
51

BAR-5877OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 1



53

BAR-5879OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

B
A

R
 1

B
A

R
 1



54

BAR-5880OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1
BAR 1

B
A

R
 1



55

BAR-5881OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

B
A

R
 1

B
A

R
 1



56

BAR-5882OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

B
A

R
 1

B
A

R
 1

B
A

R
 1



58

BAR-5884OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

B
A

R
 1

B
A

R
 1

B
A

R
 3

6

B
A

R
 1

4



62

BAR-5888OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

B
A

R
 1



65

BAR-5891OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

B
A

R
 1

B
A

R
 1

B
A

R
 3

6



OCD-29-(155pg) R v Hewitt  others IP Adams  others C64-19-01 Part 9

67

BAR-5893OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

B
A

R
 1

B
A

R
 1



70

BAR-5896OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

B
A

R
 1 B
A

R
 1



75

BAR-5901OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

B
A

R
 7

9

B
A

R
 1



78

BAR-5904OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 79
BAR 79



69

BAR-5895OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 1



71

BAR-5897OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

B
A

R
 1

B
A

R
 1



BAR-070OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

B
A

R
 1

B
A

R
 7

9

B
A

R
 7

9



74

BAR-5900OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

B
A

R
 7

9

B
A

R
 1

B
A

R
 1



79

BAR-5905OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 79



200

BAR-5792OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 2



201

BAR-5793OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



202

BAR-5794OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



203

BAR-5795OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 2



BAR-5796OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



205

BAR-5797OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



BAR-5798OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 24 BAR 24



207

BAR-5799OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 2



208

BAR-5800OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 2

BAR 2



214

BAR-5806OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 2

BAR 2



215

BAR-5807OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 24

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 24
BAR 24



216

BAR-5808OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 2

BAR 2



OCD-29-(234pg) R v Hewitt & others IP Adams & others C64-19-01 Part 8

219

BAR-5811OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 2

BAR 2



BAR-9397

BAR 36

BAR 36

BAR 2

BAR 2 BAR 9

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2
BAR 2

BAR 36



BAR-9401

BAR 24

BAR 24

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2
BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 24



BAR-9402

BAR 7

BAR 7

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 7



BAR-9403

BAR 7

BAR 2

BAR 7



BAR-9474

BAR 2



BAR-047OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

BAR 3

BAR 3

BAR 3

BAR 3
BAR 24 BAR 8

BAR 2 BAR 8

BAR 3
BAR 46



410

BAR-4410OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 55

BAR 55

BAR 46

BAR 47 HIA 516 BAR 37 HIA 216

BAR 1
BAR 1



411

BAR-4411OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 55

BAR 1



412

BAR-4412OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 55

BAR 55



BAR-1121

BAR 13

BAR 13

BAR 13

BAR 52

BAR 52

BAR 52

BAR 52

BAR 24

BAR 52
BAR 24



BAR-1122

BAR 52

BAR 28
BAR 52

BAR 52

BAR 52

BAR 52

BAR 13



OCD-29-(575pg) R v & others  & others C64-19-01 Part 1

245

BAR-4245OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1



BAR-061OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

BAR 13

BAR 13



BAR-4246OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



12

BAR-4012OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 29

BAR 29

BAR 29

BAR 39

BAR 39

BAR 39

BAR 39

BAR 39

BAR 39

BAR 39

BAR 39



BAR-6769OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



8

BAR-4008OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 37
BAR 38

BAR 37

BAR 37

BAR 37

BAR 37

BAR 37

BAR 37

BAR 37

BAR 37



10

BAR-4010OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 38
BAR 37

BAR 38
BAR 37

BAR 38
BAR 37

BAR 38

BAR 38
BAR 87

HIA 216

HIA 216

HIA 216

HIA 216



472

BAR-4472OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 39

BAR 39

BAR 83

BAR 1



473

BAR-4473OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 39

BAR 37

BAR 2

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 3
BAR 1

BAR 1



474

BAR-4474OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 39

BAR 1

BAR 6 BAR 6

BAR 1 BAR 6

BAR 1

BAR 1



475

BAR-4475OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 39

BAR 1

BAR 85

BAR 86

BAR 86

BAR 1

BAR 2

BAR 1



476

BAR-4476OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 39

BAR 2 BAR 3

BAR 46

BAR 3

BAR 46 BAR 46

BAR 3 BAR 3

BAR 37

BAR 2



477

BAR-4477OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 39

BAR 37 BAR 37

BAR 1

BAR 12

HIA 516

HIA 516

HIA 516

BAR 12

BAR 12

BAR 12 BAR 12

HIA 516

BAR 12

HIA 516

HIA 516 BAR 12

BAR 85

BAR 1

BAR 39



17

BAR-4017OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 47

HIA 101

HIA 101

HIA 101

BAR 37

BAR 37

BAR 29

BAR 29

BAR 29

BAR 29



BAR-6771OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 2

BAR 2

HIA 101

HIA 101

HIA 101



BAR-6772OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



BAR-6773OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



357

BAR-4357OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 1 BAR 2
BAR 3

BAR 52



358

BAR-4358OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



359

BAR-4359OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



360

BAR-4360OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



361

BAR-4361OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



539

BAR-4539OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 35

BAR 35

BAR 7

BAR 76 BAR 1

BAR 2 BAR 6

BAR 90

BAR 31BAR 32

BAR 39 BAR 2

BAR 47



BAR-4540OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 35

BAR 2

BAR 1

BAR 2

BAR 1

BAR 76

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1



541

BAR-4541OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 35

BAR 2

BAR 1

BAR 3

BAR 1

BAR 3 BAR 1

BAR 3

BAR 1

HIA 101 BAR 76

BAR 1 BAR 1

HIA 101

BAR 1

BAR 24

HIA 101

BAR 1 BAR 76

BAR 24

BAR 1



3

BAR-4578OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 76

BAR 35
BAR 35 BAR 1

BAR 2

BAR 81 BAR 81

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1



4

BAR-4579OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 76

BAR 2

HIA 101 HIA 516 BAR 47 BAR 31
BAR 32 BAR 55

BAR 1
BAR 1

BAR 1



BAR-4580OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 76

BAR 1
BAR 2

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1
BAR 1



6

BAR-4581OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 76

BAR 76



12

BAR-4587OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 91

BAR 91

BAR 1 BAR 76

BAR 90 BAR 35

BAR 35

HIA 101 HIA 516 BAR 83

BAR 39 BAR 31 BAR 32

BAR 47 BAR 2 BAR 3



13

BAR-4588OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 91

BAR 23

BAR 23

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1



14

BAR-4589OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 91

BAR 91

BAR 1

BAR 81

BAR 81



30

BAR-4605OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 92

BAR 92

BAR 1



31

BAR-4606OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 92

BAR 36

BAR 3
BAR 1

BAR 2 BAR 93 BAR 35 BAR 113
BAR 9

BAR 1

BAR 1 HIA 101

BAR 1



32

BAR-4607OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 92

BAR 1

BAR 1

HIA 101 BAR 37
BAR 37

BAR 1 BAR 37

BAR 37 BAR 1
BAR 37 HIA 101

BAR 1
BAR 1 BAR 2

BAR 9 BAR 24
BAR 9

BAR 9

BAR 2 BAR 93
BAR 2 BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2



BAR-4608OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 92

BAR 2 BAR 47
BAR 2

BAR 2BAR 47

BAR 2 BAR 47

BAR 47

HIA 101

BAR 2 BAR 93

BAR 29 BAR 29

BAR 29



BAR-4609OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 92

BAR 29

BAR 29

BAR 29

BAR 2
BAR 29

BAR 2

BAR 29

BAR 29 BAR 29

BAR 29



553

BAR-4553OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 28

BAR 32

BAR 1

BAR 32

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 32

BAR 76

BAR 94

BAR 1

BAR 23

BAR 94

BAR 94



BAR-4554OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 28

HIA 101

BAR 1

BAR 37

BAR 1

BAR 2

BAR 2



45

BAR-4620OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 36

BAR 36



46

BAR-4621OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 36

BAR 9

BAR 75

BAR 7

BAR 1

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 1

BAR 75

BAR 1



BAR-4622OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 36

BAR 1 BAR 75

BAR 75 BAR 1

BAR 75

BAR 2

BAR 47 BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 47

BAR 30 BAR 8

BAR 2

BAR 29

BAR 29



48

BAR-4623OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 36

HIA 216

HIA 216

BAR 56 BAR 81

BAR 81

BAR 3

BAR 8 BAR 9



51

BAR-4626OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 75

BAR 75

BAR 36



BAR-4627OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 75

BAR 1

BAR 2

BAR 1

BAR 2

BAR 1

BAR 36 BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 2 BAR 47

BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 47 BAR 2 BAR 47

BAR 47

BAR 2

BAR 1



54

BAR-4629OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 75

BAR 2

BAR 36 BAR 111 BAR 9 BAR 51

BAR 1

BAR 36 BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1



BAR-4630OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 75

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 85

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 7

BAR 37

BAR 37



259

BAR-4259OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 1



260

BAR-4260OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



BAR-054OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

BAR 1
BAR 85

BAR 24



BAR-055OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

BAR 1

BAR 3



BAR-056OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL



BAR-057OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

BAR 24

BAR 24



BAR-058OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL



BAR-059OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL

OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE - PERSONAL



BAR-9485

BAR 37

BAR 89

BAR 37

BAR 89



BAR-9487

BAR 37

BAR 89

BAR 1 BAR 2

BAR 2

BAR 37



BAR-9488

BAR 37

BAR 89

BAR 37



BAR-9489

BAR 37

BAR 2

BAR 37



BAR-9490

BAR 37

BAR 89
BAR 89

BAR 2

BAR 89



BAR-9483

BAR 37

BAR 89

BAR 38

HIA 101

BAR 1

BAR 38HIA 516

BAR 38

BAR 89

BAR 38



BAR-9484

BAR 38

BAR 89

BAR 39



218

BAR-4218OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL

BAR 37

BAR 2

BAR 1

BAR 2

HIA 216 BAR 29

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 2

BAR 37



BAR-9481

BAR 37

BAR 89

BAR 89

BAR 2

BAR 13

BAR 89

BAR 89



BAR-9482

BAR 37



BAR-9477

BAR 37

BAR 89

BAR 89

BAR 89

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 89



BAR-9478
BAR 89

BAR 46 HIA 216 BAR 39
BAR 1

BAR 38

BAR 38

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 1



BAR-9479

BAR 37

BAR 89 BAR 46 BAR 39

BAR 1

BAR 1

BAR 89

BAR 2

BAR 89



BAR-9480
BAR 89

BAR 1

BAR 38

BAR 89

BAR 37

BAR 89



BAR-9475

BAR 89
BAR 89

BAR 37 BAR 37
BAR 37 BAR 89

BAR 37

BAR 37
BAR 1

BAR 38
BAR 38

BAR 37

BAR 37



BAR-9476

BAR 37

BAR 37

BAR 37
BAR 38



BAR-9491

BAR 37

BAR 37

BAR 37
BAR 37

BAR 89
BAR 89

BAR 2 BAR 1
BAR 1 BAR 89

BAR 37



 59 

before I was saved but I was not, I have been truly touched and changed”.  Is 

there a word of that true? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: There is? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Did you have a religious experience? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And when did you have a religious experience in relation to the day you wrote 

the letter? 

Witness: I am not sure of the exact time. 

Counsel: Was it a week before, a fortnight before? 

Witness: A few weeks maybe. 

Counsel: A few weeks, now you are telling this court that you had a religious 

experience some weeks before and are you saying that was a genuine religious 

experience? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And as a consequence of that general religious experience you wanted to tell 

the truth, is that right? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: That is the basis that you continue? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: “You know  I was a terrible liar, I told so many lies all the time, I 

could lie may way in or out of anything, I have to tell you that I am not proud 

but ashamed of this which brings me to the whole point of this letter”.  Now in 
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those two or three sentences you are saying that you were a terrible liar and 

you are not proud of it, but ashamed of it? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Was that truthful at that time as you wrote it? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: “O  I have told a very big lie that I must now put right.  I am not the 

only one to tell this lie, I don’t know why the others lied, but you can be sure 

they are.  I have to tell you  the thought of no one else believing me 

because I have told so many lies in my life is a worry but I must do this”.  

Now I am stopping there and I am asking this, were you at that time in a frame 

of mind that you were telling the truth? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And were you in a frame of mind that extended to say that the others were 

lying in court? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Now as a matter of fact in this court as you sit here today, are you saying that 

the others had lied in court? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Did they include ? 

Witness: Yes.  

Counsel: ? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: ? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: ? 
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Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: ? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: ? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: So you are saying this and you are confirming in this court this is true and you 

are saying as I wrote this I was doing so because of my religious experience. 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: You see  is innocent of any sex charges that she is convicted of.  

Rubbish you may say, but I am telling you she never did anything like that to 

the kids.  She frightened the kids, she done the  in dark rooms, nipped 

me and really frightened some of the kids but never touched anyone sexually.  

Now I am stopping there.  Were you still in those sentences under the, as it 

were, religious feeling that you have described? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And was that then you trying to tell the truth? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Now why the others are lying I don’t know, but I will explain to you why I 

did.   was the nightmare of my childhood, she really scarred me very 

badly and when I got the letter from  I thought this was a way of getting 

my own back on her.  Now I will stop there, was that a truthful statement that 

when you got the letter from  you were trying to get your own 

back on ? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And before this court as we sit here you are saying that was true? 
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Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: I continue, “you see  the  was real, but the likes of 

, ,  very never frightened of 

.  They were the ones that got her to give the , ran around the 

dark rooms laughing their heads of, but I was put into the rooms and I was not 

laughing, I was sitting in a corner shaking with fright.  When she got me she 

nipped me, but never did the things that were said about her”.  Now I am 

stopping there.  As you said that, you were still under your religious 

experience and telling the truth, you thought? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: In this court do you confirm that? 

Witness: Yes. 

Nicholson LJ: When you say never did the things that was said about her, are you saying she 

never did the things that was said by me about her? 

Witness: No I say that were never said about her, not just by me. 

Nicholson LJ: Now would you have known that? 

Witness: Because I was there, I know. 

Counsel: When she bathed me or bathed me she nipped me ok but never made  

and me do things.  Are you still under your religious experience? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And still saying the truth?  

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: “She knew I was frightened of her and I think she enjoyed frightening me, but 

she scared me very badly.  I am frightened of the dark today because of her 
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antics”.  I am going to stop there.  Is that what you were saying as your frame 

of mind and having had this religious experience? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: When was making her statement, she was in touch with me and I told 

her about the bath and what to say.  Do you see that sentence? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Were you when you wrote that still under your religious experience and telling 

the truth? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Now I will come to this now – and I will put this to you now, is it that before 

 made her statement she got in touch with you as you say there, and you 

told her about the bath and what to say? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: “Other staff threatened me with  and told me if I did not do such they 

would go and get her.  Also the Rathgael incident lived with me for years.  It 

was because of her lies about the cup of tea that I was taken away.  She did 

throw a hot cup of tea in my face but she lied, when I was taken to Rathgael I 

was bullied very badly and I blamed her.  I was only a wee boy of thirteen and 

no one from the home came to see me at all except one.  I was so frightened 

there and had no one to turn to.  I was taken away from the only home I knew 

and put in with a lot of strangers.  For a little boy this was one of the worst 

times of my life.  I remember that day I came home from the youth club and I 

had went to the toilet within myself and the staff sent for  and I was 

standing there screaming, you see that how much I was frightened by 

 all my childhood.  I know the others may act like they were 
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frightened by her but I say they were not”.  Now I want to stop there.  Was 

that again you and I use this word “genuinely and truthfully expressing what 

you recollection was at that time?”. 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And that was the 31st of March of this year? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Now then I will come to this piece.  “O  I remember  

 and  going up to  room at night, banged 

on her bedroom door to get her to come down and give the .  

Understand they saw it as a big laugh.   I am now going to have to 

come forward and explain why I made the things up that I did and why.  The 

others may stick to their lies and you can be sure they are lies, but I must now 

tell the truth”.  As you wrote that were you genuine? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And then you write “because one day I would have to stand before the Lord 

like everyone, well and this is one thing of my terrible past I can put right and 

I must, the Lord has helped me forgive  for the things she did for me 

and the fear she put in me.  You see I was intent on revenge, I hated her and 

wanted her locked up the way I was locked up.  As I say the Lord has helped 

to forgive her for all the things she did to me.  She was very bad to me and I 

hated her.  I am so glad the Lord saved me for I fear I would have left her to 

rot in jail.  I just hope she can forgive me, but  she is innocent and all 

the things that she was convicted of, believe me a great injustice has been 

done.  I will not stop until I get her out of prison because she should not be 

there, I have been in here in prison and I know what it is like.  What I want to 
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ask you about what I have read you is this “are you still genuine, this is 

important do you understand, you are still genuine is that right? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And what you are saying there is or repeating again that you told lies about her 

because you were intent on revenge for what she had done to you? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And the lies that you were talking about were the lies that you had told in 

court? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And what had happened to you was you had this religious experience, is that 

right? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And that is why you wanted and I use the term “to put the record straight”, 

isn’t that right? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And then do you continue “I will not stop until I get her out of prison because 

she should not be there, I have been in prison and I know what it is like.  I am 

worried if the others stick to their story no one will believe me, but I will just 

have to trust the Lord”.  You wrote that? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: “I have to tell you it would not surprise me one bit if  was innocent as 

well.   I wanted to tell you or let you know this first and I will explain 

why I lied, not that that is any excuse, I am ashamed of what I have done, I 

cannot and will not live with this lie, as I say I have to answer to the Lord one 

day and I know he wants me to put this right, many things I have done in my 
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Counsel: So was the religious experience that you mentioned in the letter of the 31st of 

March just as it were a lie in that respect? 

Witness: In this letter here? 

Counsel: Yes, all that stuff about the Lord coming to you and you were feeling guilt and 

that he had brought you to your senses and you are now going to tell the truth, 

was that just a complete lie? 

Witness: No it wasn’t a lie but it was like a dream or something. 

Counsel: A dream? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Remembered I asked you about the word fantasy this morning? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Well was it a fantasy? 

Witness: Yes it is. 

Counsel: No Lord, no God, no conversation, all a fantasy, is that what you are saying 

now? 

Witness: Possibly yes.   

Nicholson LJ: I am sorry, are you now telling the court that what you have told us since 

about 2.00 pm, that is where Mr Creaney took you through the various bits of 

the letter the 31st of March to  that about others lying in 

court, about how you are trying to get your own back, by making these 

allegations that your sister had been told what to say and so on, are you now 

saying that wasn’t true? 

Witness: No. 

Sheil LJ: Sorry you say no it is a bit ambiguous, you mean you are saying it wasn’t true 

or it was true? 
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Nicholson LJ: Why didn’t you tell us it was true? 

Witness: Because I was agreeing with the letter. 

Nicholson LJ: Pardon. 

Witness: I was going through the letter.   

Nicholson LJ: Yes. 

Witness: I mean when this letter was wrote I was in a very confused state.   

Counsel: May I take this up my Lord. 

Nicholson LJ: Yes of course. 

Counsel: You see you were assuring this court at 2.10 pm that that was a genuine 

experience that you had had and what you were saying was the truth.  That is 

what you told this court this afternoon. 

Witness: I thought it was.   

Counsel: Pardon. 

Witness: I thought it was.   

Nicholson LJ: You thought it was? 

Witness: When I wrote the letter it was a genuine experience.   

Nicholson LJ: You were telling the court at 2.00 pm and afterwards that it was the truth.   

Witness: What was true? 

Nicholson LJ: What was in the letter was true. 

Witness: It was true when I was writing it out as far as I am concerned.   

Sheil LJ: Yes but  you were expressly asked whether you had told lies about 

 for revenge upon her and you said yes you did, you told lies 

in court Mr Creaney asked you about her and you said yes you did.   

Witness: Yes. 

Sheil LJ: Now is that right or wrong? 
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Witness: I don’t know.   

Nicholson LJ: You don’t know? 

Witness: No. 

Nicholson LJ: You said in the letter that  is innocent of the charges she was 

convicted of you told us that was true, is that true or not true?  I mean when 

you were sitting there in court at 2.00 pm did you think  was 

innocent, or is it only now when you see the letter you had written to the 

police or the statement you made to the police that you think it is not true? 

Witness: I don’t know. 

Nicholson LJ: Let us put it like this, up and until you saw the statement that you made to 

 who is a policeman, up and until that moment which is just a very 

few minutes ago, did you think that you were telling us the truth when you 

said that  was innocent? 

Witness: This letter here was written for attention for to get someone up to see me.   

Nicholson LJ: Now which was written to get attention? 

Witness: The letter to .   

Nicholson LJ: You see you have told us very recently that in relation to the statement that 

you made to the police officer of the 3rd of June that you attempting to tell the 

truth, the letter which I thought at that stage was referring to the statement to 

 was to do with attention seeking, were you drawing a distinction 

between the statement that you made to the police not calling it a letter but 

regarding it as a statement and drawing a distinction between it and the letter 

to ? 

Witness: Sorry I don’t understand what you are saying? 
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Sheil LJ: Well when you used this phrase “attention seeking” were you referring to the 

letter to  or were you referring to the statement to the police officer? 

Witness: The letter to . 

Sheil LJ: Well assuming that is correct was it the truth what you said? 

Witness: In this letter here? 

Sheil LJ: In the letter to  was that the truth? 

Witness: No, I thought it was at the time. 

Sheil LJ: I thought you told us when you were asked by Mr Creaney in this court now 

was it in your belief was it true.  I thought you gave a clear answer.  I mean is 

the position you don’t know what is the truth? 

Witness: As I say of recent times I have been going through a lot of confusion and stuff. 

Sheil LJ: Well does that mean that you do not know what was the truth? 

Witness: No I know what the truth is now.  Maybe during that time I didn’t.   

Nicholson LJ: Well what is the truth now? 

Witness: The truth is what I said during the trial was true.   

Sheil LJ: Are you on any medication ? 

Witness: Yes. 

Sheil LJ: More than one drug or several drugs? 

Witness: Two or three. 

Sheil LJ: Were you on medication when you gave evidence at the trial? 

Witness: Yes. 

Sheil LJ: Are they the same drugs or different drugs? 

Witness: No different ones. 

Sheil LJ: Well does the medication ever make you confused? 

Witness: Yes. 
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Sheil LJ: Well are you confused now or were you confused at the trial? 

Witness: No I wasn’t confused at the trial.  No I am not confused now.   

Counsel: “I first wrote a letter to  stating that I had lied in court and that 

 and  were innocent.  I also stated that other 

people such as  had lied in court as well, this was also made up 

and not true”.  That is what you are telling Sergeant , isn’t it? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: So are you confirming – before I ask you this question, had you this religious 

experience at all or was that just a nonsense? 

Witness: It was sort of true. 

Counsel: Sort of true.  Could this court take that you might not have had any religious 

experience at all, and that whole thing was a spoof? 

Witness: No it wasn’t a spoof. 

Counsel: You see it says “I also stated that other people such as  had lied 

in court as well, this was also made up and not true”.  And what I understand 

that means is that you made up in your letter to  something that was 

not true. 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And you didn’t believe it was true when you wrote it as a result of any 

religious experience. 

Witness: Yes. 

Nicholson LJ: Well you remember me asking you before Mr Creaney came to show you the 

letter or the statement that you made to Sergeant , remember me asking 

you about and how it was that she had come to say what she did say and 

you told the court that that was a long time before the trial, that it was when 
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was making out her statements, you weren’t with her when she was 

making her statement, but she had been told what to say. 

Witness: Well she asked me certain things about what happened, she asked me things 

that really she should have known about what happened in the bath and so on 

and so forth and I told her.   

Nicholson LJ: Well if you hadn’t told her she wouldn’t have known? 

Witness: Well I found it quite strange that she asked me, but she did.  I mean it did 

happen but I was surprised she didn’t know that. 

Counsel: Those last statements that you made to this court, at this stage I have got to ask 

you this, are you telling the truth now that you spoke to her about these 

matters and told her things which surprised you that she did not know? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And you have no doubt about that, are you telling this court? 

Witness: No doubt whatsoever.   

Counsel: Now I am going to continue with this if I might my Lord. 

Nicholson LJ: Yes. 

Counsel: “I also wrote a letter to  in which I stated that I knew he was 

innocent and how I had lied, I said in the letter how  was 

innocent”, now I will stop there.  That is a letter which I will go to very shortly 

after I finish this particular situation, but you remembered when you were 

being asked by Sergeant  that you had also written to  

sometime in January I suggest 2005 to him in prison to tell him – confirming 

that he was innocent, isn’t that right? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: And I will come back to that, was that just a lie? 
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Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Why did you make up a lie to ?  

Witness: Well how would I know whether he is guilty or innocent, it was other people 

who made the allegations against him, I wouldn’t know. 

Counsel: You made an allegation? 

Witness: Yes but he was found not guilty of them.   

Counsel: Therefore you say you don’t have to bother about that.   

Witness: Sorry. 

Counsel: You don’t have to bother about that because the jury didn’t believe you in that 

respect. 

Witness: Yes. 

Nicholson LJ: Well I am sorry but the jury found him not guilty so does that mean he wasn’t 

guilty, you made that up? 

Witness: No I didn’t make it up, but no one believe me.  What I am saying is I don’t 

know whether he is innocent or not, he was convicted on other peoples 

allegations, it had nothing to do with me. 

Counsel: When that letter was written you weren’t having any religious experience were 

you? 

Witness: Which letter? 

Counsel: The letter to ? 

Witness: No. 

Counsel: I want you to follow the next line please “I wrote further letters to  

stating the same sort of allegations that I had lied”.   

Witness: Sorry I don’t know what page you are at. 
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Counsel: Yes. 

Witness: No. 

Counsel: When you wrote those letters to  were you attempting to be 

honest? 

Witness: It all depends what letters you are talking about. 

Counsel: When you say that to me, are you saying that some of your letters would have 

been honest and some of them would have been dishonest? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Have you any difficulty in moving from honesty to dishonesty? 

Witness: No, none what so ever. 

Counsel: None what so ever, you can actually move from saying something to someone 

which is honest and then without any difficulty at all you can switch and be 

completely dishonest? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: Fiction? 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: What about fantasy, we call it fantasy, some people might call it (interrupted)? 

Witness: Not fantasy, no.   

Counsel: Fantasy would be where you are imagining something and writing it. 

Witness: Yes. 

Counsel: You wouldn’t accept that? 

Witness: No. 

Counsel: What you are saying is you are either honest or you are dishonest? 

Witness: When I am telling the truth I know I am telling the truth, when I am telling lies 

I know I am telling lies. 
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IN HER MAJESTY’S COURT OF APPEAL IN NORTHERN IRELAND 
  

________ 
  

THE QUEEN 
  

-v- 
  

 AND   
  

________ 
  

Before:  Nicholson LJ, Sheil LJ and Deeny J  
  

________ 
  
NICHOLSON LJ 
  
[1]        The applicants applied for leave to appeal against a series of convictions for 
grave offences alleged to have been committed by them as members of staff of a Dr 
Barnardo’s home, known as “Macedon”, against children residing in that home.  At 
the close of the hearing of their applications we granted leave to appeal and quashed 
their convictions.  We gave an ex tempore judgment, outlining the causes for concern 
which led us to quash these convictions.  At that time we undertook to give a written 
judgment setting out our reasons for doing so.  We have concluded that it is 
unnecessary to expand unduly on the reasons which we gave at the time.  But it is 
important that all concerned fully understand why the convictions were quashed. 
  
Should there be a re-trial? 
  
[2]        It remains our responsibility to determine whether there should be a re-trial 
of both appellants or one of them and on which charges, if any, they should face a re-
trial.  In case there should be a re-trial we consider that at this stage it would be 
prudent to say as little as possible, so as not to prejudice any re-trial.  We have not 
heard the arguments to be advanced for and against a re-trial.   
  
Causes for concern 
  
[3] A.         
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In the course of opening the case for the Crown it was stated that the principal 

witnesses were people who had been “in care” at Macedon, a large private house in 
an area of Newtownabbey, Co. Antrim, owned by a charitable organisation founded 
by Dr Barnardo, a nineteenth century philanthropist who set up homes for destitute 
and disadvantaged children.  Barnardos’ homes have cared for disadvantaged 
children since that time. 

  
It was the prosecution case that these witnesses who were children in 

Macedon in the period between  and  were subjected to 
physical cruelty and sexual perversion by the two appellants.  They were referred to 
as complainants and the first of them was  whose allegations related to the first 
twelve counts (or charges) on the indictment against the appellant, . 

  
He was born on .  He and  and  

were taken into care in 1973.  .  
There were grave allegations of sexual abuse .  In 1976 he went 
to Macedon with  and  and an account of the evidence that he 
would give to the jury (which, if true, was very damaging to ) was 
stated in some detail in the opening speech for the Crown.  The twelve counts were 
“sample” counts designed to cover what were alleged to be numerous sexual 
offences.  He was an important witness because he set the scene, so to speak, for 
those who made similar complaints against this appellant.  Others alleged that both 
appellants conspired to sexually abuse them and other children.   

  
The Crown relied on all as mutually supportive.  The opening speech for the 

Crown commenced on 27 April 2004 and was completed on 28 April.  A transcript of 
the speech can be found starting at p. 83 of the Transcript of Evidence and sending at 
p. 235 (Binder 1). 

  
The Lord Chief Justice was originally to be the trial judge and heard 

applications to stay the proceedings for abuse of process brought by both appellants 
on 10 November 2003.  He was told that the appellant, , had been 
interviewed about allegations of ill-treatment made by  on 4 June 1997 and that 
no charges resulted from that questioning.  He was not given any other information 
and for reasons which he gave ex tempore and subsequently set out in writing he 
dismissed both applications.  We respectfully agree with his ruling, based on the 
information with which he was supplied.   

  
At the close of the Crown case significant facts had become established.  Mr 

Gallagher QC for  then made a submission to the trial judge that the 
further hearing of counts 1 to 12 of the indictment based on the allegations of  
should be stayed as an abuse of process.  In his ruling at pp. 2627 – 2630 the learned 
judge stated: 
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“  first made the allegations that give rise to these counts 
in 1997.  A statement was taken from him by police on 6 May 
1997 and it is that statement which continues to ground the 
impugned counts.   was interviewed by police 
about the allegations contained in that statement on 4 June 
1997 when she roundly denied the allegations, describing 
them in summary as ‘nonsense’ and ‘complete lies’.  She 
stated: 
  

‘I’m completely innocent of all that.  It is dreadful 
anybody would dare make those allegations.’ 
  

                        And later: 
  
‘He has a great imagination.’ 
  

                        And: 
  
‘I’m not guilty’.    
  

The papers were referred to the Department of the Director 
of Public Prosecutions which directed that there should be 
no prosecution and that decision was communicated to  

 in October 1997.  It was not until June 2000 when 
 was re-arrested and re-interviewed in relation 

to exactly the same allegations in [respect of] which a 
direction not to prosecute had earlier been made and 
communicated to her.  When interviewed again in relation to 
these same allegations,  repeated her denials 
with words such as: 
  

‘It’s absolute scum’, ‘good gracious’ and ‘dreadful, 
there’s not a shred of truth in that.’ 

  
Against that factual background Mr Gallagher submits that 
nothing altered between 1997 when it was decided not to 
prosecute, and  was so informed, and 2000 when 
it was decided to proceed.  Mr Simpson QC [for the Crown] 
has not pointed to any changes of evidence or circumstances 
in the intervening period that explain or justify the reversal 
of the decision not to prosecute. 
  
The Code for Crown Prosecutors in England and Wales at 
para. 10.1 provides: 
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‘People should be able to rely on decisions taken 
by the Crown Prosecution Service.  Normally if 
the CPS tells a suspect or defendant that there will 
not be a prosecution, or that the prosecution has 
been stopped , that is the end of the matter.  And 
the case will not start again.’ 

  
While Mr Simpson QC informed me that there is at present 
no equivalent code for Northern Ireland, he understands 
that such a code is currently being prepared and it is 
anticipated that a similar provision will be incorporated.  In 
any event, he fairly conceded that there exists in Northern 
Ireland what he described as an “unwritten guideline” to 
th4e same effect… 
  
I have come to the conclusion that the decision to review this 
matter after a lapse of years following the decision that the 
prosecution would not proceed was unfair and that to 
permit the prosecution to proceed on counts 1 to 12 would 
be an abuse of process.” 

  
He rejected other submissions of counsel for the appellants.  This ruling was 

given in the absence of the jury.  We are of the opinion that this ruling was entirely 
justified. 

  
In the course of further argument he said: 
  

“There’s no question of sweeping away the evidence of .  
He has given his evidence and whether the jury conclude 
that it is helpful to the defence or helpful to the prosecution 
or a mixture of both, will be for them in due course.  All I am 
doing is staying the further conduct of the matters so far as 
counts one to twelve are concerned.” 
  

            The jury was re-called and told the counts 1 to 12 were to be stayed.   The 
issue sheet shows that these counts were “stayed by direction of the Judge.” 
  
            The learned judge dealt with the evidence of  in his summing-up at pp. 
3090 – 3093.  We do not consider it necessary to refer to it in view of what follows. 
  
            He was inadvertently misled as was the Lord Chief Justice about the 
application before the Lord Chief Justice for a stay on the grounds of abuse of 
process.  We make no criticism of counsel whatsoever but the Department of the 
Director for Public Prosecutions should have informed Crown counsel of the 
decision not to prosecute  in 1997.  He would have drawn that to the 
attention of the Lord Chief Justice.  We have no reason to suppose that the Lord 
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Chief Justice would have differed in his ruling from the learned trial judge.  The 
first twelve counts on the indictment would have been stayed by him.   would 
not have given evidence as a complainant.  It seems to us idle to speculate whether 
he might have given evidence on the ground that it was “similar fact” evidence.  
The trial would not have taken the course that it did. 
  
            Although on the face of the transcript he appears to have been severely 
damaged in cross-examination, it is impossible for us to say that his evidence was 
not taken into account by the jury in their overall assessment of the guilt of  

 and, although he did not give direct evidence against the other appellant, 
, other witnesses linked  with  so that 

the decision to find her guilty of serious sexual offences may well have had an 
adverse effect on .  It is relevant to bear in mind that he was the first 
person to make allegations against either of the appellants and was at the time 
facing a charge of raping his sister’s daughter.  In the course of cross-examination 
it was suggested to him that his motive for making the allegations was to evoke 
sympathy for himself on the grounds that he had a very troubled upbringing. 
  
                 the young brother of , who also went to Macedon in  followed 
his older brother into the witness-box.  He was born on .  He made 
allegations against  which were similar to those of his older brother. 
  
            gave evidence against both appellants, indicating that  and 

 conspired to commit indecent acts.  In cross-examination he made 
allegations against  but he also gave evidence arguably supportive of 

 allegations in evidence against a police officer.   
.  He and 

 both got compensation from Barnardo’s before the trial of the 
appellants.  He made his first allegations in June 1998.   made 
allegations in May 1997.  We find it impossible to say that the jury did not seek 
support for his allegations from other sources in respect of counts 19 – 27 against 

 and we certainly cannot rule out the evidence of  as providing 
support for him, although we have taken into account the direction given to the 
jury about the evidence of by the learned trial judge.  We made the same 
comment about the convictions of  based on the evidence of .  
If the proceedings based on the allegations of had been stayed before the trial 
began, we cannot tell what effect this would have had on the outcome of the trial. 
  
            But a much more serious blemish on the fairness of the trial arose as a result 
of events which occurred after the trial and we deal with this in the immediately 
following passage of this judgment.   
  
B.           
  
             gave evidence immediately after  and  and between 4 May and 6 
May.  He was born on  and went to Macedon with  in 
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.  He left Macedon to be fostered at the age of  but returned from his foster 
placement to Sharonmore, a Barnardo’s home to which children were sent from 
Macedon when it ceased to be available as a children’s’ home.  He made 
allegations against both appellants.  He was subject to severe cross-examination 
but the jury convicted  on counts 31 to 43, based on his evidence.  They 
acquitted  on two charges based on  evidence, for which there was no 
supporting evidence from others.   
  
            At the time of the trial was awaiting sentence of a number of serious 
offences and was subsequently sent to prison.  Whilst in prison investigations were 
carried out by the police about offences alleged to have been committed by him 
against the children of  another complainant.  From there he wrote a 
serious of letters to a social worker.  In one of them he made a lengthy retraction of 
his evidence at the trial.  He gave evidence before this court.  In the course of cross-
examination he was asked about these letters.  He agreed that some of the letters 
would have been honest and some of them would have been dishonest.  He was 
asked whether he had any difficulty in moving from honesty to dishonesty and 
replied “No, none whatsoever.”  He could switch to complete dishonestly without 
any difficulty, he agreed.  He said: “When I am telling the truth I know I am telling 
the truth.  When I am telling lies I know I am telling lies.” 
  
            He was asked questions about the letter retracting his evidence.  He said 
that it was true and that he and others who had given evidence at the trial had 
lied.  .  He and the other six were 
seven out of the nine complainants who gave evidence at the trial.  He was not 
asked about an eight who was not a resident at Barnardo's  

   was the ninth.  He agreed with counsel that when he 
gave evidence against  he was trying to get his own back because 
she had scared him very badly when he was a child.  A number of the others 
whom he named were not frightened of her at all.  He agreed with counsel that it 
would not surprise him if  was innocent as well.  He had written to 
him apologising for the allegations he had made against him.  In answer to counsel 
he agreed that he had told his sister what to say in court against  and 

.  He later amended this concession.     
  
            He was then referred to a statement which he had made to a police officer 
called Detective Sergeant .  In that statement he said that the evidence he 
had given in court was true.  In answer to the court he said that he did not know 
whether he had told lies about  for revenge upon her.  He also said 
that he did not know whether  was innocent.  Then he said that the 
letter of retraction written to the social worker was written for attention in order to 
get someone to come to the prison and see him and that the truth was what he had 
said during the trial.  There is a transcript available of the entirety of his evidence. 
  
            After consultation with the Director of Public Prosecutions Mr Simpson QC 
indicated that the Crown did not seek to stand over any conviction based on the 
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evidence of at the trial. This was a proper and responsible attitude for the Crown 
to adopt.  It led on to concessions about the reliability of convictions based partly 
on  evidence and partly on his own. 
  
            So far as counts against  are concerned where they involve 
other complainants than  we cannot be sure that the jury did not rely on  
evidence as supporting their evidence.  We are satisfied that the jury looked for 
mutual support from witnesses such as when they were considering the other 
charges.  They were invited to do so by the Crown at the trial, quite properly.  
Now  evidence is accepted as not credible. 
  
            There were seventeen counts on which  was convicted by 
the jury.  , as we have said, did not give evidence directly implicating him in 
sexual impropriety.  But the case made by the Crown involved the contention that 

 and  worked together and anything supporting her guilt 
may have helped to contaminate him by association.  Moreover made positive 
allegations against him which the jury may have thought were probably true but 
lacked support ad thus found him Not Guilty.  None of the counts against him can 
safely stand in the circumstances. 
  
C.        Verdicts of Not Guilty    
  
            A number of verdicts of Not Guilty were found by the jury in respect of 
counts of rape and other sexual offences alleged by  and .  Yet they convicted 
him of the rape of both girls at a placed called Ballylaigh which was a holiday 
place for children from Barnardos.  We have found it difficult to understand why 
the jury did so.  But we wish to hear further submissions as to whether convictions 
on these charges would be safe, if there was a re-trial on both or either of them and 

 was convicted.   
  
D.        Compensation and the conduct of the investigation 
  
            Although we did not mention these as factors in our ex tempore judgment 
which we have reduced to writing and annexed to this judgment, we are obliged 
to say that we have been concerned about them.  This is not intended to reflect in 
any way on the probity and dedicated work shown by Detective Sergeant Boyce 
and by the social workers and staff of Barnardos’ homes who gave evidence at the 
trial or before this court. 
  
            But we consider that the submissions made by Mr Creaney QC, supported 
by Mr Gallagher QC and set out in the written argument put in on behalf of  

 under the heading: “The Conduct of the Investigation” have 
considerable weight and will be borne in mind when we consider the issue of a re-
trial. 
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[4]        As we indicated at the end of the appeal the test which we had to apply 
was:  did we have a significant sense of unease about the safety of the convictions?  
We did and as a result we quashed the convictions for the reasons which we have 
given above.  
  
[5]        It remains for us to pay tribute to the exemplary manner in which this 
appeal was argued before us.  An enormous amount of work was put into it by all 
counsel.  It would be inappropriate to single out anyone.  It was a very difficult 
case.  It was very complex.  There was an enormous amount of detail.  There was 
not a moment wasted.  Justice was achieved. 
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