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A.C.P.O. Lobby Banned
For the past few years F.A.C.T. has
mounted a lobby at the Association
of Chief Police Officers’ (A.C.P.O.)
annual conference. These have been
well planned, civilised affairs with
about or dozen or so F.A.C.T.
members holding aloft the odd
banner or two, and handing out
leaflets. This year the A.C.P.O.
Conference was held at the ExCel
Centre in Docklands. As usual we
informed A.C.P.O. and the ExCel
Centre. Whilst it is fair to say our
request wasn’t met with enthusiasm
we were told what we could do, what
we couldn’t do, and where we should
locate ourselves.
Previously we had taken care to
make sure our little lobby would
coincide with plans for the then
Home Secretary, Charles Clarke, to
address the conference. Perhaps we
should have realised that events were
to conspire against us when, just a
few days before the conference,
Charles Clarke was sacked. We
turned up as planned only to be told
that ExCel would not allow us to
mount a lobby. To what extent
A.C.P.O. leaned on them is not clear.
No amount of persuasion on our
part would change their minds. The
fact that some people had travelled
long distances and only planned to
be there for a few hours counted for
nothing. It was made clear F.A.C.T.
was not wanted.
Why, you might ask, were F.A.C.T.
turned away. Perhaps in our naivety
we didn’t take into account that the
right to protest in the metropolitan
police area has been severely
curtailed. Maybe we should have
anticipated difficulties had we known
that a few days after our planned
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lobby seven people, one a
Cambridge don, appeared at
Southwark Crown Court following
their protest at an arms fair held in
the same ExCel building. They were
placed on A.S.B.O’s so perhaps we
were fortunate! Perhaps our slogan
Operation Release - the Right to be Cleared
was just too provocative, or taken
too literally!
All we wanted to do was to convey a
very simple message - we need to
secure the release of countless
men and some women who have
been falsely accused and wrongly
convicted of child abuse. It’s a
message that A.C.P.O. and the
Government don’t want to hear.
All we wanted was politely to put
forward three simple ideas. The first
is admittedly a little controversial. We
believe that many people who have
made false, or exaggerated, allegations
should be given an opportunity to
retract any false allegations they have
made. What is needed is a
moratorium so that they can do so
without fear of subsequent criminal
charges or civil action.

The second idea we wanted to get
across is that the names of people
who have been acquitted at trial, or
whose convictions have been
quashed, or have suffered false
allegations but have never been
subject to criminal proceedings should not appear on any ‘offenders’
list. We believe that anyone whose
name appears on such a list, including
any list held by the Criminal Records
Bureau, should have the right to
appeal against listing to an
independent body.
Our third idea concerns the urgent
need for a Royal Commission to
examine current procedures and
investigative practice in child abuse
investigations, so that those whose
poor methods of investigation lead to
wrongful convictions are held to
account. F.A.C.T. will continue to
promote these ideas wherever and
whenever we can. You can help us by
writing to your Member of
Parliament, Member of the Scottish
Parliament or Welsh Assembly
Member asking then to support our
campaign.
Do it today!
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Falsely Accused Carers and Teachers
F.A.C.T is a voluntary organisation which supports carers and teachers
who have been falsely accused and/or wrongly convicted of child abuse,
and campaigns on their behalf, for changes in investigative practice, and
for reform of the criminal justice system.

Committee and Editorial Team
F.A.C.T. is managed by a national committee who can be
contacted as follows:
Chairman

Rory (chairman@factuk.org)
01787 227997

Secretary

Michael (sec@factuk.org)
02920 777499

Treasurer

Ian (treasurer@factuk.org)
01905 778170

Lobbying

George (lobbying@factuk.org)
0113 2550559

Membership

Ian & Joy
(membership@factuk.org)
01594 529 237

Press

Gail (press@factuk.org)
02920 513016

Prison & Family Support Joy (support@factuk.org)
01594 529 237
The committee also have 4 other members, David, George,
Gordon and Guy who can be contacted via the national
secretary.

Contact and Correspondence
All correspondence should be sent to
F.A.C.T.
P.O. Box 3074,
Cardiff, CF3 3WZ
or by email to sec@factuk.org
F.A.C.T.’s two main regional groups can be contacted at:
F.A.C.T. North West,
P.O. Box 167, PRENTON, CH26 9AX
factnorthwest@factuk.org
F.A.C.T. NorthWales
P.O. Box 2161, Wrexham, LL139WQ
factnorthwales@factuk.org

FACTION
FACTION is produced at approximately 6-8 week intervals at the national
committee’s discretion, and is provided free of charge to F.A.C.T. members.
The editorial team welcome articles for publication, of between
150 and 1,500 words, and letters of not more than 200 words.
These should be sent, preferably by email, to faction@factuk.org,
or by post to FACTION, P.O. Box 3074, Cardiff, CF3 3WZ.
The editorial team reserve the right to edit any article or letter
sent for publication. All submissions must accompanied by your
name and address which, on request, will be withheld from
publication.
The views contained in FACTion are not necessarily those of
F.A.C.T., or its national committee.
Contributors should be aware that FACTion also appears
on www.factuk.org/faction and therefore is accessible,
potentially, to everyone.
Helpline: 02920 777 499
Open most mornings and evenings
Monday to Fridays, and occasional Saturday mornings
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Editorial
This edition, in which we share the successful Spring
Conference with those who could not be present, is
published amid another barrage of press outrage at the
anomalies of sentencing and actual time served, linked
(of course) to extreme cases of child abuse and promises
of even more Government interference in an already
over-complicated and enigmatic Criminal Justice System.
This climate of uncertainty, lack of confidence, confusion
and moral panic makes F.A.C.T’s role even more
important and a great deal more difficult, too. And yet,
paradoxically, the public’s deeply felt concerns and anger
may help to focus on a system that pleases few.
Molly Gee’s moving tribute to her son, Darryl, and her
gratitude to her many supporters in the aftermath of
success at the legal acknowledgement of his innocence,
represents one of this year’s major success stories. So,
too, is todays good news that both Ian Brookes and John
Siddall have just had their convictions overturned by the
Court of Appeal; news that reached FACTion just as this
edition was due to be sent to press. (We shall provide
further details in our next edition). All three victories the
result of excellent and painstaking work over many
months by their legal teams.
Mark Newby’s (HAAP) conference speech described the
frustrations and inevitable disappointments lawyers
sometime face and the impact this has on those who rely
on a swift resolution of their appeals. He was both
realistic and optimistic about the future, especially with
the promise of the pilot programme and the already
favourable research project. We are sure other appeals
will also be successful.
Another frustration for F.A.C.T. was A.C.P.O.’s
reluctance to allow us to lobby its conference delegates
and members. Yet, again paradoxically, this could also be
seen as a success. Do the organisers feel threatened by
the truth, we wonder ?
Those who attended the F.A.C.T. conference were
greatly encouraged by the two main speakers: Karen
Booth, whose advice to those seeking parole seems more
relevant than ever in the present climate; and Greg Lewis,
whose guidance on how to use the Press to best
advantage, was both thought-provoking and practical. It
was also very humbling to hear what Derek Brushett had
to say about how he coped with imprisonment.
In this edition you can read George Williamson’s view of
the Kerelaw situation and our concern about the state of
affairs in Scotland, as highlighted in FACT’s open letter
to former Kerelaw staff.
Of special interest is the column entitled, On the FACT
Website. F.A.C.T. isolates itself at its own peril and we
need to be aware of the many related issues, many of
which give our concerns a wider perspective.
With best wishes to you all.
Rory
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False Allegations - Fighting Back
The F.A.C.T. Spring Conference
took place in Birmingham on
Saturday 20th May on a beautifully
warm sunny day. The conference
was opened by Rory O’Brien who
extended a warm welcome to
everyone present, in particular
several people who had been
released from prison during the
preceding six months, and were
attending their first F.A.C.T.
Conference. This year the theme
was False Allegations - Fighting
Back. The main speakers were
Karen Booth, a specialist solicitor
from Nottingham based Paragon
Law, who talked about Challenging
Public Body Decisions, and Greg
Lewis, a freelance investigative
reporter specialising in miscarriages
of justice. Greg gave a very
informative account of how the
Press can be used to promote
individual campaigns, and some of
the pitfalls to avoid when
contacted by the press. The
conference also heard an address
from Mark Newby. The highpoints
of the day were a brief talk on
prison and parole by Derek
Brushett; and a presentation made
by Rory O’Brien to Molly Gee,
following news that her son Darryl
had been posthumously cleared of
child abuse by the Court of
Appeal. Molly gave a short and
emotional address and thanked
everyone for their support.

This Edition of FACTion
has been sponsored by
F.A.C.T. North Wales to
whom we are extremely
grateful.
If you would like to
sponsor the next edition
please contact the
secretary
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Challenging Public Body Decisions
parole has been unlawfully refused.
Many of her successful cases
concern people who have been
convicted of sexual offences but
maintain their innocence. Karen
acknowledged that the Parole Board
does actually release people who
admit their guilt but still has
concerns that they sometimes get it
wrong and make irrational decisions.

Karen trained as a commercial
lawyer but mostlty works on behalf
of prisoners, and tends to be
instructed by people convicted of
serious sexual or violent offences.
Since 2004 she has devoted most of
her time working on behalf of those
in prison coming up towards their
release. She sees her role as helping
everybody through the parole
process. Karen tries to break down
the jargon and technical rules,
explaining to people what they can
expect to happen, what they can and
cannot do, what their solicitors
should be doing, what questions to
ask, to indicate what is and isn’t
relevant.

Caseload
Karen’s caseload is mostly
concerned with the parole and
discharge process and involves
preparation and presentation of
parole applications, challenging
failed parole applications, preparing
the client (and his family) for
release, and working with lifers. Her
work can involve challenging parole
boards and prison authorities
directly, if necessary seeking a
judicial review if procedures have
not been correctly followed or

Assume Guilt
Karen explained that in order to be
effective she had to respect the
context in which the parole board
operate which means having to
assume guilt. However she hoped
this didn’t make any difference to
the way she carried out her work
with an individual who still has rights
and is entitled to be treated with
respect and honesty. Karen went on
to explain some the different areas
which might contribute towards a
successful application.
Representations
Karen said the importance of
individual representation in parole
cases is often glossed over by
solicitors. Karen said some prisoners
will come and say, ‘Well what’s the
point? I said this at my trial or I told
my barrister. They didn’t listen, they
didn’t use it’, but she emphasised
that representations provide the one
opportunity to say to the parole
board, ‘This is why I present no risk
and this is why it’s now safe to
release me’.
Courses
Karen acknowledged that individual
prisoners are put under considerable
pressure to participate in offending
behaviour courses. She explained
that one of the reasons was because
it enabled the Government to be
able to say to the public, ‘We’re
doing something about serious
crime, we’ve found a way to treat it’.
She explained that prison
performance and outcomes are
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measured against the National
Prison Service Framework, which
measures how far people progress
through their sentence, and whether
they are being put on courses. The
real question is do such courses
work? Karen indicated that there
was very little evidence that they do.
The Parole Board are not allowed to
say, ‘No admission, no courses, no
release’. Karen was asked why the
Enhanced Thinking Skills (ETS)
course were recorded and secretly
video-taped. She explained that
prisons do indicate that the ETS
courses may be videod although she
has never seen any evidence of it
herself. According to the prison
authorities the course may be filmed
for training and assessment
purposes. However, since the course
is not meant to address offending,
or be offence focused, there can be
no real objection to doing it?
A questioner said they were aware of
cases where a prisoner did the
course in one prison, then went to
another prison but the the records

You can help bring an end to the
injustice of defending false
allegations of historical child
abuse by
• instructing HAAP to represent
you
• urging your solicitor to join the
Historic Abuse Appeal Panel
• depositing YOUR legal papers
with HAAP. (All you need to do
is contact HAAP and they will
send you an authorisation form).
• sharing information about your
accusers.
www.appealpanel.org
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weren’t passed on and the new
prison refused to look at him kindly
because he refused to do the course
again. Karen explained that this
happens more often than you think,
and that she would have challenged
their action by quoting research
evidence which says that ETS
courses have no proven effect on
risk, so why should they be made to
do it again? Indeed why should I
have been made to do it in the first
place?

way I would want someone to deal
with mine. If I want some painting
and decorating done at home I don’t
ask a plumber. So if I want someone
to comment on risk assessment I go
to a psychologist. When someone is
coming up to a parole hearing, they
should ask the question, ‘Have I got
an expert’s report? If not, should we
be getting one? If we haven’t got
one, why haven’t we got one?”

If you discover somebody who says,
‘Well he hasn’t done the courses and
therefore his risk is elevated - which
quite often happens - note not only
do they say risk isn’t reduced but
they say risk is elevated because you
haven’t done a course’. Karen said
ask them to evidence this and tell
them that there’s research evidence,
which was done 2003, 2004 and
2005, that says S.O.T.Ps and E.T.S.
have no proven treatment effect.

Measuring Risk
Karen said that the Parole Board are
preoccupied with assessing risk. The
prison service and the probation
service both say that courses reduce
risk. Risk assessment is not however
an exact science. They will always err
on the side of caution. “You have to
demonstrate to the Parole Board
that those who have assessed the
risk as high, or too high, for parole
have got it wrong. You have to
demonstrate that they have either
focused on factors which are
irrelevant to risk assessment, or that
they’ve ignored factors which are
relevant.” In just about every case
Karen reads at least one report
within a Parole Board dossier which
says, ‘He denies his guilt, he has no
victim empathy, he hasn’t done the
courses, therefore he’s too high a
risk’. It must therefore follow that
that person is saying that denial,
courses and victim empathy are
relevant to risk assessment. Her
argument is that they’re not and
there’s no evidence whatsoever that
they are. Other comments will
include the seriousness of the
indexed offence, the vulnerability of
the alleged victim, the period of time
over which the offending occurred,
and the lack of a structured release
plan.

Independent Expert Evidence
Karen said it was very important to
challenge the assumptions made by
those professionals who contribute
to the parole process. What she
does, when necessary, is put forward
independent expert evidence. She
explained, “I’m not a psychologist,
I’m not a psychiatrist, I’m not a
doctor, and I feel I have to try to
deal with my client’s problems in the

Victim Empathy
Karen said it was worth keeping in
mind that case law protects people
in the community in the event that
they are forced to submit themselves
to offending behaviour courses. So
if somebody says, ‘If you don’t do
the S.O.T.P.(Sex Offenders
Treatment Programme) course I’m
going to recall you’, go to a solicitor
and get the case law because there is

Karen said it was important people
who refuse the course make their
position clear, ‘ They should say I
will not lie, I will not tell a mistruth,
and I will not fabricate stories to go
on these courses. They should make
it clear that they will not talk about
the offence they are alleged to have
committed, and ask for a written
assurance that if they do this course
they will still be deemed to be
innocent, and that they will only give
hypothetical situations to discuss’.
She said that if you take this line you
will probably never hear from that
facilitator again because they cannot
meet your demands.
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case law there to protect you. The
his innocence, he hasn’t done the
best advice she could give is that
courses, we’re not letting him out.’
you don’t express outward
But say ‘It makes an informed
bitterness or resentment or
assessment on risk more difficult’
recrimination. On the question of
Karen acknowledged some people
victim empathy Karen questioned
get very irritated by the use of
how anyone who says ‘I did not
words. They say, ‘I’m not in denial,
commit this offence’ can empathise
I’m maintaining my innocence’. As
with their victim. Her advice to
a lawyer it amounts pretty much to
anybody saying ‘How do you feel
the same thing as far as the Parole
about the victim would be to
Board’s concerned. In just about
answer it slightly indirectly and say,
every case at least one report writer
‘Well, I’ve said there aren’t any
will say, ‘He’s a good bloke, he
victims in my case but I
behaves well, he’s got
understand that there
a good family but
... he denies
are victims, genuine
because he doesn’t
victims, of sexual
admit his guilt I
guilt
offending’ and then to
cannot recommend
therefore he
talk about how they
parole. Karen
can’t be
must be affected. That
indicated that
way the probation staff
research into risk
can’t say ‘He’s got no
factors associated with sex
victim empathy at all’. They have to
offenders has shown that denial is
say ‘Well, he doesn’t express
not related to subsequent risk of
anything for the alleged victim in
re-offending. In fact quite the
his case but he has a genuine
opposite. The Home Office’s own
understanding of victim empathy
study found that sex offenders who
issues’.
denied having committed those
offences, actually presented a lower
Research
risk of re-offending. Probation
Karen referred to recent research
officers might say, ‘He denies guilt
carried out in 1998 and 2005,
therefore he can’t be released’ - that
specifically related to sexual
needs to be challenged and the best
offenders, which showed that
way to challenge that is through an
victim empathy is not related to any
independent psychological report
specific type of offending. Karen
but first a word of warning; make
said that if you are told you’re a
sure you find out what the
high risk because you’ve not got
psychologists views are first!
victim empathy or not done a
victim awareness course turn round
Recidivism Rates
and say, ‘Hang on a minute, where’s
Karen suggested that one of the
your evidence for that? There is
assumptions often made was that
evidence saying quite the opposite.’
the same rates of recidivism apply
And that must be true if you think
for all types of offender but that’s
about it because psychopaths, who
not actually the case. The lowest
are recognised as the most
rates of recidivism are in those who
dangerous offenders we have, are
commit offences against members
also recognised as people who can
of their own family, or in a familyfake ‘good’, they can empathise,
type setting, or a situation where
they can put themselves in a really
they’re very well known to one
good light. And so they have victim
another. The highest risk are of
empathy, supposedly, yet they’re
people who commit offences
also very high risk.
against strangers. In the case of
Denial
foster carers or parents who
commit offences against their
On the question of denial Karen
children, ask what evidence there is
suggested that the Parole Board
that they pose a risk to children in
doesn’t simply say, ‘This man
denies guilt’ or ‘This man maintains
general. It probably doesn’t exist.
FACTION / June 2006

“

“

Karen suggests a challenge can be
made on the basis of, ‘Have you
looked at what my risk of
recidivism might be? A lot of
offences that F.A.C.T. deals with
are probably of a historical nature.
The accused will have led a
perfectly law abiding life, the vast
majority being a professional career.
Then there is a period when the
offending is said to have occurred,
there might then be a very long
period before they’re hauled before
the Court. Emphasis should placed
on those two periods because
there’s research evidence to say that
periods where there’s no offending
reduces the risk. For someone who
perhaps is convicted of sexual
offending said to have taken place
ten or fifteen years ago, by the time
we’re ten or fifteen years down the
line, without any form of external
intervention, their risk will have
reduced by something like 50%. So
get them to examine the period of
time before and after that.
Age
Age is a very important factor,
often overlooked. Very few people
would suggest that a man of
twenty-five poses the same risk of
offending of any type as a man of
eighty-five. Karen frequently acts
on behalf of people in their sixties
and seventies who are still said to
be same risk as someone in their
twenties. She explained that if
you’ve got somebody who is
relatively old with a short parole
period it doesn’t really matter what
the risk assessment model, Matrix
2000 says, as the Home Office has
now admitted that this probably
elevates risk for the over-forties. If
there has been no escalation in
severity and frequency of the
alleged offending this needs to be
pointed out.

Support networks
Karen suggested that generally
speaking the more support a person
has, the better their chances of
rehabilitation. She is now seeing the
probation service saying, ‘ but these
people all believe he’s innocent too,
so how are they going to protect
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him?’ She suggests you say, ‘So are
you suggesting that my daughter will
allow their son to be abused?’ Surely
someone who maintains or believes
in someone’s innocence would not
want to see that person put himself
in a situation where they can be
subject to unfounded allegations
again. Always challenge the
assumption that somebody believing
in your innocence will somehow
elevate risks.

Prison reports
“Not enough is made of favourable
prison reports. They are often very
poorly written, and full of
inaccuracies and will conclude by
saying things like ‘He’s a great bloke
but actually I can’t recommend
parole’ or the opposite, ‘Actually
he’s a horrible bloke but I
recommend parole’. Hopefully the
report will contain some positive
comments which will suggest other
avenues for exploration. Favourable
prison reports aren’t in themselves
an indication of low risk but the way
you can use them is to say ‘I’ve been
convicted of offences which I truly
find to be abhorrent and which I say
I never committed. But I’ve actually
gone about this sentence with a
sense of dignity, with a sense of
purpose and I’ve made constructive
use of my time and I treat those
around me with respect, including
those who are truly guilty of this sort
of offence - because they’ve
admitted it to me. I have done my
best to make the best use of the time
that I’ve had and abided by rules and
regimes.”
Probation
Karen suggested that prison
probation officers tend to comment
on courses and then say, ‘I don’t
know anything about release plans
so I’ll leave that to the home
probation officer but he hasn’t done
the courses and he denies guilt’ so
they tend to be a bit conservative
and err on the side of caution.
Home probation officers frequently
change, and then perhaps they only
meet their client once and for a
short period of time.
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Recall
To date Karen has not had anyone
who’s been released come back and
saying, ‘I’m facing recall action.
What do I do?’ I think it’s because
both parties have been able to
manage their licence conditions.
There is case law that protects
people in the community that are
forced to submit themselves to
offending behaviour work. She says
that if somebody says, ‘If you don’t
do the S.O.T.P. I’m going to recall
you’, then go to a solicitor and get
them to quote the case law because
it is there to protect you.
Conclusion
In concluding remarks Karen
provided a brief overview of what
she liked to see in a case coming up
for parole. She said the easiest ones
for her to deal with are cases where
there’s been offending within a
family setting, where the alleged
offender is quite old, where he’s got
a good employment record, and
where he’s got a nice home to go to
as she then has positive things to go
the parole board.
Unfortunately some people still
perceive that they’ve got no chance
at all. They are told by prison
officers they’ve got no chance at all
‘You are not getting out, you know,
you haven’t done the course, you’re
not going out anywhere’.
But there is information you can
give to the probation service and to
the Parole Board.. I think the Parole
Board is receptive to representations
well made. I think there is light at
the end of the tunnel.
Note: Due to space limitations this article is an
edited version of the talk given. A full transcript is
available on request.

Karen can be contacted at
Paragon Law
Finelook Studios
7B Broad Street
Hockley Village
Nottingham NG1 3AJ
(0115) 9644123
enquiries@paragonlaw.co.uk

www.paragonlaw.co.uk

Derek Brushett
The conference was very pleased
to welcome Derek Brushett to his
first F.A.C.T. conference. Derek
was sentenced to 14 years in
prison, later reduced to 12 years
on appeal. He was released two
days after Christmas, having been
granted parole at the first time of
asking.
Derek spoke briefly about the
impact the allegations had on him
and his family, and how he coped
with imprisonment, and the
thought that he would not be there
to see his children growing up and
to support his elderly mother.

Derek shared many of his
experiences in prison - positive
and negative - and outlined his
strategy for gaining parole. He felt
it was important to be positive and
make the best use of his
circumstances. Whilst in prison he
busied himself by leading various
recreational activities and by
studying. Derek often thinks of
those he left behind, "I am very
fortunate in that I have had an
incredibly supportive family, and
live in a community which knows
me, and has always believed in my
innocence. I am very grateful to
them, to my wife Pauline, to Greg
Lewis, and everyone in F.A.C.T.
who has supported me and my
family throughout our ordeal. I am
especially grateful to Gail and my
cousin Joy, who have formed and
led my support group, and helped
so many other innocent prisoners.
Thank you.”
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NEWS FROM NORTH
WALES

Our Appeal to Scotland

Our local County Council asked
North Wales Police to explain what
constituted violent crime. They gave
a detailed and informative reply.
One section read

As you will see from the letter below and from our feature article on page 18
Kerelaw is very much in our minds. Many of us in F.A.C.T will have gone through
exactly the same experience that staff and their families must be going through. We
are very well aware of what happens in this situation. You start off believing that
because you are innocent you have nothing to hide. Your inclination is to co-operate
with the investigation. You accept that, judged by today’s standards, poor practice
has occurred in the past, but gain comfort from the fact that you did your best, often
with limited resources, and with some of the most challenging teenagers. You hope
this will be recognised and that your effort will be appreciated. Instead you find the
exact opposite. What you discover is that nobody understands and that you are in
the firing line. You are asked questions about other colleagues and don’t know how
to answer them. You no longer fully trust them because you begin to realise they
may be saying things about you. Who should you turn to for support and
understanding? In our experience the lesson is clear; if you fight this alone you have
very little chance of clearing your good name. We appeal to you to unite, and to fight
back. Unless you do so the future will be very bleak for some.

“The victim/offender relationship field is,
as with much information pertaining to
the crime, obtained from the person
reporting. A crime committed by a
stranger is merely the inverse of the
stranger indicator and does not exist
separately to this indicator. It is of course
available information”
There you have it; clear as mud.
What frightens me is that
presumably intelligent senior police
officers in answer to a simple
question can spend their time
thinking up such absolute rubbish.
If they gave a fraction of the time
wasted to investigating crime
perhaps the burglary clear up rate in
North Wales might not be one of
the worst in the country.

F.A.C.T.

Campaign on Behalf of Carers and Teachers Falsely
Accused or Wrongly Convicted of Child Abuse

June 2006

Dear Friend
Alleged Child Abuse at Kerelaw
Following the convictions of Matt George and John Muldoon, F.A.C.T has taken the unusual step of
contacting as many former Kerelaw staff as possible. We very much hope you will not be offended or
alarmed at receiving this letter, and apologise if this causes you any further distress.
Following Matt and John’s conviction many of you will be concerned about your own circumstances and
those of other staff who have worked at Kerelaw, or in similar care institutions in Scotland.

It was good to see you at
Birmingham.
Derek
Paul
Des
Roger
Guy
George
Christianna
Eugene
John
Terry
... and to a recently released
prisoner who found the conference a
bit overwhelming (well you would
if you had been shut away for
years, and had only just been
released.)
Just remember; wherever the
journey ahead takes you there has
never been any doubt in our minds
about your innocence.
Our thoughts are also with absent
friends, those still in prison, and
those who have been released
in recent years but were unable
to be at the conference.
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As you may know F.A.C.T. has considerable experience supporting falsely accused staff in care
establishments in England, Wales, Northern Ireland and the Irish Republic, and also, to a lesser extent, in
Scotland with the Quarriers, De La Salle and Nazareth cases. With this in mind, we can confidently predict
that many of the staff who presently work (or have worked) at Kerelaw, or in similar establishments
throughout Scotland will face difficulties similar to those which Matt and John and their families face.
As in similar cases in the UK and Ireland former residents from Kerelaw and other care homes and schools
will have smelled blood. Thoughts of compensation and ‘revenge’ will be in their minds. Accusers will have
been in touch with each other and shared ‘stories’ of what they have alleged. Other former residents will
have developed their own mini-conspiracies in prisons, pubs and ‘survivors’ groups. F.A.C.T. is aware that at
least one of the accusers in the George-Muldoon case is in touch with a ‘survivors’ organisation,
‘representing’ former care home residents making accusations against former staff at various institutions. We
have considerable information on this group.
F.A.C.T. has the names of 820 complainants from across the UK, including some from Scotland, who have
made allegations of child abuse on an indictment against care home staff and teachers. Another 4,200 people
have made witness statements. In all almost every instance they will have developed convincing and credible
accounts of entirely fictitious events, and have been believed.
These factors and our own past experience have taught us that when former staff remain isolated from each
other then they become more, not less, vulnerable. Staff are more easily picked on by the investigating
authorities and, despite their innocence, ‘put in the frame’. There is an urgent need to come together in these
situations.
However, there is another compelling reason for uniting. We need to demonstrate that Matt George and
John Muldoon are factually innocent. We want them out of prison with their convictions quashed and with
their names removed from the sex offenders register, as soon as possible. We need to do this not just for
their benefit but because the impact this will have on other cases under consideration will be immense. If we
can help establish that the complainants in their case have lied, or that the investigation that was carried out
was flawed, this will benefit everyone who is, or has been, under suspicion.
Securing their release and joining together offers the best possible way of protecting yourself against
complaints similar to those they have faced. Please join our campaign and help us ensure that carers and
teachers in Scotland, and in Ayrshire in particular, are fully protected from false allegations of child abuse.
We hope to hear from you soon.

Yours sincerely,

Rory O’Brien Michael Barnes,
Chairman

Secretary
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Getting the Press on your side
Greg Lewis - Freelance Reporter
Good afternoon, and thank you all
for the invitation to speak here
today. F.A.C.T. has been
campaigning for sometime, and with
a great deal of success. Their
message is a difficult one, which
many people do not want to hear. I
will try to outline some of my
thoughts on the campaign as I see it
as a journalist having covered
F.A.C.T. stories for about six years.

Sense of Panic
There are many players in the cases
with which we are concerned. And
the media is a major one. It goes
without saying that child abuse is
abhorrent, that victims need to be
protected and that abusers need to
be treated or punished as necessary.
But what about the sense of panic
that surrounds these cases? Is that
created by the media or a reflection
of feelings in the public at large? The
media and public combined certainly
raise the pressures on the police for
convictions. Very quickly, when the
cases are fed through the prism of
media coverage, it becomes lodged
in the public consciousness that
there is no smoke without fire. It is
certainly easier for the media to
reinforce public concerns and
prejudices than attempt to change
them. Very often issues are reported
in a way the media thinks it wants
the public to hear them. This
happens in issues surrounding
asylum and has no doubt happened
here. In these instances, the
authorities, with a closer grip on the
means of disseminating and
managing news, have the greater
power. But, can others, standing up
to authority, win back any power for
themselves?
Successful Campaigns
I believe they can and have seen
them do it, but it involves
cooperating and building a
relationship with trusted journalists.
Successful campaigners – in
instances involving the criminal
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justice system - have opened
themselves up to the press because
if you do not the reporters think you
have something to hide. Hard to
believe I know but we journalists
have prejudices every bit as deep,
destructive and festering as
members of the wider public. So
what are the key elements to a good
campaign? I think these include:
Clear and approachable
spokes persons;
Creating good contacts within
the regional press;
Seizing every opportunity –
no matter how small - to get
your campaign into the news;
Using local opportunities to
make a national impact;
Using news coverage to show
politicians and decisionmakers that yours is a
campaign worth supporting.

Operation GoldFinch
To illustrate some of the ideas above
I’ll look to my experience, mainly
concentrated around South Wales. A
few years ago I attended a meeting
of South Wales Liberty to talk about
miscarriages of justice. I had been
writing about cases which had
happened in the 1970s 1980s which
had returned to haunt the police.
During a question and answer
period I was asked about South
Wales Police’s Operation Goldfinch.
At that time I was working for the
South Wales Echo, the evening
paper covering Cardiff and the
South Wales Valleys. Goldfinch had
not been treated with any real
significance in the newsroom. It
registered with us, if at all, as faxed
updates from the police, which
consisted of short press releases:
with numbers of allegations
investigated, numbers of suspects,
numbers of people charged.
Occasionally we would have short
updates saying, for example, a 55-

year-old teacher had been charged in
connection with allegations of
serious sexual assaults on former
pupils of a named school going back
any number of years. As far as the
paper was concerned we would wait
for the court case and report fully
then. I, like the others, had thought
nothing else about Operation
Goldfinch.But the question I was
asked that night by Gail Saunders
changed that. Gail asked me what I
thought about the figures. What I
thought about the numbers of
convictions in relation to the huge
number of allegations which had
been made? I didn’t know what the
exact figures were at the time. But I
could see that where as on first
inspection the colossal numbers of
allegations and suspects could lead
us to believe that there had been a
sickening culture of abuse in care
homes, or it could also be seen as
something quite different.

No Questions Asked
This week, looking back for figures,
the earliest I found were contained
in a report I wrote in October 2001.
Goldfinch by then had investigated
1,613 allegations against 581
suspects relating to 83 residential
care homes. It had become a
phenomenal operation. Eleven men
had been jailed in South Wales at
that time. There had been no
questions asked. In criminal justice
cases this normally falls to the
media, positioned as it is somewhere
between the apparatus of the state
and the people. But we move
sluggishly.
Rarely will police operations be
questioned in their early stages.
Legal restrictions prevent criticism
and comment on prosecutions and
trials. By the time anyone who is in
any position to publicise views that
someone innocent might be end up
suffering in a prison cell, the
questions fade. However, there are
still members of the press who
believe that it is worth asking
questions. It is important for
campaigners to hold on to that
thought, no matter how hard it
might be at times.
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Contact With Journalists
A key part of any campaign is
organising spokespersons on the
ground to make contact with
journalists on newspapers.

certainly believe the old adage that
there is no harm in asking questions.
Once you start asking questions in
these kinds of cases, your outlook
can change profoundly.

No newspaper is too small on which
to find a friend. Cold calling the
national press to get them interested
in your story will almost certainly
end in failure. It is better to get local
people involved and let the story get
picked up by other media outlets.

Achieving Positive Press
Attention
For achieving positive press
attention for the campaign, the
trawling cases have disadvantages
and advantages. By the time a trial
ends, most people at the centre of
these cases and their families too will
have been through the media
wringer. The realisation that the
media might one day be a help – or
at least turned to as a positive
campaigning force might be a
difficult pill to swallow. However,
the media interest in these cases
means that reporters will be
interested in campaigns, letters
written on prisoners’ behalf, vigils
and meetings.

Contact reporters who cover your
kind of story. Most large regionals
have crime correspondents. These
generally rely on the police for their
stories and so may be more reluctant
to ask questions about the criminal
justice system. However, there will
be others who relish being the thorn
in the flesh of the authorities. Find
out who is writing those kinds of
stories and contact them.

Building Popular Support
Building popular support in your
campaign will help you get news
coverage. In the newsroom where I
worked we had been reporting that
innocence campaigns existed for the
men of Goldfinch. This was
particularly true in the case of Derek
Brushett, and that community
support may well have been more
important than the people behind it
might realise. It is hard to persuade
someone not familiar with these
cases that the imprisoned might be
innocent. It can be difficult too for a
reporter to tell his news desk that he
wants to write something
championing these cases.
Sense of Panic
The sense of panic that arises
around allegations of child abuse has
certainly stopped people asking
questions about trawling cases. And
not just journalists or lawyers either.
An article in a recent issue of
FACTion suggested that some
groups campaigning on behalf of
different kinds of crimes, such as
murder and robbery, often fail to
support those accused of child abuse
for fear of “undermining their own
campaigns”. However, if you find
the right reporter, he or she should
FACTION / June 2006

Could these men be Innocent?
In South Wales, the vocal and visible
community support for Derek, for
instance, helped smooth the way for
reports considering whether he and
the other Goldfinch prisoners were
innocent. After a number of stories
about Goldfinch, we ran a front
page in the Echo under the headline
‘Could these men actually be
innocent?’ Inside we ran pieces from
campaigners and families of five
men which argued their case.
Knowledge in the newsroom that so
many people had campaigned for
Derek, helped persuade those who
could have poured cold water on
that article that I was not a raving
idiot. That this question was worth
asking.
Sustaining Media Interest
Campaigns can be easy to start. They
are often launched amid some
publicity on courthouse steps. But it
can be difficult to sustain media
interest. F.A.C.T. has achieved a
great deal in this regard. It has done
well to seize on court decisions and
meetings like that of the Home
Affairs Select Committee to get its
message across. Sometimes it may
not feel like these successes are

changing things, especially when the
only real victory can happen at the
Appeal Court, but every thing the
organisation does to make its voice
heard is very important in changing
people's perceptions.

A Visible Presence
These are difficult issues, and I can
only guess at the bravery that it
takes to speak up for the people
jailed in these cases, but
campaigners have to be as visible as
possible. Vigils, on birthdays or
Christmas, and in town centres
rather than at prison gates, would
attract some publicity. Birthdays,
for instance, are marked in
FACTion and I believe FACTion is
one of the best newsletters of its
kind. But it is only preaching to the
converted. One four or five
paragraph story in an evening paper
about a town centre vigil shows
people that there is a big group
which still cares about so-and-so,
and still supports him no matter
about all those terrible things they
said in court. It keeps the public
thinking.
Sometimes you might be sitting on
opportunities to seize media space
without knowing it. There may be
former school pupils prepared to
speak out on behalf of former
teachers. And putting testimonies
from more than one prisoner or
their families together can be very
effective in showing that the issue is
trawling and not individual cases.

Press Releases
There are also opportunities to
localize national stories by issuing
press releases on Court of Appeal
judgements, or cases in other areas
and showing journalists why it
affects their patch.
It may only take a short press
release to achieve a little coverage.
A precise, brief and well-produced
press release also persuades
newsrooms about the sincerity and
genuine intent of campaigners.
Rambling and angry press releases
only confirm that nagging suspicion
which exists in the heart of every
newsroom: that all campaigners are
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nutters. Remember always, the
letters page, the page everyone turns
to after checking who has got
married or died, or what’s on the
telly tonight.

advising the authorities what it
should do, or even demanding
certain changes, might make an
interesting move. A wish list, if you
like. A report detailing the ten
characteristics of trawling cases and
the ten ways to prevent false
allegations becoming all too real jail
sentences. The safeguards F.A.C.T.
would like enforced. You will know
what might be best included, but
they might stretch from something
like demanding the anonymity of the
accused – a real headline grabber –
to demands that all those shown to
have made false accusations are
prosecuted.

Follow Ups
Also remember to offer reporters
follow-ups. If you get a story
covered – and this probably applies
mainly to newspapers – have
something ready as a fresh angle as
soon as possible and go back to the
same reporter. Have this carved into
your heart. Reporters need stories.
Show them yours is worth covering
and they will want to use it. I do not
how well you know the atmosphere
Finally, I would take every
and needs of a
opportunity to
newsroom but I
use the Freedom
...
There
is
nothing
to
hope the above is
of Information
replace the voices of
somehow helpful.
Act. It allows, for
An overwhelming
those
at
the
instance,
feeling in
campaign’s
centre:
individuals to
newsrooms, I
the prisoners, still in
question local
suppose, is
authorities about
jail, released, or the
impatience. And
the totals paid
that links in with
out
in
compensation.
Official
what I said earlier about sustaining
responses
like
that
would
be
campaigns and media interest.
excellent to suggest as news stories,
Where Do We Go from Here?
outlining as they do the spending of
So, where might the campaign go
taxpayer’s money. The media is a
from here? Perhaps there are three
large, many faced beast. It is hard to
suggestions. Firstly, there is nothing
describe a single strategy in running
to replace the voices of those at the
a difficult campaign.
campaign’s centre: the prisoners, still
But it is worth noting comments in
in jail, released, or the men cleared.
the latest edition of FACTion. The

“

exposed. F.A.C.T. must continue to
deliver its message to the widest
number of media outlets, slowly
persuading journalists in different
areas that they are sitting on the next
big story. Thank you.
Greg Lewis is freelance reporter speccialising in
miscarriages of justice. He has written
extensively on F.A.C.T. cases in South Wales
and regularly writes for Private Eye, Inside
Time, and the Big Issue, as well for local
regional and national newspapers.
Greg can be contacted by email at
greg_lewis@hotmail.co.uk. He also has a very
interesting website www.greglewis.info/

Congratulations

“

Their voices will attract most
publicity. The names of many have
acquired a painful kind of ‘fame’.
One person in South Wales is
already a public figure for very
different reasons, although I do not
know where he stands in relation to
F.A.C.T. I realise, of course, the
personal difficulties behind the step
of going public with your story.
Secondly, there might be other ways
of going on the offensive, on the
back perhaps of any upcoming court
cases, the Historical Abuse Appeal
Panel’s work, or on the back of any
return to this issue by the Home
Affairs Select Committee. By
building on the documents F.A.C.T
has already produced, the creation of
a hard-hitting, brief document
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comments come from the acting
chair of the Criminal Cases Review
Commission not an organisation
from whom, incidentally, I receive
Christmas cards or birthday wishes.
He says that “neither we nor anyone
else concerned about miscarriages of
justice can afford to feel ‘too sure’
that we are right”. The media rarely
admits it is wrong. But it will take a
breathless interest in showing that
someone else is. As more and more
people become persuaded that there
is something to question about
trawling cases, there will be greater
opportunities for campaigners to get
over their side of the story. The
Home Affairs Select Committee
showed some of the ways in which
the dangers of trawling can be

HAPPY BIRTHDAY
Congratulations to Betty Starr who
celebrated her eightieth birthdays
recently and to husband Raymond
who celebrates his shortly.

Just a little to note Carl, to say
I love you lots and wish for
you to remain strong in mind
and body. We are all thinking
of you. Hope to see you real
soon to give you a double
handed hug.
Carl please don’t give up this
fight, we are here with you
always in spirit, With great
love. God Bless.
Brooksey xxx
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Not a HAAPY Chappy?
Criminal Cases Review
Commission under Fire
Good afternoon everyone, I’m
delighted to be here. Before I start
I’d also like to say hello to John
from the Criminal Cases Review
Commission (CCRC). I want to be
friendly and nice before I say a few
things that need to be said about the
CCRC. On Thursday afternoon I
sat on the quayside at Birmingham
City Centre and I shared a half a
lager with someone else called John.
It might have been anybody, any
work colleague. We chatted about
holidays, all the usual stuff. But it
wasn’t a work colleague, it was John
Weedon, Commissioner of the
CCRC. I went back to his office
after we’d exchanged the
pleasantries and we had a more
sincere and frank discussion about
the current state of the CCRC. It’s
always difficult on great day like this
when we heard the fantastic news of
the CCRC referral and from Molly
about the success of that particular
CCRC referral. But the problem is,
if the CCRC continues to turn
down the majority of other
historical care home cases then it’s
really a drop in the ocean and that’s
really what’s happening. There are a
number of people in this room I
know who sit here today with
refusals from the CCRC and
decisions that really show that the
CCRC are not taking a full and
rigorous approach to their review of
the care homes.
In those fantastic days in February
2004 following the first appeal of
Anver Sheikh, and I’ll deal with our
friend Anver later on in this speech
if I can, Graham Zellick head of the
CCRC was very quick to come onto
the television and promise that they
were going to work and carry out a
proper review of these historical
care home cases. I’m afraid that
simply hasn’t happened and the
Commission have got to do a lot
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better. They’ve got to tackle these
care home cases and look at them in
a proper and substantial way, to
look at the generic issues, look at
police methodology, and they’ve got
to look at why cases are failing.
What the CCRC is doing at the
moment is cherry-picking grounds
of appeal on the cases that they do
refer; which are the same sort of
grounds that they would pick on
any case. So in essence, they are not
really doing anything different in
historical care home reviews than
they’re doing in respect of any other
case. So there is no real rigorous
review by the CCRC in the way we
want to see it happening.
But we do have a relationship with
them and do want to encourage
them to do better. That’s why I had
the meeting with John Weeden, why
we continue to meet, and why we
asked them to continue.

Appeal Court Breaks New
Ground
Next week we have the appeals of
Mr Brookes and Mr Siddall taking
place at the Court of Appeal. I
understand that the case is listed for
most of next week and I think for
the first time in this country the
Court of Appeal will actually be
hearing from the original
complainants in evidence before
them next week. That is a really
good move forward. When I had
the opportunity to go over to
Belfast to support George who is
here today I was delighted that in
that case the Court of Appeal of
Northern Ireland actually called
complainants and tested their
evidence before them. I think it’s
long overdue that the Court of
Appeal in England and Wales did
the same here and carried on those
sort of rigorous reviews. That’s to
be welcomed and I hope by the end
of next week we will see another
good result which can be talked

about and hopefully, building on
what Greg had to say, F.A.C.T. can
build on that and get some good
coverage.

System Delays
One of the problems of this whole
thing, as lawyers, is that successes
have been difficult to obtain, they
are few and far between. The
system is very frustrating. The
referral of Mr Brookes and Mr
Siddall was shown to me at the
Commission eighteen months ago.
It’s taken eighteen months for the
case to be listed before the Court of
Appeal. We, myself and Mark
Barlow, were involved in a referral
last year – not a care home case but
it was a historic case - and that
gentleman made his application to
the CCRC in 2000 so it took five
years for it to get through. It’s not
all the CCRC’s fault, they’re underfunded, they’ve had their
Commissioners cut, they’ve had
their case review managers cut. It’s
not priority for this Government to
put right miscarriages of justice,
That is one of the difficulties. Don’t
be under any misapprehension as to
how slow it is.

Legal Services Commission
Pilot Programme
Which brings me to the knotty issue
of the pilot. As you’ve heard before,
it’s been our intention to run with
the Legal Services Commission a
pilot of ten historic care home
cases. We’ve been talking about this
for quite a while. I can understand
people’s frustrations when they ask,
‘Well, is it going on? What’s
happening now?’ In fact the answer
is, it is going on. The agreement’s
been reached and it’s happening.
But perhaps it would be helpful if
you have a very brief insight as to
what actually happened. You will
remember that HAAP was launched
as a body in September 2003 at the
F.A.C.T. conference. Following
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that, we wrote to the Legal Services
Commission and said, ‘We’ve
concerns over these cases, you
should pilot the cases. Myself and
Chris Saltrese went down to a
meeting in London in early 2004 and
they said, ‘Oh yes, this is something
we should do. Give us your written
proposals and we’ll go away and
think about it’. We gave them the
written proposals, went down to a
further few meetings and they then
said to us, ‘Oh yes, this is definitely
something we want to do’. We’re
now at the middle to the late end of
2004 because civil servants and
government do not move quickly.
They then started sending us
contracts. They have a vast array of
contract lawyers and other civil
servants making amendment after
amendment, and meeting after
meeting. This carried on and on,
then by 2005 we were told it was to
be sent out and going to be
administered by the Liverpool Legal
Aid Office. The Liverpool Legal Aid
Office said, ‘We don’t want to do
this because it will affect our budget
so why don’t you send it to Leeds?’
Leeds didn’t want to do it. Then
Headquarters say, ‘Oh well, we’ll
have to run it then’. There are more
and more meetings. Then in August
2005 the HAAP Steering Board had
a meeting, we were told it was all
happening and off we went.

LSC Get Cold Feet
On the 12th September I had an
e-mail from the LSC who said that
they’d been to see the CCRC who
had pointed out to them the Home
Affairs Select Committee’s response
by the Government. They said it was
the first time they had seen the
Government response, and in view
of that they weren’t convinced that
there was any reason for a pilot and
they were pulling out of it. As you
can imagine I wasn’t best pleased. I
went down to see the Commission
at Leeds and explained to them just
how worthless a piece of paper the
Government response was. I also
pointed out that they were given that
when we first started this whole
project!
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Two more months of meetings and
then we got the restoration. ‘Sorry,
yes we agree with you, we are going
to contract, and there will be a pilot’.
We carried on, and on, then by
March and April of this year, they
finally got themselves together and
we’ve now got an agreement, a
contract, and can now get on and
get this pilot underway.
So, if you think we haven’t been
doing anything, this is the process
we’ve been following for the last
twenty-seven months. I think it’s a
disgrace it should have taken that
long to be in a position to pilot these
ten cases.

Ten Cases To Form Pilot
Programme
The pilot is a series of ten cases
which have been carefully selected
by all the lawyers on HAAP to
reflect some of the key issues. For
example, we’ve picked cases which
we think will be good prospects in
terms of bad police practice. We’ve
picked cases that we think will be
good prospects in terms of very
poor disclosure given during the
court process. We’ve some cases
which are quite old because they will
tend to generate a lot more material
for us in terms of bad police practice
and the other issues we want to
target.
We’ve had to pick them very
carefully because of course this is a
pilot and if we’re not successful on
the pilot then all the other cases that
stand behind them won’t get any
funding. It’s been a very difficult and
long-winded process.
We’ve told the Commission we
expect to complete the pilot,
certainly within the course of this
year in terms of our work. The onus
is then on the Commission and
Court of Appeal because they then
have to review these cases. We want
them to review them more quickly
than they would normally.
Because it’s a pilot, because there’s a
lot of other cases that rely upon the
pilot, we’ve asked the Commission
to say that they will actually fast
track these cases. I understand that

is to be considered by a meeting of
the Commissioners and the CCRC.
That’s what we’ve been doing in
respect of that. What else has been
going on?

Research Project
There’s the Cambridge University
research project. Let me just say a
little about it. As you’ll know from
previous bulletins and information
we’ve given you, this idea came
about from our wish to return back
to the Home Affairs Select
Committee. What was needed was a
clear body of research independent
of all of us that are committed to
this campaign to say one way or the
other whether what we say is true
and whether there is the potential
for miscarriage. It was very
important for us that it was an
independent piece of research. We
spent quite a lot of time looking for
the right candidate and were very
lucky to secure Cambridge
University and Nicola Padfield. For
those of you who don’t know Nicola
Padfield - she edits Archbold News,
the key legal journal for all courts
and legal professionals. She teaches
the Judges and the Parole Board,
and is one of the country’s leading
legal academic on criminal justice.
She is also a Deputy High Court
Judge.
We took a risk on this project
because we would play no part in
the actual research. We gave the
researchers access to all of our case
materials, all the past cases, and we
sent with them a list of interviewees
which included the Police, the CPS,
the Association of Child Abuse
Lawyers, everybody who it was
thought would have been
interviewed by the Home Affairs
Select Committee originally. We
didn’t know what the result would
be. We had to rely on donations, and
made a few donations ourselves.
The research had to be paid for as
no-one funds it directly. That’s why
we’ll talk about the HAAP fund
because we’ve got more work to do.
Last night I received by e-mail the
first twenty-six pages of the
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Cambridge University study and I’m
very pleased to say that on the face
of those twenty-six pages they agree
with us. The report deals with two
categories at the moment and the
rest of the report will cover all the
other areas as it comes through. I
would expect we’ll have the rest of
the report over the next few weeks
and obviously once we’ve got the
final report it can be circulated to
everybody.
The report deals with two matters at
the moment. Firstly it deals with the
question of police interview and
methodology. It criticises the
conduct of the police in the way in
which they carried out interviewing,
the way in which they contaminated
evidence, and gives illustrated
examples relying on empirical data
from the various cases and interviews
that have taken place. It criticises
things such as the police giving the
names of teachers or former carers
to witnesses before they make their
statements. I’m just trying to give
you a brief overview, it’s quite a
comprehensive and complex
document.
The second area of criticism that is
raised by Cambridge University at
this stage is about the CCRC and its
past approach to care homes cases.
Cambridge University concludes that
the reasonable possibility test is flawed
and that is why so many former
carers and teachers’ cases are being
failed by the Commission. They
indicate that now is the time for the
reasonable possibility test to be
amended. It relies on various
interviews and discussions that
they’ve had with Professor Zellick
and with John Weeden. The report
supports the call that we’ve made for
some time that there has to be
reform of the way in which the
CCRC approaches these cases.

Gathering Momentum
I hope those of you here today can
sense a momentum building. We’ve
had the Darryll Gee appeal. We’ve
had the case of Anver Sheikh, who
was recently granted leave to appeal
before the full Court. And I can’t tell
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you how delighted I am about that.
This man suffered a miscarriage of
justice once, now he’s suffered a
miscarriage of justice twice. I only
hope that their Lordships will put
the matter right when we return to
the Court of Appeal and I can drag
him again back on the doorsteps of
the Court of Appeal, in front of the
media, and confront what’s been
going on. We’ve have secured this
appeal, and as we know Mr Brookes
and Mr Siddall have what appears to
be a substantial appeal next week.
Things are moving in the right
direction. There will be knock backs
still, there’ll be slow times when
progress isn’t made but in general
we will move forward and we will
see a greater agenda.
The Sheikh appeal is very important
because it deals with a very
important case which was heard last
year, not entirely successful
unfortunately for Tony Burke, but
the Burke case has raised a very
substantial legal point. The Court of
Appeal said that if there are records
that go missing and they will actually
prove one way or the other whether
a piece of abuse happened then the
conviction wouldn’t be safe.
Following on from that, we
commended that case to the
Commission on a number of cases.
The Commission didn’t follow our
recommendation and believed its
review of that case law was different.
The Court of Appeal in granting
permission on the Sheikh case, say
that we have an arguable ground
that our view is correct and as John
Weeden said to me at our meeting
last week, ‘If you’re right and they
do quash the conviction on Sheikh,
then we may have to reconsider
quite a few of our closed care homes
cases’. And so they should.
We’ve been working very hard on a
lot of appeals. Sometimes we win,
sometimes we get them through,
and sometimes we don’t. We’ve a
very interesting case which I’m sure
you’d like to know about which is
not strictly a care home case but
does deal with false allegations.

Our client Mr F was alleged to have
raped a girl and to have abused her,
to have taken her virginity when she
was eleven. We then had the
terrible Soham murders and the
inquiry, and you will remember
there was a frenzy of media
coverage. The complainant, who
made the allegation against our
client following the Soham inquiry
sold her story to the newspapers
saying that Ian Huntley raped her
and took her virginity when she was
twelve. Last week, the Court of
Appeal granted our client leave to
appeal. We’ll have to see how
things develop from there but I
think it will be a very good false
allegation appeal and it’s one that
I’m sure the media will be very
interested in – they’re always
interested in an Ian Huntley link.

Onward and Forward
We need to carry on the way in
which we’re going. We’ve got to
challenge the CCRC to do better .
We have got to use the Cambridge
University research project. We’ve
got a full written submission in to
the Home Affairs Select Committee
calling for a further review and
that’s in prospect hopefully very
soon. We’ve also got the pilot and
we’ll start to see results from that
by the end of this year. We’re going
to move forward. We will not give
up and I’m very sure that we’re
going to have some more good
appeal news stories during the rest
of this year.
Mark Newby is Director of the Historical
Abuse Appeal Panel, Solicitor Advocate
and Head of Crime at Jordan’s Solicitors
in Doncaster. He can be contacted at
Jordan’s Solicitors, 4 Priory Place,
Doncaster, DN1 1BP, Tel 01302
309831 or by email at
info@appealpanel.org

Just a little to note to say we
are thinking of you Harry.
Excellent news about your
forthcoming appeal.
Best wishes, M and P
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Quite A Remarkable Lady

Darryll was arrested on the 30th
January 1999, had to stop teaching
and was imprisoned after a lengthy
wait on the twelfth of January 2001.
He had two appeals while serving an
eight year sentence in Armley
prison, and lost both. After losing
the second it just broke his spirit and
he died within a month on the 27th
August 2002.
So, Loves, it has taken me from his
arrest in 1999 seven years and four
months to clear him and neither
Darryll nor Ken, his father, are here
to know it.
To you I will repeat what I have
always said. Write letters, I repeat,
write letters. I have nattered on at
Members of Parliament from Tony
Blair, William Hague, Chris Mullin,
David Blunkett, Anne Widdecombe,
Kali Mountford (that’s our Colne
Valley MP), Barry Shearman and
Oliver Letwin.

Before lunch the Chairman, Rory
O’Brien announced a surprise
presentation to a “very distinguished
member of F.A.C.T., Molly Gee”
Rory began his presentation by
reminding everyone just how
famous Molly had become. “She has
been on television, she’s been in
most of the newspapers - even the
Daily Mail - and most recently in
The Times, and FACTtion of
course.
All of you who are connected with
F.A.C.T. will have heard the news a
few weeks ago, that the conviction
of her son Daryll was overturned in
the High Court. This gave Molly and
us great joy and satisfaction. She is
the most marvellous person. She has
believed, obviously as every mother
would, but somehow even more so,
in her son’s innocence from day one
and she’s fought the battle and has
won!
And it’s great for her and great for
F.A.C.T. The publicity that she has
drawn to our cause has been
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considerable, so it gives me great
pleasure to ask Molly Gee to come
forward and say a few words”.

I can say no more but thank you for
the caring I have received from you
all, telephone calls and letters. I’ve
got 80 some cards and letters and I
can’t possibly write to all of you.
God bless you all. I hope you get the
success that I finally had. Thank you”.

Molly Gee
“Thank you. I am really glad to have
had this opportunity to speak to you
all and if I was sitting where you are
I would be thinking, ‘She should be
so lucky’ and I truly agree with you.
I am not going to pretend it has
been easy. The motive which has
kept me active has been sheer anger.
I am not a noble spirit. I’m a very
angry woman and have told the
Criminal Cases Review Commission,
and the long-suffering (at my hands)
poor Terry Clancy (a C.C.R.C.
Caseworker). He has been brilliant.
I also have had an advantage over
most of you, which had it been used
with more emphasis at Darryll’s trial
and the two following appeals, when
he was incarcerated in Armley
Prison, would have meant an earlier
vindication. My son was seriously
physically handicapped.

Do You Read?
The Daily Express
The Daily Mail
The Guardian
The Observer
The Independent
The Times
Regional Newspapers
and have email then you can help us.
We need F.A.C.T. members to act as
our eyes and ears, and look out for
stories which report or comment on
issues to do with false allegations of
child abuse. All you need to do is
once you find a relevant story is to
make a very brief note of it and send
the details of which paper you found
the story in to info@factuk.org. This
will enable us to follow up useful
story lines and put the information
on the F.A.C.T. website.
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It is customary at our conferences to
provide an update on what the
national committee have achieved
during the proceeding six months.
In this time the committee have met
regularly. Following the AGM it was
sad to see Gordon and Kath depart
but we were pleased to welcome Ian
Argyle and Gail Saunders as their
replacements. Since then Kath has
remained in close touch and Gordon
has continued as a co-opted
member. George Jensen was also
co-opted to serve on the committee
but, following his heart attack, his
attendance has been restricted. The
committee has had a busy agenda of
work.

Lobbying
As many of you will know George
Williamson has now established a
network of F.A.C.T. supporters who
can assist at vigils and help lobby for
change. We have also seen the
setting up of a Royal Commission
subgroup who have met on two
occasions. This group has has been
assisted by the involvement of
Margaret Jervis, Roy Everett and
Trevor Jones. We are grateful to
them all.
In addition to the above George has
also been responsible for setting out
various briefing papers. These are
intended to aid those who want to
help in our lobbying campaign. We
would urge you to make good use of
these. It’s surprising what impact a
few letters a week can have! On
behalf of the Committee may I thank
everyone who has written or emailed
letters in support of F.A.C.T’s work.
There are too many of you to thank
in person but if I can I just mention
Mark Merret who never misses an
opportunity to write to to the Press
and politicians whenever the subject
of false allegations is raised. Mark
was himself a pupil at a residential
school so his support for F.A.C.T. is
greatly valued.
The Committee has also been
focusing its lobbying efforts on
achieving better safeguards for
falsely accused carers and teachers,
who find themselves on various
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Chairman’s Address
Government lists as being unsuitable
to work with children. What we hope
to achieve is an independent appeal
mechanism for innocent carers and
teachers whose names appear on
such lists or whose allegation history
is revealed in CRB checks. Michael,
our secretary, has been very active in
this area and has contacted every
MP, and probably every
Government department involved.

Support for those in Prison
The past few months have seen a
rise in the number of falsely accused
carers and teachers entering and
leaving prison. They all require
support. This has created a lot of
extra work for Ian and Joy, which
they have undertaken with their
usual zeal. I know I speak for many
of you who have been in prison, or
have relatives in prison, when I say
that the work undertaken by Ian and
Joy is deeply appreciated. It’s never
too much trouble for them to pick
up the phone, or write a letter. Those
of you have been recently released
form prison will also know of Joy’s
acts of kindness in making sure that
those released can keep in touch with
loved ones, and I have lost count of
how many mobile phones she has
brought for released prisoners

Press
Gail Saunders has also run a number
of successful Media campaigns,
culminating in the very successful
recent coverage in the Times Ed. I
think it is fair to say that this
coverage has brought an
unprecedented response from
teachers and other staff throughout
the UK. The Times Educational
Supplement have been delighted
with the assistance we have given
them and are planning to follow up
their recent article which referred to
the work F.A.C.T. does, with
another article, probably on the
theme of anonymity.

Finance
As you know, we have a new
treasurer in Ian Argyle. Fortunately
increasing membership has led to a
reasonable healthy financial position
but we expect expenditure to rise
considerably in the next six months,
mostly because of increased postage
and increased costs of printing
FACTion. One of the things the
Committee may have to consider is
how to maximise its income. One
way of doing this is to become a
registered charity. I know the
committee will want to consider this
idea before our AGM and would
welcome your views.
Research Project and Trust
Fund
As you know the committee have
also been supporting HAAP,
finacially and otherwise, in
promoting the Cambridge University
Research project, and in the setting
up of a trust fund. I think Mark
Newby is going to say more about
this later so I will leave that to him.
FACTion
There have also been some
disappointments this year. I know
that our problems with producing
FACTion have been irritating for
some. I think we are in some ways a
victim of our own success. As
HAAP have found out, when you
have a successful product, people
have high expectations of you. The
work increases and it is sometimes
difficult to maintain momentum.
Unfortunately, problems with the
printer meant that we were unable to
meet the standard we set ourselves.
It is at times like this we appreciate
just how fortunate we have been. We
have had an excellent editor in David
Sherwell whose employers have
generously printed FACTion at less
than cost price. On behalf of us all I
would ask you to show your
gratitude for all the work he has
done on FACTion. Unfortunately
the machine David used to print
FACTion gave up the ghost. The
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need to establish a new printing
arrangements has meant that we
have had to review the way we
produce and print FACTion. What
we have decided to do, for the time
being at least, is to share the
workload between committee
members. The national committee
will act as editorial team. We very
much hope that FACTion will
continue much as before, but with
more frequent editions. We shall aim
to produce 12 pages of fact, opinion,
information and news about every 6
weeks. To do this we shall need to
raise about £1200 extra each year. If
you, or a group, can help by
sponsoring an edition we would be
very pleased to hear from you.
Raising F.A.C.T’s Profile

made. Much of this effort is due to
our secretary, who is increasingly
helping in employment situations. I
know there are a number of you
here who benefited from his input
so on behalf of you all I say thank
you to Michael.
Helpline and Website
Michael is also responsible for
manning the helpline – I am sure he
would appreciate some help with
this - and in keeping the web site up
to date. Quite where he gets the time
to do this I don’t know. Michael
however would be the first to admit
that running F.A.C.T. is a team
effort. We are I think very lucky to
have such a dedicated and
hardworking committee, and it’s a
pleasure to work with them.

During these past few months the
Committee set itself the target of
increasing its profile amongst foster
carers who represent some of the
most vulnerable people when it
comes to being falsely accused of
child abuse. With this in mind
F.A.C.T. has been having high level
discussions with the Fostering
Network which some you will
remember by its former title of the
National Foster Care Association.
Hopefully we have been able to
assist them in their campaign to
reduce the extent of false allegations
made against foster carers.

Future Needs

Working with Trade Unions

There have also been some other
pleasing developments in the last six
months. It has been particularly
pleasing to see F.A.C.T. North West
re-establish itself. On behalf of the
national committee, and I am sure
all of us, I would thank Laurie
Sutcliffe and the North West
committee for their hard work and
determination to succeed. I would
also like to thank Gail Stack for all
the work she does as the F.A.C.T
North West representative on the
national committee. I must not
forget F.A.C.T. North Wales who
quietly get on with their business. I
know that they have had a big
impact in Wales following the tragic
death of David Baines. David was a
school support worker who killed
himself believing, quite wrongly, as

The committee fully recognise the
importance of challenging public
body decisions at every level of the
investigative process. This is
particularly important in employment situations. For some time now
the committee have been trying
establish better contacts with trades
unions. I am pleased to say that in
recent months UNISON, NUT, the
Secondary Heads Association, and
the Association of Lecturers and
Teachers have all contacted F.A.C.T.
for ‘expert’ advice. F.A.C.T. has also
worked very closely with UNISON
and the NUT on specific cases with
some pleasing results. We still need
to engage with more trade union
officials, but a good start has been
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But we must also look to the future.
F.A.C.T. needs all the help it can get
and I would urge you to support the
committee in any way you can. If
you have a particular skill or interest,
or some special knowledge or
experience, please make yourselves
known. We would still like to have
more regional groups, and to
establish some special interest
groups. It is only by combining our
efforts and working together that we
can make a real impact.
Pleasing Developments

it happens, that he had been accused
of child abuse. Bob Douthwaite,
their secretary writes an endless
number of letters to local and
national politicians, and is an
example to us all. Bob and Freda
recently celebrated their Golden
Wedding anniversary – quite how
they found time to do so I just don’t
know! I must also thank North
Wales for the efforts they have
made, together with George
Williamson, to support the staff
from Kerelaw House, many of
whom are subject to criminal
investigation and/or disciplinary
proceedings. If ever there was a
need to challenge public body
decisions, or for a press campaign, it
would be in Scotland which has seen
some of the worst examples of
moral panic and witch-hunts in
respect of alleged child abuse. I
know some of you have travelled
down from Scotland. If you take one
message back with you today, it
must be that that you must act
together. Don’t let the police or your
employers divide you.
So my message is, I think, a hopeful
one. Yes, we have a lot of work to
do do but together I think we can,
and are, making a difference. If we
are to fight back we need your help,
and the help of committed lawyers
like Karen and Mark and, as Greg
will explain, the help of a
sympathetic press.
Finally, I would personally to thank
the committee for all the support
they have shown to me during the
past six months. All of them I know
work incredibly hard.

Letters
Don’t forget - we welcome your
letters on any subjects which may
be of concern or interest to falsely
accused carers and teachers.
Letters should be sent to
FACTion
PO Box 3074
Cardiff
CF3 3WZ
or by email to
faction@factuk.org
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no abuse or no indication of abuse having
taken place.”
There is also news of a 19 year old
falsely accused man’s struggle to join
the Metropolitan Police Force.

On the FACT website

In case you missed them or don’t
have access to the internet there have
been a number of useful posts on the
F.A.C.T. website [www.factuk.org]
At the beginning of May there are
reverences to various reports calling
for teachers to have a statutory
enforceable right to anonymity when
they are accused of child abuse by a
pupil. F.A.C.T. welcomes this
suggestion but believes it should be
extended to cover all allegations of
child abuse whether or not they are
made against teachers, carers, parents
or the general public.
There is also a report of a Supreme
Court Judge in Ireland calling for a
change in the procedure to allow
disclosure to the prosecution of all
material relating to old cases of
alleged child sexual abuse. This will
be seen by many F.A.C.T. members
as a criticism of trawling. The Judge
said that the decision to allow the
trials of very old cases carried with it
a positive duty to take steps to ensure
a fair trial. “Lapse of time undermines
memory and often makes it difficult or
impossible to challenge the complainant’s
account, in any detailed way, or to find
evidence with which to contradict him or
her,” he said.
Much attention is also given to John
Prescot’s quote that "It is totally
unacceptable for the Mail on Sunday and
other newspapers to trawl through a long list
of people - some hardly known to me, exstaff members, family and friends - offering
large amounts of money to make allegations
without substance." Didn’t the Home
Affairs Select Committee say
something very similar in July 2000?
There is also news that in America
false reports of child abuse are
bogging down the system. In one
police district in 62% of the cases of
reported child abuse there was “either
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The month of May also saw
F.A.C.T’s efforts to support falsely
accused carers and teachers being
mentioned in a number of
newspapers, and on various websites.
Perhaps the most interesting of these
was on the SecEd website
[http://www.sec-ed.co.uk/] SecEd
has begun its own false allegations
campaign which is well worth
supporting. The site also draws
attention to F.A.C.T’s belief that
false accusations of child abuse
should be regarded as life
threatening. This might sound
dramatic but just a few days later a
Norfolk headmaster killed himself
shortly after being told the police
were going to write to every parent
in his school, as part of their inquiry
into allegations that he abused
pupils.
There is also a report that a cross
party group of MP’s are to examine
whether innocent parents are being
accused of child abuse.
There are also links to some
excellent articles, which appeared in
The Times, concerning people who
are factually innocent of allegations
of child abuse. These include an
article on Thursday 18th May by
Camilla Cavendish titled How Can
This Happen Here in which she says
"... I don’t know quite how we have created
a situation where [child] abuse has become
the default diagnosis in the case of the
unexplained ... the only way to avoid
miscarriages of justice must be to throw
open these decision to thorough scrutiny".
This is followed by full coverage of
two cases concerning Daryl Gee and
Charlie King and an excellent leader.
Perhaps the most disturbing story on
the F.A.C.T web site relates To the
Government’s admission that nearly
1500 innocent people have have
been wrongly branded as criminals
on CRB checks. In almost every case
the police confused the person’s
identity with a known criminal.

There is also a very interesting and
significant account of Ontario’s
Attorney General announcing that a
committee has been established to
provide expert leadership in the
prevention of wrongful convictions.
He said "Public confidence in the
administration of justice is strengthened by
the justice system's commitment to preventing
miscarriages of justice. ...This group of
experts is looking into the issues involved in
specific allegations of wrongful convictions, as
well as seeking the best ways to prevent
miscarriages of justice over the long term." It
seems they want to set up a kind of
Criminal Cases Review Commission.
Finally there is the welcome news
that staff working in two residential
centres in Canada - the equivalent of
secure units in the UK - have been
awarded 7.5 million Canadian dollars
as compensation for being falsely
accused of child abuse. These
complaints arose from the Canadian
Governments decision to establish a
compensation programme for young
people living in youth centres who
said they has been abused. As a result
some 60 million Canadian dollars was
paid out in compensation. The
scheme was later condemned in
Judge Kaufman's review. He said the
provincial compensation program
was flawed from the start, tarnishing
both true survivors and blameless
youth centre workers. About a month
after the Kaufman report was issued,
former Tory Justice Minister Michael
Baker issued a statement saying the
government accepted his findings,
and on Oct. 30, 2002, the province
issued a series of apologies to
maligned youth centre workers.
The Kaufman review has echoes of
what happened in North Wales,
(Waterhouse Inquiry) but with an
entirely different result, and in
Ireland (Redress Board). No doubt
Scotland will follow suit - but will
they have Judge Kaufman’s wisdom
and courage and decide what we all
know to be true. The lure of
compensation generates numerous
false allegations. We will just have to
wait and see.
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In My Opinion ...
Scotland will be proved wrong over Kerelaw

by George Williamson

adolescents, rather than paedophiles,
who desire children. Self-declared
expert, Ray Wyre was in court
throughout the hearings.

Another Miscarriage of
Justice?
The conviction of two Kerelaw
School staff members appears to be
another miscarriage of justice in a
major Scottish case of supposed
child abuse. Now other former staff
fear the police knock on the door, as
potential accusers seize their
opportunities. The defendants,
throughout their ordeal, consistently
protested their innocence. The trial
resulted from a large trawling
operation for complainants by
Strathclyde Police, backed up by a
social services team ‘fact finding’
across Britain, in a manner similar to
the trawling experienced in English
and Welsh cases. This netted the
usual collection of murderers,
robbers, burglars, prostitutes, drug
dependents and others, formerly
resident in this secure unit, willing to
make accusations; people, whose
protestations of innocence the
police would be unlikely to believe if
they arrested any of them as a
suspect for a crime, but amazingly
are prepared to believe them when
they make allegations of child abuse.
But then convictions are easier to
come by in abuse cases and it looks
good on the police success rate
statistics. Yet, the dropping of
charges against some staff indicates
that the police and prosecuting
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authorities sometimes realise they
are dealing with liars.

National Problem
F.A.C.T has the names of 820
complainants from across the UK,
who have made allegations of child
abuse on an indictment against care
home staff and teachers. Another
4200 people have made witness
statements. In all, the vast majority
are grossly exaggerated or lies. Then
there are a considerable number of
care home cases for which F.A.C.T
has no information on numbers of
complainants and hostile witnesses.
The accusers are operating in miniconspiracies, often from prisons or
in ‘survivor’ groups, across the
country. F.A.C.T believes by far the
vast majority of the allegations are
false. Interestingly, it is those former
care home residents who have
generally failed in life, not those who
have made something of their life,
who make up over 99% of the
accusers. Compensation prospects,
as elsewhere, were a factor in
Kerelaw. As in the case of former
Everton footballer, Dave Jones,
Kerelaw has had accusations against
former professional footballers.
One ‘expert’ reported (although he
had never met them) that he thought
the accused were ‘hebophiles’; his
word for those who desire young

Public Excluded
In contrast, one of the most
disturbing aspects was the clearing
of the public (but not the media)
from the Court, every time there was
a complainant who made
accusations of a sexual nature. This
action, which is perfectly permissible
under Scottish law, is a reflection of
the Scottish judiciary’s involvement
in the Scottish Executive’s drive to
’secure more convictions’, no matter
how much this may undermine the
accused’s entitlement to justice. This
meant that any supporters of the
accused in the public gallery, who
may have been able to respond to
the complainants’ testimonies
because of their knowledge of the
school or other factors, were unable
to pass information, had it been
relevant, to the defence team to help
the defendants. (This is permitted so
long as it is not given to a witness in
the case - and it has been done in
the English and Welsh courts.) We
know of a similar exclusion of the
public that took place in another
Scottish court but have no
knowledge of an instance in an
English or Welsh court.
Phantom Paedophile Rings
Police and social workers in Ayrshire
have been involved in searches for
imagined paedophile ‘rings’ before –
and got it wrong then as well. In
1990, at the height of the satanic
panic, social workers came looking
for a devil-inspired ‘ring’ and took
children from their homes. This
debacle, where the children, now
adults, are suing the local authority
for wrongful removal from their
families, was followed by another
Ayrshire case, which began in the
late 1990s. The police were in the
lead role this time, again looking for
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a supposed paedophile ‘ring’. This
led to 35 men, who in the main had
never met each other, being accused,
and of the nine charged, six went to
a trial which eventually collapsed.
Angered at this, there were plenty
among the authorities and the media
perversely suggesting that the
defendants had got away with it.

Guilt Presumed
Child protection fanatic, Sandra
Brown, inferred they were guilty. She
did so again in a recent letter to the
Glasgow Herald, while talking of her
involvement in the cross-party group
on Survivors of Childhood Abuse
and praising the work of her fellow
traveller, Sarah Nelson. However,
the truth of that Ayrshire case was
that a family break up was behind
the huge number of false accusations
made by two young children. With
the investigators’ minds set on the
men’s guilt, this became yet another
tragic fiasco. Legally we are
prevented from putting the full
details in the public realm that would
refute Brown’s ridiculous assertions
and have people asking why, in a
case where the defendants were
acquitted, Brown can boast of the
children receiving compensation. A
sign of belief in their innocence was
a get-well card to one of the
defendants from Kilmarnock
football team, which he supports
with his brother, also a defendant,
when he was later very ill.
Long History of False
Allegations
Although Kerelaw is a nondenominational institute, there is a
long history of false allegations
against care workers in homes under
the auspices of both main religious
traditions, with the Catholic
Nazareth and De La Salle Brothers’
Homes and the Protestant Quarriers’
Homes subjected to similar
treatment and resulting injustices. As
with the rest of the UK, Scotland
has a virulent child protection
industry, often working with the
like-minded in other parts of the
country. Their influence may extend
to the top of Scottish government.
Sue Richardson, the social worker
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who caused the Cleveland scandal,
has had a disturbing sway in
Scotland, through involvement with
NCH Action for Children and in
academic work. Ray Wyre has been
consulted on the Western Isles case
and the second Ayrshire one,
amongst others. Beatrix Campbell,
the child abuse theorist, and Judith
Jones, discredited in both the
Shieldfield Nursery case and the
Nottingham satanic case, have tried
to restore the Orkney controversy.
Marietta Higgs, the consultant who
caused the Cleveland tragedy, got
into trouble for interfering in a
Scottish case, although she was
prohibited from doing so by
Dumfries and Galloway Health
Authority. Scots living in England,
such as Marjorie Orr, who seeks out
child abuse ‘astrologically’, and
Sheila Youngson, a hospital
therapist and believer in satanic
abuse, are active in England and
likely to have contact with likeminded ideologues in Scotland.

Scotland a Safe Haven for
Child Abuse Ideologues
One example of the madness that
surrounds such people was a report
of Edinburgh police, in 2001,
digging unsuccessfully, not
surprisingly, for the bodies of ten
children, on the say so-of a woman,
who later disappeared into a refuge.
Scotland does appear to be a
relatively safe haven for many child
abuse ideologues, some with North
East England links to Dr Camille
San Lazaro. Several of them have
been severely criticised in cases
south of the border but there has
been much less attention paid to
what has been going on in Scotland.
As a result, their cohorts are able to
get close to the Scottish Parliament,
so that government officials,
pressure groups, social workers and
other child protection 'experts', and
some ministers, have become a cabal
dominating the Scottish child
protection business. This seems to
prevent any independent thinking by
Scottish politicians. For example,
why is there little sign of dissent at
the Scottish Executive’s

endorsement of the work of Sarah
Nelson, gender warrior, child
protection zealot and believer in
organised ritual and satanist abuse?

A Can of Worms
Nelson, from Edinburgh
University sociology department,
co-authored a major booklet with
Sue Hampson, a ‘person centred
counsellor’, for the Scottish
Executive’s child protection
strategy. It is titled A Can of Worms:
Yes You Can! Working with Survivors
of Childhood Sexual Abuse (December
2005) and makes preposterous and
dangerous inferences by linking
psychiatric disorder in general to
childhood sexual abuse. The
booklet, intended for social and
health workers, also suggests that
persistent offending and
homelessness are signs of having
suffered childhood abuse. When
Private Eye recently highlighted
this and other activities, she
responded with bluster in a letter
defending satanic abuse chaser,
Laurie Mathew, who runs Tayside
Ritual Abuse Support Helpline
(TRASH) and Ritual Abuse
Network Support (RANS), both of
which have received Lottery
funding. Mathew works with the
Scottish police, which probably
means some of them share her
views on satanic abuse; for
example one officer investigating
the Western Isles case (see
transcript of police interview of
one of the accused in previous
FACTION, Vol.2/11.). It is
another case which shows the
unwillingness of Scottish
politicians to speak up for the
falsely accused against the
pervasive influence of those like
Nelson. Barnardos’ and NCH’s
child protection squads were
implicated in this case. After the
charges were dropped, the Social
Work Investigation Agency stated
that the children were abused by
some of the accused. However, the
authorities continue to refuse to
answer the request from the
accused to name the ones they
deem guilty. The accused are sure
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Regretfully this month there is not
space for a regional round up. We
do though want to mention a few
things. Were were all very sorry to
hear that Kath’s mum passed away.
As many of you know she had been
ill for sometime. Our condolences
go to Kath, her family and, of
course, Brizz. We were also very
sorry to hear news that Danny
Saunder’s father passed away after a
long illness. We extend our
condolences to Danny, Gail and
their family.
Whilst on the subject of bad news
we were sorry (and very annoyed) to
hear that Barry’s (you will know who
I mean) conviction was recently
dragged up in his regional news
paper despite the fact that he has
completed his sentence, and is trying
to rehabilitate himself. We share his
and his family’s indignation at this
unnecessary intrusion into his life.
Our thought are also with John
(from Coventry) as he begins his
trial, and with his family. The trial is
is expected to last several weeks.

Now for some better news. We are
very pleased to hear that Colin in
Usk was recently received into the
Roman Catholic Church, and that
his two daughters were able to be
present at the service.
A F.A.C.T. member who is also a
member of the National Union of
Teachers successfully defended an
allegation at a disciplinary hearing
that he was unsuitable to work with
children. Although he was reinstated
and returned to work, the Local
Authority are pursuing further
action in this matter. The teacher
was represented by a NUT official
who commissioned a paper review
of the evidence against him from
F.A.C.T. This is an important case,
and we will keep you informed of
developments. It also is a good
example of how trade unions and
F.A.C.T. can work together on
complex cases.
In another case a Staffordshire man,
who works for a voluntary
organisation, was successful in
rebutting eight allegations of gross
misconduct. The member of staff,

who was represented by our
secretary, has returned to work
following an ten month suspension.
We are also pleased to report that
George Jensen is on the mend
following heart surgery. His
operation went extremely well but
he had a set back when he caught
MRSA. He is now clear of that and
hopes to be at our next committee
meeting.
As mentioned earlier, we were
delighted to hear the news that John
Siddall, and Ian Brooke’s case had
been referred to Appeal Court by the
Criminal Cases Review Commission.
Like John and Ian, we anxiously
await the outcome of the Appeal
Courts decision. Our thoughts are
with them both, and with their
families, during this stressful time.

If you have
any information or news
item that you might like us to
pass on please let the
secretary know.

Continued from page 19
that no one is guilty but the authorities, by not naming names, can use this as cover for their indefensible position and
keep the myth of abuse going.
Below is a ‘minister’s sermon’, (author unknown) that satirises the historic, fire and brimstone culture of the Wee Free
Presbyterians of the Western Isles. It is a reminder of possible influences on the police officers and others who went
after the ‘unbelievers’ and the ‘incomers with their heathen ways’ - the pagans, mormons, unconventional Christians,
agents of the devil and those with no religious faith, they were convinced were fomenting child abuse in satanic
circumstances. Two hundred years ago, Robert Burns called these preachers and their followers, Holy Willies, the ‘unco
guid’ – a description that may still fit some of them today with their unctuousness and strict Calvinist condescension
towards the ‘unelect’.
The Meenistur Tae His Floack
“Aye - yir oot enjoayin yirsels an geein in tae the Deil and his Satanic weys - oan yir nichts oot at the picturs an the dancin - wi yir drinkin
an gamblin an smokin an hooerin – an neglectin yir weans - an yir laffin awa wi nivur a thocht fur the wurd o God an his great and terrible
laws. Bit whin yir doon below in the fiery pit o Hell – an yir screemin an yir burnin an yir roastin an yir yellin – Oh Lord Lord – we
didnae ken - we didnae ken – the great Lord in his infinite mercy will ben doon frae Heaven and say – Well ye ken noo!”

F.A.C.T. Helpline 02920 777 499
The F.A.C.T. helpline is normally open from 9:30am to 12:30pm and 6:30pm to 9:30pm Mondays to
Fridays, and on occasional Saturday mornings. It is not open Bank holidays.
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