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ROY GARLAND
RESPONSE TO THE HIA INQUIRY DRAFT REPORT
I have found numerous errors in many of the documents on which the HIA Inquiry has
relied. These are reflected in the HIA Transcripts and in the part of the Draft Report that I
have access to. Some of these mistakes are relatively minor but others seem to represent
serious slanders and misinformation. I do not have the resources or the time to correct all
of these but have tried to correct some major and a few minor inaccuracies. My only
means of challenging these appears to be through my written responses.
Page 113-114: Although I referred to William McGrath as a homosexual “at that time”
this was an inadequate description but I could find no suitable alternative. I was keen to
maintain a distinction between homosexuals and abusers because homosexuals are not
necessarily child abusers. Some people do not make such a distinction and take a
fundamentalist view that homosexuality is an “abomination.” I believe the HIA Inquiry
is wrong by almost invariably use the term “homosexual” because this could seem a
slight on all homosexuals.
Pages 116-117: Possibly the most important information passed to D.C. Cullen came
directly from the young man I introduced to him. He had been seriously abused
relatively recently but D.C. Cullen dismissed his information as “out-of-date”. I was
present throughout at the young man’s request and was shocked at the story he told. He
talked quite explicitly about being seriously abused. This is not the impression that the
Sussex police gave in “my” statement. (Section 226, KIN-40690, from bottom of page 3
to top of page 4). I am quoted as saying that McGrath made “the same physical
approaches” to him as he did to me in 1957. This gives an entirely wrong impression.
The young man spoke about serious sexual assaults against him over a period of years.
However the fact that it is noted in the statement that I mentioned the young man to the
Sussex police helps to confirm that the meeting between the young man and DC Cullen
took place.
D.C. Cullen admitted to Paul Foot the journalist that the interview took place after
initially denying this. The tape-recording of Paul Foot’s interview with DC Cullen may
still exist. But the HIA Draft Report states, “none of the material we have examined
supports Roy Garland’s assertion that he introduced such a person To DC Cullen”.
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However in my interview with the Sussex I referred to this if briefly and am quoted as
saying, “I should have mentioned earlier that on one occasion I introduced a 20 year old
friend to DC Cullen and he related to the officer how McGrath had made the same
physical approaches of a homosexual nature to him and obviously these assaults had
obviously been more recently made.” (Section 225 KIN-40690, page 3-4). This does not
convey the extent of abuse that the young made had endured from McGrath and which I
listened to. Apart from this I have some notes of conversations with DC Cullen in which
he asks me to assure the young man that his name would never be used.
D.C. Jim Cullen was expressing unhappiness with his superiors and mentioned that two
detectives had taken him into a room presumably in RUC HQ or Donegall Pass RUC
Station. There he discovered that all doors had been locked and claimed that he pulled a
gun on the detectives before being freed. He told me this at the launch of Chris Moore’s
book on Kincora and I made a note of it at that time.
Page 118: One of the two major questions I was asked by the HIA to deal with was the
following:
"The Inquiry is aware of evidence suggesting you brought perhaps 20
youths or young men to see McGrath for what he may have been describing
as some form of “treatment” and/or to assist with an “emotional block” he
claimed they may have had?"
This was hardly the best way to encourage me to participate because it is untrue and
never happened. I never introduced 20 or so young people to William McGrath for
anything. In my statement to the Sussex police I was quoted saying “other young men
had experienced similar approaches from McGrath” (30th March 1982, bottom of page 2
Kin-40689). I introduced very few of these to Faith House Prayer meetings or to
McGrath. None were known to have any illness or appear to have been seeking
treatment. The report appears to represent a misunderstanding on the part of Jim
McCormick assuming it to be an accurate record. I know that he misunderstood some of
what I told him and he seemed to misinterpret aspects of what happened to those who
admitted being abused by McGrath – some as far back as the 1940s.
The idea of an “emotional block” was however used by McGrath to suggest that some of
his victims and survivors had such problems but not necessarily invariably. No one that I
have spoken with suggested that they had gone to McGrath with an “emotional block” or
any other “medical condition.” The idea of young men going to McGrath for this reason
is ludicrous. Also the idea that the techniques used on young men were also used on
women is fanciful and seems to indicate ignorance or perhaps malevolence. I was told
that during the 1950s one man addressed a letter to McGrath “To the brain specialist.”
Some Faith House volunteers laughed this off but the sender probably had psychological
problems as a result of the abuse he had previously suffered. In some respects the
damaging psychological impact was more destructive than the sexual abuse.
Some younger survivors from the 1970s are still with us but might not appreciate their
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names being used. However if the HIA Inquiry wished to meet some of them, this might
still be possible. They would require at a minimum cast iron guarantees that their identity
would not be revealed and would only be possible with their wholehearted agreement.
The Inquiry states that I declined to make a statement to the RUC in March 1980. This
appears to be correct. I wanted to help the police with their investigation at RUC HQ and
tried to assist by showing my draft articles for The Irish Times. However the police
seemed to be suggesting that Tara was a ‘paper tiger’ by minimizing the significance of
Tara. It was put to me that I had possibly seen an imitation, rather than a real gun, which
is but one example. I felt very uneasy when they tried to pressurize me into naming a
former Tara officer - who had told me that a decision was made to kill me in 1974. This
was apparently planned for around September that year but this was after I closed my
business to concentrate on my studies. The person involved was opposed to Tara so I
would not try to implicate him when he was trying to help. Incidentally Tara never to my
knowledge received support from “the County Grand Orange Lodge of Belfast and the
Grand Orange Loyal Institution” although some individual members may have supported
Tara and McGrath.
The police are said to have “put it to Garland that (they) believed that (I) was in a
position at one time where firearms were on show”. (Section 242, KIN-20248, Page 15).
But as I said, I never saw guns in Tara apart from the incident described above. However
I have no doubt there were guns. I said I would need a solicitor but was told, according
to my notes, that I should get a balanced solicitor not one who would advise me not to
make a statement. To get out of RUC HQ I said I would consider making a statement
later. A day or two later the RUC telephoned me from what seemed an outside payphone
to ask if I was going to make a statement. I said I would not be making any
statement. The RUC said something like “I don’t want to have to arrest you” to which I
replied, “You have to do your job.” I could not in conscience give information against
someone who rejected McGrath and was supporting me at a very difficult time.
I talked with Rev. John Morrow who became leader of Corrymeela who said he would
have taken the same approach. I made my first statement to the Sussex Police believing
that they might be more likely to seriously investigate Kincora and the role of British
Intelligence. Jim McCormick took a similar approach and at one point told me that he
refused to give the RUC an interview. I revised my view of the Sussex Police after they
arrived at my home one evening and advised me not to approach a lawyer I knew who
was living nearby. They said lawyers were not much use. I was tired and was unaware
of the fact that one of them was actually writing a statement as we talked informally. I
was not happy with the statement and asked for a copy, which was refused. Later I was
offered a chance to make another statement but no copy was permitted and I could not
see the original.
The idea that I was seeking counsel from Jim McCormick is nonsense. My friend
suggested that we should talk with Jim McCormick after we failed to make contact with
Rev Ian Paisley. The idea was to warn McCormick as we had tried to warn Paisley,
about the abuse and seek help in getting it stopped. Neither of us was seeking counsel
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from McCormick. This idea is outrageous because we did not regard Jim McCormick as
a counsellor.
Pages 120-121: I never ever said these things and they are untrue. Either there was a
misunderstanding on McCormick’s part or the policeman writing the notes had
misrepresented what McCormick was trying to say. The Sussex Police, like any police,
were not above making mistakes. It was they who first suggested that I had, or may
have, fallen out with McGrath over money. This was not true but I had been drained of
cash for long enough and didn’t like the way McGrath had frequently asked for loans for
“the Lord’s work” in Ireland. I had struggled to make enough money to pay off the debts
that Dad had left when he became ill with cancer and was feeling distraught at the
constant demands. I began to feel that I might never get on top of things. I managed to
stop him “borrowing” from my business during the mid 1960s by saying I had no more
money to spare. I can demonstrate that this happened years before I dropped all contacts
with McGrath and associated organizations in 1971. I kept the books from that period. It
was some years later that I learned that he had been borrowing from others and was
engaged in widespread abuse.
McGrath admitted that “The Fellowship” had given him the property at 15 Wellington
Park, Belfast at no cost. He said he sold it for £2,000 - enough to pay off his debt to me.
But if the HIA Inquiry Transcripts are to be believed, Wellington Park was actually sold
for £12,500 yet he still claimed he was unable to pay anything off his debt.
The assumption that McCormick never got things wrong is mistaken. It is far from clear
that McCormick made such an inference. Even had he done so this could be explained in
a variety of ways such as miscommunication, misunderstanding or even manipulation. In
any case William McGrath never even tried to arrange for me to send boys to see him.
This is complete nonsense. According the Rev Robert Gallagher’s son, he had been
sending boys to McGrath in the early 1950s but not for “treatment” of any illness. In any
case unquestioning reliance on Jim McCormick’s police statement would be a
mistake. McCormick did at times get things wrong. For example he said that Rev Ian
Paisley had formed the UVF but I am confident that Paisley did not form the UVF. He
also said that Rev Paisley was receiving treatment at Purdysburn Mental Hospital but
occasionally stopped the treatment and “went off the rails”. This is wrong. My suspicion
is that McCormick could have been been fed this kind of information by British
Intelligence and so was unwittingly spreading misinformation.
One of the Sussex Police told me - out of earshot - that I should stop speaking out about
matters connected with McGrath otherwise some loyalist sitting in a public house
somewhere might see me on TV and decide to shoot me. This may have been friendly
warning but I feared it was meant to stop me speaking about McGrath. A friend once
overheard a police source saying, “Does Mr X know he is going to be collected?” I took
this as a none-too-subtle threat. I was also occasionally warned about serious threats
from right wing loyalists.
There are so many mistakes and misinformation in the documents used by the HIA
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Inquiry that I have looked at, that I cannot correct them all in the time available. One
from “Sergeant Q” to the HIA (KIN-2562, Section 119) says that I claimed that the
Kincora Boys’ Hostel “had some connection with Ian Paisley.” I never said this. In the
same sentence it is said that I “was afraid to go to the police”, which is also untrue.
While I was with Sergeant Q, I was not informed that I was to be interviewed about Tara
so could not understand his concentration on this subject. I did not wish to involve
former friends who had been hoodwinked by McGrath. Sergeant Q records that I
arranged “for a further discussion”. I have no recollection of this. The idea that McGrath
was blackmailing boys in politics seems unlikely. I never imagined that he would be
doing this because his manipulation was much more subtle than this would suggest.
Pages 122-3: D. C. Cullen is said to have told the Hughes Inquiry that I was reluctant to
speak with the police and needed persuaded. But no attempt was required to persuade me
to meet with the police. It was Jim McCormick’s idea and I agreed almost immediately.
We became discouraged by our failure to get the abuse stopped so speaking directly with
the police seemed the only option. I first met McCormick in 1971 but there was no
counseling involved. I had had some training in counseling whereas McCormick
appeared to have none. I have never sought counseling and, much as I respected Jim
McCormick, I would not have chosen him. The man whose idea it was to visit
McCormick is I believe, still alive and may be able to clarify this matter.
It was put to me by Jim McCormick that D.C. Cullen was a born-again Christian RUC
man. D.C. Cullen is quoted as saying that my friendship with McGrath ceased because
of a “business dispute”. This was entirely wrong. My departure had little to do with my
business from which he had disappeared some years earlier after draining me of money,
which had come partly from a bank loan. However my accountant shocked me by saying
that McGrath was fleecing me. I had been blinded by his claims to Christian holiness and
told my accountant “But he is a Christian missionary!” He replied “So am I but he is
fleecing you”. This was a wake up call and from then on I tried to find ways to prevent
him borrowing money while seeking to get him out of my business.
I later discovered that he had been borrowing money from many people including some
who had been with him at Faith House many years previously. I had also foolishly
guaranteed him a loan at my bank after he claimed that Rev Alfie Martin, former
Presbyterian Moderator, had withdrawn a bank guarantee because of McGrath’s anti–
ecumenical stand. When I quizzed McGrath about the loan he said he was paying it off.
I felt relieved at this but my bank manager later confided that McGrath had paid off
absolutely nothing. This meant I could be held responsible for paying his debt. This
conflicted with the idea that Rev Alfie Martin had withdrawn his guarantee. Something
may have been worked out between McGrath and the bank. When I told another
prominent Presbyterian Clergyman of my decision to take action to recover my loan after
telling him about the sexual abuse, he insisted I must not take a brother to law before the
unbelievers. 1 I ignored his advice and went ahead to retrieve some of my money in 1972.
I only heard McGrath speak once before he contacted me indirectly and asked me to visit
1

1 Corinthians 6:1.
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Faith House during 1956-1957. It was some years later that I began helping by driving
him to meetings around the country.
D. C. Cullen apparently reported that McGrath interfered with me “homosexually”. He
should have said that McGrath touched me “inappropriately” when I was a teenager. The
word “homosexually” carries baggage and is misleading and inappropriate.
The HIA has published much misleading, false and scandalous material and has
published my name and details in the transcripts. They now seem intent on publishing
some of this material in a more public manner. Providing such details seems likely to
inflict further smears and bring more pain upon my family and myself. Furthermore it is
wrong and misleading to suggest that I was being abused until 1971. The abuse, such as
it was, had stopped at an early stage in the early 1960s. I began to dismiss many of
McGrath’s ideas and began going out with girls. A few years later I was married – but
the HIA Transcripts even get the date wrong by about 5 years! Much of the HIA material
is not only wrong but also seems irrelevant to what was, or should have been, the aims of
the Inquiry.
It was surely wrong for the HIA to make scandalous suggestions and name me even if
what they say had been true, which they were usually not. It seems like an attempt to
undermine my credibility perhaps to keep me quiet. This is what I understand the police
had wanted and what I was told. D.C. Cullen seems to have been wrong to state that I
expressed concern about “the stigma” attached to any investigation in which I was
named. I did not to the best of my knowledge express such a concern although it would
have been legitimate. The reference by Cullen to me having “established a respectable
life for myself” is also misleading. If by being honest, kind and courteous and trying to
follow a Christian pathway meant being respectable then I had always been respectable.
I have always sought to follow my conscience. However my experiences made me
realize there were serious wrongs in this society that needed put right. The smears and
slanders of McGrath and others are nothing when compared with the regurgitation of
ancient documents with their frequent smears and innuendo. I have never before faced
such horrendous allegations as are contained in the HIA Transcripts. I could not allow
such suggestions to pass without comment. Even if they had been true they were largely
irrelevant.
I have been facing what I consider to be unjust and unsubstantiated allegations that have
been and are being released into the public domain. This is apparently without the
benefit of thorough examination and appraisal, and apparently without much thought for
how this might affect my family or myself. In many cases the allegations stem from
apparently unidentified persons who are not subject to cross-examination. This seems
particularly callous considering the stigma attached to such allegations. I believe that this
treatment could deter others from coming forward with such information in the future.
The HIA Inquiry keeps referring to homosexual activities when they should be referring
to abuse, which was carried out by a very clever, deceitful and manipulating abuser who
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was quite sophisticated in his approach before Kincora. To keep referring to untrue and
salacious allegations could still put my life at risk. DC Cullen was right to be concerned
about my safety whereas the HIA Inquiry seems less concerned.
Page 123: The UVF was an integral part of Tara until I spoke with them of McGrath’s
history of abuse. They then left Tara completely. A senior UVF Intelligence Officer told
me that the main danger facing me after I left Tara came from British Intelligence, rather
than Loyalists or Republicans, some of who were also threating. McGrath appears to
have been a useful means of passing on information and misinformation. Some people
saw me as an obstacle because I had rejected McGrath and all he stood for. However the
UVF intelligence officer was convinced that British Intelligence was manipulating Tara
and trying to do the same with the UVF. He said that information given at Tara meetings
was often accurate but incomplete. He said it could only have come from British
Intelligence or Special Branch. Even in his UVF context he was helping to end the
conflict even before he learned about McGrath. He was no fool and was kind and
compassionate. Had it not been for him I believe I would be dead as incidentally I also
believe McGrath would also have been.
In 1975 or 1976 two men I suspected were working for an arm of the Security Services
appeared to be planning to kill me. I was then a member of the UDR and had come home
from duties in the early morning. Before I went to bed my wife asked if we needed work
on our roof as there were two roofers working on the house opposite. I said we did not
need any work on the roof. As I slept one of them came across and right to the back of
our home. This was very unusual because we had a long drive and people always went to
the front door. He faced my wife and asked in a Scottish accident if we needed work on
the roof and was told we did not need this. He hesitated, appeared to size up the
situation, and left. Immediately afterwards the two men made off without seeking further
work in the street. The owner of the house they were working on came across to show us
the receipt, which had a Shankill Road address. Had I been killed, I believe my death
would be interpreted as part of a loyalist feud because of the Shankill Road address.
I was of course concerned about my family and myself (KIN-72130 p8). At that time my
post was being opened and I believe my phone calls were being tapped. At times there
was real fear about what would happen next. On at least one occasion when I lifted my
phone I was immediately in contact with Theipval Army Barracks and on another
occasion to the Northern Ireland Office. The UVF intelligence officer warned that I was
in serious danger and may have to flee the country. I was quite certain my post was
being opened because the strong smell of tobacco smoke that emerged from the inside the
envelopes when I opened them. These were mainly from Joy Campbell who had
previously worked over many years at Faith House but she had never smoked.
I became determined years before 1971 that I would work for peace but felt that Ireland’s
Heritage Orange Lodge could be a force for good so I remained in leadership of the
Lodge. In the end however it was with regret that I resigned because Lodge members
supported McGrath even when he admitted having lifted his hand as if to strike me as I
sat in the Worshipful Master’s Chair. McGrath had shown me by his utter intransigence
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that things would have to change in Northern Ireland. Hence I began working day and
night for change and reconciliation. This at times resulted in me facing further threats.
On one occasion my name appeared on a local bonfire and a poster at the end of our
street referred to me a traitor to Ulster. My youngest son was at that time told repeatedly
that I “should be shot”. My name also appeared in an extreme sectarian newssheet.
It is surely not credible that although I agreed to attend the Hughes Inquiry and was
talking with DC Jim Cullen, that I should be accused in the HIA Transcripts of declining
to give evidence before the Hughes Inquiry. The Draft HIA Report actually makes clear
that I was prepared to attend the Hughes Inquiry to give evidence. To compound this
D.C. Cullen had access to an independent witness – the young man who I introduced to
him. This young man had been abused in his youth fairly recent times and he talked with
DC Cullen in my presence about having been seriously abused. He was not asked to
“come forward” and neither was I. This courageous young man appears to have been
abandoned without any explanation and was never asked to attend any inquiry.
I repeat I was not asked by D.C. Cullen to be a witness in 1974. In any case he had
interviewed the young witness who had spoke openly about the abuse he endured but had
told him that his evidence was out-of-date as was mine.
Page 124: I am not aware of being asked to make a “formal witness statement by D.S.
Elliott” in 1980. I accept however that I was asked to be a witness in court. I declined
this after talking with my UVF friend who advised me not to agree. This did not appear
necessary given that witnesses from Kincora and the young man were then available.
D.C. Cullen had in any case told me that my evidence was out-of-date and was not at all
like the brutality that took place at Kincora as the HIA Transcripts acknowledge.
I agree with D.C. Cullen’s statement that McGrath's activities “sounded a bit bizarre.” In
fact they were more than a “bit” bizarre. This was one of my difficulties. One journalist
found it hard to believe aspects of my story that could seem contradictory when McGrath
was able to inspire young Christians to develop their talents “for the Lord’s
work”. When I began to see through the smokescreen he had created around himself I
was entirely on my own in an extremely risky situation.
Page 125: D.C. Cullen was clearly unhappy about Meharg but felt he could not share his
concerns with me. This was apparently never fully explored. Perhaps it is relevant that it
is claimed that Cullen appeared to be “frightened” of Meharg. (Section 230, KIN-72187)
Jim McCormick had also become cynical about the RUC’s willingness to properly
investigate Kincora and said he did not know why this took so long to happen and was
not in my view thoroughly carried out. D.C. Cullen shared this view and said he could
offer no explanation. I believe there were connections between the Tara leader and
members of the RUC.
If in any case as stated the “investigation” was not systematic or “competently organized
or executed”, any conclusions can hardly be regarded as credible. DC Cullen told me
that at first he thought there was a big story behind McGrath and Kincora, but later, after
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getting nowhere in his investigation, he began to doubt this.
Page 126: There was certainly more than one further meeting between D.C. Jim Cullen
and me but most meetings were informal and took place in the street. The letters were
meant to illustrate McGrath’s sinister as well as bizarre side. They needed explanation so
I had expected to go through them with the police but was not invited to do so. Some
misinterpretation inevitably followed. They were actually pastoral letters with some
obscure references to British Intelligence and other matters including apparent attempts
to encourage me in my studies. Later however McGrath said he had begun to suspect
that the college was not strong on the fundamentals and I suspect he even tried to damage
the college.
Page 127: The reference to pornography is misleading because to my knowledge it
involved medical books rather than pornography. The reference to a locked filing cabinet
“accessible only to McGrath” seems fanciful. I can recall details of his study at Finaghy
and Wellington Park but was never conscious of McGrath having a filing cabinet never
mind one that was kept locked. In any case I don’t believe there was anything sinister
involved in this. The reference to “letters to girls” is misleading but he once asked me to
write a letter to an “imaginary” girlfriend as a means, he claimed, of developing my
ability to express myself in writing. He used a similar technique in relation to more
mundane matters. I suspect there may have been a more sinister motive involved.
Page 128: It is unnecessary for the HIA Inquiry to use the kind of explicit language used
as at the top of page 128. It would have been better to refer to inappropriate touching of a
teenager. Surely the HIA must appreciate the pain such insensitivity can bring with it.
This again would not encourage future whistle-blowers or victims to “come forward”.
I did not say McGrath was “possibly connected with paramilitary activities”, I said he led
Tara, a paramilitary organization that involved the UVF. Meharg was right to say that
the letters were not of a homosexual nature. They were pastoral letters with some shady
parts with less than explicit references to McGrath’s links with British Intelligence.
Meharg was also largely right to say that many of McGrath’s abusive activities I had
spoken of had taken place “years previously.” However an unknown number of young
people were I believe still being abused at Faith House and possibly other places. At
least one young Orangeman said McGrath had tried to abuse him in the early 1970s. A
few years later a former Tara leader brought a young man to me who was being groomed
by McGrath. I didn’t have to say much before he decided to finish with McGrath.
Much of the abuse was psychological. At worse I believe this involved telling young
heterosexual Christians they were homosexual. This was what seemed to drive one man,
referred to at the Hughes Inquiry as having had a “homosexual relationship” with
McGrath, to become very deeply depressed and possibly suicidal. The Hughes Inquiry
seemed to misunderstand the nature of McGrath’s abuse possibly because of confusion
between homosexuals and abusers. The man told me he had suffered lifelong depression
after being abused as a boy or young man at Faith House in the late 1940s. His wife and
brother had become distraught and lived with deep anguish at the way their husband or
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brother was treated.
Some matters in the HIA Transcripts are fanciful. I once saw a vibrator that apparently
belonged to McGrath’s wife but not “vibrators and the like at his house in a locker with
drawers”.(Draft Report, Page 128) I doubt that the other machines McGrath claimed to
have actually existed. They were more likely to be a figment of McGrath’s imagination.
During the late 1950s I told McGrath I could not believe that men who preferred other
men in a romantic sense, could possibly exist. In response he said he would introduce
such a man but never did. The Draft Report criticizes my assertions that some of the
material quoted in the HIA Transcripts “are so ridiculous that should have been laughed
out of court.” I maintain that some material is indeed highly nonsensical. The “witness
statement” of DS Elliott, is said to support some of what I regard as nonsense.(Draft
Report, Page 124). But it should be noted that this was not my statement. I was
unwilling “to make a formal witness statement”. (Draft Report Page 129).
Much information from documents used in the Transcripts and even in the Draft Report is
scandalous, false and deplorable. I understand I have no right to redress and am unable to
sue for defamation because the Inquiry has “privilege”. Yet most of what the Inquiry has
been engaged in appears to consist of regurgitated old documents often containing what I
regard as falsehoods, prejudice and defamatory statements.
The frequent use of the word “homosexual” is unfortunate because it could be interpreted
as a slander against all homosexuals by seeming to suggest that homosexuals are also
child-abusers. This is not the case. In the 1970s I sometimes used the term
“homosexual” because I knew no other. However, even then most people seemed to
understand that I was referring to the abuse of children and young people.
Even if D. C. Cullen did not admit having spoken with the young victim I introduced to
him, this does not mean the interview did not take place. For whatever reason DC Cullen
at first denied this when speaking with Paul Foot but he later acknowledged that it had
happened in the same interview. At the young man’s request I was present
throughout. Jim McCormick likewise knew relatively little about McGrath and nothing
about the young man. He did attend meetings with DC Jim Cullen and me apart from in
late 1973 and March 1974. It should be possible to check with relatives of Paul Foot who
may have access to the tape-recorded conversation in which D.C. Cullen admitted
meeting the young man. In any case the young victim might be prepared to talk if
someone of integrity could meet him. He showed considerable courage in the past and
might do so again if assured of confidentiality.
Page 129: I was hesitant about mentioning the young victim who talked with D.C.
Cullen who later told me that he did not keep a record of the meeting. This might reflect
his humanity and unease about the integrity of some fellow police officers. I do not make
up stories for effect. I can make mistakes like everyone else but this is definitely not one
of them. I was determined to guard the young man’s identity after my own experiences.
I respected and was grateful for the courage he showed in testifying and was not going to
throw him to the wolves. I did mention him, but not by name, to the Sussex police and
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have no regrets about that. (Section 225 KIN-40690, page 3-4) I asked D.C. Cullen to
regard the interview as confidential and if this is why he did not make a record of it, I
would commend him. But surely he could have found some means of conveying the
information without identifying the young man.
Page 130: I did not expect D. C. Cullen or anyone else to investigate what happened to
me in 1957. DC Cullen told me that my evidence was out-of-date as was the young
man’s more recent evidence. My allegation was that abuse was highly likely at Kincora
and that this should be investigated. I even suggested how this might be done by for
example having someone working in the hostel or being there as a client but he described
this as using agent provocateurs, which he claimed was illegal in this country.
I am not suggesting that D.C. Cullen would deliberately distort things but he seemed to
distrust his superiors and fellow officers to such an extent that he talked of hiding notes
and pretending to have lost them. He told me of a strange episode at the launch of Chris
Moore’s book when he said an attempt was made by detectives to virtually imprison him.
In the room he discovered that all doors were locked so he pulled a gun on them. This
suggests that something sinister was taking place but I never learned the whole story. I
had hoped to speak to him in more recent time but by then he had taken ill. It was from
Donegall Pass that McGrath claimed that he had collected pockets full of bullets and
walked across Belfast with them. This suggests links with the RUC.
Page 130-131: The public revelation of what I am supposed to have said to the Sussex
police on the bottom of page 130 and into 131 was unnecessary. The HIA appears to
have no humanity or understanding of the damaging impact of what seems like attempts
to humiliate me and damage my credibility. Other comments suggesting that McGrath
“continued to make this type of approach to me throughout my teens until I went to …
Bible College in 1962” are wrong and misleading. I went to college in 1960 and they
could have said that he “touched me inappropriately”. In any case nothing of great
significance happened so it is hard to sustain the idea that this was a serious sexual
assault. At times he tried all kinds of arguments to encourage an interest on
homosexuality but failed. He told me that I was in denial because I rejected his advances.
I remember this distinctly. Little, apart from the attempted brainwashing happened after
this and it had not been continuous in any case.
I had and have no homosexual inclinations, which McGrath suggested confirmed that I
was in denial. He often talked about the Bible and Christian work and its relation to
politics and other more mundane matters. He also tried to convince me that I had a
problem because he claimed I liked girls too much. Actually I believe that any problems
I might have had would have resulted from listening to his clever propaganda. I was left
feeling annoyed, angry and confused. At first I had actually gained much from McGrath
and I appreciated his teaching and inspiration. No one in school or church had tried to
explain the Christian faith. In this way he set me on the road to theological and academic
studies. It was only later that he shared some of his more doubtful and extreme ideas on
politics. The HIA Inquiry appears to have little understanding of these sides of McGrath.
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On top of this The Sussex police wrote “my” statement without informing me that they
were doing this while I thought I was engaged in casual conversation. I was shocked to
realize what they were up to. When I asked for a copy of my statement this was refused.
I was only allowed to write another short statement at Garnerville without having access
to the old one. This was very unsatisfactory and I felt it grossly unfair.
Page 132: It is suggested that I knew of no assaults on other boys but in fact I did know
although obviously not in any detail. However the young man I introduced D.C. Cullen
talked in some detail about what had happened to him. I was present while he talked
explicitly of assaults by McGrath when he was a young teenager. I spoke with many
others but they made few specific allegations. Most of the 20 or so I spoke with
acknowledged being abused, some as far back as the 1940s. I believe that abuse
continued long after I broke all contact with McGrath and associated organizations
around 1971. I managed to stop some of the abuse then and later. For example a friend
recognized the grooming technique after I told him about McGrath’s tactics. He brought
the young man to see me. I had said little before the young man realized what McGrath
was about and broke completely from him.
I felt that if I was to mention that I had spoken with other victims the police would ask
for their names. But victims had suffered enough and I was not prepared to break
confidentially. In any case their involvement seemed unnecessary when D.C. Cullen had
first hand detailed testimony from a survivor.
Page 133: I was assisting the police in 1974 and continued talking with D.C. Cullen
informally into the later 1970s. But the police had another witness - the young man I had
introduced although D.C. Cullen considered the young man’s evidence out-of-date. I
again approached D.C. Cullen around 1976 out of frustration at the failure to get anything
done.
Page 134: There is absolutely no doubt that I warned D.C. Cullen about McGrath’s
friends at Donegall Pass RUC Station. I suspect that some RUC at different levels had
been compromised. My impression was that some police had accepted McGrath’s
“analysis” of the origin and nature of the troubles. I also suspect that RUC Special
Branch and/or British Intelligence may have encouraged and agreed with McGrath’s hard
line intransigent stance and approach to the “Troubles”.
The HIA Inquiry Draft Report says that the sensitivity that D.C. Cullen referred to was
primarily “because of McGrath’s political connections”. McGrath did have such
connections some through supporters in both main Unionist parties.
Pages 134-135: This refers to me saying that Jim McCormick told me there were three
abusers at Kincora. But the Draft Report says McCormick did not mention this in his
police statements and that I did not mention it to the police “nor to anyone such as
Valerie Shaw or D.C. Cullen”. Thus it is claimed that McCormick and I “knew
something that has never been revealed before”. I did not know about three abusers at
Kincora “before (I) saw D.C.Cullen” in March 1974. However I may have learned about
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the three abusers in the latter part of 1974. At that stage McCormick and I had almost
given up hope that the abuse could brought to an end. The HIA’s Transcripts refer to
Valerie Shaw saying that I told her that Mains was also an abuser:
“This is Valerie Shaw's witness statement, and we mentioned the fact she
was indicating that she had learnt from Roy Garland that Joseph Mains was
suspected of homosexuality, and Roy Garland told her that in and about
1974. … we looked at her transcript before the Hughes Inquiry and she
dated it perhaps ‘75/‘76 So it’s possible that Roy Garland’s telephone call
was also telling Detective Constable Cullen what Roy Garland seemed to
have found out about Joseph Mains in addition to what he was saying about
William McGrath. (HIA Transcripts 29 June 2016 pages 3-4)
I had no intention of hiding this information and believe I told Valerie Shaw and DC Jim
Cullen. Brian Gemmell is also quoted from the Belfast Telegraph 2 as saying that Jim
McCormick “set up a meeting between Mr Garland and Mr Gemmell in 1974.
McCormick said at the meeting that there were three child abusers working at Kincora”.
(Quoted in Part 3 Section 115, KIN 3544). Having heard this from me or from Jim
McCormick, Brian Gemmell would surely have passed this to the Police. But
McCormick was so disillusioned with the RUC’s inability to stop the abuse that he said
he once refused to be interviewed by the RUC while remaining willing to be interviewed
by the Sussex Police. Later he seemed to doubt they would achieve anything. I cannot
understand how the HIA can conclude that they knew nothing about other abusers at
Kincora.
My concern about the boys at Kincora was not primarily because of my “own
experiences with McGrath” as suggested. This was not enough to convince me. It was
talking with around 20 people almost all of who admitted having been abused by
McGrath that convinced me that he was an abuser who would resort to any spurious
argument to justify his abusive behaviour. Learning something of the extent of the abuse
deeply shocked me and led me to take the actions I took. I later learned that the abuse
stretched back to the 1940s. Because of this it seemed inevitable that the abuse would
continue at Kincora. Hence I informed various people, mainly clergy but also the police
and military intelligence when asked to do so. The eventual reports that emerged from
Kincora removed any lingering doubts I might have had by demonstrating that McGrath
was unquestionably a brutal abuser.
To state, as the HIA documents do, that I was “involved in homosexual acts with
McGrath … for a considerable period of time” is misleading, false, scandalous and based
on misleading assumptions. (See Part B of Draft Report section 117. Heere “witness Q”
said I had suffered “some” abuse in the past, which “was not on-going”. In those days I
was trying to get the abuse stopped. I was not defending myself from being accused of
anything as I have felt at other times. Perhaps I left too much room for misinformation to
be peddled against me.

2
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I got William McGrath out of my business during the 1960s but only left the Young
Unionists and Tara in 1971. There was no “acrimony” involved and little connection
between the two events. I was already questioning McGrath’s politics, psychology,
financial mismanagement and other matters. I left the Orange Order in early 1972 having
been unable to get McGrath removed. One or two young Orangemen who may have
been abused were among McGrath’s strongest defenders in the Lodge. This illustrated
the strong hold that McGrath had over young Christian lives. Even while I was trying to
have him removed from the Lodge and the Orange Order I treated him with respect at all
times.
I believe unknown others had been using McGrath to spread information and influence
political events partly through his supporters. On one occasion the Cell group, the
precursor of Tara, held a meeting at Faith House Wellington Park, which a number of
Orange District Officers and others attended. I believe this meeting played a major part
in getting the Bishop of Ripon’s proposed visit to St Anne’s Cathedral in Belfast
cancelled. However one HIA document says McGrath disrupted this meeting by calling
“the Fire Brigade, Ambulance and Taxi to the house.” This is untrue. I was present and
there was no disruption whatever. Why would McGrath who was present disrupt his own
meeting?
I suspect McGrath had his own psychological problems but was projecting these onto his
victims. One man at Faith House told me that a relative of McGrath had been locked up
in a mental institution. However McGrath himself said that one female supporter had
developed mental problems. She told me that she had been “bad with her nerves” but I
suspect she was damaged by McGrath’s warped psychological and perhaps sexual abuse.
Most victims suffered in silence or departed from Faith House saying nothing. I was
determined if ever I gained enough evidence, I would not do as others did and keep quiet.
One volunteer claimed that McGrath lived in relative luxury while his male volunteers
contributed financially to the mission and female volunteers seemed to be little more than
slaves. One woman told me that in the end she had to escape.
As for the Sussex Police getting me to explain more than I “would have liked”, I felt I
was being pressurized into providing enough evidence to get McGrath convicted. I
certainly wanted to see him convicted but was not prepared to tell lies or exaggerate to
achieve this end. My hesitation seemed fully justified when I discovered that the HIA’s
Transcripts contain a catalogue of unwarranted, false and damaging allegations based on
old documents. The fact that they repeat on a number of occasions that the documents
may not be accurate only helps a little. Neither does it help much being commended for
my courageous efforts to expose McGrath. Neither does it lessen the damage inflicted on
my integrity very much. I know that I took inordinate risks and am lucky to be alive.
The HIA underestimates the stigma that comes from being associated with William
McGrath let alone being accused of having an “affair” with him. Valerie Shaw, who
appears to be credited with mentioning “an affair”, has denied this in a letter to the HIA
Inquiry, which repeated the allegation on a number of occasions. Valerie Shaw regards it
as scandalous. In fact there was little “inappropriate touching” by McGrath after the
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1950s to be disclosed. The HIA has made unwarranted assumptions and allegations in
repeating scandalous things from the documents. Some of assumptions that are made
indicate ignorance of what had actually taken place.
Page 136: The HIA Inquiry says that by 1974 I was “making a new life” for myself,
which is also misleading. I was certainly revising my understanding of local politics,
religion and other issues before and after I broke from William McGrath in 1971. I had
concluded that his views on some matters were not only questionable but also dangerous.
I also came to believe that he had struggled with personal mental problems. When I
mentioned some of this to him on one occasion he surprisingly admitted as much. My
rethinking involved questioning the very nature of Northern Irish society and politics.
What was new in the early 1970s was my discovery that McGrath had abused so many
others and that he was openly expressing extreme political views. He was utterly
implacable in his intransigence and appeared to be gathering support in various parts of
Northern Ireland. This was extremely dangerous because of the control he exercised over
many young lives.
I realized that whatever his motivation he was a very dangerous man capable of
horrendous crimes and believing that the “end justified the means”. His potential
political impact was becoming greater but few recognized this. One of the shocking
aspects of his approach – never made in public – was that aspects of his views were
reminiscent of a dictator like Hitler.
The apparent inability of anyone to get the abuse stopped fed into my political concerns.
His ability to gain a hold over the lives of young people did not come through crude
blackmail, but by presenting himself as a strong evangelical Christian figure. He gained
a psychological hold on young people and was an extremely successful conman. Yet
there had been some knowledge of his abusive exploits in the community for decades.
Among my primary motivations was to try to stop his growing political and religious
influence. Had he been successful I believe this may have had devastating consequences.
I also suspect that elements of MI5 were intimately involved in encouraging him in
spreading his alarmist propaganda. This aspect of his life was never to my knowledge
investigated. Instead attention was distracted from the political and paramilitary aspects
of McGrath’s activities. I believe that if McGrath had had his way we would still be at
each other throats in a deeper violent conflict that might have proved almost impossible
to resolve.
I find much of the HIA Inquiry Transcripts that I have read referring to me very hard to
take. They are, as I read them, full of mistakes and what seems to be misinformation.
The Draft Report still contains misleading and false information. I have found it very
hurtful having to try to deal with this invasion of my privacy when it so often contains
false and inaccurate information. The occasional comment that the material might not be
correct does not take away from the hurt that has been publicly inflicted on me.
It seems that because I had said little about my life after my return from Bible College in
1962, a gap was left to be filled with fantastic smears that have little basis in reality and
15

KIN-130068
which damage my credibility. I do not understand why such reports should be introduced
to the public domain apparently without challenge. I have been forced to recount aspects
of my story that are not necessary to fulfill the objectives of the Inquiry. The Inquiry’s
privilege apparently leaves me without redress against what I consider to be slanderous
allegations and falsehoods. I should not be placed in this position and believe that at a
bare minimum the HIA should offer an apology and retraction this material.
I believe that some people in the security and intelligence services shared the thinking of
the Tara leadership that the IRA had to be beaten by fair means or foul. The alternative,
shared by a significant element in the then UVF leadership, was that a negotiated
settlement was required. This division existed not only among Loyalists paramilitaries
but also within the British Army and the Intelligences Services, especially MI5 and RUC
Special Branch. By rejecting the Tara leader’s militancy and finding support among
senior UVF people and other Loyalists who were seeking a negotiated peace, I incurred
the wrath of the Tara leader and I believe of some right wing members of MI5, Unionists
and Loyalists. Some saw me as an enemy of those who believed they could defeat the
IRA militarily. I had seen the duplicity of McGrath and believed he was leading us
towards civil war, which he actually admitted we were likely to lose. Despite this he said
we had to stand against any compromise whatever the cost. I rejected almost all of what
he stood for. I wanted a negotiated settlement and a peaceful way forward. In almost all
of this a number of senior Loyalists supported me.
Page 102 The Draft Report states that McGrath and I were “close political associates”.
He was Officer Commanding (OC) while I was Second-in-Command (2ic) of Tara but
this was not as close a political association, as it might appear. His views had become
increasingly extreme, racist, sectarian, anti-Semitic, and undemocratic and so on. On top
of this McGrath did not have the ability to properly organize Tara. This was frustrating
and helped to increase my unease about him. For example no smoking was permitted in
the room at Clifton Street Orange Hall. I had become a member of the Hall Committee
that insisted on all smoking being stopped for insurance purposes. Yet McGrath could
not bring himself to insist on this. As a hall committee member I felt responsible. I was
also embarrassed at having to ask the men to stand for OC William McGrath as he
walked ceremoniously into the room like some glorified ancient chieftain who cut a
ridiculous figure. I began to wonder what on earth I was doing there.
I was seeing less and less of McGrath over the years years, apart from at Tara and Lodge
meetings. Despite this I was becoming increasingly aware of his extreme ideas including
his rejection of the Orange emphasis on civil and religious freedom for all. His
extremism was among the final straws that added to my sense of alarm at learning that so
many victims had been abused down the decades. By the summer of 1971, I left Tara
without explanation and never returned. Shortly after this I spoke with a UVF leader and
member of Tara and told him about McGrath’s abuse of young people and some other
concerns. As a senior intelligence officer he was already suspicious of him. He said
something like “we have been using Tara and McGrath but will use them no longer”.
Within weeks the UVF had departed from Tara for good.
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The fact that the UVF was part of Tara suggests that a significant quantity of guns existed
within the organization. I have since learned that Tara also had significant quantities of
weapons and went on to import more. I also learned that the UVF Intelligence Officer
was encouraging positive changes and seeking a peaceful future. About two years later
he was encouraging the UVF to go down a political road. I was invited to the first
meeting but did not attend partly because he had warned me to keep a low profile because
of the risks I faced. I was never a UVF member as is also alleged in the Transcripts.
In contrast to my peace making McGrath seemed determined to instigate the civil war he
had been predicting since the 1940s. When I quizzed him about this he said we should
fight even if the odds should prove so impossibly stacked against us that defeat would
seem inevitable.
My Irish Times article is quoted in the HIA Draft Report 3 but there is confusion in that I
am quoted saying I felt it my duty to warn young men I had introduced to Tara,
McGrath's prayer meetings and the Ireland's Heritage Orange Lodge and that most had
confirmed my worst fears. This is also a mistaken and very misleading statement. There
were around 300 members of Tara so there was no chance of me warning many of them
about McGrath. I spoke to very few of these about McGrath’s abuse. At first I also
spoke about his extreme politics but found that many other unionists were equally
implacable. I decided to keep quiet about politics lest I be deemed a traitor and
removed. Among the few supporters who remained with me was the UVF leader and his
friends including Gusty Spence. Many people wanted a better future without
violence. Two or three later I also met Rev John Morrow future leader of Corrymeela
who shared my views and encouraged me to develop them further.
I tried to warn a few members of the Lodge but some who were too close to McGrath and
influential in politics. Some refused even to speak with me. I believe they were
enthralled to McGrath. However a local clergyman warned two young lodge members
and spoke with top people in in Belfast Welfare. He was assured wrongly that McGrath
was in no position to abuse boys at Kincora. We doubted this and this was later proven
to be right. I also warned some who attended Faith House prayer meetings, Free
Presbyterians as well as leading figures in Tara and the UVF. However I had only
introduced a few to the Faith House prayer meeting – perhaps 5 - but I later spoke with
senior members of Faith House after 1971. Some confirmed - in one-way or another that they had been abused and some were very badly hurt. They were decent people who
had been deceived so I was determined not to involve them but kept trying to get the
abused stopped. But to do so could have brought untold suffering on their heads so I was
very careful.
The Draft Report refers to me leaving Tara, and the Young Unionists but does not say
why. The main reason was because I had confirmed to my own satisfaction that McGrath
was a long-term serial abuser with a significant influence on these organizations largely
through Tara members. I felt I could not stay in these organizations while members were
working with McGrath and unable to see what McGrath was up to. I resigned from the
3
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Young Unionists, drifted from the senior UUP and left the Orange Order a couple of
months later. Aspects of McGrath’s political extremism seemed to be shared by some
UUP members, which made my membership difficult to sustain even after I returned 20
years later. On top of that I was more aware of McGrath duplicity and involvement in
attempts to manipulate the political environment by dubious means. I also suspected that
he was being used by an element in British Intelligence. He occasionally used a saying
“there are wheels within wheels” by which he meant various elements within British
Intelligence. I was not opposed to Intelligence gathering but the idea of using a serial
abuser was unacceptable.
Page 104: The suggestion that I “fell out” with McGrath over business in 1971 is
mistaken and very misleading. I had already fairly openly opposed him in 1970 over a
proposed political statement to be used at a 50th Anniversary conference to mark the
foundation of Northern Ireland. As a result McGrath and a prominent Young Unionist
threatened to blacken my name and that of another prominent Young Unionist, as
traitors. Few could see what I had seen. This was because he had created such a fog
around himself that was almost impossible to penetrate.
Desmond Boal, then a senior figure in the DUP, became spokesman for Loyalists and
was not afraid to engage with them during the mid to late 1970s. He engaged in
negotiation with Sean McBride and Ruari O’Bradaigh, who represented Republicans but
told me he regarded most leading Unionist politicians as cowards. But these negotiations
were disrupted when it was publicly revealed that they were taking place. I believe
British Intelligence may have leaked the information. McGrath was totally opposed to
peace but had contacts in Dublin where he is said to have spoken with KGB Officers
around 1958. I was with him in Dublin at that time when he left me and went off without
explanation claiming it was part of his secret work. The KGB Officers may have been
double agents but it is also possible that British Intelligence discovered what he was up to
and “encouraged” him to work for them. This fits with his move from claiming to be a
socialist before the Troubles to becoming, as he put it, increasingly right wing during the
Troubles.
Another story from a reliable source suggests that McGrath had made contact with
someone associated with the British Ambassador in Dublin. This man was a paedophile,
which if thought to have provided a further basis upon which the two men could “work”
together. It is not just that I thought McGrath was in contact with British Intelligence, but
he actually claimed that he was involved with them. He also appeared to be passing
information in order to influence Unionists and Loyalists and on some occasions talked
explicitly about this work. He told me that I could become an agent provided I cooperated and was able to control my feelings. But I felt uneasy about much of this so I
refused to co-operate. Senior Faith House people have told me that since the 1940s
McGrath was always claiming to be working in a secret capacity. His predictions during
and before the Troubles often seemed to come to pass.
At Tara meetings it was openly acknowledged that some of the information provided had
come from police files. The UVF Intelligence Officer, who seemed to know what he was
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talking about, said the information was good but incomplete. He said that it “left you
hanging” but that it could only have come from British Intelligence or RUC Special
Branch. While Tara does not appear to have been set up by MI5, some people may have
been in contact with British Intelligence. This perhaps partly explains why I faced
sometimes open and at others times more subtle and sullen opposition from right-wingers
especially in politics.
At the HIA Inquiry an MI6 document emerged which claimed, “at least one agent knew
of sexual abuse at Kincora boys home.” 4 Yet the document quoted by HIA states there
were “no records to indicate that SIS was aware of McGrath’s involvement in child sex
abuse at Kincora prior to his conviction in 1981.” (Section109 of documents: KIN-3508.
Again I Part 19 it is stated that “On 19 October 1976, an SIS (MI6) officer based in
London wrote a letter to MI5 on the subject of William McGrath attaching a copy of a
letter originating from HQ 3 Infantry Brigade based in Lurgan. In this letter the SIS
officer does not state how SIS had acquired the document other than to say it was
obtained unofficially. Significantly “MI5 was asked to ensure that no action is taken
without reference to SIS.”
Part 20 includes newspaper articles including one with “sections on William McGrath,
Tara, Ireland’s Heritage LOL1303 and Ian Paisley.” Part 23 records that on the 19
October 1976 “a UK-based SIS officer initiated a Minute for distribution within SIS
Headquarters in London. The subject of the telegram is Tara and is a cover document for
attached papers handed to SIS by Brian Gemmell on 15 October 1976. … who claims
that he passed on information relating to William McGrath’s involvement in sexual abuse
at Kincora to Intelligence staff in Northern Ireland in the early 1970s.” Part 23: This
states that “Three months later, on 31 January 1977, an officer from a UK-based SIS
team initiated a telegram addressed to intelligence staff in Northern Ireland and copied to
SIS London and MI5. The subject of the telegram was “William McGrath and Tara” and
refers to various papers handed to SIS by Brian Gemmell in October 1976; in particular
to the letter originating from Hq3 Infantry Brigade, Lurgan dated 28 January 1976.
Part 24 states that “In his telegram the SIS officer confirms that a copy of the letter had
been shared with MI5 … Gemmell … raised no objection to intelligence staff in Northern
Ireland discussing the letter with the Army.” On top of that section 112, KIN-105029
says “Military intelligence and RUC Special Branch records have about 30 names of
members or former members of the organization (Tara) in the Belfast area.” Province
wide the numbers are estimated as 300, which was accurate in 1971. This document is
undated and its source is not stated but McGrath is described as OC and was still living at
Greenwood Avenue. It would appear to have been prepared in the mid 1970s. Another
security document is dated 14 October 1976 (KIN-105027) and contains fairly accurate
information.
In 1970 or 1971, I was tasked with showing James Miller, an intelligence agent
associated with MI5, from the room used by Tara in Clifton Street. UVF men had
4
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immediately objected to his presence knowing he was working with British Intelligence.
I escorted him into Clifton Street and briefly watched him walking down the street. The
UVF Intelligence officer knew the identity of some Intelligence agents working with
Loyalists. At one stage he told me that the police or army were arresting their own
agents. This appears to have been accurate. He also knew that their vetting system had
somewhat broken down so that criminals and security agents could infiltrate the UVF and
Tara. He claimed that the most extreme UVF Loyalists were known agents of the
security services who seemed at times more determined to create violence and mayhem.
A number of Tara members joined right wing forces in Africa where one was killed while
planting a bomb.
One man I talked with near Queen’s University Belfast about 1974 and told him of
McGrath’s abusive and extremist past went immediately to McGrath and told him what I
had said. This put me in serious danger. I believe it was a few years later that McGrath
asked the UVF to kill me. A prominent UDA man also came and apologized to me.
When asked why he should apologize he said he had planned to kill me. I had previously
noted how devoted this man was to McGrath’s ideas when he spoke at Number 3 District
Orange Order meetings. A third man, who was a Tara officer, told of plans to kill me. I
have no doubt that I am very lucky to be alive and have remained sane. This is at least
partly due to the wisdom and understanding of the UVF Intelligence officer who
remained my friend.
I believe McGrath had wanted to control me as he tried to control many others over the
decades. He was unable to do this and at one point became so upset by my stubborn
refusal to co-operate that he claimed that I had forced him to resign from the “London
and Belfast Committee” and other similar committees. He claimed that I had placed him
in an invidious position so that he had to leave a number of such committees that
appeared to be related to British Intelligence. I saw the beginning of his secretive and
unethical political work and expressed my disquiet about this in the 1960s. He rejected
my criticism saying he had only been engaged in minor dubious matters. However I
believed these things would have gone further had I cooperated. I mulled over his ideas
and rejected most of them including his claim that the end justified the means.
By complaining to McGrath about his dubious political activities I had alerted him to my
unease. This ensured that I would see little further of his more serious unethical political
activity. I believed he was useful to the intelligence services because he had few moral
scruples and was able to distribute information and misinformation to influence events
before and during the troubles. I have long questioned the wisdom of the Intelligence
services using a man such as this who had no scruples about abusing of young Christians
and other matters including politics. He was a force for disruption, sectarianism and
ultimately violence while damaging so many young lives.
When I first met McGrath in 1956 he inspired me with stories of evangelical Christian
heroes and martyrs to enter a three-year course at an English Bible College starting in
September 1960. I had left school at the age of 14 with no qualifications but Bible
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College set me on a path of learning that included university work. Years later I entered
Queen’s University Belfast.
It eventually became clear that there were darker sides to William McGrath. I believe he
may have suffered from multiple personality disorder. Yet he usually came across as a
genuine Christian who preached the great need for Christians to live holy lives while
continuing with the darker sides of his life that clearly conflicted with his professed
Christian living.
After I returned from Bible College on the death of my father, William McGrath
discouraged me from continuing my studies at home. He asked me to help in his work by
driving him in my van to various venues where he gave lectures on “The Challenge of
Ireland”. At that time I believed his work was essential so I gave up my prospects of
continueing with my studies. Some years later he was expressing increasingly extreme
right wing, racist and anti-democratic views. I became increasingly worried about his
politics. For a lifetime McGrath had preached that young Christians should live holy
lives and devote their talents and energies to “the Lord’s work”. He encouraged celibacy
and sacrificial living at least until God would call them to marriage.
He mentioned an important change in his life early in 1964 but never explained this,
which seemed related to his work with British Intelligence. The first riots of the modern
Troubles took place that year and bolstered McGrath’s credibility by seeming to predict
political events acurately. He had already predicted serious disorder and bloodshed on
the streets claiming that his information had come from British Intelligence sources. That
same year 1964 McGrath claimed he had begun a new life in “The Service of God and
Country”. I took this to refer to his new role in relation to British Intelligence. After this
he continued passing on information that often seemed to be correct.
That same year I began going out with girls. I also met and fell in love with my future
wife, which McGrath was far from happy with. He tried to dampen my enthusiasm but I
was not for turning. Within a relatively short time I was seeing my girlfriend
increasingly frequently. I proposed to her and we were married within a few years. It
remains a wonderful relationship that has set me free to be who I always wanted to be. I
have also spent many years reflecting on and questioning the ideas of William McGrath
and also Rev Ian Paisley who was less strident but louder. They were applying their
narrow religiously based views to Northern Ireland politics but by doing so were making
a peaceful settlement increasingly difficult to envisage.
Before the end of the 1960s I had begun to devote my time increasingly to peace making
without acknowledging this to McGrath. I took a major part in the formation of Ireland’s
Heritage Orange Lodge 1303 as an acknowledgement of our Irish part of our complex
heritage. I came to reject McGrath’s claim that an international Communist led
conspiracy was underway to destroy Northern Ireland and the UK. I felt that people like
McGrath and the reactionary attitudes of some fellow Unionists had played a part in
fostering a violent mindset.
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I was seriously rethinking these and many other ideas. As part of this I began formal
basic secular studies that led me to Queen’s University Belfast. I had suspicions and was
hearing rumours suggesting that McGrath had been or was abusing young people. I set
out deliberately to investigate this and found that most of the 20 or so people I spoke with
admitted being abused. That was mainly around 1971. By late summer of that year I
walked out of Tara, resigned from the Young Unionists and a few months later from the
Orange Order. I felt that McGrath was gaining too much influence in these
organizations. When I finally departed from McGrath I became conscious of a new sense
of freedom and felt at times as though I were literally walking on air. However alongside
this I found it difficult knowing that young people were still being abused and violence
still being initiated. I became convinced that McGrath was leading us towards the civil
war he had always predicted. I decided that whatever the cost I would do whatever I
could to stop him.
This at times has been extremely difficult especially when Rev Ian Paisley publicly
claimed that I had said I had been “corrupted” by McGrath but was “now a happily
married man and a family man.” 5 I never said these things. While I was indeed a happily
married man, I had been so for at least a decade. It was the humanity and kindness of
others that enabled me to survive. Some could see through the smoke and mirrors that
McGrath had erected. However during this past year 2016, what seems like a virulent
attack on my character has been launched through the HIA Inquiry. This was based
largely on RUC, Military, Intelligence and other historical unproven and dubious
documents that often contained many inaccuracies. The ludicrous suggestion that I had
had “an affair” with McGrath is repeated numerous times in the Transcripts.
Yet it is also acknowledged in the HIA Transcripts that these things are not necessarily
true. But if so, why repeat such salacious and damaging allegations with their numerous
errors, and misleading and damagingly inaccurate statements? My courage for doing
what I did is noted but there appears to be little understanding of the risks involved. My
failure to attend the HIA Inquiry was partly based on the false insinuations contained in
the questions sent to me before the Inquiry took place. The HIA Transcripts confirmed
that I was right not to attend. However I resent the fact that the scandalous suggestions
remain on the HIA website. I ask again that these be removed from the Transcripts and
from the Draft Report, in the interest of fairness and justice. I have suffered enough over
more than 50 years. To add to this should be seen as unjust and unacceptable.

Signed:

5

Irish Times 27 January 1982.
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