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MR MURRAY: Yeah, so we're unable to find staff records,

however we were able to find internal correspondence and
references in minute books that we provided to the

Inguiry, vyes, that's correct.

MS INNES: And, as you say, this was an allegation that was

made, 1f we look down to page 133, towards the bottom of
the page, you say there that he was apparently -- he's
the final person who's redacted there -- he was
apparently a staff member between 1969 and 1978:

'It's believed that sometime during that period he
was a houseparent. The organisation has not located any
historic records about his recruitment, work history or
subsequent employment, and it's understood that he died
some years ago.'

So I don't think you were able to find anything
really beyond this material and the fact that the person
had made an allegation in respect of this man's

behaviour?

MR MURRAY: No, we were not. However, I do note that we say

that he was apparently a member of staff between 1969
and '78. However, we did find correspondence internally
that suggested that he was retired on grounds of
ill-health in 1975, which is earlier than previously

stated there.
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this was not appropriate behaviour and explained all
reasons why. I felt they were both very immature and
they did not seem to understand what the consequences
could be. Spoke over with my colleagues to be aware of
the situation.’

And then the further comment or action, this is
a note by Alison Thomson, who's vice principal at the
time, and it says:

'After discussion with Val, [who I think is the care
worker] [who I think was the Head of
Care] and Kevin Tansley [the headteacher], it was
decided to treat this as a boyish prank. There was no
attempt to be covert and both appeared to be equally
guilty.'

So looking at this incident, do you have any comment

on how it was dealt with?

MS CHETTY: I don't think that the incident was dealt with

appropriately. There is not a sense of looking at the
significance of what's occurred, how it's occurred and
how it needs to be managed within the risk and
vulnerability for all young people.

There feels a lot of assumptions made in the

analysis of the management at the time.

MS INNES: Now, if we look on please to ROB-000000070.

And we can see that this is a report of child
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MR MURRAY: Yes, correct.

MS INNES: And I suppose again we've seen that there was

an opportunity in March 2001 to perhaps take a different
approach to the allegation that was made at the time,
prior to what ultimately happened in June and

subsequently?

MR MURRAY: Yes, we have.

MS INNES: ©Now, I'm going to move on to another person.

This person is , who again we know has

a conviction. I think you were aware of this at the
time that you completed your Section 21 notice.

Now if we can begin by looking at ROB-000000072, and
these are handwritten notes from November 2001 that
I think you found and provided to the Inquiry.

And if we look on to page 2, there's reference here
to a meeting with a Joyce Alexander and two boys and
I think again the author of this is Alison Thomson, the
vice principal.

At (a) she says:

'One boy expressed concerns about and his
attitudes towards him personally. This included concern
that [WISM tends to "back" people in the privates in the
playroom but particularly the boy who's speaking. He
explained that USlEM had said that he had been bullied in

his previous school and that as a result of such
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an action, he could not now have sex.'

Secondly:

'He seemed uncomfortable with 's wish to have
him as his "brother". He was worried because of LdUSH's
pleasure at not having been at home over the weekend as
this was at variance with his own feelings of missing
his family.

'(iii) He alleged that 's sister had been
calling him names, eg "ugly".

'(iv) He said that [§{N had sent him a text,
saying, "Remember to tell [the boy's sister] that
I'm bisexual”.'

Then it's reported that a person who has the
pseudonym 'Cosmo' had told the boy that UM fancied
this boy.

And then it goes on saying that the boy then began
expressing concerns about on the football trip on
16 to 18 November. Two boys were sharing a room. The
boy who is speaking had gone to the shower room and had
asked the other boy to leave the door open so that he
could get back in. The other boy had said that:

'W came in and got on top of me.'

And the boy who was in the shower said that when he
returned, his roommate was upset and that was

calling him a 'prick' and a 'poof'.
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If we continue over the page:

'When asked to expand further on this, the boy who
had made the allegation said that he had been lying on
his bed watching the news when [Jil] came in. [SASJYhad
started to touch him but he had said no. Then, despite
this, had lain on top of him and rubbed his penis
up and down against him. And then the other boy said
that Mark Smith (staff) had been called and that he
would sort it out in the morning and the boy who made
the allegation had also phoned home upset.'

So I think you've read this document before and
you're aware of this incident.

Do you have any comment first of all on the way in
which this discussion takes place with the two boys
together?

CHETTY: In regard to?

INNES: So the vice principal --

CHETTY: Yeah.

INNES: =-- and another member of staff discuss what's
happened --

CHETTY: Yeah.

INNES: -- with two boys, both of whom have made various
allegations against _

CHETTY: Mm-hmm.

INNES: Do you have any comment on that as a process or
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MUV wvas lying on top of him. He could give me no
reason why he thought that was going to have sex
with him other than that because was lying on top
of him. We established that they were both fully
clothed. He did say at this stage that their penises
had rubbed up and down against each other.'

'I then asked why he had said to Mark that they were
practising wrestling moves and he said he'd forgotten
about that. Joyce asked if either of the boys' penises
were hard. He indicated he couldn't tell but he didn't
think so. He acknowledged that he had told Mark he was
fine after the incident.'

And then he also affirmed that pupils had been told
that they should not be in each other's rooms.'

And then the conclusion:

'We felt that the discussion which had taken place
in school may have raised the boys' awareness of the
inappropriateness of what had taken place but the
incident was no more than one of horseplay.'

Do you have any comment on what then transpired in
terms of the investigation and the conclusion that was

drawn?

MS CHETTY: Absolutely. I don't think an appropriate

conclusion or action was drawn at this point.

MS INNES: What should have been done?
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MS CHETTY: Now, and how we would understand safeguarding
measures now, there's concerns for me around supervision
levels and understanding of how young people are able to
interact with one another. When a circumstance is then
arising, how are we understanding the account for that
young person with detail and understanding exactly what
measures need to be taken next to support that young
person in collaboration with multi-agencies working
with.

MS INNES: Then if we look down to the bottom of the page,
it said:

'I have asked Harry Thompson to impose a sanction on
WL for disobeying a clear instruction not to go into
others' rooms. I will speak to [JEJJ] about other
allegations and ask staff to continue to ensure that he
is not left unsupervised with other pupils.’

So that seems to be the follow-up with . Again,
do you have any comment on that as a follow-up to what
appears to have happened?

MS CHETTY: I don't think it's an adequate follow-up.

LADY SMITH: Just picking up on you saying earlier that
pupils are not sanctioned, what, at that time, do you
think would have been a sanction to be imposed on ?

MS CHETTY: I don't know that I would have enough

understanding of what that would have looked like at the
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MS INNES: Thank you, my Lady.

Now, before the break, we were talking about

and we'd looked at material from

November 2001.
If I could ask you, please, to look at
ROB-000000068, and this is an incident report dated
1 March 2002 in respect of Y , and it says:
'BA8 had asked if he could go and ask another pupil
about something, he was given permission to undertake
this. About ten minutes later, had not reappeared
and therefore I, Ann Coleman, went to investigate. On
entering the other pupil's room (I had knocked first),
I found two boys and sitting on the bed. One of
the boys had been given permission to listen to music.

I observed that had his trouser belt

buckle unfastened. At this point, I suggested that all
pupils should rejoin the group. sat up
very quickly and tried to conceal that his buckle was
unfastened. He then got up and went directly to the
bathroom. I later asked one of the boys if he felt
comfortable in the room and that if he required to
discuss any concerns.'

And then the next part of the entry -- sorry, if we
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look over the page, we'll see the continuation of this
report. So it says:

'"He could speak to any member of staff within the
residential areas. The boy said everything was fine and
that he had been listening to music with the other boy.
I passed this information teo Alison Thomson, vice
principal, and to Cathie Ward, residential worker, who
I think was working the next shift.’'

And then if we go to the first page, at the bottom
of the page we see the further comment or action:

'"When Alison Thomson says she discussed with [gill

, felt that there was "insufficient evidence" to

make' --
LADY SMITH: 'A wider issue.'
MS INNES: =-- 'a wider issue about it. Subsequent

gquestioning of one of the boys also appeared to indicate
"no unease" about the incident.’
Do you have any comment on how this incident was

dealt with?

MS CHETTY: I don't feel it was dealt with appropriately.

I don't think accounts were taken in the way that they
should have been at the time with young people and there
are assumptions here around all sorts of things in
relation to actions. I don't understand the reference

of a wider issue. If something's occurred, we need to
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understand what's occurred and what safeguarding
measures need to happen next for those young people.

MS INNES: Mm-hmm.

LADY SMITH: There seems to be an indication of a real
reluctance to probe any further, despite the pointers,
as we can see in the narrative, to the need to probe and
find out; is that right?

MS CHETTY: I would agree that if -- that wouldn't be the
way that I would manage that situation or expect it to
be managed today.

MS INNES: And then if we can then move on please to
ROB-000000066, this is a report in relation to a boy,
dated 9 May 2002, and there's reference to -- to
houseparents and the pupil. It says:

'T was explaining to the boy that it had been
proposed that a pupil from Tiree would be starting
a transitional phase with a view to them possibly moving
into the Hostel in the near future. As this boy had the
spare bed in his bedroom, I was making enquiries as to
the suitability of the two young people sharing.

'I explained to the boy that the person was
. The boy immediately said that he did
not want to share a room with |[RAAM. He explained that
they had run-ins in the past and had broken my

trust on several occasions. The boy did not go into
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detail about the issues that he had previously discussed
with [JifJ}- He said that he would rather not even share
his room with i in the short term. When I explained
to him that people could move rooms once we returned to
school following the summer holidays, the boy appeared
to be reluctant to consider this option but I reassured
him I respected his honesty and I would do as much as I
could to look at possible alternatives. However,

I could not guarantee that might still have to
share the bedroom until the holidays, after which time

it could be reassessed. The boy seemed to accept this.'

LADY SMITH: I think she meant couldn't guarantee that

might not still have to share the bedroom but we can get

the sense of it.

MS INNES: Yes.

So there's further developments in relation to what
this boy says later in this document, but just pausing
at this point, do you have any comment on, given what we
have seen up to date, about the possibility that a boy

has now been asked to share a room with [EUUM"

MS CHETTY: Yes, absolutely. It's highly concerning, given

the context of the previous incident and also,
I suppose, when a young person is raising a concern,
again, how are we listening and understanding that

concern?
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INNES: Might it suggest that -- I suppose there's two
possibilities: either the people who were suggesting
this had no knowledge of the previous incidents or they
did and I suppose you might have concerns either way?

CHETTY: I would have concerns either way.

INNES: So if they didn't have knowledge of the previous
incidents, that would suggest that they weren't --
information wasn't being shared appropriately with
members of staff?

CHETTY: Yes, and investigating, I suppose, appropriately
on the back of incidents that have occurred with the
information that has come forward.

INNES: Okay. And then, if we go on, there's then
a telephone call at the bottom of the page where the boy
had confided in another member of staff once the person
had left the Hostel at the end of her shift.

And if we go on to the next page, it says that:

'She explained that the boy had said that the real
reason he did not want [iCM to move into his room was
thathad previously approached this boy and he
wasn't happy with this.

'It appears that he had made suggestions about
having a relationship, on both times the boy had said
"I'm not interested in", and the boy had become anxious

of perhaps sharing a room with [iCEM as he would be

539



10

L

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

12

20

21

22

23

24

25

uncomfortable about doing this.'

And then, going further down the page, the boy
approaches the member of staff at lunchtime when she's
back on:

'He asked me what I had thought of what Rachel had
said.’

And it goes on:

'I then asked him to explain to me again what he had
told Rachel the previous Thursday evening. The boy said
that [WAEM had "come to me and asked me to do things".
When prompted, he said he had "asked me out"”. When
I asked if he had done anything else, he said no but he
had been annoyed that he had asked him again.'

And then there's reference to when these things had
happened and ultimately the boy was reassured that he
would not have to share a room with [k,

And if we go on over the page, to page 3, there's
then a discussion between houseparents and the Head of
Care and if we look down to the second paragraph, it
says:

'It was agreed that |[dUEE would require close
monitoring during his stay at the Hostel but that due to
current staffing levels, it would be unrealistic to
carry this out discretely and effectively at this time.

It was agreed that [} should continue to attend the
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Hostel for breaks with the occasional evening visit
until the end of term. The situation would then be
reassessed with a view to him staying full-time on
return to school after the summer holidays.'

So they seem to be considering moving from,
I think, Tiree, where he had been living before, into
the Hostel and, here, they say that he would need close
monitoring but there's staffing issues but -- and that
he wouldn't move immediately but he could still attend
the Hostel.

Again, do you have any comment on that approach?

MS CHETTY: Neither of those actions would mitigate the risk

really, for me.

MS INNES: Now, if we go on to another document in relation

to this same boy who said he wouldn't be comfortable to
share a room with . This is at CIS-000010749.

The first page of this refers to an incident on
25 August 2002, where had phoned the boy to ask him
to his house to watch a football match. At the
half-time break, had asked the boy if he wanted to
have a go on his PlayStation in his bedroom. When
entering the room, apparently pulled the boy's arms
behind his back and tried to push him to the floor. The
boy told him to stop. [AUYM had said he was mucking

about. They spent some time on the PlayStation. Before
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they left the room, the boy said that stood in
front of him and put his hands on his shoulders.
then appeared to try and kiss his head. He tried to
push him away. He told him to stop what he was doing.

And when the boy asked what he was doing,
apparently said he was just mucking about trying to put
you in a pin wrestling hold, and then they went on to
watch the rest of the football match.

Now, in terms of any further comment, there's
nothing noted there. It seems to have been signed by
the Head of Care, I think, on 12 September.

Again, any comment as to this incident and what

action might have been taken?

MS CHETTY: It's difficult to know, because we don't have

any -- any comment around what action was taken, but

I suppose, much like some of the other incidents we've
looked at, it's trying to understand that detail, which
we don't have, but based on what we read with the other
ones, it's difficult to be able to certainly know that

they would be handled appropriately.

MS INNES: Yes, sorry, I should have taken you to page 3,

which is the end of the note, and in the final paragraph
there, the houseparent informs -- so -- the houseparent
informs the boy:

'I was unclear on what action should be taken as

62



10

11

12

13

14

15

1e

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

this incident happened outwith school. I would seek
advice from on return from school on
Monday, 2 September and the boy agreed this would be
acceptable.'

So do you have any comment in relation to a lack of
clarity about what happens if an incident happens

outwith school?

MS CHETTY: Yes, exactly. There shouldn't be a situation in

which staff are unaware of how to manage safeguarding

procedures.

MS INNES: And then if we look on in this document, please,

to page 5, and this is dated Monday, 2 September 2002
and Friday, 30 August 2002 and it says here that:

'"The boy [it's the same boy] started by telling me
that WilV'= visit to his house went okay. However, on
the way home from school on Friday, 30 August 2002 and
the return journey on Monday, 2 September 2002, AICEE had
put his arm around the boy in the taxi. On both
occasions the boy told him to move it. He also said
that when helping the boy to find his cane, at the boy's
request, apparently put his hands on the boy's
hip/waist area to lean over him to look into his locker.
When asked, said he was only looking at the shelves
above the boy. The boy said he thought it strange as

his voice sounded closer to him than if L4l had been

63



10

11

12

13

14

15

1e

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MS

MS

Ms

MS

standing up as he said.’

The houseparent says:

v informedof these incidents and
the previous incident from 25 August 2002 [so that's the
one that we've looked at]. spoke to the boy and
told him he was putting himself in a vulnerable position
by seeking out 's attention. The boy needs to be
clear to that he is making him uncomfortable and
that he does not want him to be his friend. The boy
should be taking responsibility for his own actions and
must stop sending mixed signals towho may be
misinterpreting these signals.'

Do you have any reflection on what's said there

about the steps that the boy needs to take?

CHETTY: I don't agree with the appraisal of that

situation. I don't think it's appropriate to not take

the views and words of our young people seriously.

INNES: And it seems to be putting responsibility on the

young person who's making the allegations.

CHETTY: Absolutely.

INNES: And then if we look down at the further comment

or action:

I - © =voxe @ v the boy

separately. [di said in relation to the incident of

25 August that he had been mucking about with the boy
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and acknowledged it had gone too far but stopped when
asked. Said in the taxi he was stretching, didn't have
his arm round the boy. Insisted that he had only been
standing behind the boy in the locker room looking for
something. We explored the issue of homosexuality at
's instigation and he was adamant [it goes on to
page 8] that although at one time he had been confused,
he was straight. and I explained that we had
grave concerns about the appropriateness of his social
interactions and that we had to take some action. It
was agreed that should contact Barnardo's to get
input from a previous worker who had been involved with
I,  He asked that this input remain confidential and
because of his age, we agreed. The boy did not wish the
matter taken any further but was reassured that we were
taking some action in relation to .'

And do you have any comment on how this report was

then dealt with and follow-up with

MS CHETTY: It's difficult, from what I've seen, to be able

to understand that full picture of what all of that
support looked like and how do we -- how do we
understand the connections that were made from
a multi-agency basis and the actions therefore

thereafter, it's difficult to understand that from here.

MS INNES: When you say a multi-agency basis, what would you
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have expected to happen?

MS CHETTY: Now what I would expect, in any circumstance

like that, that at the very beginning we're starting to
understand what needs to happen to support the young
people, so that we are not in a position whereby

a circumstance could occur again at the risk assessments
around all of that support.

We wouldn't have -- we would now have all of that
collated together in a multi-agency way through
chronologies, through risk assessments, through
understanding, debriefs. It's difficult to see that
full picture at this point in time or to know whether it

was there.

MS INNES: Now, if we look on, please, to CIS-000010693,

this is an interim report on an incident in the Hostel

on _ 2002 and the pupils involved in the

incident directly is a person with the pseudonym 'Cosmo'
and and then there's reference to
subsequent interviews of three boys and these are the
three boys that we've already looked at.

There's reference to 's background and
if we look at the third bullet point there, it says:

'"He has spoken openly about being homosexual or
bisexual. This has concerned some pupils but has been

seen as a phase by staff and he has been supported in

66



10

L

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

12

20

21

22

23

24

25

helping to work through his general difficulties of
adolescence.'
Do you have any comment on how issues of sexuality

appear to have been addressed?

MS CHETTY: I don't agree with the language and the comment

or the appraisal that's being made.

MS INNES: And what do you --

MS CHETTY: You would expect the sex and relationships

education that's being provided by a school to encompass
all aspects of relationships, how we understand one
another, what does that relationship look like for me,
understanding the rights of the young person, so that we

are empowering our young people with information.

MS INNES: And then this document goes on to refer to the

various incidents that we've looked at and if we look on
to page 3 and at the bottom of the page, _, 1 o
says:

'After school, 'Cosmo' asked to speak to Carrie
Mannion (AHT) and she then advised him to speak to me
about an incident which had happened in the Hostel.
Incident report attached.'

And it then says:

'Because of previous experience of pupils

exaggerating events, we spoke t'.o

informing him of the allegation and to try to clarify
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matters. The two accounts did not match and I was
dissatisfied with [{iif's explanation of why he did not
take appropriate action when 'Cosmo' passed out.'

So I think you'll understand that the allegation
made was that 'Cosmo' had been sexually assaulted and in
the context of that, he appeared to have lost
consciousness at some point.

And then she says:

'At about 5.30 I contacted 'Cosmo's' father to
inform him about the incident. I explained what 'Cosmo'
had related and outlined the child protection procedures
for contacting the zone paediatrician and what might
happen subsequently.'

And then on page 5, it says:

'I contacted Mr Tansley to inform him of my
intention to action the incident as a child protection
matter.'

And then it goes on from there with her trying to
contact social work and her speaking to staff members
and the like.

And in the middle of the page, it says:

'Two calls were then placed with the respective
Social Work Departments of both boys.'

She says that she kept the father informed and then

she says:
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'I called St Leonard's and asked for the child
protection team. I was put through but it went on to
the answering service. I left a message asking them to
call me. I was undecided about calling another team
because Dr Dunhill had indicated that she did not feel
that the police would take immediate action. I
consulted with Mr Tansley before doing anything
further.'

And then she was contacted by a police officer who
said that he had been contacted by Livingston Social
Work Department and action then seems to have been taken

from there.

At the bottom of the page, we see, _ the
boy did not attend school and remained in

the residential area under staff supervision. And then,
I think, if we look on to page 7, we see towards the
bottom of the page that there was a joint -- no, sorry,
further up the page, -—— on _, there's
a discussion with the police and social work following
the outcome of the interview with 'Cosmo' and at the
bottom of that final entry, on the -, it says:

'Went to Hostel to speak withto explain what
was happening. His sister was on the telephone and we

agreed that she should come to pick him up immediately.'

And then left the school and never
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returned.
So there was a period after the allegation was made,

between _ and _, where the boy who had

made the allegation had to stay at home and
remained at the school. Is that how
matters would be dealt with now?

MS CHETTY: No.

MS INNES: No.

MS CHETTY: No.

MR MURRAY: Can I just come in on that, because it's my
understanding that that was the advice of the police.
There's a document in there that the police asked the
school to keep -- to keep him in the school.

MS INNES: Okay.

LADY SMITH: But did the police play any part in the boy,
'"Cosmo', as he's known by us, having to stay at home?

MR MURRAY: I'm unsure. I would need to look through the
documents.

MS INNES: You said a moment ago, Lucy, in your evidence
that you would not expect this same process to be
adopted now. So if an allegation was made and the two
children were both at the school, say on a residential
or partly residential basis, what would happen nowadays?

MS CHETTY: We would be looking at the sort of collaborative

assessment of what needs to happen in relation to those
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young people so we're not making an assumption or

a position as a school that one or other would need to
go home. There needs to be an understanding of what is
the best way to mitigate and manage the risk and those
wouldn't be decisions that I would take in isolation.
They would be decisions I'd be taking with social work,

education, the Care Inspectorate.

MS INNES: Okay. And now, we know that was

subsequently convicted in respect of a sexual assault on
'"Cosmo'.

In terms of some further documentation following on
from this, there is a document at CIS-000010751, and
this is a letter to -- dated 16 December 2002 from,

I think, a team leader within the Care Commission to
Martin Henry, who's Child Protection Co-ordinator at
City of Edinburgh Social Work Department at the time.
And it refers to the child protection investigation
ongoing. In the second paragraph there it says:

'while the incident on | 2002 appears to
have been dealt with appropriately by the school, I have
some questions about the school's handling of previous
incidents. For example, I have questions about the
school possibly underplaying the significance of gossip
or scheming within a child protection context. I also

have doubts about the school defining the child
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protection guidelines too narrowly as not being
applicable to pupils aged over 16 years of age.'

And asks for a further discussion. So I think this
might refer to the more recent incidents where we've
seen concerns about [WIEEM and the boy that visited his

house, and --

LADY SMITH: And also the school underplaying the

significance of gossip or scheming, I think, is taken
from a document we looked at a few minutes ago where the
school referred to the 16 and over age group, at that
time, being a difficult group, because they engaged in

gossiping and scheming.

MS INNES: Yes.

So this seems to pick up on some of the issues that
we've seen from the history of how -- of how things were
dealt with.

If we look on, please, to CIS-000010755, we see here
a meeting with the Royal Blind School, at which Henry
Mathias, team leader, is present as well as Alison
Thomson and Martin Henry, who we've just seen, and this
is Friday, 25 April 2003 and there's an update on
various things.

If we look down -- well, to point 4, there's
an inguiry about child protection training and then at

point 5:
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'Alison Thomson confirmed that the school's child
protection policy was to be reviewed in line with
Edinburgh and Lothian's child protection guidelines.
They were advised to look at including how young people
are at risk in the community as well as school and how
the school would deal with this.'

So that seems to be following on from the issue with
not knowing what to do if the incident took place in the
community. And then it says:

'Also the school was advised to look at adapting the
child protection policy to take account of specific
issues relating to young people with visual impairment.'

Now, given that this was a specialist setting, do
you have any comment on, you know, an inference perhaps
to be drawn from that that the child protection policy
didn't take into account such issues?

MS CHETTY: You would expect the child protection policy to
take account of the context in which the young people we
support are given their education and care.

MS INNES: Okay, and then, just finally, in relation to
, if I could ask you, please, to look at
ROB-000000067, and we see that this is a letter dated
March 2003 to the board of governors and this is
a letter from 'Cosmo's' father.

So he says there:

73



10

L

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

12

20

21

22

23

24

25

'As you are aware my son was sexually assaulted by
another pupil during an overnight stay in the Hostel of
the Royal Blind School. Since this happened, I have had
little or no contact from anyone in the school regarding
this incident.’

And again, Jjust pausing there, do you have any
reflection on the complaint that he's had little or no
contact with the school?

MS CHETTY: It would surprise me. It wouldn't be
a situation on which I would -- I would have no contact
with the families connected to an event like that.

MS INNES: And then his first question is:

'Why, when this person has assaulted another pupil
in the school previously to this incident, was he
allowed to stay unsupervised in the Hostel with access
to other vulnerable pupils?!

So I think that's perhaps reflecting on some of the
material that we've looked at in terms of previous
allegations against [SIEG:

And do you have any comment on the validity of the
father asking this gquestion?

MS CHETTY: I could absolutely understand why he's asking
that question.
MS INNES: And then in the final -- there's a- at

the paragraph beginning 3, he says:
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respect of Mr that we've referred to already.
Now, as you've said earlier in your evidence this
morning, the organisation is aware of other material
that has been brought to your attention by the Inquiry.
What is the organisation's current position in
answer to this question? So does the organisation
accept that some of the children cared for at the

establishment were abused?

MR MURRAY: I think that, you know, that we would want to

amend this answer based on the additional information
that has been borne out through the process of this
Inquiry and you can see a little bit of that in our
response at section D -- Part D of the 21 Notice and
also in the addendums that we submitted in, I think it
was, 2024 where we draw particular attention to the
additional individuals that we have discussed here

today.

MS INNES: So , Christopher Smyth, and more

recently Frank McGeachie?

MR MURRAY: Yes.

MS INNES: And then if we go on, please, to page 49, the

question here is:
'Does the organisation accept that its systems
failed to protect children cared for at the

establishment between 1930 and 17 December 2014 from

85















10

11

12

13

14

15

1e

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

LADY SMITH: So we have a witness, I think, ready for
2 o'clock; is that right, Ms Innes?

MS INNES: That's correct, my Lady.

LADY SMITH: Before I rise, there's a couple of names I want
to mention. We referred to a Mr and he's -- his
identity is presently covered by my General Restriction
Order and he shouldn't be identified outside this room
as having been referred to in our evidence.

Separately, we used [#UY 's name and for
the time being, please treat him and his identity in the
same way. If that changes, I'll make sure the people
know that. Thank you.

(12.44 pm)

(The luncheon adjournment)

(2.05 pm)

LADY SMITH: Good afternoon.

Now, Ms Innes, we have a witness ready, I think, do
we?

MS INNES: We do, my Lady. The witness this afternoon has
the pseudonym 'Cosmo'.

'Cosmo' attended the Royal Blind School from 1991,
when he was aged 4, until 2005, when he was aged 18.

Your Ladyship has already heard evidence -- and

perhaps if we could look at JUS-000000230 -- of the

conviction of in [ <nc, it ve
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beginning of your time there, how did you get on at
secondary school?

Secondary school was good, erm, for a couple of years.
Er, same situation, there was a couple of incidents that
happened that were gquite scary, erm, that were reported,
but it was a general same again, no different to any
other school or being around anybody any different.

And when you say that there were a couple of incidents
that were reported that were quite scary, were these
incidents that you reported or other people reported?

Er, that they reported, along with my help.

Okay, and were these incidents -- did they involve the
same as well or not?

Yes.

Okay.

Now, I'm just going to ask you a bit more about
secondary -- your time at secondary and where you lived.
So when you began in secondary school and you
started staying overnight, where were you staying in the
school?
Er, originally I was staying on Arran, second floor, er,
and they decided for a short period of time, erm, that
I was eligible for going to Tiree, I think it was, and
then once I had moved from Tiree, I got moved to the

Hostel, which gives you full independence.

102






























10

11

12

13

14

15

1e

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MS INNES: Thank you, my Lady.

So you tell us that you spoke to the police about
what happened and you tell us in your statement that you
had to stay at home for a little while after this had
happened?

Correct, for around about a week.

And did you know if [@US] was still at the
school or not at that time?

When I first had time off, the first two days, I didn't
know nothing. Third day, I phoned Isla, one of the
floors, to speak to my girlfriend at the time, and she
was asking what's going on? I turned round and said I
couldn't tell her, erm, and I asked if the accused was
still at the school and she replied: '¥Yes, why?'.

And then, once I had gone back to the school, I had
found out that he had been at that school from the
Monday, when the incident happened, to the Friday, when
he gets picked up to take him home.

Okay, and how did you feel about him still being at the
school when you were at home?

Angry, erm, scared for the other pupils. Erm, again,
disbelieved.

And then you tell us that you then went back to school,

by which time was no longer there?

Correct.
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my education suffered.'

A. Correct.

Q. And did that then have an ongoing impact on your life
after school?

A. It did, yeah. Erm, I -- once I left school, I, er, was
drinking quite heavily. I, er, got so drunk, I wanted
to get more drunk so I took other substance such as
cocalne guite heavily for a good number of years, erm,
and I struggled to get off that and as to such, I don't
touch alcohol unless I'm at a party.

Q. And if we move on to page 19, at paragraph 111, you tell
us that was charged with offences against
you and another boy?

A. Correct, yes.

Q. Okay, and, over the page, you gave evidence at a trial?

A. Yeah.

Q. What was your -- how did it feel giving evidence?

A. A lot more scary than this. Erm, I was only -- I think
I just turned 1} Erm, it was scary. Erm, I had high
hopes for the justice system, erm, and again I felt that
that was not enough for what he had done. So again
I'd felt let down by the justice system, erm, resulting
in me lacking trust in a lot of people.

LADY SMITH: 'Cosmo', when you said -- it's Lady Smith

speaking -- when vou said that you felt it wasn't enough
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for what he'd done, are you talking about the sentence
that the judge ultimately decided to impose?

A. On a personal level, yes.

LADY SMITH: You're allowed to feel that. Do you appreciate
that? You're allowed to have your own reaction.
I think you also said in your written statement that,
from something the judge had said initially, you thought
it was going to be a heavier sentence, a custodial
sentence perhaps?

A. Yes.

LADY SMITH: Am I right about that?

A. Correct.

LADY SMITH: And was there a separate hearing for the
sentencing later than --

A. There was a —--

LADY SMITH: -- the trial?

A. Pardons.

LADY SMITH: No, go on.

A. There was a -- there was a separate hearing for the
sentencing and it was an entirely different judge.

LADY SMITH: ©h, right. Okay. And by that time, the court
would have obtained a report from a social worker about
PWU ; do you remember that?

A. Correct, yes.

LADY SMITH: They'd have had to do that. Do you also
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doesn't matter if reputations are going to be affected,
the damage has already been done so it needs to be
repaired. Everything possible should be done to support
any person in need and any incidents should not be swept
under the carpet.'’

Is that what you still feel about your experience?
Yes.
Then you also say that you think that the headmistress
should have let the board know what happened and they
should have worked out what to do to try to rectify it
and safeguard all of the children?
Yep.
And you're not aware if any of that follow-up happened?
No.
And over the page, at page 22, in paragraph 124, you say
that some time ago now you made contact with
PWU P
Yeah.
And you -- did you speak to him on the phone?
It was through Facebook, I think.
And what was his reaction when you contacted him?
I think he was shocked at first, erm, but he did
apologise for what he had done, but again, it's Just
words on paper or words on a screen. Erm, I just needed

to vent and get that final little bit of closure for
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