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N THE PAUL HOLMES INTERVIEW WITH DR ZELAS ON

23 MARCH 1992

54.

s

March 1991, prior to the Knox Hall meeting in V§

"As a result of one of the questions from the floor, didn’t you say
some of the indicators of abuse were bed wetting, tantrums and
nightmares?”

“I don't recall exactly what the questions were. I don't recall the
exact guestions or answers.”

"Wld you accept then it is possible that you could have told them
that some of the indicators of abuse were bed wetting, tantrums and
nightmares?"”

"Well yes I guess it is possible, I tried to stick within my guidelines
though in answering questions.”
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parents to the possible criticism that if they we %d to be eeﬂy
questioning their children then that would Fe used to, weaken he

credibility of any comments later attri to the fn also
provided advice as to the specific b that could
93:
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and

accompany any suspected abuse. A ﬂ§\2
“Do you not recall b by olines v 23rd March 1992 he

asked you the qu re s ¥ o't there parents can now
start zmagmmg\:lﬂug " and you an ber is "Yes there is, I would
very much s if canto be able to hold back until they

have fo tact wit e\séenaes that will be investigating
these \$7fere is if they start to iry to speak with
the dren 11\ at unintentionally in their effort to

hetruth t z‘hry\mght introduce ideas to the child by the
\;nxwhzch skvqueshons of the child and then they may

up 05 dn that it will become impossible to know
o@:ether }\ child actually has been abused.”? "

I must have. I actually don~t recall doing that

"If youcsay ¢
znt %Qe:‘%
%\y}n iKe to refresh your memory? ”
ol

ept what you say, its the sor of thing I woul dhave said
u@def}those circumstances. ”

N

“It was much the same sort of information that had been given to
parents all along, for instance at the KNox Hall meeting.

"This particular show was prior to the Knox Hall meeting and also
prior to any charges being laid against Peter Ellis, do you accept
that?

"Yes. Well I don't remember the date of the Holm but 1t you say it
was prior to that I accept that. ”

e aler/ted

T

\
\
/

/

. </
Dr ZELAS participated in an interview with Mr Paul k@s on 3\>\
fyehs
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Q. "Didn’t you also say in that interview that the] are specialist
interviewers who are being set up to interview the children over a

period of time and it is very important that parents don't conduct
their own interrogations?”

A. “If you say so0.”

and .
/ //\\
o @)
Q "Also during that interview do you accept that you gave out advice. > >
on particular behaviours parents should look for in terms of bemg AN
consistent with sexual abuse?” \\ ~
A "I don't recall.” N
Q. "Do you recall saying "With young children some -of ‘the Qr/iére
specific things include things having nighti ;::A ]

steeping X
disturbances of varying kinds, young children alsp é%ﬁten wil - C\
start to display sexualised behaviour themseld, g

A. "I don’t recall saying that but if you say I dm‘/ §> that.” \ 2

and

Q. “Can you recall sayin "Wel can t>hemselves by
continuing symptoms of a

)y erhaps /it _sleep’ disturbances,
perhaps with problem_in g tmnsths\(%% with continuing
sexualised behaviours,—~, ﬁay be, § associated with
their concentration, etr\ bility / erfo»r at school, to make

friends” and t en to behdvivurs_when they get older, do you
recall sayz '»? “ \>
“No don onten?butl e with those things, they are

-

A
all va ents
Q mes Sha’ also agreed that parents can start
n c anges recall that?”
A. Q’N n’ recaH\the t of the interview at all.
Q

. %:ghe/’z? you ucce/p\ts}\ﬁy parents can start imagining changes were

ay referrir “a-sittiation where?”
s that\ aid imagining changes.

: “I'll rel zifﬁ/gain, Mr Holmes said "There’s a danger isn't there

& pa Antsjﬁzrso' start imagining changes” this is after you talked
W abouk\ the behaviour indications and you replied "yes there is, and I

§\\ Qaqould very much urge parents if they can to be able to hold back

tmﬁ/l> they have formal contact with the agencies that will be
mvestzgatmg these matters”? "

)
\/\/3\ /@% x ~"Yes.”
\ s o

See also the Transcript of the Holmes Show annexed to the First

”

~ \\ I

v

Affidavit of Dr Parsonson, annexure T

AT THE KNOX HALL MEETING ON 31 MARCH 1992

55.  Ms SIDEY and Dr ZELAS both attended the Knox Hall meeting and
again information was provided to parents, on that occasion,
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relating to the behaviours that were relevant to allegations of child
abuse. Dr ZELAS stated at page 334 of the notes of evidence at Trial:

“L.. attended the Knox Hall meeting which was the second of the two
meetings discussed. As to what my involvement has been from the outset
and what part 1 played in the Knox Hall meeting, I had no formal
involvement in this inquiry until late in 1992. I had at times reviewed ’—1\

videotapes of interviews that interviewers “had  had  with  children
involved in the creche, not merely those who were eventually complainants {’ )
and in that situation we may have looked only a small portion of am.
interview to look at or examine a particular aspect of either what the chil b
has said or done or how the interviewer has actually approached th‘%fzﬁ

-

and at that time may not even have been aware of the name or <uiemfz {
the child that we were looking at. The police later asked my_ads admce more !
formally about several children and I reviewed all of thelr mde oS’ at :

that point. The next stage really was my attendance a thé K
meeting and I was invited along as an observer as SOHid ong \10755; could [ ‘/ﬂ2
called upon if it were thought that my expertise mr\wquzr&t

responding to any matters that might have come u meetmg, Q\ge >
/\L\ rlb

no formal role, 1 gave no formal presentatwq/b\ zd c
answering a few questions from the floor.”

56. Ms SIDEY confirmed in her evide “e%a%tl) Z% provided

advice, at page 286:

i
H
1
!

Q "Ref. to the Knox tmg, Wtﬂmed earlier Dr Zelas
your superzzzsor w
A. "Yes.”
Q. "Can you zuh/ er or nat she ressed the meehng?
A. "She an ugstions. 7
57. Itis submltt hateve as and Ms Sidey or the Police

intended to\w y to the‘/} ts the effect of this meeting and
XS to «coin mﬁcate a sense of panic and concern in

their
alreq?zﬁgxxous &/\en{s\//The meeting had a significant effect on

mU ("I got an impression that there was a concern and [

\) \thmk “Yhat h;gldmg the, meeting had an impact more than what was actually said”
\\1@9) parents and mother ("My
(® zmpressum o@the meeting as a whole was that it was a serious matter and there
% ; must ine\been some validity to the complaints because of the large number of
people at the meeting. That's when the seriousness occurred to me really. »110),

They became active informal interviewers of the children. They

10950urce: Original Statement dated 27 June 1992 at page 6.

110 source: Statement of to Police dated 23 June 1992 p4-5; see also
Depositions Statement at pages 4-5
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sought not only information not only from their own children but
also from the children of others.

ON THE "CRECHE INVESTIGATION FORM" AND THE ADVICE
HANDOUT TO PARENTS

~
58.  The "Créeche Investigation Form" contains a checklist for parents tO' ( w

consider. The checklist stated: \\/
O %),
N
BRIEF INDICATION QF CONCERNS: ~ <’/>>
/é\ </N /\
\\> AN
INAPPROPRIATE SEXUAL BEHAVIQUR j A~

URINARY INFECTIONS L
GENITAL INFLAMMATIONS fq\ (/\)
DISTURBED SLEEP PATTERNS \ /\\
TOILETING PROBLEMS f% N

59.  Furthermore, the parents were prowd%\\ a @&dc/}at the

Knox Hall meeting. It advised pare ha to our child tells
of his or her abuse. The "if” %@ -Wri ver' a crossed-out
"when" your child tells..... @ment, /s> :

N

"Believe what they (a O

T

IN_THE DISCUSSIONg\ R _TO\ELE ONICALLY RECORDED

INTERVIEWS WI ENTS VV
60. Ms M@ave & \em:e/ (at page 259), that she would talk to

the parents @ out n{}gpﬁqﬁc behaviours would be expected if the

/@ been sexually’abused
I\ N

QIf\ls subné&ed\hat the parents were provided with extensive lists of

(( the spec1 E//\ béhaviours that were consistent with a child who has
(\\ beett gexually abused. This is of fundamental importance because
Q/ none of the parents of children for whom convictions relate were
interviewed about their child prior to the recording of allegations by

their child ( 1 was interviewed about on

19 February 1992, 8 days prior to the first interview for Once

the parents had been advised that their child had repeated earlier
elicited responses on the videotape they were faced with the
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situation of their child having been sexually abused. A number of
the parents then engaged in behaviour foreshadowed by Dr ZELAS
in her Holmes interview on 23 March 1992 as being dangerous, that
is, imagining changes in behaviour and inflating everyday events
and child complaints into meaningful indicators that their child
was suffering from sexual abuse.

\

AN
\

{ A
SPREADING OF ALLEGATIONS N \\\Q/’
N2

62. There was evidence that after the electronically ser\; ‘5}
interviews were complete the interviewers would tell /t arents “
specifically, what the child's allegations were. N qul\
contrary to what should have been known at the /n,me in the Umfe

) K1n0dom ydom guidelines and is clearly contrary g/&}e jice nggaethoé
be followed on mass allegations cases. Ms M R(}\\I gave\ewdehce

at Trial that the parents were specificall %sed of he agf\gahons
their child had made within the inte%%ntext 248

(c
The monitor’s role is to ... i </AEO be with the cliikd previous to the
@ inte % 'y'le the interviewer 1is

interview and sometimes aff
talking again with the /}& s:

at page 249: @ @
o what 1 tell the parents who have

"Once th ww 1s co

n

come w he ld, m/ c lce I generally tell the parents what the

Chll;; s osed i the mteru:ew or not as clearly a5 I can. I have
str

[}

zf T can do that. ~If Daries depending on how

the \become during that process and sometimes the child
A ve req stq q they themselves tell the parents, generally they
ask us<io-i ?hat but my practice is that I would tell them what the
\ 11d has sat The parents are not allowed to see the wvideotapes
<\ themselues
~ \/>

Q \\\ é//

/\ \
(" ancja”t page . 262:
Q\\/}// \\/
> 2 <Q "Once you have conducted an interview would you then go back and
v talk to the parents about what the child has said?”

A. "Yes”
and later on page 262:
Q. "Once the interview is finished would you then go and explain to
the parents what the child has said?”
A. “Yes I would”
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Q. "Would you provide specific details about what the clhuld has said
or only talk in general terms?”

A. "I would provide as much_specific detail as possible. Yes about

what the child has said and how that came out, do not just he or
she was touched but how they said that.”

and at page 262:
Q. "Once you have conducted an interview would you then go back and
talk to the parents about what the child has said?” \ N
A. “Yes” /
NP
S \</
and at page 259: <; < "
AN
"Generally after the child has been interviewed and the/\ néermewer has™>_~
then told the parents what the content of the intervie hen th
have the option of seeing that video at a convenient A ;Xe vouzdmg\/ﬂm
there is not going to be any criminal proceedmgs here is th polit
like to have seen and talked to the parents aV en stat énts }@}e

they view that video to stop any confusion of so they in get \statement
from the parents without any contammatnﬁn; the videg:”

(/
63. MsSIDEY stated at page 279:

Q "Once the interview@o er /ygy. ave a general discn
with the parents ﬁbshf\/mt the en@ad said?”
A "Yes.” O 6
Q. "Would y them what to do with that
mforma
A "Well (1‘ z m t hzld s sake I would ask them to
mmﬁ th tion that the child has given 1s
ant to maintain confidentiality for the
%/saymg dentml were you telling the parents not to
tss n‘/wtl*k parents?

U ‘T am tsome stage of last year I may have recommended
that
<\§ \/

64 S tls\clear é&the extracts cited above that the interviewers knew

(\\Qbut fai \%&pf)remate the importance of parents not discussing
{

allegamansv\ with their children. In addition, Ms MORGAN

x@U / demon/si:rated that she knew that in the general case the police

would take a statement from the parent before the video interview
were shown so as to avoid contamination. The interviewers
relayed in specific detail not only the allegations that were made but
the way in which they were made to the parents. The interviewers
failed to appreciate that the risk of contamination existed regardless
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of whether the actual videotape was shown or whether the
interview was described to the parent.

COMMUNICATION OF ALLEGATIONS BETWEEN THE SPECIALIST
SERVICES UNIT AND POLICE:

//‘\
65. Communicating between the Specialist Services Unit and the Police ("

: S\
was necessarily intense. At page 267: B\ N\

NZS
N
“In relation to the ChCh Civic Créche my involvement began about, }J;/

. B ; <
1981.(sic) . It initially came about with a phone call from a Wl&i\t\o/éaik
about some concerns she had to make an interview time. That~wms.,

I didn't know her personally prior to that. As a re tk\/bf »y\uﬁt phon' \>/> S
call I would have recorded the conversation and 1 did bo %)zer\évﬂ/{n fora C
interview. The first contact with the police following that \contact {ith

I can't recall exactly but I think tbiht\jz\\g/ﬁpened w/as\g at’,/
there was contact with the police at the same timeé and _so from ?h/at\po\m}

we would have started talking about the aﬁons carétérnsxactua\lly

they were gt that point. My main contact he police at" thf/s\ta:ge was
Colin Eade.” \ C

A

N

66. It is also clear that Detective Colin, Fade ~the relayer of
information between Specialist/Sérviees m@an parents and in
some instances there is a&%ﬁl\e’c/iden e interviewing of the
children outside the r %ﬁa@}nte;v\iewgn

"clarification inter "“@mh
scheduled for 7 @92 \A@\)

67. Detective E@{D{E}/V ul%@érmaﬁon concerning allegations to
the pay@\oﬁf othet/children, he identified and

akpage 496 of the notes of evidence) as two
\su\c ?%e?nts It ?s\g@/gg however from the evidence of the parents
{ }ha&xof theﬁkargmts were in contact with Detective EADE and that
~—he' attende at 3e’a/st one of the parental support group meetings.
ON\ Similgﬁ\;\éo\ﬁg EADE gave evidence at trial at that time he and
\\/}O Sus;ﬁ\’%f[’%Y were the only two persons working full time on the
< case and that they liaised. It is clear from a variety of sources such as
the original statements of parents, and the Specialist Services Unit
reports that the main link between parents, police and the Specialist

Services Unit was one police officer, Detective Colin Eade.

ng, for example, the
that Detective Eade
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68. It is submitted that there the allegations were spread from parents
both directly to the Police and indirectly through the Specialist
Services Unit and that these allegations were then passed on, by the
Police, to different parents who then extensively questioned their
children about the contents of the allegation.

69. It is submitted the Police had spoken to either the parents or the, g
children before the children were provided with electromcallx &)
preserved interviews, thus elevating the risks of contaminatio and 0/
being contrary to what should have been known at the @mé

through the United Kingdom guidelines and is now lfnewm & be x
vital to be mass allegation cases.

70. Ms SIDEY stated in evidence at Trial that %Q}Lv\( M

referrals to the Specialist Services Unit, at gg;ﬂ?v

“Prior to a child being interviewed hog e par me mta contact

with you in general terms? They w Wred us’@ily an agency, in
this particular case they were refe% e Polifé

71.  Ms MORGAN gave evi e efo was interviewed
she had been provide %‘}v ormatlon t the child from the
parent or the Pohce tmg t tdn ormatxon about the child had

been prowded to b PN e,

acedure H/\a gpted with regard to the interview of each
chzl ener Ty frﬁ;{ @

initial contact with the parents to the

S ent o ew ztself the mformatzon about the children or
formutw*n u@/ﬁbd\been given by the Police.”

A Tt '@mj %is important to the issue of contamination that
£ there wag con{t/a/é% between the parents and the Police prior to the
<® ecordgd \m’tevvlews by the Specialist Services Unit. Given that the
o Podlce) re passing on allegations from one child to the parents of
\Q other /chlldren and that the parents were then interrogating their
v children until substance was provided to the allegation it is hard to

see how the evidence of the children could but have been tainted.

’

THE ROLE OF THE MOTHERS
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73.  Itis submitted that certain of the mothers played a vital role in the
formation of allegations. They effectively conducted their own
investigation in contravention to specific advice given by both the
Police and S.S.U. These mothers formed a cartel which was
committed, to the firm belief that widespread sexual abuse had been

committed by ELLIS and others.

74. The mothers were

AN

\\>

75.  (a) was a social worker/ counsellor V\?ho @scnbe

herself in her deposition statement a&/ &

SN
Commum’cG?\

consultant who worked part-time under/\cgrra:act Mq

AN VNN
(b) 112
Aw 2
() elt that $ﬁe considerable knowledge of this

cla:%&é?epositions that she had a "definite
ment exual abuse area".l13 Counsel submits

(\%at in faci;1 was proof of the adage,

owleﬁge 1>s a dangerous thing."

¢
A/Q\ \ . } /
; N) (d) o had experienced
/;/

v
A4

D

111 gource: Notes of Evidence at Depositions page 675.

112 gource- Statement 26 October 1992,

11350urce: Notes of Evidence at Depositions, page 688.
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(e)

/_\\

: /—\
6 had disliked ELLIS when she first met him and O v/
thought him rough and sarcastic with the children. D n&j
1991, she had complained several times about ELLIS to /tﬁ;e(’
Créche. Her complaints at this time had centre@n Her
opinion that ELLIS was an alcoholic. She felt“abﬁe\,td make - \

this assessment because of her expenencevas a\§ounse1 \/
She had visited his house to choose a pi pwhd lm g{\)
shocked by the dirt and grubbiness 5 th \erlace/\She et

ELLIS's homosexual partner ané\v?s sho , his
appearance. In her deposition sta \en , she

"From then 1 started f\w%bou%e dant Ellis being a
child care worker" 11&/\
/

® @st comp agamst ELLIS on 20
November her as interviewed on three
occasion ou dlscla% use. She however remained a
very Afwe rso e inquiry and her activities are

referre m th T mg; e Sulffice it to say that she collated

knfor ation abouty hat children were saying and distributed
\\t\to/other\r(%\thers/who in turn distributed on. She also

vised on éex al abuse and what to look for. { said

A~ Q\ that sl\le did this because she and the others were frustrated at
SO\ \\? wha\‘they saw as Police reluctance to investigate and her
\k : ?/ & /&behef that sexual abuse needs to be talked about. She was
\\/ﬁ* & Jcori1m1tted from the time that referred to "Peter's
black penis” to the belief that sexual abuse was widespread.!1”

11450urce: Notes of evidence at Depositions page 677.
11550urce: Notes of Evidence at Depositions, page 678.
11650urce: Deposition Statement.

117 Source: Notes of Evidence at Depositions, page 695.
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