  I remember other children in Edenvilla teasing him about 
 his enuresis and his poor social interaction skills. However staff all would have 
 intervened to prevent this and tried to help HIA 384 develop better strategies 
 to manage this, for example, we discouraged other young people from teasing 
 him and encouraged greater understanding of HIA 384’s situation. We also 
 supported HIA 384 to avoid reacting to the teasing. 

6. I was also very aware of his sexual abuse history and of his heightened sexual 
 interest in other young people. I know that staff endeavoured to supervise all 
 the young people as closely as we possibly could. For example we would 
 have encouraged the children to play within our range of vision 

7. I recall that HIA 384 absconded from Edenvilla on numerous occasions and 
 had to be returned by numerous Social work and Police staff. I do not 
 specifically recall the  incident referenced in paragraph 12 of HIA 384’s 
 statement nor do I recall having a conversation with HIA 384 to dissuade him 
 from making a statement of complaint to anyone about any issues, as he now 
 alleges.  I note there was a case discussion with social services and HIA 384 
 solicitor held on 29th of November 1993 where it was agreed that HIA 384 
 would be advised not to further pursue his complaint against , 
 however, I was not present at this meeting.   

8. I have read that HIA 384 alleged that he was put into a cupboard under the 
 stairs by a member of staff while on holiday in Newcastle.  I was not in 
 Newcastle where the incident took place but it must have reported to me as I 
 completed an incident report on 2nd September 1990 and I reported this 
 matter on to senior management for investigation.  I do not recall if it was HIA 
 384 or a member of staff who reported this incident to me.  I referred to the 
 “cupboard under the stairs” in my report –I can only assume that I referenced 
 it in this manner as that is how it was described to me. 

9. I supported HIA 384 as he was feeling guilty about making a complaint 
against a member of staff, I would have praised him for coming forward and 
disclosing this information and told him that he had done the right thing in 
telling and advised him that the matter would be investigated. I have attached 
a copy of this incident report as Exhibit 1. 

10.I also completed an incident report on 21st April 1991 in relation to a report of 
 an incident that occurred while HIA 384 was visiting a family that befriended 
 him. A copy of my record is at Exhibit 2. 
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11.I am aware that HIA 384 was subsequently made subject to a Training  
 School Order, I had no involvement with him after 30th November 1993 which 
 was the last date he resided in Bocombra Lodge. 

 

Statement of Truth 

I believe that the facts stated in this witness statement are true 

 

Signed  

 

Dated:  28/08/2015 
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