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15 March 1971: “the Collecting Sisters are as generous as ever in their efforts 

and their Benefactors full of charity despite their own anxieties and 

troubles”139; 

26 September 1983: “There are two Sisters at the collecting.  As always here 

the Benefactors are most generous to them”140; 

13 October 1989: “…the benefactors are still as generous as ever and many 

donations and legacies are still received”141 

 

4.3.2 In records made available to the Inquiry the HSCB notes that legacies were 

regularly modest payments, with some examples of sizeable contributions.   

 

4.3.3 Nazareth House Belfast received the following substantial legacies: 

£ 79,078.12 on 10 September 1984; 

£ 12,029.66 on 12 July 1986; 

£ 20,000.00 on 12 February 1990; 

£ 52,893.49 on 12 June 1990142 

 

4.3.4 Nazareth Lodge Belfast, in addition to more modest inheritances, received 

the following: 

£ 10,000 on 26 May 1955; 

£ 5,000 on 29 May 1969; 

£ 5,000 in January 1971; 

£ 16,189.40 in May 1981; 

£ 13,088.68 on 21 January 1984; 

£ 10,000 on 30 November 1984; 

£ 14,000 in December 1989/April 1990143 

 

139 SNB 19855 
140 SNB 19862 
141 SNB 19867 
142 SNB 10141, SNB 10149, SNB 10161, SNB 10161 
143 SNB 11442, SNB 11454, SNB 11456, SNB 11466, SNB 11470, SNB 11471, SNB 11474 
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1     Mother General --

2 A.  Yes.

3 Q.  -- in Hammersmith.

4 A.  Went right in, yes.

5 Q.  The second part of this then is about the clothes and

6     toys, and the Inquiry has heard various occasions when

7     individuals have said an item they had was taken away.

8 A.  Yes.

9 Q.  You are saying that that material, those toys and so on,

10     were sold at jamborees to raise money for the Sisters of

11     Nazareth?

12 A.  Yes.

13 Q.  Again is that information that you have gleaned from

14     talking to other people about this or that you knew that

15     happened, something that you know directly about?

16 A.  Yes.  I've seen lots of newspaper cuttings, because

17     we've did a lot of research ourselves and seen that,

18     that the Sisters of Nazareth and others had many

19     jamborees in the country towns and villages where they

20     sold quite a lot of items at the church fairs,

21     jamborees, and I now know from doing the petition and

22     talking to many, many people from various areas that

23     they said they sent in clothes, toys, money; that there

24     was money boxes, and I can even say that myself for the

25     De La Salle order, the poor orphan boys and girls.  In
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1     bathroom, we cleaned them and looked after them,

2     everything.  We prepared them -- helped to prepare the

3     food, you know, likes of peeling potatoes, doing manual

4     jobs about the place.  Everybody had a job to do.  Maybe

5     some boys were sent to split kindling for the fires and

6     different jobs, you know.

7         I was detailed off to go into the children's bit

8     where they had a laundry and I was working in the

9     laundry, and then earlier I was working out in the

10     garden out the front, and, you know, I'm explaining it

11     to you.  You know, they didn't have the staff to run the

12     place, but they were getting the place looked after.

13 Q.  You describe in paragraph 19 a particular physical

14     assault that you recall.  You remember going into the

15     school and becoming aware that in one of the classrooms

16     in the cages mice or perhaps you think they might have

17     been hamsters were dead, and you went back over to the

18     main building to tell SR118 about that.  She blamed you

19     and got the belt to you, you were explaining to me

20     earlier, and started to wallop you with the belt.

21 A.  Well, let me explain to you.  The classroom I am on

22     about was across from the home across the playing

23     fields.  It was a big classroom and it had a main

24     classroom and two side rooms and a toilet block.  I was

25     put in charge of that to look after it and clean it, and
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ANNEX C 

 

INSPECTIONS OF NAZARETH LODGE AND VISITS TO THE HOME BY MoHA CHILDREN’S INSPECTORS  

 

1950 Inspection by Miss Forrest and Dr Simpson (SNB 13671-3) 

1950-2 Inspections (SNB 1542 and SNB 12781) 
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1 Q.  '87?

2 A.  Yes.

3 Q.  Then you came back again.

4 A.  Two years later.

5 Q.  In '89.  So when you went into SWAG in 1975, did it at

6     that point have -- you mentioned this briefly in your

7     statement -- did it have the Department's inspection

8     regime to carry out?

9 A.  Well, at that time we were -- the Department had

10     a Social Work Advisory Group and initially I wasn't

11     involved in any inspection work at all, but from about

12     -- I think the first inspections that I were -- was

13     involved in would have been from about 1982.

14 Q.  Do you know if prior to that date the power to inspect,

15     the Department's Childcare Branch, were they expecting

16     that to be exercised by the Social Work Advisory Group

17     or do you think that was still in the Department, in the

18     Childcare Branch of the Department, because they are

19     both parts of the Department?

20 A.  Prior to 1982 my understanding is there were a couple of

21     ladies in the Department who would have carried out

22     visits to children's homes.

23 Q.  That's Miss Forrest?

24 A.  And Miss Hill, yes.  They would have produced reports

25     for the Department.  I think -- and a lot of this is
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1     problematic to me, because I have difficulty remembering

2     -- but I think that the first inspections probably took

3     place around 1982 --

4 Q.  And this, if I can --

5 A.  -- by the Social Work Advisory Group.

6 Q.  If I can just set the context of this, the scandal

7     relating to Kincora has broken.  The Department put in

8     place then a response to that of an inspection cycle of

9     all children's homes, whether run by the boards or run

10     by voluntary organisations.

11 A.  Yes.  I think that's correct.

12 Q.  And that was executed over a two to three-year period

13     beginning around about 1982.

14 A.  Yes.

15 Q.  And the Social Work Advisory Group were the part of the

16     Department that were given the task of carrying out that

17     inspection system under what was -- I think it was

18     section 130 and later became in your time section 168 --

19 A.  That's correct, yes.

20 Q.  -- of the Children and Young Person's Act 1968.

21 A.  Yes, that's right.

22 Q.  Ultimately had you been given any guidance by this first

23     inspection that you did in 1983 of, "What are we

24     supposed to be doing when we're doing this work?"

25 A.  Well, I guess we would have been inspecting against the
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1     legislative requirements and also having regard -- well,

2     were we given guidance?  I'm not sure that we were.  We

3     would have certainly been inspecting using our

4     knowledge, professional knowledge of what was good

5     practice.

6 Q.  Yes.

7 A.  So it would be a combination of those things I think.

8 Q.  And you referred to the legislation.  The legislation

9     was two-fold.  It was the Children and Young Persons Act

10     1968 and that set out the Department's regulatory role

11     --

12 A.  Yes.

13 Q.  -- which you were effectively performing --

14 A.  Yes.

15 Q.  -- and then the Children and Young Persons Voluntary

16     Home Regulations 1975 --

17 A.  Yes.

18 Q.  -- which you were then checking against --

19 A.  Yes.

20 Q.  -- to see how the voluntary home was doing.

21 A.  Yes.

22 Q.  Ultimately -- we can bring it up as necessary -- the

23     principle that lay behind what you were doing was

24     an obligation that was on the -- if we just bring up

25     quickly, please, HIA445.  This was the regulation 4 duty
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1 Q.  Do you want to just give the Panel some examples of that

2     connection that there was, because you felt he had given

3     the impression that really the two sides didn't -- of

4     the one Department didn't engage much.

5 A.  Yes.  Well, probably unintentionally, but I am coming to

6     it with the advantage of having recently reviewed and

7     revisited all of this material whereas Dr McCoy is

8     a number of years removed from it now, but there were

9     significant -- there was significant communication

10     between Childcare Policy Branch and the professionals in

11     the Social Services Inspectorate and SWAG in that we

12     were asked to -- I was in the inspectorate.  I wasn't in

13     SWAG, but I am able to tell from the documentation that

14     I have reviewed in the files that this was the case

15     before I personally came to the Department, but we would

16     have been asked to comment on the monitoring, all of the

17     monitoring, annual monitoring statements by the

18     voluntary homes and --

19 Q.  Let me just pause you there.  What you are talking about

20     is the requirement that was introduced for voluntary

21     home to submit information.  That went to Childcare

22     Branch.

23 A.  Yes, that's right.

24 Q.  What you are saying is Childcare Branch would have sent

25     that monitoring information to the Inspectorate --
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1 A.  That's right.

2 Q.  -- to engage them about it.

3 A.  That's right, and that would have included -- that

4     monitoring information included a list of all complaints

5     that had been received by each home during the year.  We

6     were asked to not just comment on that but also to

7     meet -- there were a number of meetings held.  Certainly

8     when the monitoring requirements were introduced, there

9     were annual meetings with voluntary organisations and

10     I know that -- and statutory providers, but not in

11     relation to every single home, and I know that, for

12     example -- I have just lost my train of thought.  There

13     were these meetings that took place regularly.

14 Q.  So if the --

15 A.  Professional advisers attended the monitoring meetings.

16     I noted that whilst I had given evidence to the effect

17     that there was only one -- to my knowledge one kind of

18     general review of the registration of voluntary homes

19     in -- I can't remember exactly when I said that had

20     happened.  I think when I was giving evidence in

21     an earlier module I said this, but, in fact, I notice

22     from recent documentation that some of those monitoring

23     meetings were actually called review of registration

24     meetings.  So they were quite -- quite significant

25     meetings where the Policy Branch and the inspectors
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1     would sit down together with representatives of the home

2     or the statutory agency and look at what had been

3     provided and identified.

4 Q.  Can I pause you there for a moment?  Did you find any

5     for Nazareth Lodge?

6 A.  Yes.

7 Q.  There are some for Nazareth Lodge, are there?

8 A.  Yes, there are.  Yes, there are, and they are in the

9     files that --

10 Q.  They are in one those files that --

11 A.  -- should have been -- would have been sent to you.

12 Q.  -- we'll wade through and have a look for?

13 A.  Yes, yes.  So there was that.  We were also heavily

14     involved in Boards' planning for children's services,

15     which would have included planning for residential care,

16     and we'd have attended strategic -- we would attend

17     strategic planning meetings.  We would comment on

18     Boards' plans, for example, to both open and -- to open

19     new facilities and to close existing facilities, and,

20     you know, I know that my colleagues, for example -- some

21     of -- one of them at least would have been involved in

22     getting the Department to write to one of the Boards

23     where we -- where the Department felt that its plans to

24     close a children's home was not congruent with the sorts

25     of demands for residential care that were coming through
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1     in other documentation.

2         As a kind of example of this -- it is outwith the

3     period of consideration by the review -- but in 1996 SSI

4     led -- my colleague Marion Reynolds led a massive

5     strategic development initiative around residential

6     childcare services, which really established the pattern

7     and the profile of residential care services in Northern

8     Ireland.  I can make that available to the Inquiry if it

9     would be helpful, but it was commissioned in '96 and

10     I think published in '98.  It's called the "Children

11     Matter Report", but it gives a flavour of the extent to

12     which we were involved in all sorts of ways with

13     Childcare Policy Branch and Boards and Trusts, who we

14     were -- there was a lot of --

15 Q.  So it was one department.

16 A.  Yes, yes.

17 Q.  Different functions being carried out, but a lot of

18     interaction as well?

19 A.  That's right.

20         Just one other minor point in relation to Dr McCoy.

21     He did say that inspection reports were made available

22     to Boards in 1986.

23 Q.  It was an earlier date you think.

24 A.  Yes.  My understanding from the evidence given to the

25     Hughes Inquiry is that that must have been from at least


