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MS WARMAN: The same, mm.

Q.

So she's reported for slapping a girl's jaw, and in
essence I think she admits that she did that, and

there's then the chapter relating to the industrial, or

employment tribunal -- I think an industrial tribunal at
that stage, it would have been -- inveolving a Mr and
Vel GAD-SPO

MS BAADE: Mm-hmm.

Q.

Are these the two incidents that you are talking about

in the earlier passage?

MS WARMAN: Yes, I mean, I think there is potentially --

Q.

there's also the other one, isn't there, of 1978 which
we learn about, albeit through Mrs Barrie's statement,
but we learn about again; somebody coming to visit her
to do with chastisement of a child in the home.

Yes.

MS WARMAN: At that point, her attention is drawn to the

code of discipline, the one that we're talking about
here. The first one is, 'Together we drew up a code of
discipline'. So those must be two separate incidents.
Yes. We'll look a little bit more at that later,

particularly the industrial tribunal issue.

MS WARMAN: Mm, yep.

Q.

But for the moment another issue which I think, and if

we can go back to 5S5-000000646, please, at page 42.
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unfortunately, gone against the Society.'

Skipping to the next paragraph:

'The Society's case against was that they
had been ill-treating the children under their care, but
as we were unwilling to call the children as witnesses,
this charge could not proceed.'

So the Society loses this case, and had to pay
damages to as a result. And if we look,
please, at SSS-000000104, I think we can see that this
is the decision of the industrial tribunal. Sorry, I'm
just trying to get that in front of me as well. And
I think we can see that this was held in Glasgow in
1877 .

And we don't need to look at the page, but the
decision is issued in November, 25 November 1977. If we
look at page 2, the second paragraph, please. There's

just a summary of the facts, the background facts. The

t gives their ages, they were employed as

Lagarie in Rhu. They were in post underneath the
Barries as superintendent and matron.

If we look at page 3, please, first of all the
second paragraph, 'Both applicants'.

'Both applicants were dismissed from their posts

46



10

11

12

13

14

15

1e

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

allegedly on grounds of being unsuitable for them, given
intimation of the dismissals at a meeting which took
place February 1977.'

And we see in the next paragraph, we're told

Mrhad previously been employed as -
_at Calder House Assessment Centre
from- 1969 until _ 1976. And it's noted,

interestingly, I think:

'"This was a fully established position in
an establishment of the remand home type, where
a certain amount of control and discipline of children
in the home was necessary.'

So the suggestion there is that Calder House was, or
perhaps was intended to be, a rather different sort of
establishment from Lagarie.

If you look at page 4, please, the third paragraph.
Sorry, I think it's -- yes, the paragraph starting 'The
first incident'. There's an incident in September 1976.
There is an issue with a boy who'd been scratching
a name on a banister. And it was decided, about eight
lines from the bottom, to take some action. And if we
then look over the page to page 5, about halfway down,
there certainly seems to have been something said
about -- sorry, about eight lines down:

'There then followed what clearly was an element of
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physical or corporal punishment of the boy. Evidence on
the nature of this was conflicting.'

But, scrolling down, we see there's a sentence
beginning:

'The tribunal accepted that the boy acted in some
measure of self-defence but could not accept that the
amount of force used by Mr constituted assault.
The tribunal did not accept that there were severe blows
of a punching nature, nor that the punishment amounted
to what Mrs Barrie later described as "belting him round
the laundry".'

So that had been Mrs Barrie's account, but it's
an account which the tribunal wasn't prepared to accept.

And if we look at page 7, and it's the third
paragraph down beginning 'Sometime in January', we are
told:

"Miss first spoke to Mrs Barrie about the
earlier incident on 10 September when the boy had been
punished.'

And we understood Miss to be a member of
staff at Lagarie:

'"Although Miss had said nothing about this
before, she'd heard stories at a college she attended
about the possibility of Mr having been involved

in some form of incident in his previous work at
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Calder House.'

And we're told that she decided therefore to speak
to the Barries. Mrs Barrie, we're told, took no steps
to investigate the incident at first hand or put the
evidence of it to Mr . But we're told she did go
and talk to someone at the college in question, but that
was done without the knowledge of either applicant, and
ultimately the tribunal finds that these allegations

were unfounded and the suggestion that [SERSIEe were

unsuitable to work in Lagarie was rejected.

It's quite detailed, I don't want to go into any
more detail on that, but we can see that there are
a number of things going on there; there are allegations
of, really, physical abuse, in essence, allegations
which are being made by members of staff, including,
apparently, Mrs Barrie, and that's not accepted.

And there's also the idea that the Society didn't
want to call the children as witnesses, and on one view
that was a laudable approach to take. But we don't know
whether the Society also talked to the children to find
out their view of what had happened.

And if I can take you then to another document,

58S --

LADY SMITH: Just before we leave that, there is also

an indication there that the tribunal were not happy
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about the procedures. The allegations weren't put to
Mr and Mrs at the right time, if at all, and the
final decision on unfairness may have been as much
procedural unfairness than substantive unfairness.

MR SHELDON: That seems to have been the principal ground of
decision, my Lady, yes.

LADY SMITH: It's not uncommon.

MR SHELDON: If we look, please, at 55S5-000000019, and
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I think we can see this is another meeting minute, this
time from 1979, - 1979, and we see the usual list
of attendees. But if we look, please, at page 3.
Scrolling down, there's various reports, and on page 3,
letter (f), there's an entry about 'Children's home
Rhu'. We're told:

'Mr _ reported that following the resignation

of Mr and Mrs|SRUESSIHCEEN (ho were then] A
SNR houseparent, these posts had been
advertised ..."

post has been offered to a Mr - and the post of
houseparent offered to his wife. They both accepted.
So, just pausing to think about the evidence that

we've heard, we heard. I think, yesterday, that for

a while a couple called the Russells -

SNR under the Barries when they first started
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about 1976, and there's the industrial tribunal. And

although their dismissal was said to be unfair, they

don't come back and this couple, _,
1977, presumably, to 1979. and [ KT

So we've had, really in the course of five years or
so, four different . And setting
aside any reports that might have been received about
abuse otherwise -- and we've seen the one in 1970 that
I took you to; there's the one that you talk about where
the port missionary speaks to Mrs Barrie -- we now have
this extraordinary turnover of staff. Surely at this
point, serious alarm bells should have been ringing in
relation to what was going on in this home?

MS BAADE: Yeah. I would have thought, if it was today, it
definitely would have been serious. I don't understand
what was happening. So I agree, it should have been,
there should have been big bells ringing here.

LADY SMITH: Just picking up one matter, Mr Sheldon, vyou
said despite the finding of unfair dismissal,
didn't go back. Well, they wouldn't have had a right to
go back unless the tribunal had made an order for
reinstatement.

MR SHELDON: Yes.
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LADY SMITH: Well, let's do that, then we'll break.
MR SHELDON: =-- just because it rounds off that particular
chapter, I think.

It's the document SSS-000000781. And I think we can
see from the first page, this is the British Sailors'
Society Scottish News, Christmas 1981, and scrolling
down to page 2 there are two articles on that page. 1In
the third column to the right, there's one by Reverend
William Barrie, Superintendent, children's home at Rhu.
And we have looked at the content of this briefly before
in relation to the port missionary at Aberdeen,
. But if we look to columns 1 and 2, I think we
see an article really about Christmas and the message of
Christmas from a Reverend David Harries, RM Retired
Superintendent Chaplain, British Sailors' Society.

So does it appear, on the face of it, that the
investigation, if that's what it was, at Lagarie that we
saw in the handwritten note, was carried out by another
chaplain from the Sailors' Society?

MS WARMAN: Yes.

Q. And again, can you comment, what is your comment, on the
appropriateness of that?

MS WARMAN: That there was a chaplain that went and spoke to
the Barries, as opposed to somebody from the board of

British Sailors' Society. If you've got an allegation
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question of giving Mrs Barrie some form of financial
indemnity, the actions are against us and she is not
named. I therefore assume that in any judgment, no
penalty could be applied to her and the only way that
she would become subject to a financial claim would be
if we were to try [to] recover part of any judgment
against us ... I think the Society would not wish to
take such a course, but I can't answer for the
insurers.'

And he then goes on to talk about a search for
information and in the last sentence says:

'I've received another letter from [it is]
[And] you will see that the tone is a lot calmer than of
late. Would it be appropriate to reply to her?!

So I leave that for the moment, and go to another
document, S$SS5-000000776. And we can see that this is
a letter to the Scottish Child Abuse Inquiry from Stuart
Rivers, CEO, and it's 2018. But if we go to page 8 of
this document, please.

This appears to be a precognition of DS Lappin of
Strathclyde Police. So is this the precognition that

has been referred to in the letter we've just seen?

MS BAADE: I don't know. Mel, do you?
MS WARMAN: I'm sorry, I am not sure.

MR SHELDON: We can see this is a precognition about, second
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paragraph, 'Children's home'.

LADY SMITH: Do you want to go back to the letter again?

MS WARMAN: Yes, sorry, I didn't see that for long enough.

LADY SMITH: Can we go back to --

MR SHELDON: Yes it is S8S-000000680. 1It's referred to as
Sergeant Lappin's account.

LADY SMITH: Do we need to go to the top of this letter?

MS WARMAN: Thank you.

LADY SMITH: There we are.

MR SHELDON: The letter is 2003.

MS WARMAN: Thank you.

LADY SMITH: And this is the Society writing to us.

MR SHELDON: And this is the Society. The $55-000000776 is
the Society writing to us, enclosing a number of
documents, including this one, and it's what we would
call a precognition, a statement, by this police
officer.

I don't think it's dated, but if we scroll down to
page 13, we can see that there are a number of
paragraphs there relating to individual former
residents, and there's a summary in each case of what
they say happened to them.

So the first one there, for example, is
speaking with the account of being slapped by the

Matron, and the various episodes of physical abuse that
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paragraph beginning, 'I'm asked more generally about
chastisement', and she talks there about the port
missionary incident, where she's reported for slapping
a girl's jaw, and 'my husband for hitting a boy'. And
she says, line 3:

'I said that I had done it.'

So she admits to having done that, and sets out the
circumstances of that.

She doesn't then say anything about the allegation
against her husband, but at page 22, the foot of
page 22, on to page 23, she says:

'"The police said that my husband and Mr QUS4 (the
port missionary from Aberdeen, not Arbroath as is
alleged) and Mr Skelton (the gardener) had interfered
with children. I would not have thought that was
possible. My husband was not alone with the children.
There was always someone else around. I suppose
sometimes he was on duty when I wasn't and he took the
minibus out with the children sometimes. However,

I never suspected anything.'

What do you make of that last passage?

MS WARMAN: I mean, you know, we know that it was perfectly

possible for him to be alone with children and we've
heard from many former residents about how he would come

into their room at night when Mrs Barrie was back at the
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that. So she definitely had things in her possession,
some of which she told us she had passed on to those
former residents concerned, some of which she was

clearly passing on to us at that point.

LADY SMITH: Interesting.

MR SHELDON: VYes, in fairness it's perhaps not clear, my

Lady, whether this information is material she wrote
down earlier or whether it's from memory. But at all
events, she talks about the family of which the person
that we know as was part, and she writes about
that family that she didn't know:

'Another child born, don't know who the mother was,
this child was born while some of the siblings were at
primary school. Father remarried, lived in Barmulloch
or Balornock.'

And she says very little contact with social workers
who kept changing. She thinks Maryhill's social work
department, but not sure.

So although we saw before the morning break that
there may have been visits of various sorts in the
1960s, it appears on the face of this note from Mary
Barrie, whatever that's worth, that there was little
contact and few wisits, certainly to this family. And
again, perhaps we can't tell what other families'

experiences were, but certainly Barrie is saying that
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'We've received notice from the Scottish Legal Aid

Board that has been refused legal aid on appeal.

A copy of the notice is attached. You will recall that

‘s allegations were the most serious of those

received to date, so this is very welcome news.'

So the focus there I think is fairly clearly on the

idea that this is good news, that W's claim

wouldn't be able to proceed. And we know, in fact, that

some claims did proceed, but were abandoned in

June 2008.

The reference for that, my Lady, is SSsS-000000775,

but we don't need to go to that.

LADY SMITH:

MR SHELDON:

LADY SMITH:

MR SHELDON:

And the letter here is dated when?
This is 2004.
Thank you.

There were appeals in relation to the granting

of legal aid, my Lady, and they were refused; the

actions must have proceeded on a speculative basis,

I think.

LADY SMITH:

Yes, so the inference is drawn that [Lud

wouldn't be able to afford to carry on without legal

aid.

MR SHELDON:

Yes. And I want to lock at a document that

we've looked at before, and this is SSS-000000763. And

you'll recall that we looked at this with Mark Daly last
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Society's horizon will now be lifted, with negligible or
no media publicity.'

And he then says something about the costs.

But looking back, does that wish, hope, whatever it

is, does that now look a bit naive?

MS BAADE: I don't think -- if I'm being honest with you, we

can't move away. Lagarie is part of who Society is
today, even if it closed down all those years ago. It
is something that we are responsible for and we continue
to be responsible. So I think reading it as a cloud
that will now be lifted and removed is a little bit
naive and strange, in my mind, because it's not
something that we can either -- never remove from who we
are. 50 ...

And as things have turned out, the publicity, one might

think the negative publicity, goes on?

MS WARMAN: Sure.

MS BAADE: Absolutely.

0.

Let's move on then to what I might call the 2014
chapter. This is where the Society met with a number of
former residents, survivors of Lagarie. And I want to
look at 8SS-000000556, please. And this is a letter,
it's toas it happens, dated 29 October 2014,
from Stuart Rivers. And he says that in relation to

a meeting on the 12th, which is to be 12 November, he
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I agree.

MR SHELDON: And indeed, if we can look, please, at

$85-000000606. And this is an email from an Ann Brogan
to Stuart Rivers, 31 October 2014, and she says:

‘has just phoned me. He's extremely irate, as
in reading the letter concerning the separate
note-taker. He is assuming we have employed solicitors
without consulting any of the attendees of the meeting.
He say if this is the case, he will go to the press and
tell them everything. He says, 'How does it make us
feel, going to the solicitors? I'm extremely cross
you've gone behind our backs.'

So does that just illustrate what we've just been
saying, that this is clearly someone who has no trust in
the process and is very suspicious of the idea that

there wasn't to be a separate note-taker?

MS BAADE: Mm.

MS WARMAN: Absolutely.

0.

And if we just look at the last two paragraphs, he says,
sorry, the last three:

'He say he cannot understand why they cannot take
a dictaphone into the meeting or have their own
note-taker.

'He also believes that we are covering up the fact

about the missing records.
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Q. So we see there that the note deals with a number of
families and makes notes on them, and I just want to
perhaps draw to my Lady's attention the first family
that's dealt with there, 1260, and one of them had been
the head girl of the home, but later sent to Balgay
Approved Home?

MS BAADE: Yes.

Q. Her trial was in 19261/1962 at Glasgow Sheriff Court.

LADY SMITH: That's the trial of the girl.

MR SHELDON: That's the trial of the girl.

LADY SMITH: Being prosecuted there.

MR SHELDON: And this, my Lady, seems to be the girl
referred to in 's statement, who spent three years
inside, as he puts it.

LADY SMITH: Of course, yes. But it's not clear whether
that was a criminal prosecution or some other disposal;
is that right?

MR SHELDON: It's not, my Lady. But I suppose that this is
pre-Children's Hearings.

LADY SMITH: 1It's pre Children's Hearings, vyes.

MR SHELDON: So possibly a Magistrates' Court, possibly
a Juvenile Court.

LADY SMITH: Yes, and the disposal was to send her to
Balgay, which we heard about last year.

MR SHELDON: Indeed, but which, at least on 's account,
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MR SHELDON: So next document, please, is SSS-000000561.

And this appears to be meeting notes from the meeting on
12 November. There's a list of attendees. And there's
a section about, on page 1, about the Meeting 1 Plenary.
And Stuart Rivers opened the meeting and set out really
the process, I suppose. Someone then raises a concern
that he'd already raised concerns with the police and
Sailors' Society in 2001, and that these had been pushed
away and ignored. Stuart Rivers then reiterates that
the representatives of the Sailors' Society were at the
meeting to listen, as had been regquested. Only one
member of the current board had been around in 2001, and
the attendees of the board were willing to listen to
what was being said.

PDP then says:

'BISS was responsible, and needed to be accountable,
and that it did not matter if the Society had changed
its name. The Society had decided not to listen and had
got heavy by bringing in a legal team.'

And if we then scroll down to page 3, at the top,

this individual, we think it is says, describes
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an incident where he was beaten and he says:

'I want the Sailors' Society to compensate me.
I cannot go on anymore.'

So does it seem from this at least that, while
Stuart Rivers may have been saying, 'We are there to
listen', that's actually not what at least wanted;

he wanted compensation?

MS BAADE: Mm.

MS WARMAN: Yes.

And at page 5, please. Sorry, bear with me.

Yes, someone, we think one of the residents, says,
just below something that AF has said, I think
Alastair Fischbacher, someone says:

'"Mrs Barrie is still alive. Following the
investigation in 2001, why did the Society not think it
was necessary to conduct an investigation itself?'

And then further down, someone else says:

'The things that happened to me were disgusting.
I've got four kids and I've never told anyone about what
went on. Not a counsellor, doctor, or anyone else.

This should be private.'

And Stuart Rivers, towards the foot of that page,
then just reiterates:

'I promised we would listen to your stories and this

is what we are here to do.'
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that time?

MS BAADE: Mm.

Q. And does it also seem clear, then, that at that time,
the board's response was to instruct a PR company?

MS WARMAN: Mm, yes.

MS BAADE: Which is a very odd response to something like
that, in my opinion, but

MS WARMAN: And for further advice, legal advice.

LADY SMITH: Legal advice, as top of the list, I can expect,
but that is, on the face of it, surprising, the first
person that you are going to go to are your media
advisers.

MS WARMAN: Although in their board minutes up until now
they seem quite obsessed with that side of things.

MR SHELDON: The next document, please, is SSS-000000580.
This, I think, slightly pre-dates the document that
I have just looked at. It's an email of 18 November
2018 (sic). And this is an email from Stuart Rivers to
Ann Brogan:

'You will see from -'s email below that we
have agreed to pay for additional counselling sessions
for BRI} could you check with [ wrether she has
agreed a specific number of sessions and contact (our
solicitor) at Simpson & Marwick and just check that

paying for counselling won't be interpreted as
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I've got a note of three names, there may have been
others, of people whose identities are protected and
they mustn't be mentioned as referred to in our evidence

outside this room in a way that identifies them. And

one 1s Mr or actually both . And then
was referred to, and [Ugll was referred to. Have

I covered everybody? ©Oh, Mr as well, yes. My
apologies, Mr as well. Thank you very much.

I'll sit again at about 2 o'clock.

(1.10 pm)

(The luncheon adjournment)

(2.07 pm)

LADY SMITH: Now, Ms Forbes.

MS FORBES: Good afternoon, my Lady. The first read-in this
afternoon is from an applicant who's anonymous and is
known as 'Elizabeth'.

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

'Elizabeth' (read in)

MS FORBES: 'Elizabeth's' statement is WIT-1-000000989.

LADY SMITH: Thanks.

MS FORBES: 'Elizabeth' was born in 1964 and talks about her
life before going into care, between paragraphs 2 and 5.
She was born in Edinburgh and has two sisters, one who's
seven years older and one who's a year younger.

She doesn't have many memories from when she was
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a trust thing.

'It was a bit more cbvious with Mrs Barrie, because
she was always shouting at people, grabbing people and
being really nasty. You knew not to go near her.

I used to go up the staircase to a tiny room that was
crammed with linen. I don't know if it was called the
sewing room, but nobody went up there, so I used to hide
there and just stay out of the way so I could avoid

Mrs Barrie, because I was terrified of her.

'Regarding the other staff, there was
Heather Skead.'

And I think, my Lady, that is the witness we heard

from yesterday who's now called Heather Le Sommer.

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

MS FORBES: And she says that she became a good friend of

her older sister, and she tells us about two other
members of staff, and one in particular, called Carol,
who left shortly after the Barries took over, and then

she talks about , and she says at

paragraph 10:

' wasn't nice. I think there were

some people who wanted to work with children, and there
were some people who maybe couldn't get a job elsewhere.

Some people should work with children and some people
shouldn't. was one who shouldn't have
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which was a children's home.

5 or 6.

At this stage he was still

He tells us something about his time at Kippen

House, Secondary Institutions - to be published later

So moving to paragraph 29, page 7. He says,

paragraph 29, that:

'A social worker came and took us and told us we

were going for a drive. It was a long drive. We went

to Lagarie Children's Home in Helensburgh. We went

through a gate and saw this huge white house. From the

gate it was about 400 yards

to the front door. It was

beautiful. There were rhododendrons, swings and a big

rock. There was a gardener'

s hut at the side.

'Me being me, I jumped out of the van and kids were

playing on the grass. I saw a bow and arrow and picked

it up and shot it at a member of staff. That was my

first recollection of getting battered. It was a female

staff member, and she slapped me about the back of the

head, saying I was a naughty boy. I thought, "I'm Jjust

playing”. I'd been there for five minutes. This was

Lagarie.'

He names the member of staff who he thinks was the

one that hit him. He says:

'I couldn't remember her name, but my brother told

me on the phone last year.

132
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But he says he thought it was eight or nine, but
might have been counting Kippen House in that. He says:
'The problem is, we didn't know our ages until we
left the home and got our birth certificates. I found

out I was a year older.'

At paragraph 36 he talks a bit about the arrangement
of the bedrooms and in the last sentence of that
paragraph, he says:

'"When the boys got to 16, Mr and Mrs Barrie had
a cottage near the big house about 30 yards away, where
they learned to live themselves.'

It seems to have been some sort of halfway house

arrangement.

LADY SMITH: Yes, yes.

MR SHELDON: Paragraph 37:

'Mr and Mrs Barrie ran Lagarie. It was Mrs Miller
before them. [EQl was a member of staff.'

He says:

'She was an angel. I'm still in contact with her
today. There was an old lady called Barbara and she
drove up in a gold Beetle car. She was as mad as
a hatter, but lovely. We would hear her coming up the
stairs because we were having a carry on, but she was so
slow, we were sleeping by the time she got to our room.

Mary Chambers was one of the cleaners. She became
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squeeze box but you just kept singing. We went out
a few times a month to City Missions all over the place:
Glasgow, Falkirk and Edinburgh.'

At paragraph 61:

'Sometimes came to the choir because
she was a Christian and she played the guitar and could
sing. She had a beautiful voice. Mrs Barrie came
sometimes. She sang, but she was terrible. She thought
she was excellent.

'Every year we went to Arbroath for two weeks.

I thought we were going on holiday, but we were singing
there during the Christian convention. We got the use
of one of their halls to sleep in. We sang every night.
I loved the two weeks there because it was always sunny.
We got money every day to spend. Mr Barrie had a big
bag of money and he would ask how much you wanted,
because he had saved up £60. I would ask for a fiver,
but he would say I wasn't getting that, and gave me £2.
Mr Barrie said we'd saved so much, as you got pocket
money, and some was put away to save and sometimes your
dad would leave you money. That was the only holiday
every year.'

He says, paragraph 63, that on his first birthday at
Lagarie. they gave him a cake with seven candles. He

goes on:

141


















10

L

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

12

20

21

22

23

24

25

'I continued to wet the bed in Lagarie. At the top
of the stairs was our bedroom, but the toilet was along
a hall, then a long corridor. But I thought I saw a nun
sitting at the window and I was scared to go to the
toilet. The story that Mr Barrie said was that before
it was a children's home, it used to be run by nuns and
this woman turned up with a child and they couldn't let
her in and she died. I always thought that was a bit
spooky. I wasn't the only one. After I left the home,
a few boys said they thought there was a nun sitting at
the bottom of their beds. They were maybe there to
protect us, but people don't believe in that.

'Some of the staff were all right when I wet the
bed. They would try to get me into the shower before
Mrs Barrie came. But if she was there, she would drag
you out of bed, throw you in the shower room, change the
bed, come into the shower room and close the door. She
would skelp you and throw you in the shower and
scrub-wash you. I learned when I went into the second
bedroom. I slept next to a radiator, so if I woke up
during the night and I had wet the bed, I would put the
guilt over the radiator and fall back asleep. In the
morning it would be dry, but then you were going to
school, smelling.

GAA who had started there, told the
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LADY SMITH: Very strange.

Very well. We'll have a break now, then. Just
pausing in passing with some names, we've had
people's identities are protected by my
General Restriction Order. So they are not to be
identified as referred to in our evidence outside this

room. Thank you very much.

(3.07 pm)

(A short break)

(3.17 pm)
LADY SMITH: Mr Sheldon, when you're ready.

MR SHELDON: Thank you, my Lady. I was at paragraph 93,

page 21, and 'Tom' says:

'I saw one of the girls from another family being
groped by Mr Barrie outside their bathroom and she
didn't want to come forward.'

He says:

'"The cook, who's now dead, asked Mr Barrie to help
her out and allow her to bring her daughter to the home
[and he names the daughter and says] she was in the

bedroom next to us. It was a staff bedroom, a single
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a minister would act like that.

'Someone had scraped initials on the wooden
staircase. You could spot it a mile away.'

The initials were shared both by him and this other
boy:

'So it had to be one of us. I kept saying it wasn't
me, then one of the bigger boys said it was him. He got
battered for that. It was me, I was rebelling. Other
than the abuse, the place was beautiful. It was a bit
like the Harry Potter castle.

'The Barries had their own little caravanette and
they used to go touring. On one of those occasions,
there was a guy who came from a borstal to look after us
for a couple of weeks. He was handy with a pool cue
across your back. I can't remember his name. Before he
came to look after us, he took us to the borstal to show
us around. It was somewhere outside Glasgow. On the
drive back, Helensburgh has a big hill on it down to the
waterfront, and as we approached it, he turned the
engine off and took his hands off the wheel. We were
all screaming in the back. He was laughing, saying,
"Look at you all greeting". I was about 13. He was
a grown man.'

The implication, my Lady, is that this was Mr .

This incident's described also by -in her
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-was Mr and Mrs [SAEiell The Barries were friends with

GAD-SPO and then something happened. I'm not sure
what. But [ERIEESIe] took them to a tribunal and left.

-Mr and Mrs Russell - Mrs Russell was

Mrs Barrie's sister and they weren't trained as far as
I know. _, GAA 's uncle,

Mr took on , and his wife and

family moved in too.

'The deputies were easier to speak to than
Mrs Barrie. Miss Stewart, who was there when I started,
was nice and I liked her. I hadn't been there long
before she left.

'I couldn't really complain about the other
houseparents. They were all right. As housemothers, we
all had our own group of kids that we were responsible
for. I had five young girls in my group and had no
problems. I can't really talk about the relationships
between the other staff and their groups, they were fine
as far as I was aware.

'T was only 17 when I started working at Lagarie and
was there until I was 23. I got the job because
somebody had told me that there was a wvacancy there.

I think I contacted them by phone to apply and I got

an interview and then was given the job. It was either
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the Barries for the same. In 1977, having had to ask
for it, I went on a training course at Langside College,
Glasgow. The course was one day a week for a year and
I came out of that with a qualification in childcare.
I enjoyed the course. I was aware of another
housemother who went on the same training I did in the
same year, but her college day was different. Other
than that, I wasn't aware of any staff going for
training.

'Not many of the staff had any training.
Miss Stewart was trained, but she left after an incident
where a child had her up against a wall. She went off
sick not long after that. Mr had some training,
as he came from a List D school. I didn't like
Mr , he was a horror, and I don't think he was
trained. He was 's uncle. Mrs Barrie's
sister, Mrs Russell, who came down to Lagarie with her
husband and two kids, wasn't trained either. I think it
was a bit unfair on both staff and the children.

'Mr and Mrs Barrie were in charge and below them was
a deputy. Mrs Barrie put a third-in-charge person in
role and that was - She had no qualifications.
The majority of staff didn't have any training or
disqualifications. E‘rom- the next level was

then the houseparents. When I was there, there were six
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see Mrs Barrie ever interacting with the children
socially during their leisure time or just generally
talking to them.

'I saw Mrs Barrie physically abusing children a few
times, although I couldn't say how many times. She
either smacked their backside or slapped them across the
face. I did not see or hear of Mr Barrie physically
abusing any children.'

She mentions under the heading 'Heather Le Sommer'
at paragraph 75, and says she knows a Heather, but not
her surname, and that Heather was working there when she
was there and she was around 19 or 20 years old and was
a housemother.

She talks about -at paragraph 76. She says
she was a housemother and third in charge. She says she
was okay but very much in with the Barries, but didn't
see her disciplining or abusing any children.

She then talks at paragraph 77 about Norman [
. And she says:

'Norman Skelton was the gardener, was -

[l but be wasn't a gardener at Lagarie. There was

another gardener there, called _, but he left.

PXX didn't work there while I was there,
Norman must have been in his 60s at the time. I didn't

have anything to do with him. He would come into the
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home for a coffee or a cup of tea but I never saw him in
the company of the children and therefore never saw him
disciplining or abusing any children.'

Going forward, then, to paragraph 82, she tells us

about , who worked there and was a .

And then again going forward in her statement to

at paragraph 88, she says was
a housemother when she was at Lagarie and was about

30 years old and seemed to be all right with the kids.
She didn't see her disciplining or abusing any of the
children.

She then talks about allegations that have been made
to the Inquiry about her. At paragraph 90, she talks
about , and paragraph 25 of s
statement was put to her, and I will read that out, the
part is:

'Another member of staff I remember was [and she
names 'Jean'] who was from Helensburgh. She was
connected to something that happened to a boy at Lagarie
that I wasn't particularly happy about, in fact I still
hate her for it. She caused the boy to get hit.'

And then paragraph 26 of 's statement, she says:

"It was when the Barries were at Lagarie and we were
all getting ready for school one morning. One of the

younger boys was all excited because he had won

185



10

L

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

12

20

21

22

23

24

25

a coconut at the circus the weekend before. He was
outside our room hitting the coconut off a cast iron
radiator, to try and break it open. There was a crowd
of us watching him and laughing, but he ended up
breaking the radiator and water started coming out of
it. 'Jean' was there and had been laughing at him with
everyone else, but then she disappeared and didn't come
back up. Mrs Barrie came back up, though, and we knew
instantly that we were all in trouble.'

She continues at paragraph 27:

'"Mrs Barrie came up to us and just hit that boy.
Everyone was so stunned that we couldn't speak. That
was the first time I saw Mrs Barrie hit anyone. She was
so full of rage and anger and hate, and that was towards
a boy who was only about 6 or 7 years old. I don't
remember the boy's name. I blame 'Jean'. She told
Mrs Barrie. She caused the poor boy to get hit.'

'Jean' says at paragraph 93, that that is a lie,
that she says she wasn't there, and she says that she
knows that there was a member of staff called Heather
who told her about this incident, and she says that she
wasn't there when it happened and she knew nothing about
it.

She says she remembers being at Lagarie, but

had no dealings with her at all, and she talks about her
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and her sisters. She says she has no idea why she would
say such a thing, but she agrees that if it happened it
would be abuse.

She then goes on to talk about at
paragraph 96 who's given a statement and says,
paragraph 80 of ‘s statement is put to her and it
says:

'One time I saw her (Mrs Barrie) hit one of the
children. It was one of two black brothers who were in
there. She did it after he spat his food out because he
didn't like it. She had the spoon in her hand and tried
to force-feed him. His older brother came over and
tried to stop her and hit her, but Mrs Barrie just
grabbed him and dragged him out by the hair into the
hall. Mr Barrie appeared and joined in. I couldn't see
what was going on, but one was obviously holding him
down and the other was hitting him. The slap Mrs Barrie
gave this child was crazy. Other members of staff who
were there would have seen the slap or the immediate

aftermath were 'Jean' ...'

And she names - and then that paragraph
trails off.

She goes on to say, at 89 of her statement:

'A few months after that, Mrs Barrie lined all the

boys up in the main hall and forced them to strip naked.
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And she says:

'I don't even remember these things and I don't
believe they happened. That's the first I've heard of
that.'

She says she never had any dealings with she
wasn't in her group, and she never punished or
sanctioned her and never had an issue with her.

LADY SMITH: 's not alleging that she did punish or
sanction her.

MS FORBES: No, she is just saying she was there when
something else happened and didn't intervene, yes.

LADY SMITH: Which 'Jean' says she doesn't remember, but she
knows it didn't happen.

MS FORBES: Yes. But she does say that if it was true, she
agrees it would be abuse, but she says 'I wasn't even
there'.

She then talks about an allegation from , at
paragraph 100. And she's seen an extract from a
statement, which says:

'"There was also a lady called 'Jean' who lived in
Helensburgh and was a housemother. She held me under
the water when I was a kid and would only let me up when
I was gasping. She's still in Helensburgh today.'

'Jean' says that that's a lie and then she talks

about the fact that she has been getting harassed in the
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street by BUSEM's daughter and that now that she's seen
this allegation, she realises why that was. But she
states that she'd met in Helensburgh a few times
with her daughter and that her daughter had come --
well, she says 'her daughter came at me'. She didn't
assault her, but she didn't know what she was meant to
have done, and didn't know about any of this until she
got information from the Inquiry through the post. But
she says at paragraph 102:

'It's a lie, and I wasn't there.'

And she has no idea whywould say anything to
her daughter about her, or tell lies.

She then goes on to say, though, she has heard from
someone, she doesn't want to say who, that-had
originally made the same accusation, but later admitted
that it wasn't 'Jean', and she makes the point she
didn't look after either of them at Lagarie. She says
if what said happened, then of course it would be
abuse, and she says she's hurt and upset that these
things have been said about her.

She then tells us, at paragraph 105, she left
Lagarie because she wanted out of it, and she went to
_ Hospital. She says, paragraph 105:

'When I handed in my notice to Mr Barrie, he tried

to get me to stay. I don't know why. He wouldn't
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I think that was everybody. But please check if
a name's about to be used that wasn't on that list.
Thank you very much.
I'll rise now until tomorrow morning.
(4.08 pm)

(The Inquiry adjourned until 10.00 am the following day)
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