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'The first time I met her, she said, "I'm sorry you
were in care for so long". She asked how it had been
and I lied to her. I said it was okay. I didn't want
to upset her. Now that I know she was in care,

I realise why she was worried about me. I am glad
I told her it was okay.

'T later learned that when I was taken into care,
they promised my mother that we would be adopted
straight away. The local authority hadn't obtained her
consent. I now know that she thought we had been
adopted and that's why she hadn't come to see me in the
home. Nobody told me that in there. I had no answers.
We were forgotten about. I think it would have broken
her heart to know the truth about my time in care.'

There are obviously a few words missing at the top
of the next page. I suspect it's something like 'They

had promised her I would be adopted'.

LADY SMITH: Yes.

MR MACAULAY: 'They robbed me of my relationship with her

because she didn't feel she could contact me.

'It was her funeral recently. There was a poem in
her service remembrance, called 'Two Mothers
Remembered'. She had dementia. I thought that was
strange because I had two mothers. I met quite a lot of
my family for the first time at her funeral.'
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He then goes on to mention problems that his sister
had and looking towards the bottom of that page at
paragraph 113:

'The fundamental impact upon me is the feeling of
abandonment that I had as a child. I wasn't given any
information from anyone and nothing was explained to me.
As a result, I have an in-built fear of rejection as
an adult that lives with me constantly.'

He goes on to say that:

'T have never sought my records. I have worked as
a social worker for 15 years. It has never sat easily
with me to ask my employer for my own records. I am
going to do it because there are a lot of questions that
I haven't been able to answer today. For example, who
oversaw me being taken into care? Who didn't follow it
up? Why didn't they follow it up?

'I think it's important that there is recognition
that abuse happened. I have never been someone to blame
people. I think I'm one of those people who accept the
way it was then. Why weren't the good people reporting
the bad people? 1 assume there wasn't a culture of
whistleblowing then. I understand that retrospectively.

'In terms of the Ingquiry, I don't think there are
huge lessons to be learned. I work in children's units.
There have been big changes. Some of them still aren't
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fit for purpose. There are 14 children's units in
Glasgow.

'TI oversaw my first adoption two years ago. I got
to write the "life letter". It is an explanation of why
you were taken into care. I took a lot of care and love
over that. Through my work I have learned a lot and
I am much more able to process it. I think I am a much
better social worker for it as I have a good
understanding of things. I know what troubled kids have
been through. I worked in youth justice for many years.

'I think that speed and time are important. In my
opinion, children should be moved to permanence as soon
as possible so they can live within a family unit.

I think children should be part of a family environment.

'Children learn how to be parents through
instruction, by watching and having a long, lasting
relationship with people. Kids don't need to be in
long-term care.

'I don't want any members of staff who treated me
well to be tarnished with the same brush. I want to
recognise the good work and some of the wonderful people
who worked in Dunclutha House too. I think it is
important for the Inquiry to acknowledge that there were
caring and good people there too.'

'John' has signed his statement on 15 March 2018.
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LADY SMITH:

Thank you very much, Mr MacAulay.

So that completes today's read-ins, I think.

MR MACAULAY:

LADY SMITH:

Indeed.

Before I rise for the lunch break, I think I've

got two names to add to the names I mentioned this

morning of people who are not to be identified as

referred to in our evidence outside this room. And

that's Mrs repeatedly mentioned in that

statement, and also a Mrsor , I am not sure

of the exact spelling.

S0,

MR MACAULAY:

LADY SMITH:

2 o'clock we return.

Mr Sheldon will be looking at Lagarie.

Of course, yes.

Thank you.

(12.32 pm)

(2.00 pm)

LADY SMITH:

Thank you very much indeed.

(The luncheon adjournment)

Good afternoon,

and welcome to those who are

newly arrived for the evidence in relation to Phase 10

of our case study findings.

Now,

relation to Lagarie,

we move this afternoon to look at evidence in

to tell us about that.

Mr Sheldon.

MR SHELDON:

Yes,

my Lady.

and I'm going to invite Mr Sheldon

If I may just make a few

84



10

i

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

28

23

24

25

introductory remarks about Lagarie before we start with
the evidence.

Lagarie was a children's home run by the Scottish
Committee of the British Sailors' Society from 1948 to
1982.

It was conceived clearly as a home for children of
sailors, but local authorities also placed children
there. The society's A to D response to our Section 21
notice initially put the total number of children who
stayed at Lagarie at around 3,280, but the society has
subsequently made clear that it doesn't have records
for -- records of numbers for some of the years of
operation and there would have been likely substantial
overlap, because many children stayed for a number of
years.

But as a snapshot, my Lady, in the course of 1950,
the number is given as about 117 children at the home
and for 1960, 120. By 1977, the number had dropped to

27 and by 1982, when Lagarie closed, down to 8.

LADY SMITH: Right.

MR SHELDON: But on the numbers, which are given in the A to

D, my Lady, it does seem likely that some hundreds of
children, if not over a thousand, would have stayed over
the piece. But we'll explore those numbers further with
the Sailors' Society in due course.
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My Lady, there have been a total of 29 applicants
for Lagarie, and six have agreed to be live witnesses in
this block. But I should say that there are many more
individual complaints or reports of abuse at Lagarie
than there have been applicants.

The Society's A to D response puts this number at
80, but we, the Inquiry team, has done some work on this
and the excellent work that has been done looked at all
the witness statements, the Part A to D response, police
statements, affidavits received as part of court cases
and correspondence recovered by the Inguiry, and those
sources would indicate that there have been some 98
different or separate allegations or reports of abuse at
Lagarie over the years.

In this block of hearings, my Lady, we hope to hear
from ten live witnesses. These are made up of the six
applicants, two other witnesses -- one of whom we're
hearing from today, and I will come to that in just
a moment -- and two witnesses representing the British
Sailors' Society; their CEO and Director of
Communications are coming to give evidence next

Thursday, 22 January.

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

MR SHELDON: They'll appear together as a panel, my Lady.

And of course, as usual, there will also be read-ins; in
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this case 13 read-ins from 13 applicants.

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

MR SHELDON: My Lady, today we're to hear from Mark Daly,
an investigative journalist. Mr Daly has given evidence
before, on Day 152, that was 18 September 2019, in
relation to the Benedictines case study and his evidence
from that day is at TRN.001.006.3584.

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

MR SHELDON: So with that, my Lady, I would call Mark Daly.

LADY SMITH: Mark Daly, thank you. (Pause)

Mr Mark Daly (affirmed)
LADY SMITH: Do sit down and make yourself comfortable.
Before you came in, Mr Sheldon recapped on the fact
that you were here once before and on that occasion
I think you were good enough to let me use your first
name. Are you still comfortable with that?

A. Sure.

LADY SMITH: Thank you, Mark. And thank you very much for
coming back. It's some years since you were here to
talk about the Benedictines and their involvement with
both Fort Augustus School and Carlekemp School, and
I well remember -- and no doubt you well remember --
that a number of former pupils who provided evidence
then were very positive about their involvement with
'Sins of Our Fathers', which was the title of the
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documentary you made about the Benedictines, and in
particular of you and Murdoch Rogers, that you worked
with. I just wanted to take this opportunity to say

I hope that you did read the short section I wrote in
the case study findings, making clear that I considered
that was a very well-researched investigation and it
brought an important issue into the public domain that
otherwise might never have got there, and it had
affected a large number of people.

Lagarie, if I remember rightly, was also on your
horizons then, and that's why we've brought you back
today.

Mr Sheldon, as I understand it, is going to ask you
a few questions first of all, and then we're going to
turn to the documentary you made about Lagarie, rather
in the same way that we did when you appeared these
years ago to talk about the Benedictines.

As a practicality, when you do that, if you prefer
to watch it on the big screen behind you, feel free to
move your chair around. If you're happy with the small
screen in front of you, you can stay where you are.

But otherwise, as I indicated then, I know it's hard
work giving evidence and I know that this subject matter
isn't easy to talk about, and however well immersed in
journalism and documentary making you are, it can catch
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A.

you out at times, your own emotions. If you want

a break, just say, it's not a problem. Anybody sitting
in that seat is allowed to tell me that they just need
a breather, so feel free.

And, as ever, if our questions aren't making sense,
that's our fault, not yours. So you tell us that and
we'll try and explain ourselves better.

Any questions at the moment?

No.

LADY SMITH: Right, well, I'll hand over to Mr Sheldon and

MR

MR

he'll take it from there.

Thanks.

SHELDON: Thank you, my Lady.

Questions from Mr Sheldon

SHELDON: I hope you don't mind if I also call you Mark;
is that all right?

Of course.

So, Mark, you, of course, will be familiar with the
formalities that we go through in these hearings to
begin with, and I think you should have your statement
in front of you in the red folder.

And just for our purposes, the statement reference
is WIT.001.002.4434. BAnd this was a statement that you
gave which covers both the abuse at Carlekemp and Fort
Augustus schools, but also Lagarie -- or 'Lagarie',

89



10

i

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

28

23

24

25

I should say -- and the making of the documentary about
that.

If you just turn, please, to the very last page,
it's page 34, and am I right in saying that that's your
signature?

It is.

And you signed it 4 March 20197
Yes.

Thank you.

If we can turn then to page 18, where you start to
deal with Lagarie and you say a few introductory words
about that and in particular about the Reverend Barrie,
and I'll come back to that, I think, after we have
watched the documentary.

But I'd just like to ask you, before we watch the
film, about the preparatory work that you did for this.
How, in other words, did Lagarie come on to your radar?
A contact advised that there was a big untold story and
that a number of former residents of Lagarie had taken
a case to a firm of solicitors. And there was a very
small amount of information on the public record, there
was a story in the Sunday Mail from 2001, I think.
There was also a_group of former Lagarie
residents. So I was able to glean a little bit of
information from that.
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And in these stories, it's really not complicated.
You know, investigative journalism is often really just
about speaking to people and earning trust, and really
that's what we did. You know, we went from one former
resident to the next and that would develop a number of
new leads.

I have had and still have, you know, a good working
relationship with the team of solicitors, Thompsons, and
they helped put me in touch with the clients that they
had, and really we tried to speak to as many former
Lagarie residents as possible to try and build up
a picture of what this place was like.

If I can just ask you, and I think we can understand,
particularly in a case like this, circumstances like
this, that trust is very important, particularly to the
survivors; how do you go about building that trust with
the group, or a group such as the group from Lagarie
that you spoke to?

Again, it's not complicated. It's just about -- it's
just about being human and listening and, you know, even
though these people have often gone through utterly
traumatic and terrible experiences, my job is -- I still
have to try and probe that and verify things and
challenge and test it. But I guess, you know, there is
a way to do that whilst maintaining trust, you know, and
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be very upfront. I'm very upfront with the people

I speak to, you know, about the investigations we do.

I try and -- I don't overpromise. I tell them exactly
what I think I can do and I go away and I try and do it
and, really, building up trust is, in the way you do it
in any form, in any part of your life, you just spend
time with people and, yes, you have to give a bit of
yourself in order for them to trust you, and do your
best not to let them down.

In getting to know the survivors at Lagarie, what was
your impression of them and how did they compare, for
example, to the group that you interviewed in relation
to the 'Sins of Our Fathers' documentary?

I think one should be careful about categorising groups
of abuse survivors, and I wouldn't wish to do that.

I would say, though, that these were different. You
know, the people in Fort Augustus, most of them had
families, wealthy families, who could afford to send
them to a private school.

These were kids that I would say were often from
broken homes, often motherless, fathers were away at
sea -- that's kind of what the Sailors' Society was
there for; it was there to help with the families of
seamen.

And so, often, these kids were virtually orphans

92



10

i

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

28

23

24

25

and, I would suggest, much more vulnerable. And by the
time I met them, I would say that each and every one of
them was traumatised and, to a greater or lesser extent,
you know, all of them, all of their lives had been
touched in an extremely negative way. I would say that
all the survivors of Lagarie that I met were
irreversibly changed by their experience.
You make this point at paragraph 75 of your statement,
page 19, that these were children who arrived at
Lagarie -- I'm sorry, I keep correcting myself,
'Lagarie' -- who arrived at Lagarie already vulnerable,
already traumatised?
Uh-huh. For example, one of the families I met, they
had been -- there were six siblings. They had been
separated and put into a variety of foster homes in the
run-up to being delivered to Lagarie and they had
experienced abuse there. They had experienced trauma
from the death of one of their parents, they had
experienced trauma from being separated from their
siblings. So they got to Lagarie and they saw the
beautiful surroundings and the amazing view and this,
you know, big old building, and they thought they had
landed lucky.

But, yes, they arrived there incredibly wvulnerable.
And I think you say at paragraph 76 that that's what you
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personally found so difficult about the Lagarie film.
And, Mark, you're a pretty experienced journalist, and
have been at this for some time, but I wonder if you can
just say a word or two about how this struck you, how it
affected you in dealing with the survivors of Lagarie?
(Pause) These kids had no chance. A&And to have even
survived their experience at Lagarie is
an extraordinary -- it's an extraordinary thing and is
testament to them.

I have to say that in the years, many years, I've
been doing this, I haven't ever encountered anyone
I think as evil as William Barrie and his wife, and the
levels of depravity and cruelty that I heard about at
Lagarie are on a different level. And you could see
that in the eyes of these survivors. Absolutely.
Well, we'll see the -- we'll see some of them in the
documentary just in a moment. But to try to help set
the scene for that, am I right in thinking that really
the Lagarie chapter falls into two parts: there's
a chapter from about 1948 to about 1970, when a woman
called Anne Millar's in charge, and then there's a break
of about two years where someone who appears to be quite
sympathetic and quite good is in charge?
Yeah.
Can you remind me of their name? I think you --
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Yeah, I think it's Smith, I think it was Anne Smith(?),
who I met actually.

Right. Yes, I mean, you say something about that in
your statement, and that she thought well of the
children and they seemed to have thought well of her.

Then in 1972, the Barries arrive and, well, we can
see for ourselves in not only the documentary but the
statements, some of the things that then happened.

And one final thing before we do look at the
documentary, and I should have asked you this at the
start, Mark, can you just briefly update us on what
you've been doing since -- just update your CV, as it
were? Are you still with Disclosure?

Since ... God.

Well, yeah, I don't know how many documentaries I've
made since then. Since 2018. I've done investigations
into children's psychiatric wards in Glasgow, Skye
House; I did an investigation into an alleged uncaught
serial rapist in Dumfries. I did a 60-minute film quite
recently about the situation with asylum hotels in
Falkirk, and beyond.

And I've spent -- I've made several films about the
Sheku Bayoh case; made several films about doping in
sport, and -- sorry, if I had known that question was
coming, I might have prepared a bit better.
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So, I don't know, two or three documentaries a year
on average for Disclosure and Panorama. I did a film
about ballet schools, about abuse in ballet schools.
That sort of thing.

Thank you. That's very helpful, and clearly still very
much inveolved in the documentary world and with, it
sounds like, quite a strong focus on criminal justice
type issues?

I guess I've always wanted to try and give a voice to
people, to people who don't have a voice, need a voice,
or people who have been somehow wronged, and often
that's in the criminal justice system or it's in -- to
do with children who are vulnerable, and a story where
I feel I can try and make a difference. That's

really --

LADY SMITH: Mark, I was already aware of most of the

documentaries you've mentioned. What I can't remember
is whether these were all for television broadcasts or
any of them for radio. Do you do any for radio?

Oh, I did -- I helped with a podcast about -- well, this
was a bit less in the vein we've been talking about. I

did a film and podcast about BrewDog, the bar chain.

LADY SMITH: O©Oh yes, yes.

A.

So most of the things I do for radio are generally
a spin-off from TV.
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LADY SMITH: From your mainstream work.

A. Yes, although don't hold me to that, there may be
something out there that I've done, I just can't
remember.

LADY SMITH: Don't worry. It's all right, I've got it noted
that we put you on the spot and you didn't know we were
going to ask you that. That's very helpful. Thanks,
Mark.

MR SHELDON: All right, thank you.

Well, with that, Mark and my Lady, shall we watch
the documentary?

LADY SMITH: Yes. Is that all right, if we go straight into
that now, Mark?

A. Sure. Yes, thanks.

(2.28 pm)

(Documentary 'Suffer the Children' shown to the Inquiry)

(3.08 pm)

LADY SMITH: Mark, I think we should take a short break now.
Would that work for you?

A. Yep.

LADY SMITH: Let's do that.

(3.07 pm)

(A short break)
(3.16 pm)
LADY SMITH: Welcome back, Mark. Are you ready for us teo
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carry on?

Yes, good to go, thank you.

LADY SMITH: Thank you so much.

Mr Sheldon.

MR SHELDON: My Lady.

Mark, thanks very much for that, reminding us all
what we're talking about here.

I just want to ask you a few things, really based on
material that we saw in the documentary, and looking at
some of the documents that we've recovered in the time
we've been investigating Lagarie, and dividing that
really into chapters. So looking at a little bit about
the Anne Millar years, and a specific incident really in
relation to that -- or incidents. And then the Barries,
and then, as it were, the aftermath and the way that
matters have been handled since the allegations came to
light.

So the first document I'd like you to look at, our
reference is ABN-000004031. And that's, as you'll see,
heavily redacted but these are -‘s records and you
mentioned the records in the film and that you'd seen
them. And so I just wanted to take you to a couple of
passages in that.

So these are the records of -'s siblings --
-and his siblings, and you'll see there's mention
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there of Lagarie, a visit to Lagarie on a particular
date in 1968. And towards the foot of the page, this is
still 1968, we're told that -- this is just two
paragraphs underneath the date there, November 1968 --
the matron was indisposed?

Yes.

But the assistant matron was seen and she explained that
there'd been some difficulty experienced owing to
-'s behaviour:

'At times -developed temper tantrums and on
one occasion had run out of the home naked, making his
way along the main road towards Arrochar. One of the
housemothers had pursued him and returned with him to
the home. [He'd] discarded all his clothing throughout
the home before he ran away.'

And again, this is described as a temper tantrum,
but is that the record that you were thinking of in --
Yeah.

—- presenting that in the documentary?

And just reading on a little, right at the foot of
the page, we see:

'At the time of -'s disturbing behaviour, the
matron was of the opinion that she would be unable to
cope with his problems and decided that it would be in
the best interests of all the children concerned that he
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be moved from the home. Since there has been signs of
improvement in his behaviour, however, Miss Millar is
prepared to try and maintain the unity of [this group
of] children.'

So -'s behaviour here is being portrayed as
-'s problem, that it's tantrums, that it's just
acting out, whereas I think what you heard from-
was, 'Well, this is because of the way I was being
treated'?

Exactly.

Can I just also say, this was an example, I think,
of how we were able to corroborate some of the things
that the residents were saying and, you know, -
told -- I had spoken to -and interviewed him ahead
of getting this document, as I recall. And having told
us the story about running away, you know, naked, and
then to actually recover a document which proved that it
was true, you know, not just helped us corroborate the
point, but also just went to the, what I found was the
general honesty of these kids -- well, adults now.

You know, and this happened throughout the
investigation. You know, I would find out something
from an allegation from- or-or whoever, and
then I would talk to someone else and they would say,
'Oh, I remember that', you know. And these are people
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who had never spoken of these matters and that was --
maybe you'll get to this -- but something that really
struck me throughout this thing. You know, -,-
and -, they never discussed their time in Lagarie,
you know, never discussed the detail of the abuse, and
at times they were learning things for the very first
time from each other when I was sitting there with them.
And I just found that particularly striking.

Anyway. I digress.
No, thank you. I mean, it's all useful.

If we can just keep looking through this document
though, it's excerpts or extracts from the social work
records of this particular group of children, sibling
group.

If we look at page 2, please, this is a record of
a visit in June 1969 and we're told, first paragraph,
halfway through:

‘- is still showing signs of disturbed
behaviour.'

Reading short to the next paragraph:

'Miss Millar describes -as being
an exhibitionist, quite a trouble to staff.'

Again there's mention of tantrums. And again to the
next paragraph:

'Miss Millar described his behaviour at school as
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similar to that shown in the home. He's always
"attention seeking". At the time of my visit, he had
a noticeable bump on his forehead, which was stated to
be the result of a collision with another boy at
school .’

It's not clear who stated that but I think we
presume it's Miss Millar.

There's perhaps not a huge amount to be taken from
that, standing the explanation, but it's -- in the light
of other material -- well, what would you say about it
in the light of other material?

Well, I mean, it's evident that they have come here to
get the opinions of Anne Millar and it's difficult to
see much evidence of the inspectors attempting to engage
the children, to ask them, actually, 'How do you feel
about this?' That's a -- and I guess that's a thing of
the time, isn't it.

But, yeah, I mean, whenever I spoke to the residents
about these types of visits, they spoke about them as
tick-box exercises in which they would feel terrified,
even if they had been engaged by the inspectors to give
them any sort of accurate account of what life was like
there. And there are a couple of examples when that did
happen, when -, I think, had attempted or someone
had attempted to raise an alarm and they paid for it.
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LADY SMITH: And the tone 1s, 'This little boy 1is a trouble
to the staff'.

A. Yep.

LADY SMITH: Not, 'We are struggling to understand what the
problem is with this unhappy child'.

A. What's wrong with him. Yeah.

LADY SMITH: Which would be more honest.

A. He was the problem to them, and if, you know, and so ...
yeah.

MR SHELDON: Next page then, this is an entry
from August 1970.

The children's mother says —- is telling the social
workers, it seems, and this is under the date
31 August 1970, fourth paragraph:

'Both she and her husband would like the children
brought home... as the journeys to Rhu are difficult.
[Their mother] feels the children are not being well
cared for at Rhu as [one of the children] had bruise
marks on them when she visited in July.'

And over the page again to page 4, we see that
there's an entry for 25 February 1970. The social
worker called in to Lagarie and she says, about halfway
through the paragraph:

'Just before I left, I saw the children after they
had come out from school. They sat in Matron's office
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very quietly and only spoke when spoken to. One would
really need to get these children alone before being
able to either get to know them or get them to reveal
their feelings about leaving Rhu and, under the
circumstances, this is rather difficult.'

Does it surprise you that they were sitting there
quietly?

No. No, that's -- these children lived in perpetual
terror of this woman.

And towards the foot of that page, there's perhaps
further on that. 28 August 1970:

'[The mother] expressed doubts about the home at Rhu
and said a letter had been received from [the children's
mother], stating that on a recent visit to Lagarie, she
discovered that [one of the children's] back was "black
and blue".'

And over the page again, we see, this a case
conference now, 28 ARugust 1970 and second paragraph,

Mrs Robinson, who we think is one of the social workers:

'... expressed doubts about the home at Rhu and said
a letter had been received from [the mother] stating
that on a recent visit she discovered that [the child's]
back was "black and blue".'

So in terms of the investigation and the evidence
that you heard, Mark, what would you tend to make of
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A.

that?

Well, that the evidence was staring the people who were
charged with the care of these children in the face, and
it seems that nothing, nothing was attempted to
understand what was really going on in this place.

She was revered, you know, and, you know, she was
revered in the community, the local newspapers would
fawn over her, and it appears, you know, that any
inspectors or social workers were always, I don't know,
satisfied or, worse, intimidated. And alsoc I think it's
a -— this is 50 years ago and it's a symptom of the
time, you know, where the word of an adult was taken as
gospel over the word of a child, and that's a terrible
indictment. But it's not surprising.

And if we finish off this extract just by looking at the
final page, page 6. At the top of page, 'Lagarie, Rhu':
'Visited Rhu and can see no reason why the three
children should be removed immediately. They seem to be
progressing reasonably well. Miss Millar, the matron,

was retiring at the end of September.'

So does that rather seem to be the solution to the
issue that might have been presenting itself? That they
were just going to wait for Miss Millar to retire?

I would actually be inclined to think that was
a coincidence and be surprised to know that they were
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intending on doing anything. You know, these were
problem children and they were out of sight, out of
mind, effectively.

And little to no effort was undertaken to try and
establish what was really going on in this place and
I guess, you know, this was, erm, handy.

And there certainly doesn't seem to be any suggestion,
does there, or thought of investigating further?

None. None at all. She was -- she was to retire with,
you know, full honours.

I want to show you then a slightly earlier document.
It's $55-000000021.

And that should be an inspection report, a central
government inspection report from 18 March, a visit of
18 March 1968 by Mr Hull of Lagarie. He tells us there
were 27 children in residence at that point and he
notes, just under the table of numbers, that the
asterisked children are in the care of the children's
department of the area names -- these are the children
referred by local authorities. And the remainder are
direct admissions and in all cases the father is in
either the Royal Navy or the Merchant Navy. So these
are, I suppose, the Sailors' Society's direct reference.
But all the children, of course, are in the care of the
Sailors' Society at this home.
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There's a section about Miss Millar, who's now fully
restored to normal health. The section about premises
and so on. But if we then go to the next page, sections
about administration; there's a section about the
children and what they do; they attend local schools,
churches and so on. He says:

'"The children are always well dressed and obviously
are well cared for. They are natural, contented and
friendly. There is a happy relationship between
children and staff.'

And the conclusion, taking that short:

'Children and staff are happy and contented and
there is a good atmosphere in the home.'

Just above that, it says corporal punishment is never
used.

Yes, indeed, and that's well --

I've never seen this document.

Well, that's well pointed out. You're quite right, and
in other reports it's said, or it's claimed that
corporal punishment wasn't allowed.

Again, just standing the material that you have seen
and heard, what's your view of the adequacy of this
report?

Well, it goes without saying it's entirely inadequate,
and the fact that it so clearly states that corporal
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punishment is not allowed and discipline is not

a problem in this home, it just, you know, there was
obviously a complete veil over the reality of what was
going on in Lagarie and no real attempt, no real attempt
to investigate further.

Yeah, but I haven't seen this document before.

It's quite a short report, I suppose. But it certainly
doesn't appear that the inspector actually spoke to
children. He says he saw them and notes that they're
'natural, contented and friendly'.

A dog and cat home wouldn't be inspected like this
today. You know, this was a children's home with a lot
of vulnerable kids, orphans in some cases, and ...

But as you say -- well, actually, I don't want to
pre-empt that point.

Perhaps we will look at the next document, please.
It's SSS-000000621.

This 1s going a little bit further back in time
again. And we can see that from the front page, that
this is an excerpt from an edition of Chart & Compass,
the Sailors' Society newsletter or magazine, but if we
move to -- it's page -- it's the final page, page 4, and
there's an article called 'The House that Devotion
Built'.

Just at the top of that column, the first column:
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'- swallowed her chewy sweet and began to sing
"Jesus loves me, this I know", with all the power of her
2-year-old lungs.

'"And Miss Anne Millar loves you too", I thought, as
the matron watched the lovely child whose mother died
when she was born. Matron has love and to spare for the
40 children who live in the house, which devotion
provided at Rhu.'

And so on.

So it's perhaps an uncritical assessment of
Miss Millar, but I suppose it illustrates the point that
you were making, Mark, I think, that this was someone
who was highly respected and thought to be a caring,
loving person, a caring, loving care worker for
children, whereas in fact --

The whole thing was a sham for all but two years.

If we can look a bit further down that column, there's a
section which deals with the start of the home, this is
under protection, 1948:

'People were told how they could show their devotion
to brave men who had lost their lives in the wartime
Merchant Navy. They could provide money to buy and
maintain a residence for children of merchant seamen who
had fallen on troubled times.'

And so on.
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And then under 'Memories', we're told:

'Lagarie was bought and furnished when the Theatre
Sister at Edinburgh Royal Infirmary received a call.

'She was needed and wanted for an important Jjob.
She had to turn a house into a home.

'The request puzzled the Kinghorn woman. Her whole
training had been towards helping sick people. She had
never worked with healthy children.'

So I suppose the question immediately arises: why
was she chosen?

Yeah, it's a good question, and if any of those children
were healthy when they went in, they certainly weren't
when they came out.

Well, I think we've seen some of the results of that
particular period in the home's history.

Interestingly, and particularly given what we heard
just a few minutes ago, the very last column, words are
quoted of Miss Millar where she says, 'Thank goodness
for grannies'. See that?
If you think back to what -says —
Indeed.
-- then that's particularly ... that would be
particularly difficult for- to hear, I'm sure.
Yes.

I want to turn then to the Barries' period at the

110



10

i

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

28

23

24

25

home. You say in your statement -- it's at

paragraph 73, we don't need to go to it I think -- but
you say that you think or you concluded that Barrie was
in a paedophile ring which covered, in your view, the
whole country.

Can you just explain to us why you reached that
conclusion? I think it's perhaps clear from other parts
of the film and so on, but perhaps you can just help us
through that.

They would take the kids on different trips, to Arbroath
in particular, other towns, I think there was one in
Dundee, but the kids would be taken to conventions,
religious conventions, where Mr Barrie would know people
and the children would be ... what's the term? Well,
they would be lent out for abuse. That -Jr -,
-and others, and boys also that I've spoken to
after the programme, were being taken to houses all over
the country, particularly in Edinburgh, Musselburgh.
There was a systematic and calculated method of
disguising where the children were being taken; when
they got close to their destination, they would be made
to lie down so they couldn't identify where they were
going, sometimes.

And I can't remember exactly how many different
examples of the children being taken toc other people
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there were, but, you know, it was, as I recall, at least
a couple of dozen.

I mean, I suppose in modern parlance, we would say that
these children were being trafficked?

Absolutely. And I remember at first when I heard this,
I did find it difficult to believe, actually, because
you kind of want to -- you know, you don't actually want
to believe that these things exist other than in TV
programmes and films, and -- but over the weeks and
months we were investigating this, it became -- it was
the only conclusion we could reach.

And we would speak to more and more of these kids --
adults -- and, you know, there was one occasion, you
know, - had told us about the time she had been
taken away to -—— with- to Musselburgh. It was
the example that was in the film. And-had been
abused that weekend, -hadn't. And I remember asking
-about it and she said, 'Oh, yeah, I remember that
weekend, the guy was a bit creepy and I remember-
just didn't look right the next day'. I said, 'Have you
guys never spoken about this?' And they hadn't.

But it was -- you know, there was always a little
bit of corroboration for these claims that the residents
were making. And as I say, after the film, you know,

I got more and more calls from people, some of whom were
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in, you know, really not -- not great mental states at
all. And as I say, boys too, who told us that this was
a thing that happened. They would be taken away, and —--
sometimes for the night, sometimes for the weekend, they
would go to conventions and Mrs Barrie would be
involved. And there was one occasion where they went to
a convention in Arbroath where both-and-
describe almost identical allegations of abuse by

a chaplain, who I think I identified and whose family

I contacted.

And Mrs Barrie was on hand each time after it had
happened to help them clean up. That's what I was
saying earlier about the level of depravity with this
couple. It was just actually really, really hard to
believe, that this happened, that this happened to

children in Scotland. Not that long ago.

LADY SMITH: You referred to Arbroath a couple of times. Is

that because children were taken to the Red Lion Caravan
Park there for breaks? I've heard that referred to in
other evidence. The timing I think would fit with when
that caravan park was established.

I don't remember where they were staying, but I know
that they were -- there were religious conventions that
were held every year and we did our best to get to the
bottom of that. And we found, we found some trace --
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I can't remember, I don't know if it's in my statement
or not, and I can't exactly remember where they were
staying. But these were religious conventions that
would happen every year in Arbroath and we were able
to -- we didn't have enough evidence at the time to name
this chaplain, but subsequent to the documentary, others
came forward and named the same man.

Now, I tracked him down. He was dead. I tracked
his family down and I put it to them. And there was
something about the way that they responded which made

me think I had the right person.

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

MR SHELDON: My Lady, there is a document which is in the

Inquiry's possession. I don't want to go to it now for
a variety of reasons, but the reference is
S8sS-000000506. And if I could just read part of it,
it's from the Christmas 1981 Chart & Compass Scottish
news, an article written by Reverend William Barrie,
Superintendent at Rhu, and he says:

'On the lovely morning of 29 August, the children
from our home in Rhu set off on their annual summer
holiday. This holiday has been spent at Arbroath for
the last eight years, but due to extensive alterations
at the Baptist Church Centre, we were unable to return
to Arbroath this year, and so it was that we motored
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some 50 miles further to the fair city of Aberdeen where
the management committee so kindly placed at the
disposal of the children a first-rate accommodation at
the Sailors' home there.'

And the Reverend Barrie says that:

'Arriving at the hostel, we were met by the Senior
Port Chaplain and his wife.'

And the port chaplain concerned certainly has the
same name as the individual that Mark is talking

about --

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

MR SHELDON: -- in this particular chapter.

So, again, there is a degree of corroboration;
I think you'd agree, Mark?
Yep.
For that aspect of the account.

Finally in relation to the Barries chapter, I just
want to look at SS5-000000480, please.

And as you can see, this is just a handwritten note,
very brief. We are told, I think it's David Harries:

'... visited Mr and Mrs Barrie after an allegation
of brutality. They convinced him, no substance to them.
He also visited home on occasions and found it to be

well run.'

And that's it.
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And if we look at the second part of that -- sorry,
the second page, it appears to be from the BISS -- I
think the British International Sailors' Society -- risk

register. So on the face of the document, at any rate,
it looks as though this is a visit on behalf of or by
the Sailors' Society to Rhu in the light of

an allegation of brutality.

There's no date on this?

There's no date. Mr Harries, we understand, worked for
the Sailors' Society from about 1981, so presumably
1981/82, but that's really all that we know.

But again, perhaps you would just care to comment on
the depth of investigation involved in looking at the
allegation concerned?

They were able to convince him that all was well. As we
say in the film, these were people of great local
standing. They were never -- in the local newspaper,
they were hailed as heroic for taking on these lost
children and, you know, royal visits to the home were
common, and it was actually a source of pride for the
local community that this home was doing such a good job
with these unfortunate kids. No one wanted to know what
was really going on.

So it's no surprise that the Sailors' Society would
be assuaged with a simple, 'Don't be silly'.
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Well, although I say that was the last document in the
Barries chapter, as it were, that's not quite the case,
but it's a slightly separate heading. 1It's in relation
to the initial police investigation in the early 2000s
and the document is PSS-000033578.

And I think we see from the top of the page, this is
a witness statement summary by a Michael Lappin, who at
that stage was a civilian aged 50. We see that he was
by then retired and if we look at page 2, we can see
that in the statement itself, he says:

'I am 50 years of age and retired 28 January 'l5.'°'

And he says:

'I was a detective sergeant in the Public Protection
Unit 2001 to 2004.'

He is contacted by a detective inspector from the
National Child Abuse Investigation Unit, regarding
an inquiry he was part of and, taking matters short, it
was an investigation into Lagarie.

He says he doesn't 'recall exactly when I was
allocated the inquiry', and he makes reference to some
members of his team.

At the foot of that page, page 2, he says that two
sisters made a complaint that they were victims of abuse
when they were residents at Lagarie:

'T can't recall if it was one or both sisters.
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I also don't recall how they reported or whether it was
by telephone or in person ...'

Reading short: 'From that initial report it was
evident that there appeared to be systematic abuse going
on throughout the home and there was potentially many
more victims.'

And reading short again, he says, paragraph
beginning 'I attended':

'I attended at the British Sailors' Society in
Southampton in order to try and retrieve records.'

He obtained a statement and was informed that all
records relating to the Sailors' Society at Lagarie had
been stored underneath a swimming pool which had
subsequently destroyed all of the records. From the
statements, it was also evident that the Reverend Barrie
had been involved in the systematic sexual abuse of both
these two women and other children who resided there.
And from the statements, he says:

'It was also evident that the matron at the time,
Anne Millar, had physically and psychologically abused
numerous children within the home.'

He says that:

'From statements, it was confirmed that both the
Reverend Barrie and Anne Millar were dead. Death
certificates were never physically obtained but it was
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confirmed through records. From investigation, there
was one person that worked at the home that was still
alive. This was the wife of the Reverend Barrie.'

And it said where she was living:

'From statements it was evident that she was also
responsible for physical and psychological abuse of
children when she worked in the home. Due to the main
suspects being dead, after an extensive subject report
detailing all aspects of the investigation to date,
which I forwarded to the Procurator Fiscal at
Dumbarton... at the beginning of 2004'

And then he says:

'24 March 2004, I had a meeting with the Procurator
Fiscal regarding the whole investigation. She was
satisfied from witness statements that both Barrie and
Millar were deceased. Consequently no prosecution could
proceed again them.

'I discussed the statements against Mrs Barrie which
were for physical abuse. It was her opinion that we
could not judge these actions from the 1960s and 1970s
to today's standards and consequently it would not be in
the public interest to pursue any prosecution against
Mrs Barrie with the evidence we had collected to date.
Consequently, she gave police permission to go and
interview Mrs Barrie as a witness [presumably as opposed
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to a suspect] in order to ascertain if there was any
evidence of sexual and physical abuse within the
children's home.'

So, does it seem from that, Mark, that not only was
the trail cold in relation to Millar and Mr Barrie, the
Reverend Barrie, but a decision seems to have been taken
that, really, the physical abuse, apparently or
allegedly committed by Mrs Barrie, wasn't something that
was 1in essence worth prosecuting or worthy of
prosecuting; does that seem to be what's happened?

The trail was anything but cold.

Well ...

Obviously I've never seen this, and I'm actually --

I'm very interested in your comments on it.

Yeah, I'm quite shocked actually to hear that there here
is an acknowledgement that there appeared to be
systematic physical and sexual abuse going on in this
home, and with a living perpetrator, and it was her
opinion that we could not judge these actions from the
60s and 70s to today's standards.

So this is 2004. I mean, I wonder how --

Well, the statement in fairness is 2015 but, yes, this
is happening in 2004, yes.

I would love to know what Margaret Stewart would say to
that today. A crime in the 60s and 70s of brutality
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against children under 16 was a crime still then, as it
is today. And I think that this is a decision that
seems to me will have to be addressed by the Crown
Office.

But, not only that. This actually confirms my worst
fears, that they had at their fingertips the basis for
an investigation into the wider network of paedophiles
that William Barrie was connected to. Some of the
people that - -and-were abused by were
young and would still have been alive, and I just wonder
how much work was done to try and further those parts of
the investigation. It seems like a terrible missed
opportunity, both to try and investigate the wider
alleged paedophile ring, but also to prosecute a woman
who had presided over a brutal regime of at least
physical abuse.

LADY SMITH: It also strikes me, Mark, that the Procurator
Fiscal's decision to instruct any interview of
Mrs Barrie to be limited in the way that's set out
there --

A. A witness.

LADY SMITH: -- therefore excluding the possibility of
interviewing her as an accused person, shut the door on
her being treated as an accused person, on her being
prosecuted, because that would mean she would have had
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none of the protections in law which she would have been
entitled to in the course of that interview.

And yet they didn't know what the full extent of any
full investigation, as you allude to, might be.
If I can put it this way, this, if I had had my hands on
such a document in 2018, this would have been

a significant part of our film.

LADY SMITH: Yes. Thank you.

MR SHELDON: Thank you, my Lady.

So, Mark, just two more documents I'd like to show
you. And we've looked now then at the response of the
police and fiscal service at that stage in the 2000s.
I'm sorry, Mr Sheldon, can I just ask, this was
a statement given in 2015, did you say, about the
investigation --

Yes.

-- in 2003, 20042

Yes, an attempt to look back at it, as it were.
Okay.

And the next document is SSS-000000763, please.

Bear with me, Mark, sorry, I'm struggling with my
own technology. (Pause)

So this is a document, it's an email chain, and
I just want to, having looked at the police response,
this is looking at the Sailors' Society's response to
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the legal actions that were begun in the 2000s. We know
there have been subsequent legal actions, but this was
the actions taken then.

And in 2008, the various pursuers who'd raised
actions against the Society were essentially forced to
give up because there had been another -- a decision in
another case on time bar, which meant that the cases
were really almost -- almost certainly wasn't going to
succeed.

And this appears to be an email passing around the
board or office holders in the Society, and I think we
see at just the first one there, an email from Ian Ward
to the group. It says:

'In the light of the Law Lords' decision, the
pursuers are unlikely to have their Legal Aid
certificate renewed. Our solicitors will obviously
advise us, but my instinct is the cases should be
withdrawn rather than left sisted.'

Reading short, it says:

'Quite apart from the fact that such an order would
be a waste of time, the sooner the whole unfortunate
business is closed and forgotten, the better.'

And just at the end of that, he says:

'T seem to remember that some of our supporters and
contributors in Scotland made it clear that they would
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not continue to support us. Should these be told when
the actions are finally buried?'

And again, if we look at --

Can I ask you who Ian Ward was? What was his role?
Not clear. I think certainly part of the Sailors'
Society administrative structure, I think quite senior
o 4.

And again, if you bear with me, I'm sorry.

Yes, it's page 4, please. This is another part of
the same email chain from Robert Adams to the group,
again, about the resolution of these cases. And at
page 4, just the final paragraph:

'As this decision not in favour of the claimants
against us, I don't think that it will appear newsworthy
if it becomes public knowledge. I doubt that any press
interest would arise from the decision of the claimants
to withdraw. Nevertheless, should the media contact
anyone for comment, I would appreciate it if all
enquiries are referred to me. My stance will be to play
down any sense of success and put across that we are
relieved that the matter is finally determined and that
we can press on with our work without the burden of the
claims weighing over us.'

And on page 5, another email in the chain, this time
from a David Morris:
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'Thank you for the news. There are no winners and
losers in such cases, but relief that these matters
should hopefully be at an end.'

Again, I just wonder what your reaction is to those
comments on the conclusion of the cases brought at that
time?

I know I'm here in a personal capacity, but I'm still

a BBC journalist and I have to be, you know, mindful of
how I react to these things, and what I would say is if
I had any of these people in front of me, in 2018 or
now, I would ask them if they were ashamed, if they were
ashamed of themselves and ashamed of the Society, the
reputation they put higher than -- of a higher
importance than anything else. It's clear that this was
nothing more than an inconvenience to them, to their
potential funders, and I would ask them if they had lost
any sense of justice or fairness or compassion. Because
there's no humanity on display here. This is just

a cold, corporate reaction to a financial situation.

And they want to celebrate it. I would ask them -- I
would ask them if they were ashamed of themselves, if

I had them in front of me.

LADY SMITH: Well, that, of course, is what you asked the

chief executive at the time you were doing the
documentary, and we saw that on the film.
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MR SHELDON: Well, on that subject, Mark, there's just one
final document I want to get your comments on, and it
relates to that, I think. It's 555-000000299.

And, again, I suspect you won't have seen this
document, but it's a letter to Mr Rivers, Stuart Rivers,

———

LADY SMITH: And just to interject, that is the chief
executive you spoke to --

A.. Yes.

LADY SMITH: -- in the course of the documentary and we saw
on screen.

A. Just looking at the date of the letter and trying to
work out if the film has been out by then or not.
October 20187

MR SHELDON: Well, she does actually mention the film,
although --

A. Ah, right, okay.

Q. So I think it probably had by that point.
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'Words cannot express the horror and immense sorrow

I felt on hearing the awful news.'

And she says:

'I would appreciate that Lagarie was set up with the
best intentions and no one at the Sailors' Society
today, including yourself, has anything to do with the
atrocities which occurred in the past. However, they
were more than just dark days. Those years robbed many
vulnerable children of their childhood where they had to
suffer unspeakable acts at the hands of the very
respectable adults who were charged by your organisation
for their care, something for which your organisation
should be extremely ashamed and take full, not some,
responsibility. Did no one think of looking into the

past records of these people? Where better for

paedophiles to find employment.'
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Society to redress as best they can the damage that was

done to those young people while residing in Lagarie.
How you propose to ameliorate the horrendous scars left
by years of relentless maltreatment, maltreatment that
would see a single perpetrator given a life sentence for
one act on a single victim, let alone what happened to
my slisters and me, and not forgetting countless others
who suffered at the hands of Reverend Barrie and his
associates, I leave you to reflect on this.'

She says:

'As for the counselling that has been offered, I'm
afraid I, nor anyone I know in my immediate circle, have
been apprcached by the Sailors' Society.'

She then goes on to talk about public response, and:

'humbled and delighted in equal measure at the enormous

outpouring of support.'
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And she goes on:

'Lagarie was traumatic on so many levels. No child
should be starved, beaten, degraded and abused.'

And finally, the final passage I want to read is
over the page. She says, towards the foot of that page:
'Get this over with. Do right by your charges at

Lagarie. Do not prevaricate and get into drawn-out
legal minutiae with lawyers and insurance companies. We
have suffered enough.'

And she goes on to tell about -- to talk about the
individual who'd taken his own life and some of the
consequences for him and herself, and she says:

'As I said earlier, I will leave you to reflect on
this and the lives still ruined. Let your conscience
and your God decide on how to repay the unpayable debt.'

So thinking about that, Mark, and thinking about the
response from the Sailors' Society, first of all,
thinking about Stuart Rivers. His response to the
question about responsibility in your -- certainly the
clip of the interview you put into the documentary, was
that their responsibility was discharged by referring
the matter to the police.

So far as you know, or so far as you're aware, has
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anything else been done to take responsibility for the

No. I think there were a small number of residents who
somehow managed to get some counselling and they had to
reach out to the Sailors' Society for this, I believe.

And while, yes, he did think that they had
discharged their responsibilities by getting the police
involved, he did also say that they had to accept some
responsibility. And I kind of wanted his assurance that
when that financial responsibility became a thing, when
the former residents would no doubt pursue a civil case
against him, I wanted to get him on the record, saying
how they planned to react to that. And you get a sense
of it in the film, but I'm going to read the whole quote
that he gave in response, which is -- it was in the
un-broadcast material.
Sorry, Mark, are these notes that you made at the time
or made to you --
This is from the transcript of the full interview.
Thank vyou.
Which you or indeed the Sailors' Society's counsel can
have.

But I'll read the important part out to you now:

'T can't change the past, but I can make sure that
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we do things right now. I am not going to play dirty
with this. I want to see a satisfactory outcome for
them and I am committed to that.'

So ...
As far as you know, has any payment been made of
compensation to the former residents?
No. No. ©Not to any of the residents that I have been
in touch with and of course it's a matter of public
record that lawyers for the Sailors' Society objected to
the -- or tried to -- well, successfully stopped any of
these cases from getting to court by successfully
arguing that they couldn't get a fair trial because all
of the main abusers were dead. And that meant that none
of these former residents were able to seek financial
compensation from the Sailors' Society.
This is the more recent case you're talking about, the
2021 case, is that right?
Exactly. You know -- for the record, you know this,
but, you know, the -- Thompsons took a number of the
residents' cases as test cases, two, I think, and the
Sailors' Society, i1f I was to gquote the lawyers who were
working on this case, 'pulled every trick in the book',
I think was the quote I was given, in order to prevent
these cases from ever getting to court.
That was a quote from Thompsons, was it?
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Yes.

So was it Thompsons?

Yes.

Right.

And they were successful and, you know, you can argue
the merits of -- the legal merits of that or otherwise.
You know, yes, I can understand how it would be
difficult to achieve a fair trial when most of the
protagonists, most of the abusers were dead.

I think there is a difference though between legal
and moral responsibility, and it seems that the Sailors'
Society took this legal victory in much the same manner
as they took the one in 2008, which we Jjust read about,
that this was case closed and that in fact they had no
legal or moral responsibility to deo anything for these
people.

So, so far as you are concerned, Mark, and in your view,
have the Sailors' Society followed through on

Stuart Rivers' apparent undertaking that they would do
things right now?

I mean, I think it's entirely obvious that the actions
of the Sailors' Society post 2018 have not been in line
with the statements that Stuart Rivers made to our
programme. That is a matter of record, I think. Maybe
you can argue over semantics, but if you ask any of the
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survivors whether the Sailors' Society tried to do
anything for them, offered an ex gratia payment for
example, none of the residents that I'm still in touch
with were offered anything of the kind.

I actually checked with the lawyers this morning
whether any of their clients were ever offered
an ex gratia payment, something that would perhaps
discharge that moral responsibility that I actually
felt, at the time, Stuart Rivers felt his organisation
had.

I -- you know, for what it's worth, I didn't expect
the Sailors' Society to play, as Stuart Rivers said,
'dirty'. He assured me that they wouldn't. And, again,
it will be a matter to be argued, whether they consider
that playing dirty or just playing by the law, but
I think -- and I know that you will ask the survivors
who come before this Inquiry how they feel about how the
Sailors' Society played this.

They were let down when they were in care and there
was a chance to make it right. The Sailors' Society had
a chance. And they failed them again. I think the

evidence bears that out.

MR SHELDON: Mark, thank you very much. It's 4.15 pm,

nearly 4.20 pm. Those are all the questions I have for
you and all the documents I want to show you.
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Thank you.

LADY SMITH: Mark, could I add my thanks. I have no more

questions but I am grateful to you for going through all
this again. I know that you have been through the
accounts of what happened to children at Lagarie many
times, no doubt both in gathering the information for
the documentary, making it, deciding what goes into it,
what doesn't, and keeping in touch with people since
then. It can't be easy.

You'll be exhausted now and I'm glad to be able to
let you go and I hope you don't have any commitments for
the rest of the day, and go put your feet up. Thank
you.

Thank you.

(The witness withdrew)

LADY SMITH: ©Now, I'd like to mention some more names in

addition to ones I've already mentioned today, of people
who cannot be identified as referred to in our evidence
outwith this hearing room. And can I just say,
headline, the fact that anybody's full name was used in
the documentary, or, indeed, their first name was used
in the documentary or their first name used by us,
doesn't mean that they can be identified outwith this
room, because a number of the people mentioned were in
fact covered by my General Restriction Order.

134



D

.1 a1 B |
— sisters, the_ family, and I think

But as a catch-all, I would ask anybody to check
with us if they are proposing to use any of the names
that we've used this afternoon before they do so,
because I might not have covered them in that list, but
they might actually be protected.

Now, I'll just see if anybody's wanting to add
anything to that immediately; hopefully not?

Thank you.

Now, tomorrow, Mr Sheldon?

MR SHELDON: Yes, my Lady. Tomorrow there are three oral
witnesses, witnesses in person, and if there's any time
left over, we'll do some read-ins.

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

Well, that's all until 10 o'clock tomorrow morning.
Thank you all very much.

(4.23 pm)

(The Inguiry adjourned until 10.00 am the following day)
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