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Was that for three or four years, perhaps?

Four years.

And did you then return to Aberdour?

Yes, I did.

So would that be in around 1974 or so? 1973, 19747

The precise year I can't remember. But, you know, it
was a standard four years in Dublin. The first three
years were spent doing a divinity degree and the fourth
year was pastoral experience and theology -- more
theology.

When you returned to Aberdour after your time in Dublin;
how long did you spend at Aberdour for that second
period that you were there?

The second period, I went there for a year. I'm pretty

sure it was a year. But I went there as

Was that around 1973/1974 sort of time?

Yes, yes.

And I think you tell us that after that second period at
Aberdour, you went to Newcastle?

That's right, yes. That was on secondment. In the --
from the Scottish Office.

After your time in Newcastle; did you return to work at
Aberdour or did you go somewhere else?

No, I went to Glasgow.
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about five or six Nissen huts in a L-shape, with a yard
to the right.

How many boys were at the school?

50.

And I think you explain that your own role was both as

a teacher and a care assistant?

Yes.

And you --

It was everything really, 24/7.

Do I take from that then that you were with the boys and
looking after the boys most of the day, and sometimes
the night as well?

Yes, yes, that's probably true.

Were you allocated to a particular group of boys or to

a particular dormitory?

No. There was only one dormitory, which was on the
middle level of the big house on the hill, and that had
a loft bedrooms, and Brother looked
after that grouping.

Did you look after the main dormitory, then?

Yes, which -- part of the duties was looking after those
who wet the bed. So fairly late on, I'd get them up to
pre-empt any potential bed wetting, and get them up half
an hour earlier in the morning to accommodate clearing

the beds and remaking them.
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Q. So looking to the boys that you were looking after then,
in the main dormitory; how many boys were you looking
after?

A. That, I can't recall, but it was the majority of the 50.
I think there were about six to a bedroom, so probably
about 25/30.

Q. Was the dormitory partitioned then, into bedrooms?

A. No.

Q. There were different bedrooms in the dormitory?

A. They were just open bedrooms, yeah.

Q. And you mentioned there that Brother
was in charge of --

A. He was, yes. He was the upstairs grouping.

Q. Was that another dormitory?

A. Yes. There were two or three bedrooms upstairs. It was
in the loft of the big house.

LADY SMITH: 'Gerard', I've seen a photograph of it and
I can see that at the top level there were skylight
windows; is that the area you're talking about?

A. That's right. Yeah, vyes.

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

MS MACLECD: And roughly how many boys did
have in the section he was responsible for?

A. I can't really recall, but it was probably about 10 to

15, if not more. I'm not sure.
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Who was at the school?

LOB when I went there.

And was there also a rector?

Yes, there was. A gentleman called Harold Wrangham.
He's the one referred to in the narrative as 'smelling

of snuff'. He was a great snuff taker, which was

unusual.

Was the rector -- was he in charge of the religious
community and R
Yes, yeah.

So looking to Brother then --
Father [KCHN.
rather (RN vhet vas he like

Generally, fairly -- in the eyes of the kids anyway,

fairly strict, but a real gentleman. He used to

administer the strap when and if required. _
I

Did you see him administer the strap?

Yes, because each time the strap was administered, there
had to be a witness. And there weren't many on the
staff, so I usually went as a witness. But, after the
first occasion, I didn't like doing it anymore, so I
voiced my concerns to him about that kind of punishment.
So are you able to describe for me, then, on the

occasion you were the witness; what exactly happened?
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How was the belt administered and what was the process?
Well, the way it was administered was the boy was
called -- I mean, they knew they were getting it. You
know, they were eligible.

Generally, they were called in to an area in the
huts, a big wide area, and this strap was --
would take off his jacket and put on the
strap and it used to be tied down, tied around the
wrist, and the boy then had to take his trousers down,
and then he bent over and he was hit -- most of the
time -- I think I only admin -- I only saw it once and,
after seeing it once, I expressed concerns because what
had struck me was when -- at the swimming pool, I'd seen
the same boy with the welts on the back of his legs --

and that put me off.

LADY SMITH: 'Gerard', you mentioned the boy having to go to

A.

a bilig, wide area in the huts and on the occasion you saw

the strapping you were there, obviously

was there, and the boy was there; were other boys there?

No.

LADY SMITH: So just the three of you?

A.

Just the three of us, yes.

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

MS MACLEOD: I think you mention in your statement,

'Gerard', there tended to be six strokes of the belt?

12
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Yes. Well, certainly the time I witnessed it. And
after about three, I thought: that's enough, surely.
Stop.
How old was the boy? Do you recall?
No, I don't. But probably 11/12. And that was about
the average age of the boys that were there. Some were
a lot older.
And having witnessed the belt being used in this way,
and then I think you said you witnessed the welts on
that same boy --
Yes. At the swimming pool, yeah.

-- you mentioned that you voiced your concerns; was
that to Father |GG
Y
So are you able to tell me about that? What did you say
to him and what was his response?

I just said: do you not think that's excessive...

I can't remember the exact words. But virtually the
content of it was really: do you not think this is a bit
extreme?

Because some of them were being strapped for fairly
trivial offences, you know. Well, what I considered
trivial. And his response was: well, look, that's what
happens in Approved Schools.

Which apparently it did, but it still didn't lessen

13
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the cruelty of the action.
Aside from the belting that you have described; how did
Fatherotherwise interact with the
children?
Pretty good. I mean, he was a genial kind of bloke, but
he had a strong sense of duty. And as far as I can now

reflectively say, he thought it was his duty and his
obligation to use the strap. And I remember having
a debate with him about it: 'It's not your duty, it's
not your obligation. You know, these are rules and
rules aren't written in stone'.

I was reminded by the way that at that time he said:
don't forget you've got a vow of obedience.

And I said: no, it's nothing to do with it really.
In paragraph 9 of your statement, 'Gerard', you say that
your first impression was that it was 'Dickensian', the
school?
Yes. Well --
Carry on.
When I say 'Dickensian', I just mean in terms of the
outlook and also the physical side of the building
because after all it was huts, so -- and also some of
the practices were -- having gone through a little bit
of education, I thought were fairly Dickensian as well.

Are you thinking of any practices in particular there?

14
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I'm thinking of the way the kids were marshalled and
treated, you know, it was almost like a prisoner of war
camp, which was enhanced by the Nissen huts and the wire
and everything else.
In that same paragraph, you go on to say:

'"The culture there was punitive in the extreme.'
Mm~hmm, yes.
And you say:

'I couldn't believe what I was encountering.'
Mm~-hmm.
850 =
Well -- yes, carry on.

-- are you speaking there about the regime, in terms of

the way children were moved around, or what --
No, the regime -- simple things like gathering the kids
together, they could receive a slap across the face if
they didn't stand straight in line. You know, it was
just unreal.

No, I had come up from the south, so, I mean, this
was all new to me at the time.
If children were being organised in that way; who did

you see give a child a slap across the face?

Erother And a gentleman who later
joined the staff, , I think it was

GRN , a lay person. And he took -- he took his

15
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lead from UL

Q. Andslapping children in this way; was
it something that happened often? Was it on a daily
basis? I'm just trying to get an idea of how often.

A. It wasn't on a daily basis, but it was fairly regular.
I mean, I guoted in one of my earlier statements that
what used to happen is they'd get dressed for breakfast,
just before breakfast, and they'd line up beside the
vard and then they were inspected, which was a bit
strange. And if they didn't have their comb with them,
for instance, that was seen to be a major problem.

Q. And would they be punished for that?

A. Oh yeah.

Q. In what way?

A. A slap --

Q. A slap across the face?

A. Either across the face or the back of the head, or the
back...

Q. That sort of treatment, from your own experience; would
you say that that was contrary to the Don Bosco ethos?

A. Oh, God, yes. Shocking.

LADY SMITH: 'Gerard', what was the problem with not having
a comb in your possession?

A. There was no problem for me, but there seemed to be

a particular problem for because kids

16
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A,

given boxing gloves by staff?

Yes, there was. That horrified me. Shortly after I got
there, I remember two boys being pulled aside by
or I don't know, one of
which. Both believed in it anyway. And they were taken
down to the gymnasium -- well, what constituted

a gymnasium at that time and said, 'Right, sort it out',
given a pair of boxing gloves each. Especially if it
was a case of bullying, where the person who was doing
the bullying got a -- some of his own medicine. I think
that was the philosophy at the time.

In your statement, you say that it was a bit bizarre,
this practice?

Yes, yes, I did. Well, I thought it was bizarre.

I think you say that there wasn't any assessment done on
what had happened, what had gone on beforehand to cause
the boys to be arguing?

Very little. As far as I can remember, very little.
Remember, this was about 50-odd years ago. But I don't
think any assessment of either the boxing -- or, that
people had any idea.

Did you ever witness restraining boys?
No. Not physically.

In any way?

Shouting into them -- in their face sort of thing, yes.

20
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He was sometimes a very angry man.

Do you remember what sorts of things might be said to
boys, 1f somebody was angry with them, for example
? If a boy was being shouted at; can
you recall what sort of things might be said to them?
No, not specifically anyway.

In paragraph 48 of your statement, 'Gerard',K you provide
evidence about voicing concerns you had about

LMW and I just want to ask you a bit about
that.

First of all, you have explained some concerns that
you had in relation to his physical treatment of boys,
slapping them for example, but are you able to help me
with what other concerns you had about
Going back to that statement there, when I was in charge
of the dormitory, middle level, at one point -- it's
difficult to recall some of this, but at one point there
was a procession of young boys going up to the loft
area, which -- Brother was in charge, and
I became very concerned at one point, you know: why do
they need to go up? For how long?

I was mentally clocking how long they were up there.
I really got almost paranoid about it, because: why
would you need to go, you know, at night?

And then I became, as I say, nearly paranoid about

21
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it because it was just a bizarre happening. So I took
N |sg
If I can just ask you, 'Gerard', a little more about
your concern there. So what age were those boys that
you recall going up?

Probably between 11 and 14.

And what sort of time of night are we talking about?
Probably between 9.30/10.00, that time, because that was
about the bedding down time, where, you know, kids would
be -- the lights out, et cetera, and all the work with
the incontinent children had been completed.

So this is boys from the dormitory area that you were
responsible for, going upstairs to the area that
is responsible for?

Yes.

And is this something that happened on a number of
occasions?

Well, it happened on enough occasions for me to notice
it as a regular feature, because normally I wouldn't pay
much attention to it.

How long were the boys up there in '5
area?

Well, from recollection, it was too long, because it
wasn't as if a group had gone up, they were going up

individually, for which there seemed very little
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explanation.

So when you say -- you mentioned a procession earlier
and --

That's what it felt like at the time, yeah.

Do I understand then that one individual boy would go up
and come back down, and another individual boy would go
up and come back down?

Yeah, yes.

How many boys could we be talking going up and down in
this way in one night?

Three or four. It would vary from night to night,

I think. I couldn't be exactly precise as to how many
went up and down, but it was more than two.

Was there anything about the demeanour of the boy,
either going up or coming back down, that caused you
concern?

No. Well, one had to respect the boys' privacy as well,
because it could have been on a confidential matter
pertaining to them, so one didn't like to intrude unless
there was a breach of discipline, which technically
there wasn't.

When they were going upstairs then, to the attic area;

did you know where they were going up there?

Yeah, they went to 's room.
Was that a bedroom thathad for himself

23
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in that attic area?
It was a kind of bedroom dorm. You know, it wasn't ...
I can't remember the precise details.
Should a Don Bosco Brother be alone with a boy?
No, they shouldn't. I think in essence that's
extraordinarily dangerous. Well, not dangerous; it's
risky. You don't put yourself in that position as far
as I -- from my point of view.

Don't get me wrong, it could have been completely
innocent, but it was just not normal behaviour.
Just to be clear, 'Gerard': was this during your first
period at Aberdour?

I think the link has frozen.

I think I lost you there, 'Gerard'. Apologies.
I think the link froze for a little minute.
It's all right.
Just to be clear, this matter that we're talking about
with : was that during your first period
at Aberdour?
No, during the second period.
During your second period?
Mostly during the second period, yeah.
So during your first period at Aberdour, 1966 to 1969;

did you have any of these concerns about boys going to

¥ bedroom?
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No, because I don't remember noticing it at that time.
Do I understand then it was the second time you were
there?

Yeah.

The second time you were at Aberdour, having returned --
As far as I -- yeah. As far as I remember. But,
obviously, I'd read a bit more about education,
children, et cetera, and also about the potential of
abuse in particular situations, so that probably
increased my suspicions.

So having had these concerns then, 'Gerard'; what did

you do? Who did you report your concerns to?

I reported it to_at the time, who was
a gentleman called . And I remember seeing

him in the morning and I Jjust thought: well, it's your
problem now. You know, I've done my bit.

And the next --

Can I just ask: what did you say to g
I said to |pu= that I found it quite unnerving
that some like -- you know, that -- the kids going in

procession, almost, to [RU 's room. I said,

'You know, it's just not on'. And I remember I did

approach U about it and he said, 'Mind

your own business'. So I said --

Just going back to ; what dic]
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-- what was his response to you?

A. He said, 'Okay I'll deal with it'. As far as I can
remember. I can't remember the precise details. But
certainly -- he obviously did deal with it.

Q. You mentioned there you raised your concerns also with

himself; can you tell me about that?

A. Oh, I did, yeah.

Q. What did you say to

A. It would have been short anyway. He just said, 'Mind
your own business. It's nothing to do with you'.

I said, 'Well it is', but ... he wasn't an easy man to
have a discussion with.

Q. He wasn't an easy man to have a discussion with?

A. No.

LADY SMITH: And 'Gerard', did you consider it was your
business, because these were boys who at the time, that
time during the evening and the night, were your
responsibility?

A. Yes, I did. That's what I said to him. I said, 'You
can't just, you know, pick boys to come up and see you'.
I said, 'You're unsupervised upstairs, no one sees you.
You are putting yourself at risk as well as me'.

LADY SMITH: Yes. Thank you.

MS MACLEOD: Just going back for a moment, 'Gerard', to what

you saw, what —-- the boys going up to 4l s
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room. When one boy came back down; did he tell the next
boy to go up, or was himself --

I can't remember the precise details, but I think that's
what happened -- because how would a boy know to go
upstairs because the upstairs was -- wasn't visible from
where we were. There was the end of the corridor and

a door, and then very steep stairs up to the attic.

You spoke to himself and you also

Yes.

And what was the next thing that happened then, as far
as your report to was concerned?

Well, I sort of put it out of my mind, because after

that it wasn't my responsibility.

none of the staff knew he was coming. He arrived from
London about 11 o'clock that morning, apparently,

and ... let me try and get the sequence of events right.
By 1 o'clock he'd gone. But Brother

LMW had gone with him, so I presume that was the

effect of what I had said, but it wouldn't -- looking
back now, it wouldn't have just been my account alone.

There must have been other factors involved, because the
next thing was Giddl was on his way to
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Liberia. But that was a standard practice for Catholic
institutions, just remove them and put them out
somewhere where they can do less harm, if harm was being
done.

Insofar as leaving Aberdour; would that
have been around 1974 or thereabouts?

Yes, I think so.

Did you see again at Aberdour?

Not at Aberdour, no. I saw him several years later, at
a reunion that was being had in -- down in Bollington,
in Cheshire, and he talked to me as if nothing had
happened at all. You know, it's just
hail-fellow-well-met.

You've told us about what you saw yourself, 'Gerard'.
Did any boys ever raise concerns with you about

Several boys did, but it was more about the physical
slapping and stuff like that, and it's -- I can't
remember some of it now, but I remember it being

a continuing area of concern.

As well as being in charge of the dormitory in the attic
area; was also a woodwork teacher at
Aberdour?

Yes, he was a woodwork teacher.

One thing you mention, in paragraph 70 of your
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statement, 'Gerard' -- and I should have asked you about
this before -- you say:

'What made me really suspicious [and this is about
was the boys going from my dormitory
up to his and the glances they would exchange to each
other.'

Yes. I mean, that was -- I mean, it's completely
subjective, you know, and maybe I was looking to try and
find something to justify my concerns, I don't know, on
reflection. But all I felt at the time, and I said this
to : it's inappropriate.

And you go on to say:

'I think there must have been mounting evidence for
ik o 9o it I

Oh yeah, yeah, yeah, because there was absolutely no
warning beforehand that was going to happen, and I had
already forgotten about what I'd said to the boss, in
the sense that I thought: well, it's his responsibility
now. I've told him what I think.

And it came as a bit of a shock to me at the time
that the action was so prompt, so I actually surmised
from that that there must have been other concerns
raised elsewhere.

Did you hear any concerns raised elsewhere?
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A.

I think some concerns were raised at the time, I can't
remember where, how or by whom. It was just -- it was
guite a poisonous atmosphere in many respects because

I think a lot of it was engendered by -- among the
Approved Schools there was a kind of subculture, where
people in =-- certainly in our place had boys, Brothers,
et cetera, in other Approved Schools. So there was

a transference of culture, of language even, coming from
St John's, Tranent, St Ninian's and Bishopbriggs.

Was there a complaints process at Aberdour for boys if
they wanted to report something?

No. That sort of thing came in much later. All those
management structures actually came in a lot later. You
know, performance appraisal, staff appraisal, all that
came much later. You went by the seat of your pants for
a lot of the time.

Brotherwas somebody you were asked about when

you gave your statement?

Who?
I don't know a Brother Nothing comes to mind.

I know a _, who was in Oxford at the time.

I think you provide some evidence about a member of
staff who was a Celtic supporter and an incident that

concerned you?
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And what was your concern about -- I think something
happened that concerned you about him?

No. If Celtic lost, he was very bad tempered with
everybody around him, staff and kids alike. He was just
so volatile that I remember having to suspend him one
Saturday afternoon. I remember him storming off and
calling me a so and so, so and so.

Was he --

And then he did apologise later. I mean, he just -- he

wasn't -- that wasn't.
; was he a Brother or was he a lay member

of staff?

He was a Brother, a lay Brother.

You were asked about somebody called when you
gave your statement. This is paragraph 767

Yes, he was an ordinary member of the public. He was
a lay person.

Was he a staff member?

Yes. He was appointed later, yeah.

And how did he deal with the children? What was his
approach?

He was a bit volatile, really. Very nice man, but the
challenge of kids around him was a bit much. But

genuinely a nice person.
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A,

way? Would you report that to anybody or investigate
it?
I'd see how often they made the allegation to see was

there any element of truth there, and then I think

I'd bring it to But that never really
happened, apart from the case. But,

even then, the behaviours concerned were surrounding one
particular area of activity.

You were asked, in paragraph 84 of your statement, about
an anonymous letter that a former pupil of the school
had sent to the Order, much later, in the 2000s. And
you were =-- I think you were -- a gquote from the letter
was put to you and that was that:

''Gerard' took him to his bed to press his body up
against him for satisfaction and tried to do disgusting
things to him on trips away from school.'

This is the allegation that really made me guite sick,
but what -- I can't understand what 'trips from school'’
means in that context.

Did that happen? Did you ever --

Not at all.

Did you ever press your body up against a child for
satisfaction?

No, not at all. No. That's obscene.

LADY SMITH: You just said you didn't understand what 'trips

36
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me to hear your evidence in person, in addition to the
work you put in to giving us your written statement,
which of course is also evidence before me. Thank you
for all of that.

I'm glad to be able to tell you you're now free to
go, but you go with my thanks. We'll switch off the
link just now.

MS MACLEOD: My Lady, we do have some evidence to read in,
but it might make sense to rise for the morning break
and then do the read-ins after that.

LADY SMITH: I think we should do that, and if the break is
slightly longer, so be it.

Just before I rise, a couple of names who I have
already mentioned as being people whose identities are
protected by my General Restriction Order:

Brother and Father , and
they're not to be identified as referred to in our
evidence outside this room.

Thank you.

(11.15 am)

(A short break)

(11.45 am)

LADY SMITH: Mr MacAulay, I think the plan is to turn to
read-ins between now and lunchtime.

MR MACAULAY: I think so. It may be a slight change in
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came in was maybe three months later. When I arrived
I became "number -". I was referred to as "number -,
'Barney'".

At 12:

'It took me a wee while to figure out what was going
on in the place. My only experience, before going into
the school, of priests, nuns and monks was that they
were gentle people. I never saw anything like what
I saw before I went there. I saw a lot of cruelty being
dished out on people.'

He deals with his first day:

'T walked up the hill towards the home with the guy
who took me from the court after the hearing.

I remember us meeting with a Brother called Brother
at the entrance. Brother []JVMl had a black cloak on with
a kind of cape. I never heard what Brother [GEJJ] and
this guy talked about. I stood there with my hands in
my pockets, thinking "This is quite good, this place.
There's a football pitch and the grounds are nice.

I might enjoy it here." Then the guy who brought me
there went away.

'Brother called over a boy to show me around
the home and to show me the ropes. Brother [ClIM then
told me to take my hands out of my pockets. I took them

out, then put them back in again. That's when
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Brotherwhacked me straight in the face. That
surprised me. The only time I had seen priests was at
weddings or funerals, or when they came into school to
give a lecture on religion. They weren't thought of as
violent. My experience of them hadn't been like that.
I thought maybe it was because he was half a priest,
a trainee or something, and that is why he had hit me.
'After I was hit, I was taken to Bl

office by the boy Brother called over.

a thick belt. He made sure that it was lying out in his
office so you could see it.
'Father sent the boy who came up with me

away to get me a bundle of clothes. I was then taken

for a shower by Father S} Every part of my body
was inspected by him whilst I was in the shower. I was

then given my new clothes. They were short trousers and
a khaki shirt. I've a feeling they weren't brand new
clothes. I was issued with a number, - I was told
that if my number was announced, I should stand up.

"By the time I arrived at the home, everything was
pretty well finished for the day. Because of this,
after I was washed and dressed, I was shown to my
dormitory. There was a bed there which I had to make

up. I had no experience of making up a bed.'
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Then he goes on to talk about routine at
St John Bosco's and, at 18, that after breakfast they
were allocated work, and it was after work that they
went to school. He thought that was roughly at about
10 o'clock. Then, at paragraph 20:

'At lunchtimes, Father [ISEJJJij vould read a book
out loud whilst you were eating. He would walk up and
down whilst reading. You daren't speak at lunch because
Father would hit you over the head with a soup
spoon if you did. It was strange the books that
Father used to read. He read books about the
Third Reich or the Nazi Party. I remember him putting
on German accents when reading out the stories.’

Then he gives some further information about the
routine; recreation; showering, which was a nightly
thing. Then, at paragraph 25, he says:

'The priests or Brothers inspected you in the
showers. They would check you to see whether you had
washed yourself. They would tell you to open your legs
and check under your arms. I don't know why they had to
inspect you. You felt like cattle. Maybe they thought
we were daft and we weren't able to wash ourselves.
Sometimes the priest or Brother would be there a bit
longer. I never twigged to that to begin with.'

Moving to 27, I'll read this. 1It's about work and
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i SNR

was Father . He later on had a nervous
breakdown and chucked it in. I know that he came back

after I left the school. I heard that through the

SNR was called either Father [SENIIEIEGzG -:
. He was a Glasgow man. I'd say he wouldn't
have been older than 40 when I was there. I believe he
is now deceased. I know that he was found out to be

what he was, an abuser, later on, in the late 1960s. He
got caught abusing two twins. He was moved either on or
left the priesthood. I had left the school when all
that happened, but I heard about it. Father
and Father were probably the two
worst priests there.

'A Brother was either an up and coming priest who
had passed some of their tests, someone who was not good
enough to pass the tests, or someone who just wanted to
be a Brother. None of these guys were married. You
could tell a lot of them were homosexuals. We would
say: "Stay away from him because he's a poof".
Homosexuality was against the law back then. I wonderx
now whether they all just joined the club.'

He goes on to tell us the trainee priests would also

come from colleges where young men were being trained to
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be priests, and he makes reference to a particular
trainee priest called Brother , who he says, at 37:
'TI found out recently that Brother got done for
abusing people. I looked him up on the internet. He
became a priest. He got the jail. He got sent down for
two or three years. He never did anything to me, but

I remember him being nice to me. He would just talk to

me and give me things. Father [8 did the gardening
and did a bit of religious education as well. He was
not the worst priest by any means. He was a big Irish
guy. 1'd say he was probably in his 50s when I was
there. He wasn't one of the brightest. How he was a
priest, I don't know. He wasn't a sexual abuser. He was
just a big, thick, Irish guy. Believe it or not,
although he used to batter the hell out of us, he was
one of the better guys.

'They weren't all bad. Maybe about 10 per cent of
the Brothers and the priests at the school were good.
Some of the priests would pull you to the side and say,
"Play the game. They're all mad here". There were one
or two who were like that. I wouldn't say that the ones
who beat you up were the worst. You knew where you
stood with them. It was the ones who came round with
their torches at night that you had to watch.

'There were priests called "rectors". There were
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at slapping him. All the boy's privileges were gone.
If any of the boys ran away in your company, you would
get a doing as well. You were expected to report it if
you saw one of the boys running away.

'I was wise enough not to abscond. I knew you
wouldn't get anywhere. 1I'd seen what happened to the
boys who had. The punishments didn't stop any of these
boys running away. There were at least two boys who
absconded and were never heard of again. We were told
that the boys had been transferred somewhere else and
that they weren't having them back. That might have
been the case, but I don't know.

'When I was about 12, I was asked to move a part of
a wall in the garden. Whilst doing that, something
happened and I broke my leg. I knew, when it happened,
that I had broken my leg. I was asked to push
a wheelbarrow up a steep hill by Father . There
was no way I could push it up the hill because of my
leg. I said to Father [GEJ} "There is no way I am
going to be able to do this". Another boy backed me up
because he had seen me breaking my leg.

'Father [GYEI] had a piece of hosepipe that was about
four feet long. He thought I was "at it" and repeatedly
whacked me with the hosepipe. Eventually the other boy

ran and got one of the other priests to come down and
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carry me away. The priests then realised that I might
have broken my leg. I was then taken to a hospital in
Dunfermline. The hospital x-rayed me and confirmed that
I had broken my leg. I came back to school with

a stookie. I had to stay in the sick bay downstairs for
a while.

'"After I broke my leg, I became a bit of a pain for
the school. I couldn't do anything. I was summoned to
see EAIS I E‘ather in his office. He
more or less told me that I had caused them a bit of
grief because I got my leg broken. He said he was going
to give me a "conduct mark". That meant I was a bad boy
and I would not take part in anything, like recreation
or watching television. I was told I would be made to
sit in a classroom and read a book. I couldn't be
an altar boy because I couldn't get ready in the
mornings quick enough to go down. After four or six
weeks I returned to hospital to get the stookie cut off.

'Later on, after I broke my leg, I was planting
things in the garden. I was planting the plants in
a row using a plece of string to measure them all out
straight. Father was watching me. There was
a metal rake. It probably had about eight teeth in it.
Fatherlooked at the plants and said to me,

"That's not straight. Do it again." I then started
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doing the plants again. E‘atherthen lifted the
rake and brought it right down on my hands. The teeth
of the rake stuck in my hand. He then pulled the rake
out and blood started spurting from my hand. He must
have hit a vein or an artery or something. He then gave
me a hanky and made me go and see the matron. The
matron asked what had happened and I just said it was

an accident. She bandaged me up. It was frightening
seeing the blood spurting out like that. I don't
remember getting a tetanus shot or anything like that.

'T think Father was spooked by what he had
done. He later came to speak to me. He said, "Your
language should not have been as atrocious as that.

I'm going to give you three good marks for not saying
something about it."

'"The school kept bees for honey. Father would
make you stand where the bees were as a punishment. You
would be swatting the bees away. You would get stung by
them. You would end up putting vinegar on where you
were stung. The bees would sting you all the time.

'There were nets put up around the vegetable plots.
We would be made to go out and disturb the pigeons by

Father . We would clap our hands. The pigeons

would be caught in the net. We were then given a

pickaxe handle to go and club the pigeons. You had to
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kill the pigeons for pest control, but they also used
them in the kitchen. They cooked them there. When you
were killing the pigeons you were encouraged to kill as
many pigeons as you could. You would get a good mark if
you killed as many as you could.

'One of the other things E‘atherdid was make
you put down corrugated iron on the ground. The sheets
would be left for a few days. The field mice would go
in under the corrugated iron. Father would then
make you shake the corrugated iron. The mice would come
out and you would be made to stamp on them as they came
out.

'T used to pretend I was killing the pigeons and the
mice. I didn't like doing it. I didn't know whether
that was abuse. I don't know whether on farms that sort
of thing was normally done. What I do find odd is that
they were making wee kids do that sort of thing. They
were making wee kids kill animals. I'm not sure whether

that was right. It didn't feel right at the time.

'Father (R had a train set. The other priests
referred to it as "Father '5 folly". He had
a big room where he kept his train sets. I could look

in the window and see the train sets, but I was never
admitted into the room. All the good boys who played

the game (the pets) could go into the room and play with
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the train sets with him. Father gave visitors
the impression that the train sets were for the boys.
He made out that it showed that the boys were getting
looked after well. I'm pretty well certain that it was
the donations given to the church that paid for the
train sets.

'"One time, my friend stole a packet of Oddfellows
from the matron's house. When my friend showed me them,
I said, "Good, we'll sell them and make some money". My
friend got caught. He got sentenced to four strokes
from Father for the theft. I got sentenced to
three strokes because I sold the packet.

'When you were sentenced, they wouldn't tell you
when you were going to be punished. They would write it
on a board. They wouldn't do it there and then. When
it was your time, three priests would come and get you.
They would take you inteo a room and take off their
cassocks. They took their collar off. It could take
two of them to hold you down. Father would
then pull your trousers down, but leave your pants on.
He would then take a good swing until he got it right.
If he hit your legs, it wouldn't count. If he hit your
legs ten times, it didn't matter. It still wouldn't
count. It was Father 's job to do that. He was

a sadist.
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'I remember one time E‘ather hitting one of
the other boys. There always had to be another priest
there to be a witness. I remember hearing a priest
shout "Stop, stop, stop, that's enough, enough, enough!"

'One of the punishments was that you would not be
allowed a visit from your parents. Your parents would
be sent a letter saying that the visit was cancelled
because you had been naughty. I remember, on this
occasion, that this boy's mother got fed up with this.
The mother came in anyway after he was punished. They
didn't turn her away. She insisted that she wanted to
see her son.

'I saw what was going on because my parents were
there at the time. The mother saw the boy and saw the
injuries to his eyes and mouth. You could see that she

was raging. The mother took the boy to the toilet,

pulled down his trousers and saw the injuries. She went
mad. She went into Father 's office and started

shouting and bawling at him. She threatened him that
she was going to get the police and everything. I never
heard anything more after that. The boy certainly
didn't get beat up as much after that.

'"They brought in the other staff to help with the
holidays. The other staff would be okay for the first

week or two. They wouldn't slap you about or beat you
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die a couple of days later. There's got to be a longer
period of illness than that. The school's harsh
treatment of the boy meant that he did not get proper
medical treatment. It didn't take any level of
intelligence to realise that the boy was sick.

'The priests were like vampires. They sneaked about
at night in the dormitories. They would ask wee boys
whether they needed help going to the toilet. They
would touch wee boys up. They would try to do that to
me, but I was streetwise. I would just say to them "Get
away".

'The priests had it all sussed out. They read your
letters. They knew whether you had a family or didn't
have a family. They knew whether you had a father,
mother or were an orphan. They knew who were the more
vulnerable boys. The sexual abuse went on all the time.
It was a known fact that boys were being abused. You
would see the priests, every now and then, putting their
hands up boys' trousers.

'"There were a number of lads who we called the

"pets". We called them "Father 's pet" or
"Father 's pet". Everybody knew who the pets

were. We noticed that the pets always got good marks.
Even if you were ahead of a pet in a queue, a pet would

step in and take your place. The pets would always get
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they were getting on, but you know that is what they
were getting up to.

'Father did give you beatings,
but he didn't do it as enthusiastically as Father
LOB . He used to carry a chain with him like
a prison warden. He would come up to you and whack you
round the back of the head with the chain. He would
just do that if he felt like it.

'He was definitely one of the priests who would
creep into the dormitories at night and ask wee boys
whether they needed help going to the toilet.

I remember one of the boys complained to me about him.
That was just before I was about to leave. The boy
asked me, "What should I do here about him? Do I go to
the police about this?" I said the police wouldn't do
anything about it. I told the boy that it had been
going on since I had started at the school. It was too
early on in my life to have views about how to prevent
things.

'There was one particular Brother called Brother
. He is still alive. He is presently
in Bolton. He's now what's classified as_for
the Order. He'll be about 80-odd now. Ewven though he
was a sexual abuser, he wasn't the worst guy there.

Brother stayed in the attic. He would take
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his pets up into the attic. The pets would go up into
his attic and read comics. The lights would be on all
the time. He would take his pets into his room and feel
them. I once went into the attic. Brother
tried to touch me. I said: "Get away!" He Jjust laughed
and kept one or two of the other boys there instead.
'The boys would be led away at night by

Brotherto the priests' rooms. You wouldn't
see the abuse, but you would hear what happened from the
boys who were taken. The boys would say, "He's touching
me”, "He's wanting me to do this" or "He's doing this to
me".

'One day, I was tasked to dig a hole in the grounds.
I had to find a pipe. I was digging away with a pick,
but I couldn't find the pipe. Brother KT cane

along with another boy while I was digging. The boy was

called [and he names the boy]. He was about 14. I was

a bit older than him. Brother told me that
I needed to be somewhere else. I walked off, but

couldn't find what he was wanting. I maybe went

a couple of hundred yards away. I walked back and saw
that my pick was still in the hole. That's when I saw
the bushes moving. I went across and saw

Brother abusing this boy. Brother

was doing oral sex with the boy. Brother (Rl got
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up straightaway then got hold of my face. He said, "What
did you see, what did you see, what did you see?"

I said that I hadn't seen nothing. The boy then said,
"He'll not say anything because he's getting out
shortly”.

'One other time I was late from doing gardening or
something. I had to go and take my wellies off then
take a shower. At that particular time, everybody had
already had their shower. As I walked into the shower
room, I heard a bit of noise. One of the shower cubicle

doors was shut. I opened the door and it was

Brother with the same boy. Brother G
was abusing the boy. Brother said, "You
again, get out of here".

'It was guite common for the pets to abuse other
boys. Nothing happened to me, but there were a couple
of younger boys who were taken round the back of the
garden and abused by the older boys. I'm pretty sure
that the older boys involved had been abused themselves.
I knew everything that was going on because I was
streetwise. I knew who not to talk to in certain areas
and who not to go to for messages. However, some of the
younger boys didn't know about that. The older boys who
abused the younger boys were about 15. I was about 13

when I went in, so I was wise enough to realise what was
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going on.

'Before I left the school, Father
got me into his office. He said
to me, "Anything you have seen or heard in here or
anything that has happened here is totally private. You
are getting sent out of here on licence. I can have you
back in here 'like that'". I knew perfectly well that
he couldn't have me back in the school because I was 15
and that was the age that you left. However, I did
think that he could put me in a young offenders' place
or something like that.

'T was put out on licence even though I hadn't done
anything. Licence was a bit like being on probation.
If you did something you could be brought back. I knew
that some boys who had left when they were 14, were
brought back in because they had done something like
shoplifting or something. I knew, though, that I hadn't
committed any crime. If I did commit any crimes after
I left, the court would find that out. The court would
realise that they couldn't send me back. I was guite
aware of that.'

He then moves on to look at life after care:

'When I left the school I stayed at my mum and
dad's. I didn't stay there very long. I found it

difficult to stay there, so I just got my own house. It
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what were sins, but it seemed everything was a sin. The
only education I was given in St John Bosco's was
Scottish dancing and art.

'I never got any education there. I was supposed to
go to St Mungo's Academy, but I never went. It was
pointless me going. All the other kids there had gone
through primary school together and knew each other.

I didn't know anyone and, in any case, I couldn't even
read or write.

'Father was and he was "sleekit".
One time when I ran away he took me down to the toilets
and left me standing there in just my underwear. I was
standing in front of a mirror and there were mirrors
behind me, so everything was magnified. I was standing
there from midnight until 4am. He just sat there
watching me and reading passages from the Bible to me.

I was freezing and just wanted to go to my bed.

'"There were times when the Brothers would tell you
things and, if ever you questioned what they said, they
would just slap you across the head. "Pervy" things
went on in St John Bosco's, but it was mostly violence
and bullying. I was abused at St John Bosco's, but I
can't tell you what happened to me. E‘ather who

became abused me. He had an aura

about him and he was very likeable. I remember stealing
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a knife once from the dining hall and I was going to
stab everybody in St John Bosco's. Father got
me and gave me a cuddle. He took the knife off me and
asked me what I was doing. I told him I was going to
stab a couple of the other young boys.

'The perverts at St John Bosco's were
Father [N rFather and rather [{UUN Thev
were always very hands on and liked people putting their
cloaks on. One morning, they came in and told us to get
dressed in black because we were doing a funeral.

I told them I didn't want to, but I didn't get a choice.
I would just have got slapped.

'If we committed any sins, or what the Brothers or
priests considered to be sins, we were punished.

Usually it would be that I wouldn't get home for the
weekend. My brother always got home for weekends.
I never got home.

'I remember when we used to shower we had to go into
the showers naked and they watched you. There was no
privacy. They held the towels. I was scared and
embarrassed.

'I got out of St John Bosco's and I went home to
live with my mum and dad. I got into trouble with the
police again, so ended up going to a Children's Panel.

They said at the time they didn't want to send me to
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another Approved School. Someone on the Panel had the
great idea to send me back to the children's home.

I went there, but it didn't go well. I had a lot of
memories from the place and I was rebellious. I did

a lot of bad things, so I got sent to St Andrew's School
in Shandon.

'My brother didn't come with me to St Andrew's. St
Andrew's was just about violence. I was 15 by the time
I was there, so I wasn't going to let the things happen
to me that happened in the other places. I remember the
Brothers and priests were in the old big house and the
boys were in the new complex. There was a school there
too. There was no education at St Andrew's. Religion
was still a massive part of life there. By the age of
15, I could recite the whole of a Catholic Mass. That's
how much they made me into God. I wasn't even
interested in it.

'"There were scheool classes at S5t Andrew's, but --
there were 40 to 50 boys in a class and it was a wee old
woman, nobody listens. The only thing I learnt from her
was Scottish country dancing.

I remember one time at St Andrew's, one of the
staff, a Mr it might have been, he was a big
guy. He pinned me to the floor and gave me a real

beating. I ran away from St Andrew's. When the police
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took me back, what a "doing" they gave me. Then they
put me in the Digger where I was locked up 24/7 for
weeks. I was there by myself. It was solitary
confinement. I was treated like a cleaner there too. I
was always in trouble, so I was always getting punished.
I would be made to do the dishes, cleaning and lots of
other chores. The priests would make some of the other
big boys, the bullies, come and tell me what to do.

'I was deliberately bad in there. I ran away from
St Andrew's. I ran all the way in a pair of shorts and
sandals from Shandon to Dumbarton. The police caught
me. They were going to send me back to the Approved
School because they had responsibility for me.
I couldn't go back there. I went in front of a judge
and was sent to Longriggend Young Offenders Institution.
I was in jail for six weeks because basically I was
"dogging" school and I was running away. I went back in
front of the judge six weeks later. That judge saved my

life. He released me, which meant I didn't have to go

back to any of the homes again. Brother and
Brother were there when I was in court and the

judge told them that they had no right to be there.
They told the judge that they owned me or something like
that.

'My dad came the once to visit when I was at the

81












10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

have cut somebody else's throat because that's the way
I was. My life started when I met my wife.

'I would not let my children have a religion. They
won't have a religion until they are old enough to
decide for themselves. I still freak out when I see big
mansions. They look beautiful, but it scares me to
think what goes on inside. People just don't know what
goes on behind closed doors.'

Moving to paragraph 46:

'Abusers aren't getting prosecuted. They're being
rewarded. They get sent to other places and forgotten
about. It has taken me 40 years before anyone will
listen and now I am talked out. I blame Glasgow
District Council for putting me into care. I hope that
those Approved Schools are closed down that are run by
religious orders. Homes should be opened that are for
everyone and not dependent on your religion. There
shouldn't be segregation. Not every priest and every
Brother in St Ninian's, St John Bosco's and St Andrew's
were bad. It wasn't like that. Some of them were

decent guys and some were there to help you. The better

ones were Brother He was young. He used to play
the guitar. Brotherwas Irish and had a heavy

Irish accent. Unfortunately, there were some who tried

to "perv" me.
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has already been read in.

If I go on to 165, 166, he's left -- he talks about
Saughton and what happened there.

Then there is a section dealing with life after care
to the end, which has effectively been read in
previously, and that takes me really to the final part
of his statement, page 44, where he has signed the
statement and it's dated 25 May 2021.

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

I think we'll pause there for the lunch break.

MR MACAULAY: I think, my Lady, there is one more relatively
short read-in, which I think falls upon myself. So
perhaps do that straightaway after lunch?

LADY SMITH: We can do that as soon as we start after lunch,
yes.

MR MACAULAY: Sorry; apparently there are two. We'll work
out how short they might be.

LADY SMITH: If we can have a look at that. Thank you.

Before I rise, some more names that have cropped up
since I last mentioned people whose identities are
protected by my General Restriction Order. We have

a Father who may also have been referred to

at times as Father a Father
Fatherand E‘ather They're not to be

identified as referred to in our evidence outside this

95









10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

If I can then turn to paragraph 80, and just read
that. He tells us that:

'"The priests and Brothers who worked there all
stayed in rooms within the old building. The
dormitories where we slept were all annexes attached to
SNR

the main building. the home was

Father and : was

Father A . There was another member of staff I can

w
=
A

remember called Father 0'Daly, who was an older man. He
was good with us and always took an interest in all the
boys. He needed a stick to be able to walk around, but
if he was walking and talking with a boy, he might lean
on them to help him while they walked around the
grounds. He would tell us stories about some of the old
football matches.

'I think all the boys at the school were between 12
and 15 years old. There were probably somewhere in the
region of a hundred boys there, and they were spread
over four or five dormitories.'

He then provides some information about the routine.

At 84, he says:

'The food was quite good and there were plenty of
choices.'

At 87, he says this about schooling:

'"There was some schooling at St John's. There were
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LADY SMITH: He's not the only person who wasn't allowed to
go to a grandparent's funeral --

MR MACAULAY: No. We'wve heard that being suggested before.

LADY SMITH: -- despite a parent asking them to allow the
child to be able to do so.

MR MACAULAY: Yes.

Under the heading 'Reviews', he says:
'At the end of my three months in the home, ElIS

E‘ather took me to an office.
He started to read out some of the paperwork relating to
my stay at St John's. As he was reading out the
reports, he read details about a fire that had taken
place at my mother's house in-1969. He also
read about a young brother who I never knew I had and
had died in the fire. He just --'

rapy surtH: By [l 1969, this child was in care.

MR MACAULAY: Yes.

LADY SMITH: He went into care at the age of six, in about
1967.

MR MACAULAY: Yes. He was admitted --

LADY SMITH: He was at Sisters of Nazareth by then I think,
wasn't he?

MR MACAULAY: Yes.

LADY SMITH: Yes.

MR MACAULAY: So this is something that happened quite some
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'I never knew I had -- had a brother who had died in
the fire. He just kept reading all this stuff. I had
to stop him and tell him I was not aware of any of this
information. I never even knew that I had another
brother and that he had died. I was completely broken
and could not stop crying.

'"When I was able to calm down again, Father
told me that I could not leave St John's as the staff
felt they could not carry out a proper assessment as
I was too quiet in the home. He told me I would not be
going back to the Panel at that time, and would have to
stay for another assessment period. Everything being
said by Father [ECHI] #was just a matter of fact, and no
emotion from him. He then took me back to my class and
left me to continue the rest of the day there. When
I got to the class again, some of the boys heard about
the news and tried to console me.

'As I was not getting out for another three months,
I just decided I would have to get my head down and
behave more. During my stay at St John's, other than
the staff there, I never saw any social workers.'

He then has a section dealing with family contact
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and, at 105, he says that he did not run away when he
was at St John's.

'Discipline' at 106:

'"The usual punishments that the staff administered
at the home would be given a row or, if serious enough,

then loss of privileges =--'

LADY SMITH: I think that should be 'giving' not 'given'.

MR MACAULAY: Yes, 'giving a row'. Yes.

'There were never any physical punishments carried
out by the staff.'

There is then a section headed:

'Abuse at St John Bosco's.'

He begins that section really by telling us about
a particular boy who bullied him, and he describes how
that happened over the next few paragraphs and, at 111,
he says:

'There was one of the Brothers called '
', who was Polish. He worked in a room that was
similar to a jail cell in the basement. It was full of
old televisions and similar equipment. His Jjob was to
strip the old equipment of the different metals and put
those metals into different boxes.

'If you were tasked with working in his room then
you had to make sure the metals were not mixed. You

were given a screwdriver to strip the metals and a
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authority. The housemaster was in another room, but he
would fall asleep and wouldn't know what was going on.
I don't remember the routine, really. It's more the
trauma I remember.

'WWe went to the gym quite a lot. We did lots of
sports, things like boxing. We had a sports day where
your family could come and watch. We had a play barn
and an adventure playground. We went hill walking, to
the cinema and did ice skating in Dundee. We were
allowed to go on our own and I was still guite young.

'One of the housemasters was a nice man. I don't
remember his name, but we used to go to his house on
a Thursday. He would make us gquiche and we'd sit and
watch Top of the Pops. That side was enjoyable.

I don't remember any education, but there was joinery
and steelwork. I enjoyed that. One of the Brothers was
Brother He would make go-karts and we would
give him a hand. They would have a frame with an engine
and a guard at the front. We always occupied our time
and did gardening with Mr Green. That was a nice place
with nice scenery and fir trees. That was one of the
nice things about the place, but there was a dark side
as well.

'I didn't have any visits from social workers when

I was there. Once you were put in these places, you

109









10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

and you didn't know any better.

'You just didn't confide in people about stuff like
that. We were young. It wasn't so much about snitching
or grassing. It wasn't that. We were just frightened.
We didn't know who to speak to and didn't want people to
think we were weak.

'"We used to go to this workshop at the bottom of the
main building. It had a basement with big metal doors.
It had what looked like cells, wee work rooms. We would
take the backs off these analogue TVs and remove the
copper wires from the cogs. It was just something to
occupy your time at night. One of the Fathers was down
there with us. I don't remember his name. He must have
been art and part because he would allow you to get
taken into this room where they kept all this alcohol,
bottles of spirits and cases of lager all piled up. I
got taken in there. I can't remember who was abusing
me, but I was getting abused in there. It was like
a shadow in the night. The Father must have been well
aware of it because I was getting sent into this other
room. The light was always out. Next thing you were
getting things done to you and told to do things.

I don't remember his name, but the Father was a member

of staff.
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I used to take mail to the post box every day, so I was
allowed outside the walls and able to go to the wvillage
in Aberdour. I would go to the pharmacy and pick up
prescriptions.

'Fatherwould meet me on occasions and get
me to do stuff to him. He worked for-Social Work
and had access to a lot of places. He used to take
photographs of everybody, in clothing and without

clothing. He did that at Kirkcaldy Swimming Baths too.

He did that to me and toc a lot of kids_
- There would be other staff members_
- He always had a camera with him. He would

do that in the grounds of St John Bosco and take you
places in there as well. He would take your clothes off
and take photographs of you. Some of the photographs
were of kids in clothing on the driveway, but other

times he told you to take your clothes off. I was only

between six and eight years old at the time. I think
the abuse from Father started a few months after

I arrived at St John Bosco.

'Not at the same time, but my older brother went to
St John Bosco as well. He remembers Father
taking photographs of him. These people were supposed
to be looking after us and they weren't. As a Catholic

growing up, we were taught to believe in these people.
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LADY SMITH: Just before I invite the next witnesses to give
evidence, there is one name that was used that I haven't
mentioned before, that isn't so much a name as
a nickname, 1A . I don't know whether anyone
would identify this person by that name, but I know who
it is and that individual's identity is protected by my
General Restriction Order, so that evidence mustn't be
referred to as relating to 'LEiy ' or the person
who anybody can link him to.

Mr MacAulay.

MR MACAULAY: Yes, my Lady, we now come to the last two
witnesses and that's the Reverend Mervyn Williams and
the Reverend Gerry Briody.

Father Briody (sworn)
Father Williams (sworn)

LADY SMITH: Gentlemen, I know you're here to speak on
behalf of the Order as it is in existence today, and
thank you for coming along to engage with us to do that.

The first questions, I hope are easy: how would you
like me to address you?

FATHER BRIODY: I'm guite happy with Father Gerry or Father
Briody, either or.

FATHER WILLIAMS: Father Mervyn will be fine. Thank you,
Lady Smith.

LADY SMITH: Thank you. You will see you have the red
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Congregation, or is that interchangeable?

Canonically it's not interchangeable, but in practice it
is. People tend to choose between the two.

And then you have also been the safeguarding lead for
the Salesians from 2015 to the present day?

Yes, indeed.

You are also the Provincial Secretary for the British
Province of the Salesians from October 2022 to the
present day?

Yes.

I think it's right to say that, in the main, you bore
the brunt of putting together the responses?

I wrote the reports, &, B, C and D.

Clearly, you would have gquite a bit of input from other
sources?

Yes. I was able to consult with Father
who came to you yesterday, or on Wednesday, and also
another member of staff, Father James McGarry, who was
the last rector. So I did ask them, and asked them
particular points which I wouldn't know.

Coming to you, Gerry, you were born in 1964 and I think

you're now 607

FATHER BRIODY: That's right, yes.

Again, you set out your history in relation to the Order

and you took your final vows in September 1991, and you
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that was there for ten years, and then there was need,
in 1960, for more Catholic Approved School places and
the arrangement then was that it became an Approved
School under the Approved School Regulations 1961, from

1960 onwards. Initially, using the old Hillside House

with a number of, as Fathermentioned the other
day, huts basically, and then -- that was for the years

from 1960, but obviously the Social Work Act 1968
changed that arrangement to List D Schools and it became
a List D School in 1971.

That actually brought in a lot of further investment
and there were a significant number of new buildings
then added, so that was the kind of history of it.

We did actually also open a small children's home in
Glasgow, in Bosco House as well.

And you tell us about that.

Yes.

When it was the children's home only and then, as you
say, it moved into being an Approved School; was it
staffed by Salesian Brothers?

Initially, certainly. I think, i1f you take the years as
a children's home, I would think we don't really have
much detail from that time, but I would imagine it was
probably, maybe except for a domestic or a cook or

somebody, I would imagine it was probably totally
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A,

staffed by Salesians.

When it became an Approved School, initially it was
guite small and, again, the majority, if not all of the
teaching and care would be provided by the Salesians at
that stage.

And would it be the Salesian Brothers who had been there
when it was a children's home who would simply carry on
in their previous roles, albeit under the heading of

an Approved School?

There is always a turnover in our communities. We are
not monks who go to live in one community for life. We
join a society and a Province, so people regularly do
get moved from one community to another. I do have

a list -- I'm not going to go through it -- of the
members of each year in the community, so there would be
changes circling every year perhaps, one or two. It
would be normal for some changes to take place.

But in the early days of the Approved School; what
teaching qualifications would the Salesians who were

present then have?

a qualified teacher and he had been in our

similar school, in Blaisdon, in Gloucestershire. We had
a residential special school in Gloucestershire, which

was founded in the 1930s, I think. That wasn't for
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children placed there through either the criminal court,
the juvenile courts, or equivalent. But they came

through the care system. They were more what you might

call 'traditional orphans', and he was SNR
in that residential school, and he came up as

SNR the Approved School.

After about 18 months, he was actually quite 111 and

Father , who was also a qualified
teacher if I'm not mistaken, for about
two years, and then Father - So those
were qualified men.

And the others?
The others, I think not necessarily initially when they
began.

I think what tended to happen, rightly or wrongly,
was people began to get experience and then would get
gualifications. I think the tendency was that a young
Brother, for example, coming through formation, would go
there without necess -- without a particular
qualification.

Perhaps I should ask you about -- before moving on, the
general structure of the Order. We know, Gerry, that
you are referred to as the Provincial; what is your

jurisdiction?

FATHER BRIODY: Basically, I'm the superior of the
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school.

In Malta, we had a similar school, which was
basically a school that also taught trades, and in
Malta, sadly, there were gquite a number of children --
perhaps born out of wedlock, passing sailors -- there
was guite a number of children who needed both
residential provision, and teaching and education.

In southern Africa, we also had, all part of the
Province, we had similar works in Cape Town. So though
we had far more of the normal type of school, we did
have three or four similar types of provision with

experienced people who had worked within those. And as

I mentioned, Father had veen EXSEIIN
in our school in Blaisdon.

Also, even the other schools were nearly -- many
were residential. They were boarding schools. So the
idea of -- okay, they were what you might call
mainstream children, but working residentially with
children, and in certain cases specifically with the
more challenging children, was part of what we were

doing.

LADY SMITH: Father Mervyn, I see from your response, that

you say that the large number -- you mentioned seventeen
included residential care of boys secondary school age,

and one for boys of prep school age. When you say 'prep

142
















































10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

legal.
But are you saying, although that was the case, it was
contrary to the ethos of the Order?
It was.
I think -- I don't know if you had focused on this
previously or not, Mervyn, because I think I know, from
the work you've done, that you have loocked at the
punishment returns, and you set out an analysis of
these, and I think who gave evidence on
Tuesday, he did accept that there was an entry, or
entries, in the punishment book that was in
contravention of the regulations. That in itself was
excessive.

Had you focused upon that previously?
I hadn't. Personally I hadn't, because I wasn't too
familiar with that.

Yes, 1t would seem that there was a particular
requirement, depending on the age of the child, as to
how many strikes could be imposed on a child's hand.

And I think in the particular case that you raised,

Father at that point was filling in
for who was off sick, and I think he

gave one stroke more than he should have done, which

shouldn't have happened.

LADY SMITH: There was a comment that he perhaps wasn't
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sufficiently familiar with the regulations, and he was
overkeen to discipline children. There is also the

point of the age of the children --

A. Yes, it depends on the age.
LADY SMITH: -- who were being disciplined.
A. Yes, thank you, Lady Smith.

MR MACAULAY: The point I want to raise with you is that we

have there an example of punishment being inflicted
really in contravention of the regulations, but you will
also have seen entries in the punishment book of the
maximum being given quite regularly.

The maximum is precisely that. It's not that that
has to be given; it's a maximum. I just wonder, having
regard to the John Bosco ethos, why it was thought
appropriate for the maximum to be inflicted on a child?
My answer is I really don't know. I can speculate that
they might say that they only used corporal punishment
as a last resort in very serious cases, but I
honestly -- I take your point. It would seem excessive
to always use the maximum, if that was the case.

I would accept that.

LADY SMITH: An interesting aspect of that one -- we could

see it from what was recorded -- was that the three boys
had all been absconding. So he knew, the Father knew,

knew, they had not been in the premises when
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to be too close to him in the classroom, study or
recreation. He must not hold them by the hand or caress
them. He must not be alone with any one of them in any
secluded place.’

Just focusing on that, there has been this
allegation, in relation to a Brother
that he was alone with children, and that clearly would
be contrary to what would be expected?

Absolutely.

Why is this provision important?

First of all, to safeguard the child, above all. So
that the child is not put in any position whereby they
could be exploited by an adult.

Secondary, obviously, it safeguards the adult from
accusations. But it's principally to safeguard the
child, absolutely.

The next bullet point:

'It is forbidden to enter the dormitories, the rooms
or cells of others, or to remain by the bedside of
anyone, unless necessity or duty reguires it.'

You make reference to the regulations, so that is
a regulation; what would necessity be?

First of all, just a quick comment. I put them in
because these are very historical statements, right from

the very early days. I suppose it might be the need to
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I think one or two of these clergymen are secular

mentioned; would be expected to attend?

Yes. He would not be a member of the Board of Managers,
but he would be expected to attend.

Would you expect, if managers did visit -- did go to the
school and have their meeting, that there would be some
interaction between the managers and the children?

Well, in the Approved School Regulations, for when it
was an Approved School, that was a requirement of the
Board of Managers, because in fact the Board of Managers
made decisions about when the children should leave the
school, which was not the case when it became a List D
School. So, yes.

And, in fact, if you look through the logbook, which
also has been sent up to the Inquiry, you'll see, in the
Approved School years, entries by managers saying: I
interviewed six children. I interviewed ten children.

I interviewed four children, et cetera.

Or they interviewed particular children prior to
them leaving the school, because it was their decision
as to when the children should go.

That deoesn't seem to have been the case to the same
extent when it became a List D School.

On page 41 -- can I take you to that? Towards the
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on, indicate that. But, no, I think obviously when

I wrote this in 2019, I had had no sight of any of the
witness statements that subsequently we have seen. So
in a sense I was expressing and writing the ideal.

And I believe it does apply -- if you look across
our schools in England, if you look at the Ofsted
external reports, and if you look at the diocesan
reports, and they're in the public forum, they nearly
always say how strong the Salesian ethos is in the
school.

So I was perhaps optimistically applying that
through to St John Bosco's School. But, clearly, there
is evidence that there were times when that was not the
case.

I suspect, from what you're saying, if you were writing
this now, it would not be put in that way?

I would write it differently, ves.

I perhaps should have put this to you before. 1It's

a photograph that sent us after he had given
his evidence, and it's at WIT-3-0000005746.

I should have asked you actually: had either of you

ever visited?

FATHER WILLIAMS: Yes. In fact, when I was a student of

theology in the early 1970s -- so I was a finally

professed Salesian studying theoclogy prior to
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camps on the site. But what you can't see from here is,
behind the main sports block, about quarter of a mile
down, there was an old cottage and land there, so we
used that for summer camps. It was totally separate to
the school. Occasionally we would play the boys at
football as part of the camp, but that's the only
experience I had.

Q. What this photograph tells us -- and we haven't, I don't
think, fully appreciated before the extent of the
extensions that were built to the school.

LADY SMITH: Do we have a date for this photograph,

Mr MacAulay?

MR MACAULAY: We can perhaps ask for that. It

certainly gives us a different perspective of the extent
of the premises.

FATHER WILLIAMS: I think the bulk of that extension was
done in the relatively early 1970s, 1973/74, because it
was certainly there when I was helping out in the
summer. I think the wigwam-looking things at the left
hand side, I think those were the last to be added,
maybe mid 1970s to late 1970s.

FATHER BRIODY: Just on that, I just recall that actually,
because of the summer camp, we had access to the sports
hall and to the football pitch beside it and we were

amazed at the facilities that the boys there had.
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You say that [E was a frequent

visitor, and we have heard some evidence about

LRM . Just to clarify the point, it was

suggested he was_. I don't think he was
ever [N s ve

A. No, this does give me an opportunity to clarify this,

because I would want to do so, and also another

reference.

Lol

I think I know what you're going to say.
A. In terms of the school or what you would say to the

pupils, there were two important people. One was the

certainly wvisit every St John Bosco's Day. So very
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important person.

The other very important person was the _
_ who would visit, and there has been

a confusion in the mind of some of the witnesses, who
have kind of equated the two, and made references to
a Father et cetera.

Now, I noted in Edinburgh, in the cathedral there,
it states very clearly thatwas —
_in 1951 through to when he -- to the 1980s.

So he was never involved, other than as the wvisiting
—

Q. He was a secular priest?

A. Yes. But his name is kind of down as -- as a potential
abuser, and it needs to be removed completely.

FATHER BRIODY: Just a second point, Colin, if I may on
that.

E‘ather is referred to, but sometimes that's

_ And we believe again the young people have

mistaken them.

Q. And Father who was referred to as

LUF

I think today, that is a mismatch

again?

FATHER BRIODY: We believe so, yes.

FATHER WILLIAMS: BAbsolutely. So those two || veze
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(4.20 pm)

LADY SMITH: Gentlemen, can we carry on?

Mr MacAulay.

MR MACAULAY: I now want to take you to what is referred to
as Part D of the response. Part C very much reflects
some of the material that we have already covered.

That's at SDB.001.001.0060.

If I can go to a page that perhaps pulls this aspect
of it together, because now you're being asked about
abuse per se. On page 46, if we can turn to page 46,
the heading is at 5.8:

'"Known and alleged abusers at the establishment.'

And you are asked about that:

'If so, what are the names of the abusers and/or
alleged abusers?'

Can you just summarise that for me, Mervyn? If you
can update 1it, that also would be helpful.

FATHER WILLIAMS: Yes. At the time of writing this we had
had, as you mentioned before -- well, maybe not
mentioned before. We had received an allegation through

the police in 2002, naming Brotheras

an alleged abuser, and also mentioning

a Father deceased, as a physical

abuser.

Brother was interviewed by the
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police in the light of these allegations, and they
decided to take no action.

Do you know what the specific nature of the allegations
against him were?

At the time of writing -- at that time, and at the time
of writing of this, no, other than that he was accused
of sexual abuse. But we had no -- the police did not
tell us who the victim was, nor did they tell us what
the actual details of the allegations were.

You are saying that was interviewed by
the police, and perhaps I'll confirm: he has now
deceased?

Oh, yes, yes.

And do you know what he said to the police?

He said that he was innocent, as far as I'm aware. And
that they took no action, and at the time of writing
this, we had no knowledge.

Now, since then, because I think a specific request
was put in to the police to retrieve evidence and
documents -- I've written the name down somewhere -- we
do now -- and I'm sure I'll come across this, we do now
know the name, and-was the surname.

I've forgotten the Christian name. And we also have the
details of the allegation, but at that time we had no

knowledge of the details, nor when I was writing this.
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And the allegation that was being made then, at that
time; was it of a sexual nature?
Yes. We were told that the allegation against him was
of sexual abuse, but we had no details from the police
as to what it was. So what we did at the time --
obviously Father was deceased -- about the
physical. At that time, Brother [{NJJJl] was not involved
in any kind of public ministry or activity with young
people -- he was in fact the house bursar in one of our
communities in Stockport -- and the police took no
action. So we, at that point, also took no specific
action against him, because he wasn't involved in any
activities with young people.

Then we got this anonymous letter, which came out,
I think, between 2005 and 2010, and the anonymous letter
mentioned a number of people. It mentioned
Brother who was accused for basically
sexually abusing him in the context of dealing with the
children who wet their beds, but he did that in a way,
the allegation is, that was sexually abusive.

The second person that was accused of sexual abuse
was Brother , and that question obviously
came up earlier today.

Then there was an accusation against

Father about the administration of
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corporal punishment being too severe, and there was

an allegation against Father for rapping

puplils on the head.

Now, at that time, was no longer

with us and hadn't been with us for 40-odd years.

E‘ather -- Father was dead by that time,

Father Q3 was into his early 90s, and
Brotherwas also, at that time, retired and not
in any way engaged in public ministry. So... we didn't

know who the accuser was, so we couldn't respond to him,
because 1t was anonymous.

We didn't -- maybe in hindsight we should have done
-- at that time... we did later -- we didn't at that
time pass the anonymous letter to the police. I think
the judgment was: if it's anonymous, they're not going
to do anything about it.

However, that might have been the wrong decision.

The anonymous letter was passed to the police later
on, in 2018 --
I'll come to that.
-- when they came to specifically investigate the
school. So one of the four was deceased, Father

LoB One we had no contact with for the previous

40 years, (R A LMW was aged and not in

any way engaged in public ministry, and Father
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was into his early 90s. I think he died about
a year or two after that.

We didn't feel that there was any danger at all to
anybody, in the light of these people being alleged to
be abusers.

Can I just understand then: you have identified these
four people and these four Salesians, and from what you
say, these are the names that have appeared in evidence
before this Inguiry?

Yes, and they were named in this anonymous letter. So,
at that time, we basically looked at it carefully, but
we didn't choose to take any specific action, because we
didn't believe that any children were in danger because

of the allegations that we had received at that time.

LADY SMITH: But you wouldn't know. You wouldn't, for

instance, know if there were allegations from outwith
yvour domain about them.

No, indeed. It may not have been the decision that was
taken -- we didn't report it to the police at that time

and I think, in hindsight, we should have done.

LADY SMITH: Leave it to the police to do a risk assessment

on the basis of all the information.

Yes, indeed. I would agree, Lady Smith. I would agree.

MR MACAULAY: Because -- we don't want the name, but I think

you tell us, actually, in the report, that there was
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also a boy named as an abuser?

Yes.

And the police might have been able to follow that
through?

Indeed.

That takes us to 2002, and the anonymous letter. More
recently then; what has the position been?

I do have some information, if I can find it, that will
help me to give you a good answer, rather than a guess,
if I can find it. It's not always easy to hand. You
don't always find the things you want.

Yes, since -- basically, since the writing of this
report, we have received seven civil claims, naming four
Salesians for sexual abuse and three Salesians for
physical abuse, and the Salesians named in these civil
claims, the seven civil claims for sexual abuse, are
not in a civil case, but through the police
investigations.

So in the civil cases, :

EXQ who was one of the very first Salesians
there; this Brother who was mentioned -- we have
never been able to properly identify him -- by one of
the witnesses; and jpes

So, in the seven civil cases, four Salesians were
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named for sexual abuse; that was |l

EXQ , Brother and LOE

And we have had three civil claims for physical

abuse and the Salesians named were a

Yes, yes. So there's been seven civil claims since the
writing of this report.

Do you know what stage the cases are at?

None of them have been settled, and we are aware that

a significant number of them -- the claimants have
transferred to the Redress Scheme and we are, and always
have been, involved in the Redress Scheme. We are
contributors to the Redress Scheme.

I was golng to ask you about that.

So a number have transferred to the Redress Scheme,
rather than go through the civil claim. So that,

I think, is the situation since then.

Now, in addition to that, a number -- the police
began an investigation into the school, and in the light
of that investigation, they did conduct some interviews
of Salesians.

Did you say this was 20187?
They began their -- the first contact from the police

was in May 2017, when they informed me that they were
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researching and looking into potential abuse in a range
of schools, including St John Bosco's School.

Then they came -- and I provided them with a certain
amount of information at that time. They then came back
to me in 2018, and they asked for all of our records,
and in October 2018, I think it was, I took all of our
records up to -- and handed them over to the police in
Glasgow.

They continued their investigations. They had the
admissions book, so they could see all the 522 pupils
who had been through the school, and I know -- because
they said this to me -- they would then try to contact
every single one of them. 2nd that's obviously helped
the whole process of identifying and bringing --
encouraging them to come forward.

That then resulted in some interviews and, in

November 2019, Fathe: [N - -
Brother M4 were interviewed on November

14th by Police Scotland, and both of them were given
some charges. Both are now deceased.

Do you know what the charges were?

I do.

I wonder whether -- you can tell us -- summarise the
charges for us. I wonder whether it would be useful if

you were to provide the Inquiry with an update of this
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A.

Part D, standing this new and rather important
information?

Yes, I can. Certainly.

LADY SMITH: That would be very helpful.

MR MACAULAY: Perhaps you can just summarise it for us?

A.

Again -- 1f I can find the right page -- in terms of
sexual abuse, the police in interviewing Rl
mentioned ten instances and those named --
You shouldn't perhaps give us the names. But can I just
put to you, at this point, that as far as the Inquiry is
concerned, there are two particularly serious
allegations made against One was by
'John', who gave early evidence, and the other was by
'Charlie'.

Now, what is significant, perhaps, is that these
allegations are almost -- are about ten years apart, and
the essence of the allegation is that they were raped in
a similar way. Are 'John' and 'Charlie' complainers in
this police investigation?

I've got the names of the complainers in the police

investigation in front of me.

LADY SMITH: 'John' was the first witness this week.

A.

I'm trying to remember what his real name was.

LADY SMITH: If you tell us --

MR MACAULAY: If you provide us with the names --
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A. I can read out the names.
MR MACAULAY: No, when you provide the additional --

LADY SMITH: Perhaps you can check that, and 'Charlie' was

the second witness on Wednesday -- Tuesday -- Tuesday or
Wednesday.
A. If I can just find -- I don't think I have it with me --

that actually gives me the real names of those people. I
know that I have it, but...

LADY SMITH: You will have it. Don't worry.

A. I can certainly do that.

LADY SMITH: They've both given evidence this week and the
first one was born in 1950 and the second one was born
in 1961, so there is a decade or so between them.

A. I'm almost certain that they are within these. There

were ten instances, and there were six pupils named and

ten instances. That's for [l

For [ there was one instance and one
pupil named. For this Brother there was one

instance and one pupil named. And I think that was it.

SToll EXQ , Brother , , those
three had one named person alleging sexual abuse.
Brother S had ten instances of sexual
abuse involving six pupils. That was the police
investigation.

Those were the charges put to them when they
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interviewed them.

Do you know what -- let's take do you
know what his response was to the charges, or is that
outwith your knowledge?

No. At that point, Brother [HjiJjjjij actually was quite
seriously ill, and he died two months later. The
police -- the two police ladies who came down were
sensitive to his physical situation, so they didn't go
through the normal procedures, but they read out all the
charges. I wasn't personally present. He had

a Scottish lawyer with him, and I can't -- I think the

'no

Scottish lawyer probably advised him to say
comment'. I suspect that was the advice that he would
be given.
That, I think, is the general approach.
He died two months later.
I think E‘atheris dead?
Yes.
We don't know who Brother e is?
We have not been able to find that. So none of those
who were accused of sexual abuse -- are currently alive
-- by the police.

Then also -- so they were interviewed by the police

on 14 November 2019, and on February 17 and 18 of the

next year, 2020, three other Salesians were interviewed
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by the police. Father , who you already

know has mentioned it himself that he was interviewed by
the police. There were two other Salesians, one of whom
received no charges at all, and one who did receive,

I think, two charges rather similar to the ones that
E‘athermentioned against himself, similar
charges against another Salesian.

So three were interviewed, Father , you know
about, one received no charges at all, and one received
two for physical abuse, similar to the ones that
Father received.

Well, as I've said, I would be very grateful to you if
you could cobble that together and send it --
I will.

And the other one, who received the two charges of
physical abuse, has not been named in any of the
submissions that have come into this Inquiry, but yes,
I'm happy to do that.

Thank you.

Just looking at Brother you do
provide us with some details about him on page 47.

I just want to ask one or two questions about that.
Towards the top, you tell us:

'Brother was a member of staff at

St John Bosco's School, and a member of the Residence
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Salesian Community, from 1953 to 1967, and from 1969 to
1974."

We see there was a period of two years between 1967
and 1969 when he had left St John Bosco's. Have you any
records or any indication as to why he left in 19672
No. I mean, I think it's important to realise, as
I think I mentioned before, we don't join a particular
community. We join a province and it is normal for
people to move between communities. That is quite
normal and if you think -- so, basically, I don't know
why he moved. I'm just speculating and you can treat it
as speculation, but, of course, he had been there since
1953 and it may well be that the Provincial thought:
look, you've done 14 years here, I think you need
a change and I'd like you to go to... and he went to
Shrigley, which is one of our communities.

might have said: Look, I'm tired here, I need
something different. So, we don't really know why he
moved, but moves were normal. Every year, people move
between communities. The fact that he moved in itself
isn't an indication of any suspicious reason why he
moved.

Well let's go to 1974. He leaves in 1974 and we heard

the evidence today from 'Gerard' that he had raised
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remember which, and the very next day _

appeared and he and Brother left -- and this was
the issue about boys going up to be with Brother .

Have you any -- 1is there any corporate memory as to
what happened on that instance?

Not that particular instance, but the context, I think.
First of all, in 1974... the witness mentioned

from 1963 to 1970. 1In 1974, he was what we Call-
_, so he was a member of _
English-speaking region. So he would wvisit this
&

Now, Jjust shortly before 1974 we, as a province,
took on the mission in Liberia, which is West Africa.
Now because Liberia was never an English colony, we tend
not to know necessarily a great deal about it. It's
near Nigeria and Ghana, that part of West Africa.

We had started a mission in Liberia, and what was
needed in Liberia was somebody who could come and help
to build the community house, literally, because the
community initially rented a house, bought a piece of
land and then needed to construct a house. R was

the ideal person to do that.
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So the fact that he then went to the missions in
Liberia actually is in itself -- is ideal. He was the
one person in the province who literally could go out
and direct the work on building the house. So that's --
and also, whether this is true or not, certainly he had
always given the message that he always wanted to be
a missionary. So the opportunity to go out as directed,
to go to the mission in Liberia, in itself is not
suspicious.

Q. Can I take you to what you tell us on page 47, because
you tell us he left in 1974. He didn't go to Liberia,
according to what you tell us, until 1981, because he
was at Shrigley from 1974 to 198172

A. Yes. Let me just check on that. Indeed, what you

say -—- I hadn't checked on that.

Q. It seems to be the case that he left _
_in 1974, he goes to Shrigley, he's

there for seven years, and he then goes to Liberia?

A. Yes. You are absolutely correct, and I obviously had
missed that in looking back over these --

Q. That is no problem. Shriglev... can you just remind me
what that is?

FATHER BRIODY: Shrigley was a junior seminary, essentially
a residential school, and Brother ‘5

responsibilities there would have been largely
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maintaining the property. At one time it would have
been a farm and various other things, and so his role
would be largely maintaining the buildings and property.
When you talk about a junior seminary, what age group
are you talking?

From the age of 12 upwards.

So, according to 'Gerard', because his position is that
he has made -- drawn a matter to- I think, as
he put it, and the very next day [l leaves
_ from what you say, Mervyn,
and he goes to another boys' school effectively,

where -- at a time when he was a risk, according to the

evidence?

FATHER WILLIAMS: I don't think we can make any comment,

because we really don't know. We have had this report
from a witness, which we have to take seriously, but
beyond that, we have no knowledge as to why he moved,
beyond that, other than that people did move between
communities.

There is no evidence in your records --

I did look actually. I looked through the minutes of
what we call our Provincial Council. I looked through
newsletters. I looked through anything I felt might
have some record, but there was no specific reason

identified, which is normal. You would get a list of
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heard. This came from a witness, 'Barney', whose
statement was read in and BlIS in his day
was -- 1t 1s something he actually heard about
afterwards, I think, but, in any event, he said that
Father was caught abusing twins after he had
left.

Any record to that effect?
No, none whatscever. None whatsoever.
And 'John', the first witness, he gave evidence that, on
a trip to Aberdeen, a priest who was a Salesian abused
a boy and there was police involvement. Any record of
that?
Not that I'm aware of. And I have read through
virtually all the minutes of the managers' meetings, and
I've read through all the logbook, and I've not come
across any reference to that.
Before we finish, there is one other document that
I should put to you, because you have responded to what
we refer to as 'the framework document'. And your
response to that is at SDB-000000054. That will come on
the screen, and no doubt you have your own copies. What
you say at 1 is:

'Paragraph 22.3 of the framework document states
that "some academic schooling seems to have been

provided”.'
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evidence that you have listened to, no doubt very
carefully, and evidence that you have read. For
example, the evidence this morning from 'Gerard' who had
been in the Order, and perhaps gave evidence that might
be looked upon as quite telling, from an insider's
perspective. Mervyn, first of all, have you any comments
to make?

I think, as I mentioned earlier on, the first part of
the meeting, I had read the statements and felt this was
extremely serious, but listening to the witnesses who
came in, and listening to -- including this morning --
and hearing the statements read out, clearly there was
abuse, and it destroyed -- it had enormous effects on
the children who were there and it seems to have been
widespread, and that's absolutely appalling.

It's devastated their lives in many ways. Okay,
there are other factors, but it's had a transforming and
devastating effect and that's absolutely awful... and
I found that very difficult to take, to be quite honest,
that they had to go through that and then that it was by
Salesians, some of whom I knew.

I mean, I knew as -- most people
who knew him would have seen him as a very charming and
excellent man, and yet clearly he was an abuser, so I'm

devastated -- my devastation doesn't matter too much,
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