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Task Two:- Part One- Using Evidence at
Depositions and Trial, to Assess Whether
Investigation and Interviews of the Children
met Best Practice Protocol ~
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THE INVESTIGATION @ S

S
INTRODUCTORY REMARK_‘Z%@% @Ki}

Civic Creche case were the New
Detective Colin Eade, the Depar
particular the specialist inter e@s
Dr Karen Zelas, and to
Christchurch.

allegation cas : equally critical that each agency
involved p ; r% * objective way, bringing to bear its

invol low a protocol that is now known to reduce the

ndE dg
3. IE%h istchurch Givic Creche investigation there was a failure by

ations being legitimised.

NG

The Failures ofthe Investication

4. Bearing in mind the research referred to in Volume 1 of these
Submissions and the identification of a best practice protocol for
mass allegation cases, the investigation of the Ellis case failed in
both areas of major principle as well as in areas of detail. It is
submitted that the investigation was not only woefully inadequate
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in its attention to its tasks but was a seriously contaminating factor
itself.

5. The investigation, which commenced in November 1991, was
triggered by the remarks of a three and a half year old boy to his
mother ). The information which is detailed below was
available to the investigators had they discharged one their primary
obligations, that is, to look for sources of potential contamination. Q

>
Christchurch 1991 %&>
XV
6. The atmosphere in Christchurch in 1991 had be ed nb\y%
allegations of a paedophile and pornography ring 4 ‘-\.‘ 2 e\gﬁ &
from visiting American child abuse specialis satan/\étﬁ;}
abuse is occurring in New Zealand.” 1 & @
7. The atmosphere in Christchurch i @xﬁs c arged in
relation to the issue of child sexuzl a% 6
8. Allegations of Christchurc e exploited in a

prostitution and child re rife. This followed
in the wake of a sup ing investigated by police

ROS

two years before.

9. A former cer @atement that the Police had spent
six mo @ stig ild pornographic ring in Christchurch
ievi one underground. Brent HYDE, a former
%
ctive said
I

whi
Dete
AN
1ey¢e

% " thing is still going on in Christchurch. It's a very lucrative
@ @s with heaps of money to be made by the big players.” 3

% He said thdt 500 video-tapes had been seized some of which featured

sexual abuse with children and were almost certainly filmed in New

Zealand:

1Source: The Press, 27 August 1991.
2Source: Sunday News ,7 April 1991.
3 Source: The Dominion Sunday Times, 7 April 1991.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16. InSe The ion Sunday Times reported that:
@ "Po‘@sellom finding evidence of ritual abuse in New Zealand.”

1
1 It re}@ two female counsellors from Wellington who were

k%

"It was obvious that the two 11 year old girls had made independent
disclosure of bizarre sexual abuse involving video cameras, haunted houses,
knives and drug parties."4

Adding further fuel to the situation was the workshops held in
Christchurch in August and November of 1991 by groups who
proclaimed that Satanic Ritual Abuse was happening in New
Zealand.®

In August Mitchell WHITMAN described in The Press as segé>
abuse therapist noted for his work in raising child se@use

awareness with United States churches, he said that: /\y
"Satanic Ritual Abuse posed as great a threat t%—z{ /5ex

_ . NI

abuse...It was up to society to uncover the practicel0 &

He made the statement in Christchurch e 26th 1991.7
He was in Christchurch as a guest f n_Home Foundation
after taking workshops on child sexu se i@ﬁd.s

He reported that seven victigs e had approached
him during his visit to - among other things:

This was a % A be often repeated by the children in
the Crécr@ 2 jews.

members of the Ritual Action Group (RAG) as being horrified by

4 Source: The Dominion Sunday Times, 7 April 1991.

5 Source: The Dominion Sunday Times, 1 September 1991.
6 Source: The Press, 27 August 1991.

7Source: The Press, 27 August 1991.

8 Source: The Press, 27 August 1991.

9 Source: The Press, 27 August 1991.

108ource: The Dominion Sunday Times, 1 September 1991.
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the descriptions of abuse The Ritual Action Group was formed
earlier in 1991 and were reported to be:

"A loose network of people who see the need to raise awareness of ritual
abuse in New Zealand”.11

18.  The women were beginning "research” sponsored by the Family
Violence Prevention Co-ordinating Committee.  They calk?
through groups of sexual abuse survivors and women's groups b@
survivors of ritual abuse to contact them. The paper said: L <>

>

"Ms Stapp and Ms Frances, who are trained Social Worke %gz’l}iﬁg .
workshop about this research at a Christchurch conferenc@w}c_ ” §§O>

19.  The article referred to Mitchell WHITMAN (préviéisly re(%(/

on describing a report of a youngster who is
“urinated on and made to eat fae 1 a exually and

physically abused” 13

20.  The Sunday Star repeated mgu sam article the same
0O

21.  The Ritual Action Gioup prése

workshops at the Family
istchurch in September 1991
edia interest.

22. On 19 Novermiber 71991 Dr Astrid Heger described as an

"Ante ¢’ expert” was in Christchurch to lead a
(ﬁ:g ession\in relation to the diagnosis of sexual abuse.!l> Dr
@%‘ saj 1 8 ensive research in the last 6 years showed that 1

3 ils Were abused and probably 1 in 6 boys. She further

y stated dies by psychologists and socialists in the United States
all supported the same fact - that children did not lie about sexual

abuse. She said that child abuse was under diagnosed and under
recognised. Dr Heger's training session was for physicians and

11 source: The Dominion Sunday Times, 1 September 1991.
12 8ource: The Dominion Sunday Times, 1 September 1991.
13 Source: The Dominion Sunday Times, 1 September 1991.
14 5ource: Sunday Star, 1 September 1991.

15Source: The Press, 5 November 1991.
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specialists in the area. She had been bought to New Zealand by
Doctors For Sexual Abuse Care. Dr Heger is thought to have been
involved in the notorious McMartin case in the United States.

23.  Pamela Hudson,'® author of "Ritual Child Abuse: Discovery,
Diagnosis and Treatment” 17 sets out symptoms and allegations of
Ritual Child Abuse in her publication. It was to provide an almost

blue print copy of the claims of the children in the Creche ca@

Hudson reports on: N
D)
. %
Symptoms: %
1. Nightmares/Night Terrors

2. High anxiety disorders @
3. Temper tantrums

Allegations: & éx
1. Molested by strangers, day care warke parents.% @

2. Molested by other children
@ﬂ)e killed if they told.

1.

2. ager sib

3. goffin wk oy called "boxes”

4, d

5. ru .

6.

7. r' hung from a pole, burnt with
8.

9.

ing children or babies killed
a

. churches, other day care siblings and people here and
ards for the ritual abuse.

14
~
% he mother of at least one of the child complainants
was aware of Ms Hudson for in her letter of the 11th of
August written to the investigators who had refused to further
interview her son at that time asked for Ms Hudson to be brought
back to New Zealand as an expert in the case.18

16 Source: " letter dated 11 August 1992
17 Source: Ritual Child Abuse: Discovery, Daignosis and Treatment.
18 Source: letter dated 11 August 1992.
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25.  This was the atmosphere that pervaded Christchurch in November
1991 when a mother ) reported her 3 1/2 year old
son was saying he disliked Peter's black penis.1® Christchurch was as
of November 1991 a smouldering volcano awaiting sufficient
pressure to trigger an eruption.

26.  The Depositions and Trial Transcripts do not reveal that tg\\

investigators in any way evaluated the effect of the atmospher/e
which the allegations came to be made.

- @%i”

27.  The following Time-Line of the investigation t th %? S
opportunities for contamination to occur “énd ! them as
being of the same general nature know.
contamination) in other such cases as&

ther of

27.1  On 20 November 1991 .
age t ild at the Creche,
complained to Gail\C & DS r1nc1pa1 of the Creche
‘ @d Peter’'s black penis.”

that her son hé
Créche if ELLIS remained

n report it to his wife. The remark by was
@ e bath when mother and son were discussing what
;hdnt like about Peter. At that stage, had

alreddy expressed a dislike of Peter ELLIS .22

27.3 On 21 November 1991, ELLIS was put on temporary leave.?3

19 ource: Deposition Statement.

20 source: Deposition Statement.

21 gource: Notes of Evidence at Depositions page 680.
2256urce: .+ Deposition Statement page 2 .

23 Source: Letter trom to ELLIS dated 24 January 1992.
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27.5
27.6

27.7

7
y@

On 25 November 1991 liaised with Det. Colin
EADE of the Christchurch Sexual Abuse Team and the
Specialist Services Unit (the "S.S5.U.").

On 25 November 1991, was

interviewed by S5.5.U. but made no disclosure of sexual abuse.

)
Peter ELLIS's solicitor, Mr Chris KNIGHT to KC
27 November 1991 threatening defamation.24 "vy
85\
<

S
/\\
Despite that fact that no sexual abuse w \/@clbsé’d, {h\é
g

Management Committee of the Créche me 0
1991 to discuss the issue. In attendanceSuére) mte;/%ﬂ; NI

(mother of !

by

o &~
occupation, N f . was to be in attendance
to give adxi Q p

th issues of "concern” rather than
ose of the meeting was to inform the

had commenced discussing with
what her son had said. The others included
(mother of

)
éP(\ ovthe 2 December meeting, which became known as the
gy\eeﬁng",
others

"[ went along to the meeting knowing what
had told his mother about Peter Ellis.”2’

24 gource: Letter from Mr Knight to .
25 Source: Colin Eade Depositions Statement page 1.

261bid.

273purce: Original statement of 21 April 1992.
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27.10 at depositions?® acknowledged that she had
started to talk at that time to others including

(mother of
and (mother of vho were her
close friends. was telephoned and offered
support by both ~ 29and
27.11 saw herself as being very involved in the ar%

sexual abuse: }\( 9

“Certainly | have a very real concern for kids. I }@f\
sexual abuse area for a number of years ha
involvement in the area,” 3

/\
27.12 A support group organised by et p at

about the time of the first meeting {the 2 Decémlief ieeting).
The group included

27.13 On the morning of @ Christchurch Press

published a egations of Abuse"

lﬁ\orker had been suspended
ing a child.

announcing

"concerns as opposed to allegations
ing specific."32 The format of the meeting was a

nsultation between Detective EADE and Sue
was held despite the fact that no formal disclosure of
abuse had been made and with no apparent

Q @ @z ' -
y refognition of the fear which it might engender in parents.

Wy

285gurce: Notes of Evidence at Depositions, page 691.
2950urce: Notes of Evidence at Trial page 227.
3050urce: Notes of Evidence at Depositions page 688.
3150urce: Notes of Evidence at Depositions page 692.
3250urce: Notes of Evidence at Trial page 483
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27.15 The meeting was held at a time when Christchurch had been
fired up the Ritual Satanic Abuse Workshop, and reports that

a child porn ring was operating somewhere in
Christchurch.33

27.16 At the meeting which was also attended by members of the
Christchurch City Council, advice was given to parents as to

: - : : SN
behavioural changes and indicators which might PQ\)
associated with sexual abuse. Parents were advised not to“a

direct questions of their children "because it could %e “:\t//)?e

children confused and put answers in their mout} %@not
to question (her) about Peter Ellis.” 34 @ Q\

QY

27.17 After the meeting, despite the advice; Qem% @

their children (as many of the motHer cord/\z in “their

statements) and many referred di to Pe . This

was almost inevitable. @Q
27.18 On 4 December, Ms Sue ‘@ i%nt
ahd 'H@ laint was elicited

a second time
2719 On 9 De ™. Ms EY interviewed

about Peter ELLI
isclosure of any sexual abuse was

No disclosure of any sexual abuse

A sy
63/7 21 @ ecember, Ms Sue SIDEY interviewed
No-disclosure of any sexual abuse was obtained.

27.22 was the son of
a Social Worker;

was the son of a Social

33Source: The Press, 27 August 1991.
3450urce: Ongnal statement of dated 21 April 1992.
35 Source: Report by S.5.U. on dated 22 December 1991.
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