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financial loss and concern about the viability of the
establishment?

Yes. You've alluded to the colonel's strict referral
criteria and I think that was the statement of purpose
of the home; otherwise we would be mixing the different
needs of the particular boys.

I'm not -- there is an inspection report for 1965 that
I'm not going to take you to, but I think I'll try and
give you the reference if I can find it. It's
SGV-001033926, and it was an inspection report that was
dated 24 November 1965. I'm not going to take you to
it, but the reason I mention it is that there is

a reference there to a And I think
there was some doubt whether he in fact was employed by
the Salvation Army, but it turns out I think he was

a Salvationist, I think, late in life. He did work
there for a time. He was more elderly than -- indeed,
I think the officer in charge was in his mid-20s, but
was a bit older and longer in the
tooth, but he was there, and I think he was involved in
craft and teaching, is that correct?

Yeah, and the Inquiry's been most helpful to us, I have
to say, my Lady, because our efforts to find a
PAV were very fruitless, but thank you to the

Inquiry for managing to locate that person.
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least, that a number of people have come forward to
speak of bullying by other residents, particularly older
ones, which could take place in the shared rooms --

Yes.

-= if I can put it that -- or dormitories, and that that
was a problem. And to some extent in the early days
there weren't even night staff on duty to -- I think

HDD introduced a system of a night -- a waking
nightshift worker and then two nightshift workers. So
clearly the move to both an introduction of night
workers on duty, awake, and single rooms, would tend to
be a measure to perhaps reduce the risk of bullying,
assaults, sexual or physical, by residents on other
residents during the night-time period?

That would be my understanding of how that can help to
ameliorate such nefarious behaviour.

On page 17, Dean, you say in answer to this question:

'"Were children moved between different
establishments run by the organisation?’

And the Part A says:

'We are unable to find specific examples of children
moving between centres post 1930. Case papers of
resident records do not survive from all Salvation Army
homes which provide residential care for under 18s.'

The only reason I've referred to that is that -- and
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It's also an indication, is it not, that, well, someone
makes an allegation, the person that gets moved is the
alleged victim, there doesn't appear to have been any
follow-up investigation, he's moved, so that solves, in
one sense, immediately the problem. The police aren't
involved, there doesn't seem to be any evidence of
anything beyond that action being taken. Certainly
wearing your safeguarding hat now, you wouldn't see that
as at all satisfactory, would you?

No, I was going to say that thank you for bringing it to
my attention, my Lady. The Inquiry's done a good job
there in terms of that evidence and you're correct, that
is not good practice and it's not something that we
would do today, and we're willing to look at that now,
having been made aware of it.

I mean, it might, albeit with good intentions on the
part of someone like but it might be
indicative of an overemphasis on preserving the good
name and reputation of the organisation at the expense
of doing the right thing and taking appropriate action;
that's a possible way of looking at things, is it not?

I don't know what was going -- the thought process of
the management at the time, whether it was to possibly
ensure a feeling of safety for the victim, to actually

be removed from that environment to somewhere which was
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and just see whether we've got guestions that you can
answer or questions other people should be answering,
who are listening to this evidence today.

If we start with the Salvation Army, just in 1992.
We have a former resident, _—- I think we have
to use names so we understand where we're going -- who
disclosed or alleged sexual abuse by Stewart Burgess, by
telephone on 24 April 1992. He had conversations,
probably not only with George Gillan then, but maybe two
other members of staff, Grace McGregor and Edith Gillan.
We don't need the detail, but that's where it starts,
that's the allegation.

If we just follow through what the Salvation Army
did in response, they decide I think to carry out their
own investigations without reference to any other party,
whether it be Strathclyde Region who had placed
children, or the police, even although the allegation
was of a serious criminal offence if true. So they
start that way. So they decide to be their own
detectives.

And and another officer meet with -
-twice before Stewart Burgess is suspended. They
meet him on 12 May 1992 and they meet him again on

11 June 1992.

And then when , who's -- he's not at
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Redheugh at this point, he's in a more senior position
in Glasgow, but he knows George Gillan, and George
Gillan goes to him. So whenis then told
about a further allegation by a current resident, -
-, on 22 June 1992, what he does then is he discusses

the matter with Major Hugh Rae, who's in the divisional

headquarters in Glasgow -- I think he's in a more senior
position to at that point, would that be
right?

Yes, he was a Salvation Army officer and would --

certainly would have been superior to .
And it's decided between them that should

then go to Redheugh in person and speak to
Isobel McGookin, whose name has come up, I think you'll
remember. And the reascn he was going to speak to her
is she's the person to whon [ disclosed the
allegation about Stewart Burgess.

And the decision was, I think: speak to her, suspend
Stewart Burgess, and that was what was done. And
I think afterwards, apart from speaking to
Isobel McGookin, he took the time to also arrange for
_ to be spoken to in person and that happened
the same day, later on, after suspension. I think
that's the sequence of events --

Yes.
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-— if I'm not mistaken.

And the meeting with Mrs McGookin was immediately
before the suspension meeting with Stewart Burgess,
which I referred him to yesterday and you'll remember
I put to him certain things he said at that stage. But
during the discussion with Mrs McGookin prior to
suspension, when she was asked byif there
were any other incidents that she wanted to tell the
meeting about, she disclosed seeing Stewart Burgess
giving what appeared to be an unwanted cuddle to another
male resident?

Yeah.

Now, you'll recall that and I think you've seen that in
documentation, and this appears to have happened shortly
after she started at Redheugh, which, if I'm right from
the records, would be around 1986, some time before
1992. But she says nothing until 1992. And she also
says, in 1992, at this meeting, that she can recall
another 'known occasion', as it's put in the record,
when Stewart Burgess tried to cuddle another boy, who
had forcefully rejected his attempt. And that after
that, that boy was -- the relationship between that boy
and Stewart Burgess were poor and I think the boy was
probably trying to avoid him as well. So that was the

gist of what she was telling; she'd seen two things.
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And not only that, she went on I think to say that
she was aware of an initiation practice involving new
boys running naked through Stewart Burgess's unit while
other boys hit them with wet towels. That was
I think -- you've seen all of that, I'm sure?

Yes, yes.

And not only that, but she also managed to recall and
report at the meeting, a previous complaint, about four
years before, by_against Stewart Burgess,
similar to the allegations being made in 1992, at which

point (gl , in 1992, intervened to explain that

he and Elaine Jenks, -- well, she may have
been SIS , but she was either
orand he was involved, but the two of
them discussed the _matter and he said that

they discussed the complaint and that-, in
circumstances not disclosed by the record or otherwise,
as far as I can see, did not, as it was put, 'press the
issue'.

Now, whether he means make a formal complaint or
not, I don't know, and the suggestion the social worker
for-might have been privy to this allegation, but
the matter had simply been dropped. We don't get told
whether he was maintaining the matter but didn't want to

make a fuss, or whether he was withdrawing it and saying
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the way that you did, albeit helpfully.
And this is -- I've started with the Salvation Army.
I'm coming to others, but up to this point, 22 June,
there's still no police involvement?
That's right.
Which again, I think if you were looking at this
situation today, you'd find that -- you'd be asking
gquestions of your staff, saying: why on earth have we
not taken action and notified the police of this matter
to let them investigate as appropriate and take
appropriate action, would you not?
I would be taking very big steps immediately to make
sure that that was addressed properly.
And if I can move on then to the next party, the man,
who was by then a man, an adult, who made the first
disclosure on 24 April 1992, -

As I've said, Salvation Army officers, [gl8
and another, met him twice, 12 May and 11 June 1992, and
then we learn that he informed a social worker from
Strathclyde Regional Council on 29 June 1992, after
Burgess was suspended, he informed that social worker in
the context of a social inquiry report for a court
matter that he had disclosed abuse by Stewart Burgess to

HDD and had been interviewed by .

So -- and that social worker then passed that
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would handle it. There's far more support now in that
regard. But you're gquite right to bring this to our
attention, that that should have happened at the
allegation of the earlier resident.

Yes. If we look at Strathclyde Regional Council, on one
view, they may not have covered themselves in glory
either, because I understand from records that, quite
apart from what _was telling the social worker
on 29 June, there seems to be an indication from
HDD when he wrote to headquarters in London, that he
had informed Strathclyde Region of allegations on

23 June 1992, the day after the suspension. That looks
like the first formal notification of the matter and
it's not clear exactly what he'd said, whether he
mentioned the -allegation and the -allegation.
But that seems to be the timing of his notification to
the local authority.

And as I've said to you just a moment ago, we know
that Alexis Jay was informed by a memo on 8 July 1992
that _had made a disclosure on 29 June 1992 in
the context, as I've said, of a supplementary social
inquiry report. And what appears to have happened is
that Alexis Jay, on 16 July 1992, passed the matter to
this person, Liz Jack, to deal with.

And it appears that on or around 23 July 1992 or the
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next day, the social work -- or the relevant parts of
the social work department of Strathclyde advised
that they weren't going to get directly involved
in the matter of inquiries or process of investigation?

LADY SMITH: And yet at that stage they knew that the man
was still in place at Redheugh.

MR PEOPLES: Well, no, he had been suspended.

LADY SMITH: Well, suspended, but --

MR PEOPLES: They knew exactly --

LADY SMITH: -- he had not been dealt with by anyone.

MR PEOPLES: That's what the records show, that they --

I think initially there may have been a pause before
then to say: are we going to do something or are we
going to leave it to the Salvation Army to deal with?

It looks as if they chose the latter, because there's no
real evidence they took any very active part, perhaps
other than asking for some information about the boys
involved, because they were Strathclyde boys, perhaps,
but -- so that's where we are with that.

LADY SMITH: So, sorry, that's at the point that Alexis Jay
had passed this concern to a junior, Liz Jack, and then
it appears that the decision must have been that the
Salvation Army could be left to get on with 1it?

MR PEOPLES: Well, within a week of that person being asked

to deal with it, the Salvation Army's informed, I think
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by two particular areas, it was probably Inverclyde and
another area which had some perhaps direct involvement
with the boys concerned, districts of -- or social work
departments within Strathclyde advised the Salvation
Army or that they weren't getting directly
involved.

All they did, however, and this is why I'm also
giving you this chronoleogy, is that they appeared to
have advised the Salvation Army to notify the police.

So that was the advice. They didn't want to get
involved directly: 'but we think you should let the
police know'.

And that's something thatdid on
27 July 1992, when he went along to Kilbirnie Police
Station with Nigel Murphy, the next -- the then officer
in charge, spoke to a Chief Inspector Kennedy, had
a discussion at that point, and left what is referred to
in the records as a 'case file for information'. And so
for the first time, on the advice of the local
authority, the police are brought in.

It's not looking good, is it?

I think the whole episode, as I say, is something which
wouldn't happen now in terms of social care, the police
and the Salvation Army. It wouldn't happen like that

Nnow.
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they're first notified on 27 July 1992, remembering the
first allegation was 24 April 1992.

It's not actually clear what Chief Inspector Kennedy
did. We know that Nigel Murphy and
attended the station, had a discussion, they were given
some assurance that the matter would be looked at or the
material would be looked at, and that the police would
get back to them. We don't have anything to show that
that happened and if it did, what was said.

And I suppose it raises the simple guestion: what

did the police do? Did they interview anyone? Did they

interview _, _, Stewart Burgess,
Mrs McGookin? Did they attempt to trace _?

Did they interview the two other boys mentioned by
Isobel McGookin? There's really -- that would be
helpful to know.

It certainly would.

Because they certainly made a much more visible and

I think recorded investigation in 2004 when
_walked into a police station and said:
'I was abused by Stewart Burgess'. What they did then
was to trace some of these individuals and speak to them
then, take statements, and that culminated, as we know,
albeit in 2008, in a trial, where some of the names

I've mentioned were on the indictment, and there was
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been alluded to. There was at one stage a huge archive
in Glasgow and -- but no one gquite knows what happened
to that, whether when Salvation Army boundaries and
systems changed from being a Scotland command to the
United Kingdom territory, whether lorries were sent down
to London. We can't know and I've tried and tried for
the last few years in preparation for the Inquiry to
really get to the bottom of this.

So again I apologise, but that's my speculation, in
that a human resource issue such as this would have been
filed in a different office, so therefore survived for

us.

MR PEOPLES: Well, yes, because I was going to take you

forward to the 2018 investigation after

walked into a police station and gave a statement to
police that he had been abused by Stewart Burgess.

And as we know, that it took a long time, but no
doubt it's for the Crown, if they can, to tell us some
of the problems, and there were problems. I mean,

I think I know them, but no doubt they're better telling
us of why it took so long.

But he came in and there was a trial in 2023 and
there were difficulties, because I think ultimately the

people who gave evidence at that trial were
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person whose abuse had been proven in the 2008 trial.

He was used as the corroboration for the evidence of

HDT

Yes.

And so I think that's how it played out. You probably
know about this, because by then you would be familiar
with this case, I think, perhaps feeling, well, it seems
to come back time and time again.

But what I wanted to ask you was that at an early
stage in that investigation, the police naturally were
interested in records of Redheugh that might be relevant
to the investigation, and that it would appear that
initially the Salvation Army, during the 2018
investigation, told the police that all records had been
destroyed. But then on 6 March 2023, which was shortly
before the trial, as I understand the documentation that
we've seen, the Salvation Army forwarded three files to
the police.

Now, I don't know whether you can help me why it
took so long to locate those files?

Well, as I say, there was extensive searches made,
certainly of the headquarters' archiving systems. My
recollection, my Lady, is that a Salvation Army officer
in passing said: 'Oh, under my stairs I have some boxes,

would you like to come and have a look at them?' And we
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did and, indeed, in those boxes we found limited files
to do with Redheugh.

So it's fortuitous, but of course makes us look as
though we don't know how to archive.
Has your archive system been overhauled and reviewed
since then?
Well, it's very disappointing, because we have a very,
very good, internationally renowned, archiving system in
London, where things are kept and very helpfully
archived for us. It just seems that as centres closed
in the 1980s and 1990s that the message given to the
people closing down such centres wasn't clear enough to
say: you need to keep files of residents' paperwork.
I think it was a victim of that, to be honest.
And just going back now to 1992, if I may, back to that
burning question of how did Stewart Burgess's employment
come to an end. I've gone through the chronology as far
as one can piece it together from various material that
we have, that I think you are at least familiar with and
have seen, and I think I mentioned yesterday there was
one letter we found, 23 November, to Stewart Burgess
from calling him to a meeting at command
in Glasgow or -- on 27 November --
I'm not sure I've seen that letter.

Well you may not -- but trust me that there was
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Well, looking through a 2026 lens, that's exactly what
we would do. It appears that in 1992, we didn't do
that.
Yeah.
You can see the letters sent between various HR
representatives and headquarters: how do we handle this?
So presumably the advice was given: this is how we do
it. And as I say, I take a very dim view of that now.
And speaking for the victims of this ongoing case,
I'm -— I can only apologise.
I mean, I'll just remind you of something that, just on
the same vein, thatwrote to the social
services headquarter in London on 23 June 1992 before he
was advised to go to the police and well after the first
allegation. He wrote:
'We will do our utmost to play the matter low-key.'
I suppose my suggestion to you is, he succeeded, as
it turned out then. It would appear so?
Well, I've read that letter and it's not a helpful
sentence to have put in. Probably thinking about the
local community and other boys and stuff in a way that,
in 1992, people would have wanted to not talk about

this.

LADY SMITH: Mr Peoples, can you just give me the date of

that letter and who it was addressed to again?

i)
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actually give you the reference.

Yes, the reference is SAL-000000098 and I think the
particular pages in that document are pages 5 and 6.
It's a letter to Major Alan Hart on 23 June 1992, from
HDD I think Major Hart is at -- yes, it's
the social services headquarters, and I think if we
scroll down, I think towards -- he's giving a kind of
report on matters the day after suspension. But I think
in that document at some point, whether it's that page
or the next page --

It's the next page.

It's the next page.

Yes.

If we could scroll down, we see that:

'"Whatever the outcome of the next few days, let me
assure you that we will do our utmost to play the whole
matter low-key.'

Although he does warn that there is a risk that
there could be stormy waters ahead. I'm just saying
that's an indication perhaps of the mindset?

Yes, and it speaks to the nature of any residential

setting. I can take you out here today to many homes,
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A.

Yes.

LADY SMITH: I'm not suggesting that you would buy into that

now --

A. No.

LADY SMITH: -- but it seems very telling as to the honest
thinking on the part ofat the time?

A. Yes, I think it's a very, in some ways, helpful

reflection for us today, to see how we need to invert

that list --

LADY SMITH: Absolutely.

A.

-- don't we. So thank you, my Lady, for bringing that
to my attention. I wasn't being flippant when I was
thinking about schools, but it's just the proudness one
has. And you can see he's writing to a superior in
London and he's saying: 'Look, you know, I'm going to do
my best for you here'.

It's all wrong. We know that now.

LADY SMITH: Yes.

MR PEOPLES: But don't -- be assured, I can maybe assure you

that it's not the only expression of this kind that
we've heard from other organisations, where it appears
that there was a time -- and I think it still exists
today -- that reputational harm is given maybe a greater
priority than the matter in issue.

And indeed, as I often ask other people, one of the
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LADY SMITH: We have used names this morning identifying

people whose identities are protected by my General

Restriction Order: , _,-or
HDT and I'm just going to double-check if
I've missed anybody -- and . They're
not to be identified outside this room as referred to in
our evidence.
So thank you for that and we'll sit again at
2 o'clock.
(12.37 pm)
(The luncheon adjournment)

(2.00 pm)

LADY SMITH: Good afternoon. And now, as we indicated this
morning, we move on to evidence in relation to Bellshill
and, Ms Forbes, I think you're going to introduce the
first witness?

MS FORBES: Yes, good afternoon, my Lady.

The next witness is an applicant who has waived her
right to anonymity and her name is Kate McKay.

LADY SMITH: Thank you.

Kate McKay (sworn)
LADY SMITH: Thank you for coming this afternoon.
A. No problem.

LADY SMITH: A question for you first of all that I hope's
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again you were so young, that's not something you would
-— you are likely to remember.

We then know, Kate, that you were admitted to
Ridge Park Children's Home on 20 October 1970 when you
were almost 3 years old. And you stayed there until
12 July 1973, when you were returned to your parents on
a trial basis, and that was -- would have meant that you
would have been 5-and-a-half when you went back to them.

So we might be coming now into times that you can
recall and I think you do tell us about Ridge Park
Children's Home from paragraph 7 in your statement.

And I think you know today we're focusing on
Bellshill. We're not going to go through all of the
places that you were in.

Yeah.
But you tell us about Ridge Park and it's there in your

statement, Kate, and we have cognisance of that, but --

. i - ished
1t's between paragraphs 7 and 17.Seamdmyhm“ n =t be'publishe

Secondary Institutions - to be published later

Kate, you then go forward to leaving Ridge Park and
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having to ring the police because of the arguments
between your parents?

That was in Newarthill. We moved fae Newmains to
Newarthill and, yeah, I was phoning the police a number
of times just with arguing and

And I think that all culminated then in you being
removed from your parents again and that -- after that
occasion you never went back to live with them?

That's right, mm-hmm.

And this is where you were placed in Carluke Children's
Home, is that right?

Mm-hmm.

And again, Kate, we're not going to go through the

detail of your time in Carluke, Secondary Institutions - to be published I

Secondary Institutions - to be published later

We know that you were aged 9 when you were admitted
there, so it was 17 February 1977.

Right.

So that time back with your parents was quite a few
years before you were back in care again, but as you
say, you were back in care then for good, is that right?

Mm-hmm. I do want to mention about the two soccial
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they could have taken you out of the situation before
they did?

Yeah, mm-hmm, mm-hmm, mm-hmm.

I think after Carluke Children's Home, you were placed
with foster parents, with the ?

Yeah, yeah, aye, I remember them, mm-hmm.

And that was on 30 April 1977, so just a couple of
months -- you were in Carluke, so you would have still
been 97

Yeah.

And you stayed with them until later that year,

6 December 1977, and you would almost have been 10 by

the time you left them?

Mm-hmm.

So it was about six -- sorry, about eight months or so
that you were with the ?

Mm~hmm.

And you tell us about that time, Kate, from paragraph 26
of your statement to 28.

Mm~-hmm.

And again, we're not going to go through that, but you
do say that you remember some physical violence from the
foster mother and you say you were so unhappy there that

you tried to strangle yourself _?

Mm—-hmm.
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A.

but your records tell us that that was only ever to be
a temporary placement until they found you somewhere
else?
Yeah.
And we know that from Arran View, you were then admitted
to Bellshill?
Mm—-hmm.
And that was on 3 April 1978, so you were at Arran View
for about a period of about five months or so.

And you then tell us that I think, again we're not

going through your time at Arran View, Kate, today, but

Secondary Institutions - to be published later

S dary Instituti -tob blished lat

about that in your statement.

Mm~-hmm .

But you say the next home you remember being in was
Bellshill, and your records do show us that.

So I don't want to get too bogged down in the dates
and records, Kate, but it's always useful if we do have
them because we can show that they go along with what
they tell us.

I do want to say one thing, that I met somebody just
a couple of year -- well, my son's girlfriend's mum, and
I was speaking to her and that, and she knew some people

in Arran View, she's two friends in Arran View, and she
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You say there was a living room, there was a pool table,
but you don't remember any toys, apart from some

personal things that you got at Christmas, is that

right?
Mm—hmm.
You tell us, Kate, about the personof the
home at paragraph 32, you say that was a?
Mm—hrmm.

And she was in her 40s at the time, is that right?

Mm~-hrmm .

And you say that she lived in a house_

Mm-hmm.
-- with her family and she had three children.

You go on, Kate, to tell us about the groups that
the children were split up into, and you say there were
three groups?

Mm—hmm.

One, two and three?

Mm~-hmm.

And you tell us about where they were in the house.
Group one was downstairs and groups two and three were
upstairs?

Mm-hmm.

And they were split by bedrooms. So does that mean then
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each group, and you tell us in paragraph 34 quite a lot
of names of staff that you remember working there?
Mm~-hmm.

I think in particular Claire McCloskey, who you say was
one of your key workers?

Mm~-hmm.

And a Kathleen Adam who you think -- you can't remember
but you think maybe she was one also?

Aye.

There's also aand a Joe James that you
mention, as well as other people?

Mm~-hmm .

But you tell us about a John Cushley who was night
staff?

Mm~-hmm .

And you say you've got a recollection of sitting on his
knee, is that right?

Mm~-hmm, mm-hmm.

But you say that you -- he was somebody that you liked?
Mm~-hmm.

And you didn't know if that was appropriate back then,
but certainly you don't -- you didn't feel anything bad
about that at the time?

No.

And you don't remember anything bad happening with him?
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So I've got a scar there as well. So they put tape
round the wire, basically, and I thought -- so you get

a record and you've got all the little singles at the
time, you've got the wee arm thing and that held it till
the next record was finished, and that was broke. And

I thought it was something to do with the wiring, and it
was still plugged in, so.

But certainly when that injury happened, you got some --
you were given some treatment for it and taken to
hospital?

I was taken to hospital, erm, I think, aye, aye, just to
see -- make sure I was okay, because I'd burnt my finger
as well. I didnae get any treatment or anything. They
just made sure I was okay.

Kate, you go on to tell us about your first
recollections of Bellshill and you say that you remember

going into -- through the swing door into the office and

being introduced to other children and maybe

Mm~-hmm.
-- so is that your first sort of recollection of your
life at Bellshill, meeting the other children and

GCH in the office?

Aye, aye, it was probably mair meeting_and
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Mm~-hmm.
-- and that was at the sports complex, and then the chip
shop afterwards?
Yeah.
There was an outing that you remembered, going to see
Grease, the film, is that right?
Yeah.
And I think you say that you were given pocket money
sometimes?
Mm—hrmm.
But as you've already mentioned, that could be taken
away as a punishment if you didn't behave.

There was also a cottage in Glencoe that you say
GCH had and you stayed there at one point and
went hillwalking?
Mm~-hmm.
You mention a skiing trip to Austria and that was with
the high school, is that right?
Mm~-hmm .
Was there also a trip to Germany at one point as well?
Aye, aye.
So there was a couple of trips through the school, and
then you mention camping trips. And at paragraph 55,
Kate, you tell us about something that happened on

a camping trip.
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You say that on this trip, there were three or four
staff members and about ten children, and you tell us
that you were sharing a tent with two males, who you

name, Colin Goodwin and , is that how you

say his name?

EZK , mm-hmm.

EZK sorry. And you say that they were both staff
members?

Mm—hmm.

Both staff members at Bellshill, is that right?

And you say that in the tent then with them -- there
was Colin in the single sleeping bag at the bottom of
the tent?

Mm-—hmm.

And you were at the top of the tent sharing a double
sleeping bag with ?

Mm~hmm.

And you say you were about 10 or 11 when that happened.
You think it might have been Glencoe but it was camping
in Scotland?

Mm-hmm.

And during that night camping, you say you woke up in
the morning and you felt pain below?

Yeah.

And what happened, Kate? What can you tell us about
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Just the bit I said, that's it. It was as quick as
that. I just felt pain down below. I wasnae sure if it
was his penis or his hands. I just felt pain and

I jumped right out of the sleeping bag and ran out the
tent. And that's it, that's all I remember.

And I think --

I tried to report it to_and she came back and
said he said -- because she's basically -- they were
going with each other, the staff member and _

I thin}:_—— I don't know what age he would have
been, , at the time, but he was a staff
member. And_was a child in care. And I think

she might have been about maybe 14/15? And they ended
up marrying him -- she ended up marrying him.

So this is --

with _ But I told her about it anyway and she

came back and says that 'said he thought he was in

beside me'. That was -- and at that time, being-

I accepted what she says to me and I never thought about

it again. I didnae think of it as abuse or anything

like that. I just told _, told one other
person, _, but the police couldn't find her
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I made an investigation, gave them a report and nothing
ever happened.

So again, even with that sort of setting, with old
people, they're getting mistreated behind closed doors.
You'll never know what goes on behind closed doors.
They're doing it in nighttime when naebody can see, and
I think it's still happening now.

'Cause that wee guy, he went to school during the
day, 'cause my son was at the school during the day, and
my son had met him in the Moira Anderson in Airdrie
where I go for counselling.

LADY SMITH: Yes.

A. And that's what he told him, he'd been abused and he's
actually reported it and took him to court. And this
wee guy, he was physically disabled, but he could -- you
know, he was okay, his brain and everything was okay,
and aye, good on him. And he reported him.

So it's still going on today and that really breaks
ma heart, to be honest.

LADY SMITH: Yes, that's only natural.

Ms Forbes.

MS FORBES: Thank you, my Lady.

Kate, you have told us quite a lot about

there, but I think you say as well, just

to add to that, that you heard -- and this wasn't at the
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with s mother, erm, and, aye, they obviously

didnae want that known, so_had to get

an abortion.

And later on, the staff at the home, ,

who's died now, she died in a ski accident a number of
years ago, in France, and she was with that
was her husband -- I think he worked in Calder House,
W-— and thae two went -- I remember thae two were at
the wedding. And I had to be the bridesmaid. I was 18.
It was -- just that full time with her, it never fitted
well with me. I never thought about it, but I just
hated him.

You tell us, Kate, that when_left Bellshill,
she went to live in a flat?

Mm—hmm.

Where there were other people there, supposed to be to
supervise her, and that was arranged by the home?

Yeah. Yeah.

And you visited her?

Mrm—hmm.

And she was still withthere. Obviously she went
on to marry him?

Aye, aye.

But they would have known about that and you say that he

stayed with her overnight and he was there even though
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night. He didn't work in the home.'

A. No.

Q. 'And I remember him looking down at my legs and telling
me I had nice legs.'

A. Aye, aye.

Q. So you say you were about 14 at the time?

A. Aye, something like that, aye, I was young.

LADY SMITH: When you use the name 'John', who was that?

A. That was a friend of Joe James.

LADY SMITH: Ah, right. Thank you.

A. He knew him and I think he was involved with the
Thorniewood.

LADY SMITH: That makes sense, thank you very much.

A. No bother.

MS FORBES: But whilst we know that you got back into music
later on, I think at this time, paragraph 60, you tell
us, Kate, that you gave up music when you started
self-harming about age 1472

A. I did, mm-hmm.

0. By that time || I 2¢ lett Bellshill?

A. Mm-hmm.

Q. And you say that you felt alone?

A. Mm-hmm.

Q. You were thinking about what happened with

and you say you never told anybody what was happening
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So we then come to a part of your statement, Kate,
at paragraph 93, where you start to tell us about some
particular incidents that you remember from Bellshill?
Mm-hmm.

And the first one relates to -- we spoke about earlier
about smoking, and you say that you were caught by
who was of Bellshill?

Mm—hrmm.

And she made you smoke ten cigarettes?

Mm—hrmm.

One after the other. Is that right?

Yep.

Now, that's something that maybe people heard about, you
know, back in the day, but that's something that she
made you do?

Mm~-hmm.

Smoke one after the other?

Yep.

And that was in her office --

Yep.

-— in the other office, sorry?

Aye, in the main office.

Yes. You say that you had to go to bed after because
you felt so sick?

Aye, aye, I was 1ill. Finished all my smokes. Stopped
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smoking right enough! For a few hours certainly, aye.

But you say there was a staff member called Nora Bronsky

who had hoped to foster you?

Mm .

And you say that you visited her home a few times, but
after you were caught smoking, she didn't seem to want
to go through with that?

Aye, well, that's what I sort of thought at the time,
but I don't know. I mean, maybe she became -- maybe
there was other reasons that I didnae know about or
wasn't told about. I don't know, but I thought it was
me because I was caught, aye, I was smoking.

So you kind of blamed yourself for that a little bit?
I don't -—— I don't know. I don't know if there were
circumstances that I couldn't do it that eventually --
I don't know, if it was because I stopped smoking,

I'm not too sure. I just remember.

And then, Kate, you tell us about Eddie Stanton. So

he's a member of staff who_at Bellshill --

Aye.

u--when you were about 14 or 15. Is
that what you remember?

Mm-hmm, mm-hmm.

And you say that he was someone who was always hanging

over you. When you say 'hanging over you', does that
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mean he was always quite close to you?

Aye, when he was talking to you and dead creepy and --
aye, aye.

But you also say that he used to get children drunk. So
would he give them alcohol?

So -- well, I don't know. Let me think. Where is that,
sorry?

Sorry, Kate, it's my fault. At paragraph 947

Right.

It says:

'He used tec get --!

And you are talking about Eddie Stanton here:

'He used to get the children drunk and there were
times when I woke up and couldn't remember what had
happened.'

Aye, with drink, mm-hmm.
Okay.

But he done quite a lot of things. He ended up moving

when he _, that's where he lived. And we used

to have to get our pads normally through the main office
and he changed the rule, he changed it to get it into
a wee out-bit that was attached to his house, but before
you went into his house there was a room there, before

you entered his actual house. And he'd a camera set up.
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Yeah.

-=- is that right?

Yeah. Mm-hmm. ©Oh, definitely.

So it's quite a positive thing that you've got, just
now, going on?

It is.

And your counselling as well that's continuing?

Yeah. Yeah.

And, as you say, you're singing and writing songs and
putting some of your feelings into that as well so
that's a positive thing as well?

Yeah, yeah.

Well, Kate, you tell us a lot of things in your
statement about lessons to be learned and we know all
about the process that you went through to report what
happened with so we have that there.
I'm not going to go through it again with you, but that
doesn't mean it's not important, because we do have

ity ==

Yeah.

-- but you have talked about it today in your evidence
as well, but I think from what you tell us, things have
a much more positive outlook now for you; is that fair,
going forward?

Yes, going forward now, aye.
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LADY SMITH: Now feel free to go and have a restful
afterncon, what's left of it.
A. I will. Thanks very much. Nice meeting you,
Lady Smith.
LADY SMITH: Thank you.
(The witness withdrew)
LADY SMITH: Well, that, as I understand it, completes the
afternoon's evidence.
There are a few names we've used this afternoon,

names of people whose identities are protected by my

General Restriction Order: , _.

Thank you very much.
So, tomorrow morning, I sit at 10 o'clock and the
plan, Ms Forbes?
MS FORBES: My Lady, tomorrow morning we hope to have a live
witness at 10.00 am.
LADY SMITH: Thank you very much.
Well, I'll rise now until 10 o'clock tomorrow
morning. Thank you all.
(3.36 pm)

(The Inquiry adjourned until 10.00 am
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